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to-night like a man, amidst the groans and hisses of 
ae his own party, and advocate what he knew was 
right. : : 

to his credit that he stood here every Friday night 
ss oan maet in the interests of the soldiers, especially the 


get 
m 


since 

* rivates, when perhaps all those who are up here 
eo aa speaking in the interests of widows of officers, 
were bed asleep, or at some game of cards, or something of that 
a NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


uestion? 
” i. TALBERT. My friend, I do not want you to get hurt 


again. I saw you with your arm in asling the other day. Great 
laughter.] I want to say to you, gentlemen, you should han 
our h in shame when you come up here from this side an 


y. oe : 
that side and cross fire upon the distinguished gentleman from 
South Dakota, whose loyalty to the old soldier can not be ques- 


ioned. y 
“— NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. TALBERT (contin ). You have proved yourselves 
many and many of you to be hypocrites in the true sense of the 
von because enough of you could not be found here the other 
night to help him carry on business in the interest of the old sol- 
dier. : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. TALBERT. Why, certainly. 
people that can ask questions that others can not answer. 
not promise to answer. wisn laughter. ] : 

. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman be kind enough to 
strike out of the RecorpD the remarks he made about the gentie- 
man from South Dakota the other evening attempting to pension 
bounty jum and camp followers? 

Mr. T ERT. I did take it out. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man from South Dakota has shown courage in standing here in 
the interests of the common soldier. Now, I am going to try you 
again and give you a chance to redeem yourself from this condi- 
tion into which you have put yourselves. I hope the amendment 
to strike out the words “seventy-five” and insert ‘‘sixty” will 

evail. 

wie. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to detain the committee 
only a single moment, and in that moment I wish to say that I 
have a good opinion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. I believe he is a just and patriotic man. I believe he 
has stood upon this fluor for the old soldier in the four Congresses 
of which I have been a member in season and out of season, and 
that no man loves the old soldier better or will do more for him 
than that gentleman. And I also want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
he has undertaken and is endeavoring to carry out an impossible 
task. I believe that this whole business is ae I believe that 
this whole class of legislation should be covered by general legis- 
lation, and for that reason, during the four terms that I have been 
in Congress, I have scarcely introduced a bill of this character. 

Now, tell me what justice there is in giving a soldier or a soldier’s 
widow $30, $40, $50, or $75 a month when beside him or her, in 
the next house, lives a soldier or a soldier’s widow, equally, and 
perhaps more deserving, who is only receiving $8, $10, or $12? I 
say that this whole business is wrong. The tendency is to make 
the great mass of the pensioners of the country dissatisfied with 
the pensions they are receiving, and members of Congress, instead 
of presenting these jal cases for legislation which are down- 
right favoritism and injustice, should abolish this system and 
discourage this class of legislation. Now, somebody says that there 
are a class of cases that can not be reached by general law. There 
may be, and there are a few such cases, but | hope to live to see the 
time wher. ti:<s< cases will be decided by some commission, court, 
or tribunal, and when this outrageous class legislation and favor- 
itism will be taken away from the Congress of the United States. 


[Applause. 
ve MILES, I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. Were you in favor of grantinga pension to the 
widow of General Cogswell at $75 a month? 

Mr. MORSE. I will say in answer to the gentleman that since 
that policy had met with approval here, as she was a Massachu- 
setts woman, I had no hesitation in voting that pension to her. 

Mr. MILES. I thank the gentleman for his candor. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to say that if there ever was a soldier in 
the Union Army, a brave man, a patriotic man, whose widow de- 


You know there are certain 
I will 


served a that woman is the widow of my colleague, Gen. 
William i, of Massachusetts. 
. Mr. It is just the same with the widow of Gen. Tom 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
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gentleman from South Carolina, to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” 
insert ‘‘ sixty.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 


and 


CARRIE L. GREIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of Theodore 
Greig, brevet major of volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carrie L. Greig, widow of 
the late Theodore W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2962) granting a pension of $0 per month to Carrie L. Greig, widow of Theo- 
dore W. Greig, late brevet major of volunteers, having considered the facts 
and circumstances in evidence, respectfully report as follows 

Theodore W. Greig enlisted as private, Company A, Sixty-first New York 
Infantry Volunteers, August 25, 1861; promoted to sergeant-major Septem- 
ber 21, 1861; commissioned second lieutenant, to date from July 1, 1862, and 
transferred to Company C; commissioned first lieutenant November 17, 1862, 
with rank from June 26, 1862; mustered in to date July 2, 1862; transferred 
to.Company E February 8, 1863, to accept promotion as captain; commis- 
sioned as captain March 31, 1863, with rank from eens 17, 1862, and mus- 
tered in to date September 17, 1862, and mustered out October 9, 1864. He 
was brevetted major United States Volunteers May 20, 1867, for gallant and 
meritorious service in late war 
__{n the battle of Antietam, Md., September 17, 1862, while the battle was at 
its height, the Fourth Alabama Confederate Regiment stuck its battle flag in 
the ground, a little in advance, as a dare for anyone to capture it. Major 
Greig, then lieutenant, rushed forward and captured it. He was shot in the 
neck, but held onto the flag and returned with it to his company 

Claimant was married to soldier November 11, 1884; soldier died November 
17, 1808. Claimant filed application for pension under act of June 27, 1890, 
which was rejected on the ground that “ claimant is not without other means 
of support than her daily labor.” 

_ The testimony shows that applicant has $500 worth of furniture; has an 
income of $66 annually from a mortgage and $75 annually from $1,500 received 
from her husband's life insurance. 

Testimony also shows that soldier's death was due to chronic nephritis 

From all the facts and circumstances presented your committee recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

RICHARD P. PILKINGTON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Richard 
P. Pilkington, late captain of Company E, Seventy-sixth Pennsylvania Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Gentlemen on the other side really do not know 
how many good things they are missing by not having these re- 
portsread. They donot know how much they might be instructed 
and edified. Why, sir, this report shows that in 1880 this man, 
by reason of a premature explosion, lost his fingers and became 
blind; and this report really determines that a premature explo- 
sion fifteen years after the close of the war is a misfortune of 
service origin. It further determines that because 50 of the man’s 
neighbors ask that you grant this pension as a matter of charity 
and because he is destitute, therefore you should grant it. Those 
are important things which probably gentlemen on the other side 
would like to know; but they are missing all these things by not 
having these reports read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam willing that anybody who reads this re- 
port shall decide whether this man is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. MILNES. I wish to call the attention of this committee 
to the inconsistency of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr, 
ErpMAN]|. He has just voted—I saw him so vote—for a pension 
of $75 a month where there was no injury claimed whatever. 
Now, here is the case of a man who is blind and shot all to 
pieces, and the gentleman says that we are ‘‘missing a great 
deal” by not knowing the facts. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will say to the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat that I have voted for a pension of $75 a month to the 
widow of Gen. Thomas Ewing, just as the gentleman himself and 
other gentlemen on that side voted $75 a month to the widow of 
General Carr—— 

Mr. MILNES. I did not vote that way. 

Mr. ERDMAN. To the widow of General Cogswell, to the 
widow of General Gresham, and to the widows of a great number 
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of other generals. I am in favor of pensioning people according 
to their rank and services. The general law oak provided for 
no distinction above the rank of See “be is practi- 
cally left to be determined by Congress in s ls what shall 
be the pension in cases not covered by the aes law. That is 
what we are doing in passing these bills. We are determining 
the rates of pensions according to the rank and service. And that 
is one of the reasons why I vote for many of these bills. 

But that question was not involved in what I said in regard to 
the bill under consideration. I wanted to point out to gentlemen 
on the other side that they are putting these sions through 
without knowing what they are doing. Not five of you gentlemen 
have read the reports—probably not three. You do not care to 
have them read. In this way the people do not see them. I 
sim ly emphasize the fact that you gentlemen are acting in the 
dark; that you are willing to grant gratuities to people without 
knowi ing what you are doing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering the bill to be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


EMILY E. CASH, 


Mr.COX. Mr. Chairman, I trust I may be b agnome ob to occupy 
amoment. I have not given the House much trouble in regard 
to any pension bills on this Calendar. But I have in my charge 
to-night the case of sn old widow, 83 years of age, who is con- 
fined to her bed. She is the widow of a soldier of the Mexican 
war, who, as the report states, ‘‘ died in 1848 in a general military 
hospital at New Orleans, which he entered immediately upon his 
return from Mexico, where he had been discharged on account of 
disability.” Thecommittee has reported a bill in favor of increas- 
ing the pension of this old lady, I do not know her except by 


utation. 
me PICKLER. The gentleman from Tennessee is taking as 
much time in talking as would suffice to his bill. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from South Dakota has taken u 
enough time to pass a hundred bills. [Laughter.] I hope he wi 
be quiet a moment. 

r, PICKLER. Why does not the gentleman send up his bill? 

Mr. COX. lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of this bill, for the sim + reason that unless it be taken u 
out of its order its ge will never do the old woman any 

There being no o gy the House proceeded to the considera- 
" of — bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emily 

. Cash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar y of the Rpborior be, and is hereby, 


directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Emil Cash, 7 of Priva 
Thomas W. Cash, a soldier in the Mexican war, a a month. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out 
“thirty” and insert “twenty,” so as to make the pension $20 a 
month, was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

CHILDREN OF PATRICK F. REYNOLDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
603) to pension minor children of Patrick F. Reynolds 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, sub; bject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act of Con: a) proved June 27, 1890, the names 
of the minor children of Patrick F. yn late a member of 
oo y H, First a agp om Volunteer Cavalry, and pay to their legal 

a the pension to which they would have been entitled under said 
Sot had not the soldier left a widow surviving at the date of his death. 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read in this 
case; I do not know anything about it. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Poo.z), as follows: 


oun" eee chang. | iaren of = whew was — > - H. R. 
° on Ly ren of rick F. Reynolds, repo oo Salone: 
The, scidier enlisted Decem 0, 1863, and was a widow, 
gust 2, 1865. He died —— * three minor chifaren by s o whom owas 
qperried November 6, 1808 and ren by a ‘former 
The widow makes no lain awh the pension laws, because soldier’ 8 
death was not due to causes arising oie sat acetone 
an ye because she was married to the soldier oaiggeently 3: Se eee 


appoin pointed guardian of the chil 
Stile adear eee ‘or them under act of June 27. put the claim 
was rejected on the d that the minors had no title, since the soldier left 
2 widow, who is stil ving. 

ease is just this: coe alge Oe OTS who were intended 
aoe pentiones by Ee 88 6 2 une 27 , 1890, are barred by the living widow, 


who tes no title under said act. 
The committee believe this to fo be anand most clearly a for special 
action to remove the technical bar which defeats io pant purpose of the law, and 


recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in this case the children are 


not go to get the on. The widow is the guardian a 
ted by law, and Xo horse es as the of the 
poin ae, herself appli guardian 
Mr. MILES. She cnaties to get that which she could not get 


ante the general law. She was married since the passage of the 
act of 1890. 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is therefore a case where you propose to 
transfer a pension as a vested right; and it has at ao come to 
that pass where you are constituting and crea _— a 
vested right, which is to pass by descent, and be Bie as any 
commercial contract is. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in rep! 
what the gentleman says, if we err let us err upon the side of 
charity in this case and give these children what ask for. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E, CHAMBERLAIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill i. R. 

6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Chamberlain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the sion roll, su deot to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension law name of E. Chamberlain, 
widow of Lowell A. Chamberlain, = a > eaptebe in _— First United States 


Artillery, and her a pension of $50 a mon’ of the pension she is 
now receiving, or of that to which she is enti 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


In lines 6 and 7 7 strike out the word “Chamberlain and insert the word 
i ; also in line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert the 
w 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

DANIEL D. JENNINGS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H 
2947) increasin, yy? ion of Daniel D. Jennings, late of Co 
C, Sixty- io Volunteers. 
The bill was ame as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


outhovined and directed to place on the roll, sub to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel Jennings, a rece 
of Company ] gatys Ohio Volunteer er and pay him a pension of 
$30 a month, in the pension he is now receiving. 


The bill was celnea to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
SARAH A. BULL. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2014) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Bull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ted, aes th 
mt mn guacied, ste. Ths ete., e ee stpension Fol Interior be, be pad be ap heweby, 
tions and provisions of Genet ee pension laws, the name a A. = widow 
late a major and paymaster of volunteers in the United 
grant a nor. Se gepepealeemaiaal 
the passin cl oe eat she is now receivi 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be Saiieind te thie Howse 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELVIRA BACHELDER. 
wt bill (S. 147) 
a pension to Elvira Bachelder. 
was read, as follows: 


ae vt. of. eee S eae , and he is hereby, 

2S enn we the aga o8 secon of hive Ba 
e pine ra 

ent mother of J. K.P. Bacher, aie « gutvete in Company D. 


elder, 
Seventh New Hampshire Volunteer Inf 


The bill was ordered to be laid ‘tla bic niistall ts the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY COLLINS. 


SR R. 
a pension to Mary Collins. 
The till wee reed. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That ney Se Dee be ae be hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on —— 
Fa Oaline betel toner ie laws, name 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the following 
amendment: 


Strike out all 


“Infantry,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 
ences or pd nen month.” ; 


The amendment recommended ee committee was 
The bill as amended was iris ill odhe te be tepertcd 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


lage vonte Private Calendar was the bill (H. B. 
6236 a pension to Mrs. Helen Funkhouser. 

Tio bal wus eaee: as follows: 

Putt nate it th cry of ht Pee es provisions 
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pension laws, the name of Mrs. Helen Funkhouser, 
widow of Jobn J. Funkhouser, late colonel Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois 


and limitations of the 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, inserting after the word “‘ Helen” the initial ‘‘A.” in line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CATHERINE DARRAGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1992) granting a pension to Catherine Darragh. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

ene Girocted So piace oe the Eivate in, Company H Ons huodrea 

John . ap » e drec 
Desreg® "nacytvenia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12 
per month. : 

The bill was orderod to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JANE FISHER. 


business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
sai) granting a pension to Jane Fisher (colored), of Madisonville, 
K 


The bill was read, as follows: 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


i goentet, te., That the Secretary 
a an directed to place on the m roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Fisher, widow of Henry 
Fisher, late of Company B, Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of per month. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


After “late,” in line 6, insert the word “ private "; and{in line 8, 
strike aioe “twelve " and insert in lieu thereof the word elghe® 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, if I may interrupt the carnival 
for a few mements, I want to call attention toa bill which passed 
a little while ago, the third or fourth or fifth bill just passed. In 

ing that bill the committee have determined that when a sol- 
Rier is killed by keeping wild elks in a pen, his death is due to 
service origin. That is one of the strange things that we have 
determin 


ed, 

For fear that the leader on the other side would be disap- 
pointed if we should not have some report read, I will ask to have 
the report on this case read in my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


i eeiineapeiidon to dane Weher, wikow ot ileury Wishe, inte paivats, 
4004) a ane er, ow of Henry Fisher, late private, 
Compan, iT hoveatocnth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, having examined 
all the-facts and circu 
fully report as follows: 
The husband of this widow served as a private in Company B, Seventeenth 
a, Cavalry, from December 1, 1 to September 25, 1866, on which 
date, at , Ky.. he was honorably discharged. and died September 4, 
1890. Widow filed application for pension July 3, 1895, which said claim was 
that claimant wa not the legal wife of soldier. 
The report of a & the following: 
“The public record (B. J. 10) shows claimant to have married soldier July 
1889, and the shows soldier divorced from his wife Rachel October 
was not a legal marriage, cohabitation 
as equivalent to marriage under the laws 
, legality of marriage be not a bar, then claim- 
ant no doubt has title under act of June 27, is. 
“F. CG. MILLER, Special Examiner.” 
The facts in this case show that soldier was formerly married to one 
Rachel Nourse, and some time prior to July 31, 1889, he and his wife Rachel 


separated, and soldier filed a: tion for divorce, and owing to soldier's 
ignorance of ee is 1 tribunals (he being an ignorant colored 
ae led to believe that divorce had been granted, and actin — 
this he in faith was united in Soest Sy &. 
pe aes tes than .o. ths — ie na AL neil 
‘ ess ree mon after ° 
mo nets dier, or claimant either, ever be- 
of continued tocohabit together, under the 
y husband and wife, and were so regarded by 
the urged by the Pension Department for the rejecti 
reason or re ion 
the further fact that claimant is wholly without means 
6 aoe, Dn evineees, te comasitice the bill back to 
recommendation. 


mstances presented in this case, respect- 


the with the , after being amen by inserting the 
word * vate,” after the word “late,” in line 6,and by striking out the 
word “ .” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof the word “eight,” that 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. 


I move to amend by striking out of the title 
of the bill the words ent), of Madisonville, Ky.” 
The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out from the title the words “(colored), of Madisonville, Ky.” 
The amendments by the committee were agreed to. 
The amendment ¥ was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


EMILY A. MANN. 





Sv0L1 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of 
month, the name of Emily A. Mann, widow of William R 
First Illinois Light Artillery 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
reading of the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


f $12 | 
Rogers, late of 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for the 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill 
pension Emily A. Mann, and submit the following rey 

The petitioner was formerly the widow of William R. R 
soldier in Company B, First Illinois Light 


H. R. 3480) to 


who wa ‘ 
Artillery, from |! ruar 


to March 28, 1862, when he died in the line of duty at Fort Donelson of hoid 
fever. She was} oned as his widow from the date his ce u { 
cember 28, 1865, at which time she he | 


it 
ceased. Mr. Mann died on the 12th of June, 
The widow is now over 60 years of age, in destitute circums 
no means of support, except contributions from f I 
She is afflicted and disabled with spinal dise: 
These facts are shown by the evidence on file in the 
testimony of Dr. E. N. Howley, Dr. W. E. Gill, C. J. 1 


batt ; 
oad Ww 1and 
She is now confined to her bed and is not likely to live a 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the | i. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this is an- 
other of that remarkable class which I had supposed from the 
information I had received from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions were not again to be reported to this House. 
case of a woman who is not the widow of a soldier. 
ried and left soldier’s name and family and voluntarily relin- 
quished a pension to which she had been entitled by the law of 
her country; and, having done so, this is a case, not of merit, but 
a clear, clean gratuity, upon a new basis, if we continue to pass 
these cases, and we have been unable thus far to receive from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions or from any member of the com- 
mittee or the House any just reason why that should be done, 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina? ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

Mr. TALBERT. It seems that the settled policy of the major- 
ity here is, as we have pensioned one widow at $75 a month, to 
turn back. Now, as we have pensioned these remarried widows, 
will it do to go back on that proposition also? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
his own question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Vote! 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am not in favor of voting 
at present, I will say to the gentleman from South Dakota. On 
one or two evenings we have considered cases like the one now 
pending. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
the committee rise. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Horktys having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Heprurn, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the W hole House, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bills S. 466, S. 246, H. R. 
6111, S. 1051, S. 247, S. 2514, H. R. 4994, H. R. 3578, H. R. 1825, H. R. 
4198, H. R. 4001, H. R. 6789, H. R. 4888, H. R. 6483, H. R. 4363, S. 177, 
H. R. 3421, S. 2175, H. R. 2006, 8. 705, S. 746, H. R. 1827, H. R. 1826, 
H. R. 6134, S. 61, H. R. 4481, 8. 616, H. R. 2189, S. 1100, S. 1498, S. 1435, 
S. 1522, and 8. 145, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that they do pass. The commit- 
tee also had under consideration the bills H. R. 2359, H. R. 5226, 
H. R. 979, H. R. 5946, H. R. 1178, H. R. 4720, H. R. 5311, H. R. 





This is the 


She remar- 


The gentleman can answer 


If the gentleman will yield I will move that 


283, H 
39, H. 


R. 5710, S. 1924, H. R. 1820, S. 1215, S. 404, S. 1044, S. 

. 4724, H. R. 4020, H. R. 4547, H. R. 126, H. R. 3857, 
H. R. 4910, H. R. 3229, H. R. 1891, H. R. 1511, H. R. 986, H. R. 
4908, H. R. 4753, H. R. 2358, 8. 149, 8. 1189, H. R. 3264, S. 1420, 
H. R. 1890, H. R. 2378, H. R. 1500, H. R. 3113, and H. R. 5050. and 
had directed him to report the same to the House with amend- 
ments, and that as amended they dopass. The committee had also 
had under consideration the bills Fr R. 2317, H. R. 3152, H. R. 
3890, H. R. 6808, H. R. 3877, H. R. 4354, H. R. 8184, H. R. 4361, 
H. R. 2405, S. 1837, H. R. 8248, H. R. 6221, H.R. 158, and H. R. 
4604, and had directed him to report the same with amendments, 
and that as ainended they dopass. The committee had also had un- 
der consideration the bills H. R. 3306, H. R. 6466, H. R. 4283, H. R. 
4721, H. R. 1599, H. R. 2969, H. R. 2962, H. R. 5711, H. R. 6603, 
H. R. 2947, S. 2014, S. 147, H. R. 6236, and H. R. 1892, and had di- 
rected him toreport the same with the recommendation that they 
do pass. Thecommittee had also had under consideration the bills 
H. R. 358, H. R. 4090, H. R. 3496, H. R. 1894, and H. R. 1931, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with the 
recommendation that they do lie on thetable. Thecommittee had 
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also had under consideration the bill H. R. 8480 and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PICKLER,. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise toa point of order. My point is thata 
large number of the bills just reported have not n considered 
by this Committee of the Whole and have been improperly re- 
ported. I protest against their being reported to this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overruleés the point of 
order. Thequestion is on the motion of the gentleman from South 
Dakota (Mr. PICKLER] that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. — P Raee House, in pursuance of its previous order, 
adjourned until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying documents, 
an a ment with the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians ceding to 
the United States a portion of their reservations, a draft of bill, 
and copy of the proceedings of the council, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 

»orted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8628) to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the 
juriediction of the police court of the District of Columbia,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
a which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar 


Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 

H. R. 8557) to provide an American register for the steamer 

enemsha, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1676); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2647) relating 
to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1677); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bills Nos. 8098 and 8472, reported in lieu thereof, without amend- 
ment, a bill (H. R. 8472) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to noeses the bequest of the late Peter Von 
Essen for the use of the public white schools of that portion of 
said District or known as Georgetown, a by a 
report (No. 1678); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2642) 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the safety of ngers on excur- 
sion steamers,” reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1679); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 7919) providing 
for the erection and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city 
of Biloxi, Miss., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 1687); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2928) entitled 
“An act to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report ro 1688); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 28438) enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.,” reported the 
same without amendment, ee by a report (No. 1690); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7255) provi for the establishment of a life-saving station on 
the coast of Maryland, reported the same without amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 1691); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.51) for the recognition 
of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
Pennsylvania military organizations, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied ero (No. 1694); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
ag bill (H. R. 8498) for the relief of Robert Burton. (Report 

0. 1663.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8040) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Mary F. Barker. (Report No. 1665. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 
John H. Gearkee, Iowa City, Iowa. (Report No. 1666.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= a 8173) granting a pension to Lydia Sampsell. (Report 

0. 1667.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7568) ranting a pension to Julia Walke, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral Henry Walke, at the rate of $100 per month, 
(Report No. 1668.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6872) pane a pension to Elfrida C, Lewis, widow of 
Col. George W. Lewis. es No. 1669.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2594) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Beckford.” (Report No. 1671.) 

The bill (S. 1848) enti-led ‘“‘An act ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Enoch G. Adams.” (Report No. 1672.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief of Mrs. Belinda Wheeler. (Re- 
port No. 1673.) 

~ Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 7040) to increase pension of James A. McGaughey. 
(Report No. 1674.) . 

The bill (S. 1856) entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth L. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the 
fee Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers.” (Report 

0. 1692.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William Gemmill. (Re- 
port No. 1675.) 

a Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

-— Ao (H. R. 610) for the relief of John F. McRae. (Report 

o. 1680. 

The bil (H. R. 3318) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Mas- 
sachusetts. (Report No. 1681.) 

4 Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 1183) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Frank J. 
Burrows.” (Report No. 1682.) 

The bill (S. 92) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Calvin Gunn.” 
(Report No. 1684.) 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims: The bill (8S. 1758) entitled ‘An act for the relief of Chris- 
topher Schmidt.” (Report No. 1683.) 

y Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 758) entitled ‘An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he 
7 be justly and equitably entitled to.” (Report No. 1685.) 

y Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 278) entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, 
eg and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased.” (Report No. 


») 
By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (8. 2501) entitled ‘An act for the relief of James Sims, 
of Marshall County, Miss.” (Report No. 1689.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8814) to authorize the con- 
struction by the Duluth and North Dakota Railroad Company of 
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bridges across the Red River of the North between the States 
oF ietemanein and North Dakota—to the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce. 

ong) Mr HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8815) changing 
the time for aes circuit court of the United States at Hart- 
ford, in the district of Connecticut—to the Committee on the 
= Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8816) donating condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls to Frontier Post, No. 353, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Spearville, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to Stephenson Women’s Relief Corps, No. 
89, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Sedg- 
wick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8818) donating condemned cannon and can- 
non bails to Garfield Post, No. 25, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8819) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to Scott Post, No. 398, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Kansas, at Coldwater, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8821) donating 2 condemned 
cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to Aurora Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Aurora, Ill.—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mf. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 8822) eens. Secretary 
of the Navy to donate condemned cannon to Ben. H. Porter Post, 
No. 164, by sae of New York, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic—to the ttee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8823) to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands to the endowment and 
support of schools in the several States and Territories 
for the p extending similar aid in the development of the 
mining industries of the nation as already provided for the agri- 
cultural and mechanical arts—to the Committee on the Public 
Lan 


ds. 
Mr. HOOKER: A bill ae) anting a ae to 
Risley, helpless sister of Patrick H. Riley, late of Company 
H, Eighty- ew York Volunteers—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. . ae 
Mr. BLUE: A resolution (House Res. No. 316) continuing 
codiantl of the House who were incapacitated for manual labor 
by service in the late war and by physical infirmity on the roll 
of the House during the recess of Congress—to the Committee on 
A 


ecounts. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A resolution (House Res. No. 
817) to pay W. D. Catlett for services performed in Statuary 
—to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 181) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
oe consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ws: 

The bill (H. R. 8757) to grant pension to Eliza Koons, mother 
of Charles M. Koons, late of Company E, Twenty-eighth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Petition for the benefit of James Starkey—Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


bill (H. R. 8360) granting a pension to C. 8. Alvord—Com- 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. , 
The bill (H. R. 4815) for the relief of Clara A. Graves and others, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged 
and referred to the ttee on War Claims, 


? 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were poet and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8824) increasing the pension of 
David M. Bingaman, late second lieutenant of pneeny D, Twen- 
2 Indiana Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8825) anne a pension to Adda Tubbs as 
army nurse—to the Gomantinee on Invalid Pensions. 

raf Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8826) for the relief of Mary E. 

,of Randolph County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 


ty 


By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8827) to correct an act entitled 
“Anact to pension George Hunter”—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8828) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Miranda C. Birkhead, of Jefferson County, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8829) for the relief of Capt. John 
WwW. Neville, of Montgomery, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8830) for the relief of George 
W. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8831) to correct the military record 
of Augustus Thomas and remove the charge of desertion there- 
from—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8832) granting a pension to Eliza J. Shomo, 
mother of Silas B. Shomo, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8833) for the relief of the heirs of Jeremiah 
Gordon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8834) for the relief of Dorence At- 
water—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H.R. 8835) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H.R. 8836) to have 
George W. Posey honorably discharged from the United States 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of Anton Borchert—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8838) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of James B. Sullivan, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 8839) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Joshua Fair- 
clough, alias Joseph Whittle—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 8840) for the 
relief of Joseph D. Broussard, Vermilion Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) for the relief of the estate of J. S. Doug- 
lass, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) for the relief of the estate of Prosper D. 
Oliver, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of Marcelin Lafleur, of St. 
Landry Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of the estate of Francois 
Herpin, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 8845) granting a pension to Fran- 
cis E. Hoover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 8846) granting a pension to Larry 
H. Moseley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Caro and Henry O. Bassett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H.R. 8848) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of 8. 8S. Mathers and 8 others, asking to 
be continued on the roll during the recess of the House, to accom- 
pany the resolution pertaining thereto—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Hon. Charles Warren Lippitt, gover- 
nor, the members of the Naval Militia, and citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island, praying for the promotion of Lieut. William Mc- 
Carty Little, United States Navy, retired, to be a commander on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Engineer's Club of 
Philadelphia, in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Gill Bros. and others, of Steu- 
benville, Ohio, in favor of adopting the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petitions of 153 teachers and 11,312 
children in the public schools of Washington, D.C.; also letter of 
Mr. J. G. Falck, clerk of superintendent of public schools, pray- 
ing for legislation to prevent the desecration of the United States 
— the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, communication of the governor of Michigan and other 
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State officials, urging the consideration of House bill No. 3273, for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of the Superior Commercial 
Club, favoring the passage of Senate bill to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal of North America—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of James W. Clark and other citizens 
of Great Bend, Kans., for the passage of House bill No. 7692, for 
he relief of Clara Matilda Bain—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions,. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Satillo, Huntingdon 
County, Pa., protesting against the statue of Pére Marquette re- 
maining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of J. S. Dean, of Fauquier 
County, Va., praying reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Charles R. Carder, of Rappahannock County, 
Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the city council of Galveston, 
Tex.; also of the city council of Logan, Utah; also of the Com- 
mercial Club of St. Josepk, Mo.; also of the Nebraska Irrigation 
Fair Association of North Platte, Nebr., favoring the transmis- 
sissippi and international exposition of Omaha—to the Committee 







on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the Engineers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the 


Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Engineers’ 
Clab of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the adoption of the metric 
system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Hiram Mead and others, of Garland, Pa., 
ageinst military training in our public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of F. M. Black and 34 other 
Union ex-soldiers of Fayette County, Ohio, favoring the passage 
of a pension law based on service only—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SaturpDay, May 9, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Neison, and by unanimous 
‘consent, the further reading was dispensed with, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills, which had previously been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Lemars, fowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain tract 
of land in Vaiverde County, Tex. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7370) toamend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and define and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction cf the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 8237) to improvethe printing and binding meth- 
ods of the public documents was seat twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented ie of Volunteer Assem- 
bly, No. 1400, Knights of Labor, of Wellston, Ohio, and a petition 
of District Assembly, No. 4, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called ne bill, authorizing the appointment of a 
nonpartisan commission te collate information, and to consider 
and recommend legislation to meet the problems ted by 
labor, agriculture, and capital; which ref to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. McMILLAN) presented a petition of 
Oxford Grange, No. 395, Patrons of Husbandry, of Oxford, Mich., 
cheese bill; which 


praying for the ge of the so-called 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ee oe the —e of Bernard Q. Har- 
mon, of Su and, O’Brien County, Iowa, remonstrating against 
the petition to the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
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United States in Congress assembled, by the legislature of 
the State of Iowa, pra: ee ee hen toe 
relief of and proper indemnity to settlers upon certain land 
granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads, and to provide an appropriation of a sum sufficient tocom- 
pensate them for their losses legitimately resulting from their 
eviction from their homes and property rights, and so forth. 
The memorial should go to the same committee to which the 
petition of the legislature of Iowa was referred. 
The VICE-P IDENT. The petition referred to is on the 
table, the Chair is advised. The memorial will lie on the table. 
Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. McMuLLan) presented sundry peti- 
jee of wt wg Christian a ce Union, of the a - 
istrict o: chi , numbering 1, members, i or 
enactment of a Tanke -rest law for the District Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. 
He also (for Mr. McMruan) presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of — 
tion to increase the ion of Patrick Culhan, private of Com- 
pany F, Forty-sixth Indiana Volunteers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Simon 8. Bucklin, of 
Warwick, R. L., nes arbitration between in and Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REDEMPTION OF BONDS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta letter addressed to me by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, dated ane SS stating exactly the 
amount of bonds redeemed and pure from March 1, 1885, to 
March 1, 1889, and then from March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1898. It 
is a very short document, signed by Carlisle, and I ask 
that it be printed in the RecorD, that it also be printed as a Sen- 
ate document, and that a thousand copies of it be printed for the 
use of the Senate. It comprises only one sheet, and there will be 


a , oy many calls for it. 
‘ - VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered, 
The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 6, 1896. 


Srr: In reply to your inquiry in regard to the redemption of the public 
debt, with the premium and interest paid,from March , to March 1, 1893, 
I have the mages to state a the a age the 
premium paid thereon, come er with the amounts paid 
public debt during the period follows: 


interest on the 
named, were as 






From Mar. 1, 1885, to Mar. 
redee 





Respectfully, yours, 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. F. 


M. CocKRELL, 
United States Senate. 
PLATFORM FOR AMERICAN INDEPENDENTS. 


Mr. STEWART. [hold in my hand a national plat- 
form pre by William P. St. John, an eminent economist and 
New York. As he has contributed largely to enlighten 


the people of the country on the financial question, and as the 
paper is not long, I should like to have it printed in the Recorp 
as a part of my remarks. I have no doubt that Senators would 
like to read the suggestions coming from such a source. 

a of Oregon. For which party is it intended as 
atform 

r. STEWART. For some independent . Itis his idea 

of a platform for some independent party. pany 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

A NATIONAL PLATFORM FOR THE AMERICAN INDEPENDENTS OF 1806. 


[Proposed by Mr. William P. St. » president of the Mercantile National 
ew York.] 


























? mint to receive in lien of coin, if they prefer, at the 
= d or silver at thoin certificates, which « be redeemed on demand in 
4 or silver coin at the option and according to the convenience of the 

ted States. (c) And asa aguinst money stringency 

the Secretary of be empowered to issue such coin certifi- 
tes additionally against deposits of interest- bonds of the United 
States. the accruing on the bonds to inure to the United States pend- 


8 = xchange the coin certificates, which coin certificates when 
ing their reexchange foe fhe ovided that such additional issues of coin cer. 
tage of coin and bullion reserved for coin 
below 60 cent of the aggregate sum of 
ou . The now outstandin 
Treasury notes of 1890 to be retired 


ad (a) ts free coinage at to 1, the convenient coin certificate (b) to take 

the place of gold ce: ra. netiver esutsienten, — Treasur poses of Sate. 

The woul © for a tem nerease of $300, J oO 
a the diver on band in the Treasury April 1.) 

competition with our Southern cotton mills of 


China Japan, the increasing importations of long-stapled Egyp- 
> Chine Seton with our sea-island cotton, and the il effects of the 


tariff on wool al with the deduction in the tariff on 
ion catact combine to evidence the fact that the time has not 
arrived to abandon an adequate protective tariff system in vain pursuit of 


tom of free trade. 
en effect of the wool schedule of the Wilson bill has been to enrich the 
European manufacturer at the expense of our domestic manufacturer, and 
enlarge the 


aaron market for foreign wools while lessening our home 
market for our domestic wools, occasioning an advance of 2 cents a pound 


Sor Port p (Australian) wool in London, while unwashed Ohio wool has 
declined 11 cents a pound in Boston and New York; and producing such a 


ression of our home manufactures as has caused a reduction in wages of 
eeernant threatens to throw this branch of domestic labor out of all 
t. 


e are, to opening our home market of 70,000,000 con- 
sumers to the foreigner on any presenee of procuring thereby a foreign 
market for the of the United States. But we shall exact of our 
manufacturers that they accord to labor a liberal and more continuously cer- 
tain share of ion accorded them; and that the tariff devised shall 


the 
affor) alsoe protection to the farmer and the planter, and provide sufficient 
revenues for the necessary expenditures of Government. 

This second demand meets requirement of the great mass of American 
oie to whom McKinley threatens to become the‘embodiment of the pro- 
tective my reports from all sections, including the new South, 

y in favor of protection, comparatively few manufacturers 
of the McKinley tariff 


a We demand the application of the principle defined as the initiative 
and referendum to all national legislation which involves any radical change 


in public 
A test of prin: , thus restricted to any radical change in public 
, seems Fawn ya the practice of Switzerland. The test may com- 
oat a teens of the restricti found ble. “Should the 
great trunk lines of railwa ion of the Government?” would 
policy as might wisely-be referred 


are overwb 


on, if 


to the * 

F » condemn Clevelandism utterly—that debauching of legislators 
with to achieve legislation to the will of the people is a 
vicious of Executive influence, which we shall denounce as bit- 
terly if it be the ce of an Executive elected asa Republican as when the 
practice of one as a Democrat. 


If all who have become distrustful of old ies and tired of boss rule will 
unite in these demands and nominate on this tform some man of such 
achievements as commend him to the conservative element of the country, 
and who is not a seeker after the preferment, he can be elected in the 

te the Presidency of the United States. 
@ reopening of the mints to silver 
the powers of the Democratic a Sn will 
used to compass the defeat of the Democratic can te. The presgeeity 
tothe people under the adoption of that cy would put in e- 

contrast the current results of the Administration's _—- 
the ‘orm demands, eae, the reopening of the 
to the tic platform will necessarily demand the same, 
the contest will be narrowed thereby to a protective tariff against free 


WILLIAM P. ST. JOFIN. 


anqpinate in free ———- if they could foresee 
on its ad on. If $30,000,000 of bank clearing-house cer- 
a panic in Wall street, the prospect of $300,000,000 of United 
is oe se stifle any ic that could arise. The 
vulnerable are who own the Government bonds, gener- 
ee Certain =! olders can ” relied S a — lend their 
@ commission, for oposed issue of coin certificates. 
On the Appl | statoraent the oe notes of 1890 outstanding, less the 
amount on in the Treasury, were, in round numbers, $14,000,000. The 
total silver on other than subsidiary coin, was $493,000,000. Deductin: 
$104,000,000 for the notes leaves $889,000,000 of silver, a 60 per cen 
reserve for $648,000.000 of paper. Of this gam §355,000,100 net are y afloat 
$315,000,000 in the proposed coin certifi- 
to the second, we declare our watchfulness and readiness to protect our 
cotton manufacturers upon the first evidence of their 


aeaten competitors in our home markets. We 
he situation of cur woolgrowers and woo! 


and our determination to remedy that situation promptly. 
7anened een to afford protection to our home industries wher- 
ever needed, this we intend to give the country a rest from tariff 


beer 


gE 


As to the first, some would 


| 
i 


i 
4 
g 
a3 


eae in so far as necessary revenues demand tion. 
As to we offer here an inducement to all elements the inde- 
‘to with us in our endeavor to overthrow e and po- 
If found our limitation upon the referendum 
our success will prove an entering wedge ines state and municipal affair 
an en in and munic rs, 
the result being a closer rela ween the people and legislation. 


upun it t all independents are agreed as to the 
dchanching dhapacter of Clatelentien we hee 
FREDERICK VAN GUILDER. 


T ask unanimous consent to call up for nt 

Ake ry 886, the bill (H.R. 3046) for the 
an Guilder. 

COCKRELL. 


He nL tae ; 
¢ ’ > a 

OPN. ‘all in 
poe es Jey 
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It has been favorably reported by the Commit 


Mr. NELSON. 
tee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such case on the Calendar put on 
my desk. I should like to hearthereport read. This is one of the 
House bills. We ought to take up all the House bills, and we could 
then go on and pass them in the same time we are asking unani- 
mous consent to call up particular bills. 
and system about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not find it on the ¢ I should 
like to hear the report. We have no chance 1ine the case 
now, and we are necessarily compelled to ask for the reading of 
the report in these cases where they are sprung on us without a 
moment's notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? It is for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nos. 873, 875, and 909 are the cases on my 
Calendar in regular order. ’ 

Mr. NELSON. I call attention tothe fact that it is in the index 
to the House Calendar, on page 44; but I find that it is on our Cal- 
endar, reported favorably by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
at page 22. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the number? 

Mr. NELSON. Order of Business 886. It is simply a bill to 
remove a charge of desertion; that is all. It was reported favor- 
ably April 30 by the Committee on Military Affairs, Report No. 
823. The Senator from Missouri will find it on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have it now, after we have spent time 
enough on it to have passed three bills if it had been done decently 
and in order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. NELSON. Unless the Senator from Missouri desires the 
reading of the report, I ask that it be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked for it because I desire to have it 
read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
ELKINs April 30, 1896, and read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder, having had the same under con 
sideration, beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend its pas- 

e without amendment: 

his bill passed the House of Representatives April 2, 1896, and is intended 
to remove the charge of desertion and to issue an honorable discharge, to 
date July 6, 1863. It appears from the testimony submitted and from the 
records of the War Department that this soldier enlisted in September, 1862, 
and was mustered into the United States service November 5, 1862, and served 
until July 6, 1863, having taken part in the battle of Gettysburg. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Secretary read over on page 2 the 
report from the War Department, so as to show what his military 
record was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read in part the communication of January 28, 
1896, from the Chief of the Record and Pension Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the remainder of the report of the 
War Department may be printed, and with a close shave this bill 


Let us have some order 


alendar. 


LO exA 


ma be permitted to go through. It is barely meritorious, 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 


The communications referred to are as follows: 


RECORD AND PENSION Orrice, WARK DEPARTMENT, 
January 28, 1896. 

It is shown by the records on file in this fice that Frederick Van Gilder 
was enrolled on September 5, 1862, and that he was mustered into service as 
a private of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volun 
teers, to serve three years, on November 5, 1862, at Albany, N. Y., by a regu- 
larly appointed mustering officer of the United States. Heis borneas present 
with his command on all rolls of his company up to and including that for 
June 30, 1863. The next roll, that for August 31, 1863, reports him as absent 
without leave since July 6, 1863, and he is reported as absent on all subse 
quent rolls, except the muster-out roll of his company, which is dated June 
8, 1865. On this roll he is reported as having deserted July 6, 1363. 

It does not appear that the soldier received any pay from the time he en- 
listed until he left the service, and it is evident from the official records and 
from testimony that has been submitted to this Department that the fact of 
his having been mustered into service on November 5, 1862, was not commu 
nicated to his company officers until after he left his command on July 6, 1868. 

On February 20, 1865, he enlisted to serve one year in Company A, Eighth 
Vermont Infantry, in violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of 
war, and was honorably discharged from that regiment on June 28, 1365. 

In support of an ap cation for removal of the charge lesertion from 
the One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteers, Van Gilder has 
stated under oath that he served for many months without receiving any 
por, Sat pe ment was refused him on the ground that the rolls did not show 

hat he had m mustered into service, and that both he and his company 
officers were unaware that he had been mustered into service. This state- 
ment is corroborated to a certain extent by the official records and by the 
testimony of comrades which is on file in this Department; but, unfortu 
nately, the soldier did not remain with his command until his case could have 
been adjudicated by Goguuwes authorities, but abaadoned the service with- 
out proper authority and went home, thereby making it neccssary that the 
charge of desertion should be entered against him upon the records when his 
— officers discovered that he actually was mustered into the military 
service on November 5, 1862. 

In view of the facts of record in this case, which do not conflict in any 
important particular with the statements made by the applicant and his 
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witnesses, the War Department is unable to afford any relief under the provi- 
sions of the act approved March 2, 1889, which is the only law now in force 
governing the subject of removal of charges of desertion. 


Respectfully submitted : 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


The Scorerary oF WAR. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 8, 1896. 

Sir: In returning herewith the copy of the statement by Mr. Frederick Van 
Guilder, received by your reference on the 30th ultimo with the request to 
be furnished with certain information relative to the muster into service of 
Frederick Van Guilder, late of pomenny K One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, and with the affidavit. on file in this Demrtmens in his 
case, Lam directed by the Secretary of War toinform you as follows: 

No record has been found showing that shortly after the battle of Gettys- 
burg this soldier reported to a provost-marshal, as alleged. 

Upon a reexamination of the records of the provost-marshal at Baltimore, 
Md., it has been ascertained that under the name Fred Vangilder he was 
confined in the Gilmore House July 19, 1863, as an arrested deserter, with 
remark ‘‘ not mustered in.” 

The “ Letters Received Book,” First Division, Twelfth Army Corps, shows 
that on June Ii, 1863, H. O. Wiley, captain One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, requested that Private Van Guilder be mustered into 
the United States service, and that on the following day Captain Wiley's 
communication was forwarded for information. The records of the Twelfth 
Army Corps furnish no additional information in the case. 

There is no muster and descriptive roll in the case on file in this office, the 
muster roll of his company dated August 31, 1863, being the basis for the 
mepsoenens that Van Guilder was mustered into service November 5, 1862, at 


y, N.Y. 
An exhaustive investigation fails to elicit any further information in re- 
d to the soldier as a member of Company K, One hundred and twenty- 
third New York Volunteers, additional to that contained in the report on 
H, R. bill No. 3046, Fifty-fi Congress, first session. It appears, however, 
that on February 20, 1865, he enlisted for one year in Company A, Eighth 
yor) Beas, and was honorably discharged from that regiment on 

une 28, 5 

If he was not in the military service as of Company K, One hundred and 
twenty-third New York Infantry, he could not, of course, be a deserter there- 
from, and would not therefore be entitled to the benefits accruing from mili- 
tary service rendered therein, but whatever informality there may have 
been in the record of this man's muster into service, it is evident that he was, 
at least constructively, mustered in, and was in the military service as a 
member of that regiment and a technical deserter therefrom. 

Following is a ornces of the testimony on file in the case: 

March 27, 1890, the soldier testified that he enlisted as a private in Company 
K, One hundred and twenty-third New York Infantry, on or about Septem- 
ber 5, 1862, at Granville, N. Y., but was not mustered into service until ‘‘ about 
the last days of September, ibaz, at Albany "’; that his muster rolls could not 
be found, and She Peeper refused to pay him, “on the grounds that I had 
not been muste in,” and said that “he could not muster me unless I en- 
listed over again, which would have caused me to lose all my pay”; that 
thinking he had served long enough without pay, he left his command, with 
his captain's consent, after the battle of Gettysburg; that he surrendered 
to the pore ard, and was taken to the provost-marsial general at Balti- 
more, but the latter officer, failing to find his muster-in papers, sent him 
home; and that not until many years after the war did he (soldier) know 
that he had been mustered into service. 

Cassius G. Waite, aged 43 years, of Granville, N. Y., testified, May 23, 1890. 
that he was well acquainted with Van Guilder before his enlistment, and 
served with him in Company K, One hundred and twenty-third New York 
Infantry; that Van Guilder left the service at the battle of Gettysburg, 
about July 8, 1863, because his captain (H. O. Wiley) refused to issue him any 
clothing, and for the further reason that “he was not known on the muster 
rolls of said company and the Government"; and that “he heard Major- 
General Williams, division commander of Twelfth Corps, tell claimant not 
to fight unless the Government paid him, and to go home.” 

Gecrge W. Baker, late captain Com y K, One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, testified September 15, 1890, that he was second lieuten- 
ant of the com y at the date of Van Guilder's enlistment therein; that 
Van Suilder enlisted November 5, 1862, was mustered into service November 

1862, and left the regiment sat 1863; that the captain of the company 
F n . Wiley) wrote several times to the utant-general of the State of 

ew York for the os papers of the soldier, but was unable to obtain 
them, and that he was therefore “ unable to get his pay or to find out whether 
he was a soldier or not”; and that on July 35, 1863, he (affiant) was detailed 
on detached service after drafted men in New York, and that on reaching 
Albany he obtained from the adjutant-general's office the mustering papers 
of Van Guilder and of two other members of the command, and forwarded 
them to the regiment. 

It is proper to add that a ae of the testimony should have been em- 
braced in the report on bill H. R. 3046, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, 
but was inadvertently omitted therefrom. 


ial ” F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. R. WAYNE PARKER, 
Chairman Subcommittee B, Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, crdered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VILAS. If the morning business is closed—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to submit to the Seaate a request for 
unanimous consent that as soon as the routine morning business 
is disposed of we may have some understanding, and either take 
up the unobjected House bills on the Calendar or take up the Cal- 
endar in its regular order, or something of that kind, so that we 
can do it systematically and know in advance what we are doing, 
and not have this hop-skip-and-jump method of business. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri a 
further modification. We might devote half an hour to os 
the pension bills that are on the Calendar. Those are bills in 
which a great many Senators are interested. 


Mr. VILAS. Let us dispose of the unobjected House bills in 


order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the specific request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will include the pension bills, too. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest unobjected House bills. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a very important bill before the Senate 
known as the river and harbor bill, and it ought to be coinpleted 
to-day. It ought to be in conference by Monday. I do not like 
to undertake to drive the Senate to consider a bill. I have no 
more interest in it than any other Senator, certainly, but we ought 
to dispose of the river and harbor bill aay 

Mr. COCKRELL. Give us until 1 o’clock to take up some order 
of business; the unobjected House bills, I think, would be better 
for the present, and then that will dispose of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not ohiect to that Course. ord 

r. . I will object to an exce e regular order 
until the river and harbor bill is ene of. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, If there are no 
— petitions and memorials, reports of committees are next in 
0 er, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 

a ben (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
nch. 


The message also announced that the House had the bill 
&. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell 

arroll with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The messeve further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currencé of the Senate: 


A bill (H.R.138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Hazlip; 
A bill (H. R. 446) to increase tee of Julia H. H. Crosby; 
A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 
A bill . 950) granting increase of on to John Coombs; 
A bill . 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton; 
A bill (H. R. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
of Arkansas; 


A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take 
effect from date of settlement, and not from date of entry; 

Abill (H.R. a to — a life-saving station at or near Point 
Bonita, at the Golde te, in the State of California; 

A bill At R. 3083) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
oo Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 

Vv: ; 
x Di (H. R. 8787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and dispo- 
sition of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 

orris; 

A bill (H. R. 4913 ting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, 
* F. oO. Wyse: . 


widow of Lieut. Co 

A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a on to Nancy Gentry; 
a (H. R. 5888) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 

ch. ; 

A bill (A. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley; 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy tofur- 
nish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 7381) directing the of the Navy to do- 
nate one condemned cannon and cannon to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association of the City of Middletown, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Mich- 


A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of 
re’ Canadian Cree Indians from the State of Montana and 
their delivery to the Canadian authorities; and 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) gran permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in ham 


= 
~ 


tie 


pe 
Rm 


unty, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrison , Va. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2987) to establish cer- 
tain harbor tions for the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2986) author the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept the bequest of the late Peter Von Essen for 








1896. 


———_————oo@x———————————— 

blic white schools of that portion of said District 
peti ae as town, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a ereon. : 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 7988) to pension Frances E. Wickware, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (8.753) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan, re- 

it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.141) to carry into 
effect two resolutions of the Continental Congress directing monu- 
ments to be erected to the memory ef Gens. Francis Nash and 
William Davidson, of North Carolina, reported it without amend- 


“= PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: . P 
A bill (H.R. 7143) ting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R..7216) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 573, of Evans 

ity, Pa.; 
FJ bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the a of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
demned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 


deliver one con 
County, Il. ; ad 
A bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the mary of 
the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 
ds of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union 
ldiers’ Monument and Memorial Association, of Chicago, II1.; 
A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the ublic, of Lambertville, N. J.,4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon ; and 
A bill (H. R. 6256) mins and directing the Secretary of 
furnish to George F’. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
i of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. 
¥ . There are a great many bills being reported in 
reference tocondemned cannon. I think the Senate ought not to 
pass any more House bills on the subject. The Calendar is flooded 
now simply with — bills authorizing the Secretary of War 
and the Secre of the Navy to grant condemned cannon to this 
and that Grand y post, or this and that village, or something 
else. We have already a general bill, carefully guarded, 
which gives — authority to the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy to grant, under suitable regulations, the 
vilege of having condemned cannon. I merely suggest to 
Senate that we ought not to pass these House bills, and in 
that way we may be able to bring around the House to pass the 
eral bill first. We are cumbering the session laws here with 
Uotdation Of very little value to anybody. 1 merely make the 


. HARRIS. Yesterday I rted, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, the bill (S. 3088) to authorize the ex- 
tension of the lines of the Potomac Light and Power Company. 
I now my Sar adversely two bills upon the same subject. The bill 
already favorably rted proposes to dispose of the whole sub- 

matter. I ask that the two bills I report adversely be indefi- 


tely 
The were indefinitely postponed, as follows: 
A bill (8. 2544) to authorize the extension of the lines of the 
Potomac t and Power Company; and 

A bill (8. e to authorize extension of the lines of the Poto- 
mac t and Company. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 

that as a member of the Committee on the District of 

Sean reserved the right to file a minority report upon that 


Mr. HARRIS. Oh, — the bill favorably reported. 
Mr. GALLINGER, Upon the bill favorably reported. 
Mr, HARRIS. Of course the Senator has that right. 
ana GALLINGER. I did not know it had been reported until 


Mr. 


Yes; it was rted the same day the commit- 
ten teak repo y 


op Ihave not filed any report with it. 
favorably. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. 894) ting a on to Nancy E. Allabach 
and the message of the President pproving the bill, direct me 
to submit a report. eee ool uD 


I 
eee ot earliest day possible. 
. Thereport will be printed under the 
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ARTICLES EXPORTED FOR EXHIBITION PURPOSES, 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return 
free of duty of certain articles exported from the United States 
for exhibition purposes, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. It is a short bill, and I ask to have it read, and that it be 
put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any article or articles or live stock shall 
be sent out of the United States for temporary use or exhibition at any pub- 
lic Sp aereny fair, or conference held in a foreign country, such articles 
shall beventitled to be returned to the United States, under such regulations 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, without the pay 
ment of customs duty, whether they shall be of domestic or of foreign pro 
duction: Provided, That the articles of foreign production have once paid 
duty in the Uni States and no drawback has been allowed thereon, and 
if any domestic articles are subject to internal-revenue tax, such tax shall 
be proved to have been paid before exportation and not refunded. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill has passed the other House, and it 
was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Finance this 
morning. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and 
ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That for the purpose of makin 
ordered by Senate resolution of M:y 7, 1896, the Committee on Finance be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit by subcommittee or otherwise, to sum- 
mon witnesses, and to administer oaths during the sessions or recess of the 
Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, to employ 
stenographers and such clerical and other assistance as may be necessary, 
= oe of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 

na’ 


the investigation and report 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. KYLE. I am instructed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2592) to provide for 
a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, to re- 
—_- adversely, and to recommend that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. KYLE. In connection with the report, I desire to read a 
letter from the Commissioner of Labor, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., May 7, 1396. 


My Dear SENATOR KY ze: I have yours of the 6th instant, inclosing Senate 
a 2592, providing for a commission on the subject of alcoholic liquor 
traflic. 

You will remember that Congress has already authorized this Department 
to make an investigation relative to the economic aspects of the liquor traf- 
fic. In accordance with this instruction this Department is now at work col 
lecting information, and the investigation is working successfully, so far as I 
can see. Employers of labor everywhere are taking an interest in the mat- 
ter, and I believe the investigation will be fairly successful and very valu- 
able. I should think it would be bad policy to pass bill 2592 until the results 
of the pending investigation are known, although there are some things pro- 
vided for in the bill which we can not attempt very well; as, for instance, 
the criminal, moral, and scientific aspects of the question in connection with 

uperism, crime, and vice. These points elude the statistical method, al 
teough we shall have some facts bearing upon them. Nor can we, under the 
instructions of Congress, take cognizance of the results of license and pro- 
hibitory legislation. Our investigation will cover the questions of revenue, 

uction, consumption, etc. 

It will interest you to know that a large committee, known as the Commit- 
tee of Fifty, has been at work two years or more studying these very prob 
lems—the c al, moral, and scientific aspects of the liquor question, and 
the practical results of license and prohibitory legislation. This committee 
is headed by Hon. Seth Low, president of the Columbia University, and is 
still at work expending money in making practical investigations 

Looking at these points generally, therefore, and in answer to your ques- 
tion, it does not seem to be necessary to pass the bill 


lam, sincerely yours, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, Commissioner. 
Hon. JAMEs H. KY.z, 
' United States Senate, 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1365) for the relief 
of the National New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut, 
which was, in line 7, after the word “‘ appropriated,” to insert: 

Being the amount found to be due to John W. Griffiths, as appears from a 
report dated February 27, 1877, made by a board of constructors appointed 
by the Bureau of Construction and Repairs of the Navy Department, which 
report is on file in said Bureau. 

Mr. PLATT. I movethat the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 3105) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at McKeesport, Pa.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 

and Grounds. 

r. COCKRELL introduced a bill (8, 3106) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Douglas Dale, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3107) for the relief of Cogswell & 
Co.; whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill o 8108) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Maria V. Finch, of Gloversville, N. Y.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. McMILLay) introduced a bill (8. 3109) 
to increase the pension of Magnus D. Slack; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8110) providing 
for the construction of cable and tel hh lines from the United 
States to Siberia, Japan, and the Hawaiian Islands, and guaran- 
teeing interest on bonds to be secured by said lines; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fureign 
Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (8. =e) $0 remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of George Miller, of Valentine, Nebr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MARTIN istroduced a bill (S. 3112) to regulate the right 
of appeal in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3113) for the relief of W. E. Jud- 
kins, executor of Lewis McKenzie; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3114) to provide for the adjustment 
and payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia 
by drawback certificates; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICE introduced a bill (8.3116) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of tne late Duncan H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 144) 
authorizing the employment of counsel for the p of bring- 
ing suits against the directors and stockholders of the Union and 
Central Pacific railroads; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the joint resolution may lie on 
the table, as I wish to make some oe it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint ution will lie on the 
table for the pen 

Mr, ALDRICH introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 146) author- 
izing ‘the Secretary of the Navy to deliver to the Sackanosset 
School for Boys, of Cranston, R. 1., one condemned cannon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

SPECIAL LIQUOR-TAX RECORD, 

Mr. PEFFER. A day or two ago on presenting a petition in 
relation to Senate bill 239 quite a spi oe eee In 
order to obviate the difficulties w were presented at that time 
shes tor oiling Geghe yarequianl. Wi the tatelgnnce ol ta 
u a paragra; ence 
Senin a aie pee’ tke section, for Iam anxious that it shall go 


Sno. 8243. The payment cf any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws 
for carrying on any trade or business shall not be held to ao any pecan 
from any ity or punishment provided by the laws of any State car- 
rying on the same within such State, or in any manner to authorize the com- 
mencement or continuance of such trade or business contrary to the laws of 
such State, or in pron wear by municipal law; nor shali the prune 
of any such tax held to ibit any State from placing a duty or on 
the same trade or business for State or other purposes. 

That is section 8248 of the Revised Statutes, and this is the 
clause which I ask to have added: 

And in order to make the ——_ of this section more effectual it shall 
be the duty of collectors of internal revenue, on_the Ist day of every calen- 
dar month, to prepare and forward by mail to the officer or person Ravieg 
custody of county records in each of counties within the particular col- 
poten 4 district a statement aowing ww many on Ste eo, with their 

such taxes in said county during preceding 
Slonth, and for want e or business the tax was paid. 

I now introduce the bill p to add this _——. 

The bill (S. 8115) to amend section 3243 of the Statutes 
— i taxes under the internal-revenue laws was read twice 

y 8. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the bill may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and I hope that we shall now have an early 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
niittee on Finance. 
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PROPOSED REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 
Mr. DUROIS. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution (8. R. 145) the issue of bonds 
See Se ee Wy ae the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Be it etc., That after the date of this act no bonds of the United 
States shall be 7 officer of the United States, under any 
en’ 


law, until the Presid communicated in a message 
dios bask chowriins Sen nissan tee Bain ee at tent ied toe aonet et 
bonds req passage of a bill 
Mr. HILL. I think an important measure like that should go 
to one of the standing committees of this body. 
Mr.SHERMAN. It should go to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. HILL. Is there any objection to the bill being referred to 
the Finance Committee, I ask the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. DUBOIS. There is no necessity for its reference to the 
a on Finance, I should like to have a vote on it by the 


Mr. SHERMAN. It proposes to change an existing law, and 
as a matter of course it has to be in the form of a or joint 


on. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. HILL. It is in the form of a joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It must be three times, and I object to 
its third reading. 

Mr. MILLS. Let a resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the joint 
resolution will go over. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It will fo over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I shall ask for its consideration on Monday. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
“ueaunen ts ben th ae, eitaicnoercemmnmiations vill. 
il; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
_Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
tened Sates tiemarantaaeraiaeient tein.” 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND MANUFACTURES. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 extra copics 
of Senate hill 2447, “to establish the department of commerce and manuiac- 
HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS IN DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

a GALLINGER. I submit a resolution and ask for its adop- 


a. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State in- 
pat Lee ae 
Sosumtihe Soutulents of Aasuieartibeng. ay 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 move to strike out ‘‘ requested ” and insert 
* directed.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I the modification proposed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. objection, the resolution 
will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 


as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. WARREN. I ask for the adoption of the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (8S. en: for the relief of the receivers 
of en ee ee ee ” now nat s 


. WARREN. by 

athe Pamebnor-gemabed ogeeciehiors ee Vr It seems that 
the bill ee ee ae ats ater’ Honse, 
while it was the intention of the Senate to send the claim to the 
Court of Claims, Ts 
no objection, motion 

to, and the bill is 

The question is on agreeing to the resolution sub- 


DEPORTATION OF CANADIAN INDIANS. 
Mr. CARTER. I ek Sp ery eens Be Sensi 
(H. R. 8820) making provision 


the present consideration of the 
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ee Canton authorities 


= the pe meee to the Canadian authorities. 


feet ares Tas iss cal 


ago, at the close of the Riel rebellion, a number 
of Cree from the Northwest Territory invaded the territory 
of the United States, and they have remained in the country since 
that time. efforts have been made through the State 

to secure the consent of the Canadiap. authorities to 


eae years 
Indians 


back those Indians. The Secretary of State recently se- 
oe consent of the Canadian Government! ‘to accept the 


Indians border line on the 10th day of the presynt month, 
and in ioe that the Government may be in a sediive to comply 
with the torms of the agroement within ten days after the 10th it 
is important that this should become a law. 

It was favorably in the form of an amendment by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, but inasmuch as the deficiency 
bill not probably be passed in time to make the 
fund available until —v nae the = of June, the Committee on A 

priations yesterday suggested ae of having a small 
bin passed to meet the emergency. other House has passed 
the bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. QUAY. Inview of thestatement of the Senator from Mon- 
tana I not object to this Lill, but I shall object to any other 


nee bait (HL. R. 8820) making provision for the de 
Canadian Cree 


rtation of 
Cree Indians rom the State of 


ontana and 


i etc., That there be, and is hereb gooriaed, out of any 
in the Treasury not not otherwise serie the sum of $5,000, or so 
much thereof as ma; eer eos same to be immediately available, to 
enable the President, by ¢ sand deliver att e Army, or otherwise, to deport 
from the State of Montana liver at the international boundar eee to 
the Canadian authorities all refugee Canadian Cree Indians in said S 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the semeaiiie 
cat 
By ewe consent, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ee BILLS REFERRED. 


The fi — titles, and 
_— eelioe cn ms: 
ora CL i 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
A wall (H. R. 446) to increase the pension of Julia H. H. Crosby; 
A bill (H.R. 950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs; 
A bill (A. R. 1022) to increase the on of Byron Cotton; 


A bill (H.. B. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
of ‘iain 


A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 


—- Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 
All (i. R. 4080 granting a ee William H. 


A bill SS EE Gentry; and 
A bill ge pants rain d Hunley. 
The f were severally read twice by their titles, and 

Ail (HLH, TBS) directing the Soc tary of the N. tod 

( e Secre' avy to donate 
one condemned cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Association, of the city of Middletown, N. Y.; and 
A bill (B.. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky. 
ee ereeee ene Seton by thatr titles, and 
on Commerce: 


if 


eat 1980) to vat a presens station at or near | 
ba the Golken Gate in the State of California; and 
8260 to authorize the establishment of a life-sav- 
Port on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan. 
bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
Committee on Public Lands: 
to title to lands in persons who pur- 
th without notice and for a woluabio 


station at 


to provide for settlement of titles and dis- 


in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia 


: 





The bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co. 
kegon, Mich., was read twice by its title, and referred to th: 

mittee on Claims. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the 
circuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to oecupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va., was re ad twic @ by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


‘a 
‘om- 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that me President had 
on the 7th instant approved and signed the act 2997) to pro- 
vide for the fulfillment of the stipulations of the tre aty between 
the United States and Great Britain signed at Washingto 


n on 
the 8th day of February, 1896. 
The message also announced that the Preside nt of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following bills: 
An act (S. 129) fgr the relief of Capt. George H. Ps rkins; and 


An act (5S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa. 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 
Mr. BATE. I ask leave to call up the bill | 889) to aid and 
encourage the holding of the Tennessee Cente rs Exposition at 


Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, and making an appropriation 
therefor. 


Mr. QUAY. I regret that I shall have to object. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interpos 


“l to the present 


consideration of the bill. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 


order. 

Mr. BATE. I move to take up the bill notwithstanding the 
objection 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the motionof the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. QUAY. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
seems to beabsentatthismoment. I supposed that he would move 
to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill as soon 
as the morning business wascompleted. As he is not here, I have 
no objection to the Senator from Tennessee proceeding with his bill, 

a BATE. I did not understand the Senator from Pennsyl- 


“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. BATE. Iam much obliged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present « 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Te mnessee 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ‘the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. FAULKNER. At the request of the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gisson], I desire to announce that next Thursday 
morning, directly after the conclusion of the morning business, he 
will a the bill reported from the Committee on Immigration 
in regard to the restriction of immigration, for the purpose of 
addressing the Senate on the subject. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
erpoees, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. 

HITE to the amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Presidsnt, I will resume consideration of my 
objections to the Santa Monica item of the river and h: arbor bill, 
and will now proceed to consider some of the claims made by the 
advocates of Santa Monica and also the objections raised to ) theSan 
Pedro location, although I deem it unnecessary to acorrect solution 
of the immediate question pending that any elaborate presentation 
of the particular subjects to which I alludeshall be made, because 
the amendment which I have proffered involves the appointing of 
a commission to locate the hacker, and provides that upon a favor- 
able report of a majority of the commission the appropriation 
shall be made available for the point selected by them. The 
merits of each site would thus be finally and satisfactorily settled. 

I believe it has already been sufficiently shown and that it must 
continue to be apparent that there is at least reasonable ground 
to doubt the advisability of investing more than three millions of 


‘On- 
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mblic funds in an unapproved breakwater site, and I trust that 
may be able to show to the Senate that it is improper to make 
such an appropriation as is designed in the bill without any gov- 
commtal sanction or without ~ regard to those safeguards 
which have heretofore been deemed essential to secure the proper 
disbursement of public er 

Notwithstanding the fact that I do not deem it absolutely ma- 
terial to consider objections to the contending locations, I will do 
80, as some may be influenced by the many charges and theories 
from time to time urged in this connection. In the minority re- 
port, page 31, occurs the following: 

It is agserted that since the last re 
Huntington and his associates of the 
struc an extensive wharf at Port Los Angeles (Santa Monica), and that 
the ship ing experience since had evidences the wisdom of the location. It 
is true that in ordinary weather vessels successfully discharge their cargoes 
at Mr. Huntington's wharf, but in this respect San Pedro possesses equal 
advantages. 1e evidence taken by the committee shows insurance rates to 
be less at San Pedro than at Santa Monica. The Mendell’s report mentions 
that San Pedro Bay has been a shipping point time out of mind; that prior 
to the American cecupation mariners touched there, and the locality was 
known as the “Embarcadero.” During those periods no one thought of 
resorting to Santa Monica Bay. 

In the letter circulated by and bearing Mr. Corthell’s name I 
find the following response to the point to which I have just ad- 
verted: 

On page 68 of the report of the hearing is a digest of certain affidavits made 
by shipmasters this year, who have, some of them, for two or three years 

nen regularly in loading and unloading vessels at Port Los 

It is my pronounced opinion that had the commercial experience at the 
wharf at Port Los Angeles been available for consideration by the Mendell 
board in 1891 it would not have hesitated to give an opinion in favor of build- 
ing a deep-sea harbor at this place instead of at San Pedro. It is well known 
that the reason why “San Pedro has been a shipping point from time out 
of mind" is the existence of the mouth of a tida’ oon at this place into 
which the small vessels which meg | plied along this coast could enter and 
unload upon the banks or wharves, and that it was not on account of any 
anchorage facilities which the open bay might possess. 

In the same connection Mr. Corthell refers to the holding 
ground at San Pedro thus: 

The contention in regard to holding ground at San Pedro has been, and is, 
that there are near the shore and in some other parts of the bay rocky areas 
which do not ferm good holding ground for vesselsat anchor. It is generally 
conceded by shipmasters, and it ce nly is evident from careful examina- 
tions made by borings and by experience ile driving at Port Los Angeles, 
that that _ at least of the Bay of Santa Monica could not have better hold- 
ing ground. 

Among the many fallacious impressions which obtain in some 
quarters, and perhaps yet prevail, in consequence of reiterated as- 
sertion, is the notion that the holding ground at San Pedro is not 
good. There will be found printed in the hearings before the Sen- 
ate committee the statement o: some forty-odd shipmasters who 
have visited San Pedro at different times, and their evidence upon 
this subject is absolutely conclusive. Thos» shipmasters have not 
called at that port during one or two years, but have plied up and 
down the coast of California for extended periods. The state- 
ments to which J refer are on page 24 of the hearings and extend 
to the middle of page 28. The original affidavits are on file with 
the committee, and the matter presented in the report is in digested 
form. I quote: 

0, A. Olsen, master mariner: Have been acquainted, in my capacity as 

ractical sailor, with San Pedro Bay and Harbor nine years. Have been in 

Pedro Bay several times, and have anchored in roadstead. Very good 
holding ground. San Pedro has the better anchorage ground. San Pedro 
has the better natural protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

F. G. Miller, master mariner: Have been acquainted with San Pedro Bay 
and Harbor, as a practical sailor, for thirty years. Have been in San Pedro 
Bay and Harbor six times. Always anchored in roadstead. Anchored in 
winter of 1860-61 and since to date. Good holding ground, and with good 
ground tackle I think vessel will lay safe to her anchors the year round. 

Here is the case of a man who has been en in man 
vessels, acting as master mariner on the Pacific coast since 1861, 
and he has frequently visited this bay. 

H. A. Smith, mnaster mariner: Have anchored in San Pedro Bay many 
times since 1888. Good holding ground. San Pedro best place for Bo om 
Is better protected trom prevailing winds and swells than Santa Monica Bay. 

Join Peterson, master er: Have been acquainted with San Pedro 
Bay and Harbor twenty years, and have been there many times. Anchored 
in the roadstead. Very anchorage sroeee. Have been acquainted with 
Santa Monica Bay twenty years. San Pedro has better onarens ground 
and has better natural protection from prevailing winds and sw: 


I will not read all the statements, but I will ask to have same 
incorpovated in my remarks. Senators who care to do so may 
— these statements upon pages 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28 of the 

earings. They are to the effect that the natural advantages of 
San Pedro are in every wa me to Santa Monica, and are 
specific and positive as to the character of the holding und, 

hese affidavits are made, not by theorists, but by men who have 
cast their anchors in that roadstead and know exactly what they 


are talking about. Their views should be regarded as conclusive, 
I submit their statements: 


Sworn statements of sea captains as 2 holding ground for ancierage at San 
ro. 


rt of the engineers was made Mr. 
outhern Pacific Company have con- 


W. 8. Southard, master mariner: Have been at San Pedro Bay and Harbor 

once. Anchored in the roadstead. First-class holding d. Have been in 

Bay of Santa Monica, near Redondo. San Pedro is best place for harbor. Is 

oe = islands on one side, mainland on the other. Latter protects 
westerly winds, which prevail at different times of the year. 


F. E. Magune, shi ter: Been in San Pedro Harbor twelve times. An- 
chored in roads . The holdin is good and very hard. San Pedro 
has better Eiotosme from prev: g winds and swells. 

Barnard Olsson, master mariner: Anchored many times in San Pedro Bay. 
in roadstead. San Pedro best holding Have always tried to keep 
away from Santa Monica Bay. The anchorage ground isat San Pedro 
by all means. San Pedro has better from prevailing winds and 
swe 


Henry A. Crocker, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many 
times—too numerous to mention. Anchored in roadstead. Very good an- 
chorage ground at San Pedro. Have beenin Bay of Santa Monica. San Pedro 
neg one anchorage ground and has better protection from prevailing winds 
and swells. 

R. Brummer, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 
Anchored in roadstead. The holding is exceptionally good. Am ac- 
quainted with Bay of Santa Monica. has better anchorage ground 
and better natural protection from prevailing winds and swells. 
roadstead. = mas nee good. Wasin Sa 

o vi . asin Santa 
Monica Bay with cargo of piles and fount arent difficulty in discharging and 
holding ground very poor. San Pedro has better anchorage groun 
better protection from pre 


vailing winds, etc. 

P. A. Johnson, master mariner: Have been on San Pedro route six years 
steady. Have anchored in roadstead many times. Good holding ground. 
Don't think favorably of Santa Monica. San Pedro has better anchorage 
ground and is better protected from pre’ winds and swells. 

C. C. Birkholm, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
twenty times. Anchored in roadstead. Good ground. ve dis- 
charged two cargoes at Santa Monica. San Pedro better anchorage 
ground and better protection from prevail winds. 

. Christ, shipmaster: Have been in San ro Harbor many times. A\- 
anchored my vessel outside. Have always found the holding bottom 
t-class quality. Do not think there is any better. Never had occasion 
to anchor in Ranta Monica Bay. San Pedro has better anchorage ground, | 
think. San has better natural from prevailing winds and 


swe 
O. Anderson, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 


and 


Anchored in roadstead many times. Good hol . Have been 
acquainted with Santa Monica Bay since 1881, and do not know any good of it. 
San Pedro has better anchorage ground and better from prevail- 


ing winds and swells. 
illiam Robb, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor twenty 
times or more. Anchored in roadstead. Have always found the anchorage 
good; in fact, superior to any bay on the Pacific coast, San cisco ex- 
San on account of the harbor being land- 
Have anchored in Santa Monica Bay on different occasions in sma! 
San Pedro has better anch: ground and better pro- 
windsand swells. San is sheltered from pre- 


«i ee: a er mariner: Have been in fog, Fedre eee, about 
rt es. ored in roadstead ev voyage. ding un good. 
Am 4 ta Monica set San Pedro has ae anchorage 

winds and swells. San Pedro 
summer 


with good ground. Santa 
Monica has a constant westerly swell, with very poor ho! ground. 

M. Olsen, master mariner: ve been in San Bay ree. Often 
anchored in roadstead. Good ground. San Pedrohas best anchorage 
a. Acquainted with Santa Bay ial as charts. San Pedro has bet- 
er natural protection from prevailing and swells. 
¥. D. Wells, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor several 
times. Anchored in roadstead. I have anchored there in heavy blows and 
my anchors always held. San Pedro has best and. Am ac- 

uainted with Santa Monica Bay. San Pedro has better na’ protection 
m prevailing winds and sw 
C. Jansen. master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay many times. 


roadstead. Good holding d; most emphatically good. Am 
uainted with Santa pace Bay. Peonstier San Pedro miperior in all 


acq 

weather from the fact that protected from all Wailing winds 
and seas. San hen best anaheshes ground, asd ie eee d by all 
seafaring men as a safe port to anchor in. . 

J. W. Grove, shipmaster: Have been in San Pedro Bay. Anchored in road- 
stead. Good hol Have been in Santa Monica Bay twice. San 
Pedro has best anchorage and better natural protection from pre- 
vailing winds and swells. e@ latter place is from the south by 
Catalina Island; from the north by the ji 

William Kindlen, master mariner: Have anchored in San Searo Harbor, 

shelter. Can no 


in 
in roadstead. San Pedro has paling gesuan. and 
com San Pedro with Bente Wonion for not know 
has better protection 


§ 


but San Pedro is 

= inmy opinion San Pedro from prevailing winds 
and sw 

F. M. Johnson, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many 

red in Good ground. Amacquainted wit 
charts. San has best anchorage ground 
from winds and swells. 
master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor, end 
und. 

I opinion San Pedro has Seetaniones nk By of Santa 

an r pro 

m pr swells. I have been over toSanta Monica, 

undertow, and I should think it 

As to anchorage, I know 

been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 

Am acquainted with Santa Monica 

wanted to keep away from it. San 

protection prevailing 


swells. 
Cc. R ». Shi : Have been in San Pedro .and Harbor many 
yder, pmaster Bay 


See eee aee ieee ets" 
master mariner: Have been : (pam Potro Boy ong 
d'and better natural 
ns ang sens from te» 


Pedro d Harbor be- 
ones many a, 

any acciden 
aethe hinet voesd that tied 
has best anchorage 
ete. In my personal 
ports I found that 

secure. 


Sara eee 












master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor and 
Richer? Et in roadstead. I have found anchorage 
pana econ not ear Bc yu btu saehrage ground per a cir 
r ancho und under all cir- 

Bey feat Mann he ns ma protectin from 

ta r ho ground an 

vailing winds and re akon 6 Santa Monica Bay, and was forced to go 
esos Have been in Gay Petre Bey ont Eioaher. 
roadstead twenty times or more. ve foun ie anchorage 
Y blue clay for bottom, well adapted for 
offrom5tol5fathoms. Am acquainted 
by careful study of charts. In my opinion San 
and better natural pro on from pre- 
anchorage, with winds from due west to 
sheltered, while Santa Monica is exposed to both winds 


i 
: 


a 


| 
i 


C. Generaux, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay about ten 
Anchored save one, in roadstead. Ancho: und is 
elit bali Graand. No endear pa fallin the bottom and an 
w ve been ancho n severa 
gales and never dragged. el wah tent tee ee , firs 
observations from beach and how vessels anchored in the 
ta Monica Bay, but I can plainly see that there is 
to anchor safely. Very heavy undertow. San 
ground by far, as Santa Monica has too much 
vailing winds bila. as it ison! open to Lo virenat veste Gaus 
as southerly and wester 
ee rin Pedro be ter than Santa Monica. " 
mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay. An- 
Good holding ground. San Pedro has best ancho: 
protection from prevailing winds and swells than San 
Glaser, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor and Ba: 
A. C. roadstead. Good anc ground at San 
uainted with Santa Monica Bay. San ro has best anchor- 
eee from prevailing winds and swells. 
is a natural \ 
Lewis, shipmaster; Have been in San, Pedro Bay about ten trips. 
San Pedro is the very best ane eras. > my 
coast, my opinion from the fact of hav- 
full onli Gncdion bor. San Pedro has better 
prevaling winds than Santa Monica. The prevailing winds 
come from the westward, and a ship at 
by Point Firmin, is safe from the 
Have been in San Pedro Bar and Harbor 
many times—too numerous to 
ied experience that the holding ground at San 
Monica Bay I came near losing 
1. Had all my lines out, and also many lines 
by the company, and barely escaped destruction. San Pedro has 
qveanl ea better natural protection from prevailing winds 
P. Carlson, master: Have been in San Pedro Harbor various times an 
roadstead. San Pedro best an- 


groun 
ground and be on from prevailing winds and swells. I 
ome. in Santa Monica and rebuilt the whert, ann during that time I 
bserved dangerous 


bay for shipping. Saw the seas break over the 


a personal observer. 
Have anchored in roadstead, San Pedro Bay, ten or fifteen times 
. First-class holding ground; sheltered from all winds ex- 
a southeast wind, which we have three or four times during the winter 
ths. last only short time. No trouble of a vessel riding if their 
anchors are and have out good scone. Vessels never go to Santa Monica 
are San ro 


unless compelicd to. has best anchorage und and 
be Satis fom prevailing winds and swells. or 


tter 
0. Anfindsen, r mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
six or seven timeseach year during all seasons. Anchored in roadstead often. 
master of the mer Bobolink, in 1886, anchored there about once a 
Anchorage ground I find excellent, with good shelter from north- 
west’and southwest winds, and from south and southeast winds. 


It is, in 
m ay better than any harbor south of San Francisco, barring San 
Diego and have been in of them. Am acquainted with Santa Monica 


y no more than from casual runs up and down the coast. San Pedro has 
. Santa Monica is an open ocean and no shelter. 
San Pedro has the most advantage of a harhor for shipping, it being inclosed 
land in a half circle, whereas Santa Monica is exposed to all quarters of 
compass, and the undertow there is severe on the ship's ground tackle, 
which does not exist in the outer road of San Pedro. 
mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Har- 
Anchored in roadstead many times. Good holding ground. 
Have been many times in Santa Monica Bay and its locality. San Pedro has 
and has better natural protection from prevailing 


master: Have been running to San Pedro Harbor off and on 
vessel for twelve years. Always anchored in roadstead every 


] 
ae Have found it first-class hol ground. and have never known a ves- 


anchor there. Am acq ted with bay of Santa Monica to m 
sorrow. is a heavy westerly swell es in the year round, 
and westerly Wi has full sway, and there is no protection from them. San 
Pedro has ground and better protection from prevailing 
winds and swells. W ly winds are the prevailing winds and always a 
wester) and San Pedro hasa protection from them already, and Santa 
Monica and in m ion it never can have. Can easily anchor 100 

in outer bay of San roin a westerly gale in perfect safety. 

. master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor about one 
hundred Anchored in roadstead many times. Good holding greyed. 
Have been acquainted with Santa Monica Bay since 1878. San Pedro best 

ground and better protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

P.O. : Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 
Anchored in Have anchored and laid in all kinds of weather and 
never dragged my Have been acquainted with Santa Monica Bay 
ouaiiees San Pedro has best anchorage and better protection from 


Have laid in Santa Monica Bay with cargoand discharged 


cargo with great difficulty. 
ona master mariner and pilot: Have been in San Pedro Ba 


about enon, Sane. Reperen So peotetend toe 5 ht an 
ground vi good will hold alo me 
- . Am very well counted with Santa Monk 
seceerees grgund, aad 
winds and for three hundred and sixty 
Bay has not good holding ground for any vessels 


your 
ica Bay. San 
has better natural protection from 
days in the year. 

anchors; the 
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bottom is too hard until you get 14 miles to the southeast of the new Santa 
Monica wharf. San Pedro Bay is the most eligible location for a deep-water 
harbor because the half of a natural harbor is there already. 

Claus C. Hansen, master: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor twenty 
times and more and have anchored in roadstead. It is a very good holdin 
greene. San Pedro has best natural protection from prevailing winds. I 

a better protected roadstead from westerly winds, which are most pre 
vailing. Catalina Island protectssome. Do not see any protection for Santa 
Monica Bay from any islands. 

P. Sonerud, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
between twenty and thirty times and anchored in roadstead. There is a 
0d oe. and I think a vessel can lie perfectly safe in most any 
nd of weather. Am acquainted with Santa Monica by study of chart and 
wind and current setting into that place. San Pedro has best anchorage 
round, and better protection from prevailing winds. From my constant 
rading to San Pedro I have avers found it a safe place, and that the out- 
side harbor has a natural protection from the prevailing winds that blow 
there; and, furthermore, never saw any swell setting in to interfere with 


james of deep-water vessels that always lay in the harbor discharging 
ight. 


R. Johannessen, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
about a hundred times. Have anchored in roadstead many times. Anchor- 
age ground there is excellent. Am acquainted with bay of Santa Monica 
for twenty-three years. San Pedro has best anchorage ground, and better 
protection from prevailing winds. 

Is there anything in the proposition of Mr. Corthell and others 
that the Mendel: board were ignorant of the situation and would 
have reached a different conclusion had they been aware that a 
wharf such as that of the Southern Pacific could be erected and 
maintained at Port Los Angeles? There is nothing anywhere to 
justify the assertion. 

I have no doubt from the shipping experience at San Pedro that 
it would be ible to construct and operate a wharf extending 
into the r tead there. The constant use of San Pedro Bay for 
years for shipping uses demonstrates this. 

It is conceded that Mr. Huntington has built a magnificent pier 
at Port Los Angeles and that he is able to handle shipping and 
transact business there. There are sometimes difficulties incident 
to rough water. Trouble of that kind has been lately experienced. 

In has been said there never has been an accident at the Sauta 
Monica wharf and that ships have been wrecked at San Pedro. 
San Pedro Harbor has been utilized for commercial purposes, as 
the evidence before us shows, from time out of mind. No doubt 
in stormy seasons vessels can not at all hours lie there in safety, 
and there is evidence that there have been wrecks within that 
harbor. It is admitted that certain vessels have drifted ashore 
at San Pedro. But during the time that Mr. Huntington's wharf 
has been in operation at Santa Monica there have been no dis- 
asters at San Pedro—none whatever. It so happens there have 
been no very serious storms since that structure has been called 
into existence, and conseyuently no disasters at either place. 
When the Mendell Board examined this subject they did not con- 
tent themselves with equivocal language, but they announced 
their conclusions (page 9 of the Mendell report) thus: 

In view of the fact that San Pedro Bay in its natural condition affords bet- 





ter protection both from prevailing winds and from dangerous storms than 
Santa Monica Bay; that protection can be secured at less cost for equal de- 
velopment of breakwater at the former than at the latter; that a larger area 
of protected anchorage from the prevailing westerly swells can be secured, 
the severe storms from the southeast being infrequent, and that there is 
already an interior harbor that will be a valuable addition to the outer har- 
bor, the Board considers San Pedro Bay as the better location for the deep- 


water harbor provided for by the act. 


It was never supposed by Colonel Mendell or anybody else that 
a Wharf would not stand during ordinary weather at the place 
pointed out by Mr. Huntington and selected by him. No one has 
ever argued that the storms upon the southern California coast 
are severe enough to destroy a well-built pier, unless in exceptional 
cases. 

It is evident from an inspection of the coast of Santa Monica 
Bay, where the railroad wharf is located, the westerly swells, 
admitted to be common and severe, must directly affect Santa 
Monica Bay. There is nothing to prevent such a swell disturb- 
ing the sea behind the breakwater proposed by the majority. The 
southwesterly swells andthe westerly swells are those which mari- 
ners fear. It is shown by conclusive proof that, while the wind 
sometimes blows from the southeast, the swell never proceeds from 
that direction. The San Pedro breakwater is so designed as to 
completely intercept westerly and southwesterly swells. The 
breakwater will cut off the swell completely, and it is therefore a 
matter of indifference whether there is or is not deep water west 
of Point Firmin. 

In the immediate neighborhood of the breakwater at San Pedro 
the water is not extremely deep; the bottom recedes, proceeding 
westerly, with considerable rapidity; but Mr. Corthell’s diagram 
portraying the suddenness of the deepening near Point Firmin is 
not fair. No doubt deep water can be found by proceeding west- 
erly from the point. Butif Mr. Corthell will make his sound- 
ings southeasterly or southerly or toward Catalina Island he will 
find a gentle slope and better water than exists near Port Los 
Angeles. 

Such a diagram can be made to show almost anything, depend- 
ing upon the direction selected. 

have referred several times to the deep-sea matter and have, 
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perhaps, given more attention to the point than it deserves; but I 
wish to quote briefly from the report of the Craighill board, show- 
ing that those gentlemen took the subject into consideration and 
examined it with care. Iread from page 6 of the Craighill re- 
port, as follows: 
HYDROGRAPHY. 

Throughout Santa Monica Bay the depth is very irregular— 

That statement is fully justified by the charts— 

Abreast of Santa Monica village there is a depth of 40 fathoms 4 miles off- 
shore, but off the beach, south of La Ballona, a submarine plateau 4 miles 


wide extends for 8 miles to the southwest, with depths very uniformly in- 
creasing to 40 fathoms, the bottom being gray sand, mud, gravel— 


This plateau is towards San Pedro from Santa Monica and is 
not necessarily involved here— 


Westward of this platoon. toward Point Dume, the depth increases 
— to neariy 300 fathoms, carrying 200 fathoms within a mile south of 
RF mt, and the bottom is ameey- On the east of this plateau, toward Point 
incente, there is a remarkable submarine valley only 1 mile wide between 
the 100-fathom curves, carrying from 280 to 100 fathoms to within 1 and 
miles of the beach, with a muddy bottom. The eastern side of this rae 
very steep, dropping from 40 to 200 fathoms in three-eighths of a mile. e 
western side is more oon , but the slope from 100 fathoms is very sharp. 
has been named by essor Davidson the Vincente Submarine Valley. 
ear the southern end of the bay a well-marked current running to the north. 
ward and westward has been observed. 


I refer to this description to prove that the Bay of Santa Monica 
throughout—not merel in one particular point, but throughout— 
is irregular, and that the uniform grade or slope is ee the 
ayers of Mr. Corthell’s poetic fancy. The report f pro- 


The line of 10 fathoms, which may be considered the practical outer limit 
for breakwater construction, and the line of 5 fat: which is the inner 
limit of the deep-water anchorage, for both Santa Monica and San Pedro 
bays, are shown on the map accompanying this report. 

And an inspection of the Coast Survey maps will fully sustain 
everything I have said upon this ee 

In the minority report it is said: 

It is claimed that the p breakwater at San Pedro is not protected 
from southeast gales; that t ore that locality is not desirable for harbor 
purposes. and that the land projection which culminates in Point Firmin 
shelters Santa Monica Bay from. these winds. This subject has been care- 
fully considered in the reports already noted, and the conclusion there reached 
by the gentlemen who examined into the matter was that no danger is to be 
anticipated from the et It may be remarked in this 
that the iuner harbor at San Pedro, which it isconeeded 
and upon the surface of which scarcely a ri 
ex to the so-called dangerous south 

hin that inner harbor has never been disturbed thereby. Manif: » no 
water can ever protect any harbor from wind; the essential feature in 
suich cases is the guarding nst ocean swells. See Stouts in Ce repost 
proceeds from the west, and the breakwater at San Pedro will 
afford — —— from this peril. A vessel lying within the pro- 
San ro Harbor with sails unfurled t be distur by southeast 
winds, but naked masts could never present cient surface for the serious 
operation of any wind likely to visit that coast. 


In his letter heretofore mentioned Mr. Corthell says: 


The objection stated by me and others upon this t is that the harbor, 
not the breakwater, is unprotected from southeast and that the entrance 
to Wilmington Harbor is entirely unprotected from these gales by the oreak- 
Ree 6 SEIS, 2S SP REE ES SESE Ch ENE SRE Eee 
pian will evidence this to anyone. 

In the r t of the Craighill commission (H.R. Ex. Doc. 41, 
Fifty-second Congress, second session) we have a map, the sec- 
ond in that publication, from which it appears that the proposed 
breekwater at San Pedro protects an extended area, including 
the — curve, from winter storms and from the western 
swells. 

The subject of harbor protection is treated of in that and 
the conclusion reached that the smooth surface at San Pedro is 
much more than that at Santa Monica. I call attention specific- 
ally to this matter, and invite study of the contrasts. 

For the purposes of comparison— 

Says Craighill, page 17— 
the anchorage areas for the Santa Monica harbors are assumed to be the 
areas included within the breakwaters, the lines drawn th h 
normal to the shore, and the 6-foot contour; and for the San Harbor 
the area included between the breakwater, the line drawn from the end of 
the breakwater to Deadmans Island, and the 6-foot contour. The deep-water 
ancho: is assumed to be the area over which there is a de of at least 
30 feet; remaining area will be referred to as the inner an 

I will ask the Secretary to read, beginning with the last para- 
graph on page 17 down to the end of page 18 of the pamphlet 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hrtu in the chair). With- 
out objection, the will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as fi s 

ADVANTAGES FOR SHELTER AND FOR HANDLING FREIGHT. 


For the purposes of comparison, the 
harbors are assumed to be the areas 


Pedro 
the line drawn from the end of the breakwater to Deadmans Island, and the 


6-foot contour. The deep-water Sow is assumed to be the area over 
which there is a depth of at least 30 feet; remaining 


to as the inner anchorage. 
The total anch area at the San Pedro Harbor is 1,187 acres. 
cludes the area in Wilmi Harbor. The 
and the inner anchorage acres. The harbor at Santa Monica village 


has a total anchorage area of 1,078 acres. The deep 

and the inner anchorage 476 acres. The harbor above Santa Monica Canyon 
has a total anchorage area of 994 acres. The deep-water area is 479 acres and 
the inner anchorage 515 acres. In the Santa Monica harbors the inner an- 


cho will be very much diminished pA, ey hy 
compioeet acrons it to reach deep water.” ‘This is uot case to the same 


water area is 602 acres 


extent in San 1 
To compare the exposures, it is assumed that so much of the anchoraga 
aren as lies north of southeast and southwest lines drawn th the ends 
of the breakwaters is not fully covered from the heavy swells. © harbor 
ape = area of 85% acresand an un area of 
335 acres. The har at Santa Monica has a p area of 209 
area of 869 harbor above Sants Monica 


Monica 
sumed, has a land frontage 8,000 feet in : i 
of wharves. The harbor at ‘ta Monica has a similar land frontage 
8,000 feet in length. In the harbor first men‘ » 
© Se ea & mites pan tS ae = 


an 
ties of the harbor would iost be caaity attainable by all partion in th 
Ww t 
business of ti r 


on. 

on the other the approaches from the land 
© open, and at La eel Gently tone 
At San there is a land frontage of 4,300 feet in the outer r with- 


for the whole harbor is therefore feet, or about 6} miles. The ap. 
both sles ot the harbor’ cnt Wihec 


In every harbor a portion of the area must be more or less owing 
to the necessity of convenient communication with sea. Ina 
port of commerce 4S So ee ee See ee aoe 80 lo 
cated and designed that rng + Bee vany ee dey A Ls in the 
most sheltered part. In the Santa Monica harbors thisimperative condition 
Sn omtibely mapeiet. he eine ieee ee rere Senet entirely 
within the area. Asa consequence of this the w Will not be 
well p: ad storms, and small vessels will crowd the quiet spaces 
of the water At the San Pedro Harbor the facilities 


deep-wate . 
are situated within the unexposed area, and small vessels will find their best 
shelter in bad 


ities can be greati extended within the inner harbor without 
the outer ; 


In a!l the harbors the is Some doubts have been ex- 
preseed with regard to the character of the hol nd at San Pedro, 
t inquiry the board is satisfied that as good in this loca- 


Mr. WHITE. TheSenate will observe; therefore, that the Craic- 


hili board, to a greater extent and more carefully than 
that over by Colonel Mendell, took into consideration the 


relative value of the afforded by each plan of har)jor 
construction, and concluded, in direct antagonism to the opinions 
of the Southern Pacific engineers, that the San Pedro project would 
afford more extended safe anc facilities. 
It is said, and this is one of the ts of the ma- 
ority of the committee, that running a line ly from Point 
cente to Point Dume there will be a water i extending 


landward from the center of such line 12 miles, whereas San Pedrv 
Bay, according to Mr. Corthell’s first statement before the Com- 
merce Committee, in 1894, when similarly examined, manifests 
only 64 miles. This may reasonably be said to be an advantage, 
as far as it goes, favoring Santa Monica. But this circumstance 

considered by the boards mentioned, and was not deemed vit! 


the photograph of the Santa Monica shore, 
board, the real character of that so-called 
bay. Itis nothing but an roadstead; there is a 12-mile in- 
dentation, and it must be 30 and 40 miles from Vincente 
to Dume, and looking from the shore out to the ocean the exp: s- 
ure is absolute; the waves roll in, as upon the photo- 


h, tively uninterrupted. is but slight evidence 
of an actual bay in this case 


The wharf mete Southern mn ¢ Company, — which we 
are asked to place governmental protection, is located in Santa 
Monica Bay, as on the photograph, and northerly and wes'- 
erly of the town of Santa Monica. In my judgment the Men«:!! 

was correct in saying that the very best site to be found in 

M opposite the town of that name. 

the bluff is not remarkable. It recedes as we go east an 

south, until at South Santa Monica there is no ipice and thie 

of by Colonel can there be 

found. If we are to have a harbor in Santa Monica Bay this 1s 

would be most accessib!:. 

ee the wharf which we are about to protect pre- 
a 


different less open to intrusion and as readily 
subject to cpa 
‘ore 


In the the Commerce Committee it is 
said that there is ample room along the shore of the ocean fri 
Monica shore from the wharf to the town is an ordinary 5° 4- 

tempestuously 


, but in a man- 
coast. Thousands from tle 


: 
: 
i 
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visit this region for the purpose of seaside 
eine Monics itself—a very delightful town and grow- 
ing in seaside importance—is in the immediate vicinity of the most 
onaeel bathing spot. There are extensive and finely constructed 
bath houses, occupied and used in the summer, indeed, to some 
extent throughout the whole year, but principally in the summer, 
by anxious crowds coming from the city of Angeles and the 
interior. These people resort to the sea for objects of health and 
diversion. The presence of one railroad track within the munici- 
pality of Santa Monica and upon the seabvach is a positive disad- 
vantage. Any person walking along the bluff, at the foot of which 
the runs, while a egg - = ing — ~—. the 
; ively disagreeable; and while there is yet sufficient 
ead the bluff and the shore to enable the ordinary pur- 
suits of pleasure which oy Apt adem at the seaside, yet 
if there are to be additional tracks laid along that shore, if railroad 
freight and traffic is to be carried on there by several 
railroads, ty will cease to be available for present uses. 

The question as to how many tracks may be placed along that 
shore is a matter entirely within the jurisdiction of the board of 
trustees. No condemnation proceedings can procure a right of 
way along the ocean within the town limits until after anaftirma- 
tive vote of the board of trustees. I assume that that board will 

ly di its duties and will not permit the extension of 
that which is already a nuisance. 

But it is conten that the proposed harbor can be reached by 
means of Santa Monica Canyon. It is possible, and I think prac- 
ticable, to obtain a grade through the Santa Monica Canyon. But 
the route is circuitous, and a road thus built would be longer than 
that of the Southern Pacific Company. But when the shore is 
reached the expense will have but Sepue. 

If we assume that the breakwater designed by the Southern 
Pacific engineers would be sufficient and adequate to protect an 
area great enough to permit the erection of two or three large 
wharvesas , nevertheless the expense isalmost prohibitory. 
It will cost at least uarters of a million dollars, and prob- 
ably more, to build a wharf, to say nothing of the right of way 
a other difficulties of access. Now, it is proposed in this bill 
that the Southern Pacific Company shall give the use of their 
tracks upon this wharf to any railway that will pay a sufficient 
pro rata proportion of the cost thereof, to be fixed by the Secre- 
tary of War. There is now but one track and one wharf. If the 
business grows to the magnitude expected, these will never suf- 
fice. If it does not grow to that magnitude, then there is no justifi- 
cation at all for the proposed expenditure. Mr. Huntington will 
not make any foolish trades. His road will have an advantage at 
Port Los that no other road can enjoy. 

At San , a8 shown in the report of the engineers, not only 
is the Southern Pacific already on the water front, but there is 
also a competing railroad upon the other side of the inner harbor, 
and while the latter would not be directly connected with the 
outer harbor, still the proximity is such that there could be no 
difficulty in the transference of shipping from one point to the 
other. especially if the inner harbor be deepened under the Ben- 


yaurd pro; 
It is that the bluff near San Pedro, some 60 feet in height, 
insuperable obstacles to reaching the shore. I do not 
for the purposes of commerce for years 
piers in any outer harbor on our coast. The 
anchorage will suffice; but, ing that the demands of 
trade require such harbor to be reached from shore, there is no 
difficulty in making a grade, as the Southern Pacific did to the 
wharf it commenced to build and afterwards abandoned at 
San Pedro, and thus reaching the shore. Colonel Craighill says 
in his and all of his col with him, that the 
: itself could be utilized for rai tracks, thus using 
the interior —— bay right along the line of the breakwater for 


slips. This, Mr. says,is impossible. He takes issue with 
bn engineers upon this proposition. I will quote his language. 
says: 
srteat oleae the location of this breakwater—immediately under a 
vertical in the ocean— the impracticability, as noun by the 
nat a railroad track under the bluff in the protected 
itis it to see how the top of this dike could be made accessible 
to and I think I am safe in saying that on a dike 10 feet above the 
surface water, or even 20 feet above the surface of water, in such 
an — @ railroad could not be operated, or even maintained 
me on eccount of the waves during heavy storms, at ] over 


east, coming 
track unavailable, but also 
placed under it. I have made 
lace that would admit of the 
it, but I should think it 
ter shown on 


shore, Sewer eum be constructed sheng it, and 
‘ ald 
be rived ite projected from its innerface. This advantage wo 





















































At the hearings Colonel Hains, who was a member of the board, 
gave an opinion of a similar character. He says: 

There is another thing in regard to the continuing breakwater. The first 
board recommended two breakwaters with a gap. I do not think that there 
is any trouble about the filling in with sand, which some people apprehend, 
from the deposits along the shore. If the breakwater is continuous with the 
shore, it enables a protected area on the inside of this breakwater to be used 
for docks and that sort of thing. Often the inside breakwaters are used for 
docks and landings. 

The breakwater atSan Pedro can be approached by a cut. It is 
true the Southern Pacific Company claims to own land there. A 
considerable part of the property on the San Pedro bluff i 
trolled by that company; not all of it, however. The Govern 
ment owns a reservation there, and private parties have holdings 
However, condemuation proceedings properly conducted will 
remedy this trouble. The building of a track upon the break- 
water will depend upon the demands of business. If the exigencies 
of the case warranted, a track would be laid upon the dike, and 
would afford superior facilities for harbor access. It hence ap- 
pears that there is an available method of reaching an outer harbor 
at San Pedro preferable to anything at Santa Monica. Of course 
at San Pedro wharves might be built into the sea, but such a pro- 
gramme would be attended by the expense of which I complain. 
For years to come there will be ample room in the inner harbor, 
when improved, for our commerce; and the San Pedro deep-sea 
anchorage will accommodate vessels at anchor awaiting an oppor- 
tunity to discharge. 

Mr. President, there is another criticism to which I deem it 
wise to reply. I refer to Mr. Corthell’s theory of the littoral cur- 
rent which moves sand in a northerly direction along the coast. 
He avers that the effect of the breakwater, constructed as pro- 
posed by the Craighill board, would be to detain a large amount 
of these sands near the shore and gradually destroy the harbor, or 
make it necessary to dredge extensively. Perhaps some little ac- 
cumulation might occur. If so, it could be readily removed. 
Nowadays a reasonable amount of harbor dredging is anattendant 
upon nearly all public works of this character. One of the few 
exceptions is afforded by the Wilmington inner harbor, which has 
ever since governmental improvement always kept itself clear. 
But both Major Raymond and Colonel Hains are positive that no 
danger is to be apprehended from any sand deposit. They have 
studied the question carefully; it is considered in the reports from 
which [ have quoted. All the Government experts rest their rep 
utations as experts upon the proposition that no serious harm will 
accrue. Mr. Corthell, in the communication with which he has 
honored me—though delivery of the same was omitted—informs 
us that there are known instances of moving sands impelled by 
littoral currents upon the Pacific coast. He tells me that I am 
acquainted with the condition of affairs at San Diego Bay, and 
that I must be aware that at the point where a jetty is now 
under process of construction at the entrance to that bay sand 
accumulates. 

This statement is true, but the movement of said particles there 
is manifestly attributable to the great rush of water into the bay 
attending the tidal rise. The torrent flowing with wonderful 
power in or out of the narrow harbor entrance is a sight worth 
seeing. This naturally disturbs the sand and the inward current 
tends to accumulate the material below the jetty rapidly and ob- 
viously. I attracted the attention of Mr. Corthell to the fact that 
a ship laden with coal some years ago was wrecked at San Pedro; 
and that a large quantity of the coal was picked up afterwards 
south of that point, at the town of Long Beach. Iasked him how he 
accounted for that consistently with his theory. He gave the ex- 
planation which I shall read, which, I must confess, does not 
seem to me to be entirely conclusive. The following is the state- 
ment: 


s con- 


Senator WuirTs, of California. Before you reach that, I want to say a word. 
I remember the circumstance of a vessel loaded with coal being wrecked in 
the neighborhood of San Pedro and sinking there, and a good deal of that 
coal being picked up on Long Beach. Long Beach is located southerly from 
San Pedro? 

Mr. CORTHELL. Yes. 

Senator Wate, of California. If the shore currents are northerly, how do 
you account for the coal being carried to Long Beach? 

Mr. CORTHELL. I had a memorandum made to explain that. That fact 
was called to my attention, and I will give you the reason forit. As I said to 
Senater NELSON, there are occasional southwestern swells so great that they 
may reverse the current for the time being, and they would move obstacles 
on the bottom. The current does not move coal; it moves fine particles 
of sand. What moved that coal across the bay was this: These lines here 
(indiestins on the diagram] are kelp, which indicate rocky areas. That coal 

ropped on the rocky bottom, was affected by the heavy waves, and it simply 
drifted over the bottom and across it until it struck Long Beach and was 
thrown upon it by the waves. 


Mr. President, in the first place, southwesterly swells are not 
uncommon; the westerly is the regular swell incident to that coast; 
and here we have a statement that this discriminating current, 
alluded to by Mr. Corthell, does not move coal, while it moves fine 

icles of sand! This littoral current will not move coal, but 
it will move fine particles of sand. We reach tic remarkable 
conclusion that coal drifts south and sand goes north; that one is 


moved by a current which influences coal, and the other bya cur- 
rent influencing sand! 

Mr. President, it is a matter of fact, notorious upon that coast, 
that objects frequently float southerly. In two or three cases 
where persons lost their lives by drowning the remains were 
picked up south of the scene of disaster. It may be said that this 
was only an occasional manifestation, but that it was noi the rule, 
that the current usually tends in the other direction. But nosuch 
deductisn is authorized. But if there were any danger of the 
accumulation of sand at Point Firmin, inside this breakwater, 
how is it thst there is at that place to-day a rocky bluff? How is 
it that there is no sand spit? How is it that there are no sand 
dunes, no accumulations around Point Firmin indicating the 
tendency claimed? If the sand drifts, as stated by this expert, 
northerly, it would naturally be detained in the neighborhood of 
Point Firmin, and would certainly extend to that point. ht 
here I may remark—perhaps I should have said it in connection 
with another point—that there are no severe storms beating 

nst Point Firmin. The unworn base of the bluff proves this. 

e material is soft and could not resist heavy waves. The un- 
scathed shore disposes of the pretense that Pedro Bay isa 
storm center. 

Mr. President, the inner harbor at San Pedro is exposed to these 
so-calied terrible southeasterly storms. The gt upon both 
sides of the inner harbor is comnpnaeneetty vet, ere is nothing 
to prevent winds sweeping across the inner harbor; and yet no 
one ever heard of a vessel within its confines being injured by my 
storm from any quarter. The swell which does injury, 
strains chains, which divorces the anchor from the ship, comes 
from the west; the southeast wind, seldom serious even in connec- 
tion with the swell, must be harmless without it. 

Mr. President, in opening this argument I said that it was prob- 
lematical whether the pr structure at Santa Monica would 
ever be of much protective value. In —* of my assertion I 
have the yoga! of Major Raymond, who was examined before 
the committee e made the following comments in this connec- 


oe It is of importance and I direct the attention of the Senate 


or RAYMOND. I can state generally what were the essential differences 
which we thought were in favor of San Pedro as a location, as com 

with locations farther up the coast. To my own mind, as I remember it 
now ex on of the present harbor of San Pedro and the improve- 
ments there, at an inconsiderable expense to the Government, made a rather 
remarkable impression. 

Senator WuiTs, of California. In what respect? 

or RAYMOND. Because jetty improvements of that kind have not, asa 

m successful in thiscountry. The depth of water at San Pedro was 

creased from 2 or 3 feet--the original depth—to about 14 feet at mean low 

y ipborenting to me was the exami- 

3 in the inner harbor, which was so trifling as com- 

pared with the other places on the Atlantic coast. All the phenomena 

seemed to me less marked than any other 2 where I have been in wee, 

tice. The shoaling was slow there. The tide is about 5 feet, i think. at 

there should be a Fotty barbor of that kind so su and that the depth 

of water should be so increased, and that the problem should be so simply 

solved, was a matter of very great interest to me. I could see that the inner 
basin, the inuer harbor, the inner anch ,could be extended very readil 

without difficulty; and that was a feature in the future improvement which 

was very advantageous. 

The inner anchorage is a very important thing, y in time of war. 
Torpedo boats can run into the inner harbor, pro from the fire of the 
enemy. That was the thing most advantageous. en we came to examine 
the problem, step by step, we did not find any point in which the other loca- 
tion seemed superior to San Pedro, and we found several points in which 
we thought San Pedro superior to the other location. My own opinion is 
that a breakwater harbor, such as that pro; at Santa Monica, parallel 
to a nearly rectilinear shore, is fatal. I do not know of any place where there 
is an exactly similar harbor, and I can not conceive a where I would 
be willing to construct it where the outlying breakwater is parallel to the 
shore, as in this case. 
dane i ass of California. What are the cardinal defects in that kind 

a harbor 

Major RaymMonp. Generally speaking, the accessibility would be very 
for a harbor of that kind, but the main defect in such a harbor is that the 
landing facilities are in the most exposed part of the harbor. Generally, 
motions of the waves are deflected by the ends of the breakwater, and the 
disturbance is generally created in the parts of the harbor farthest from the 
points of deflection. I do not remember that kind of a harbor in any place. 


Afterwards, Colonel Hains, who was examined upon the same 
topic, thougint that the wharves proposed by the Southern Pacific 
to be erected could be protected by the breakwater. I will read 
his statement in that respect: 


Senator Wuure, of California. What do think of the feasibility of sucha 
harbor as that designed at Santa Monica? 

Colonel Hatns. In what t? 

Senator Wa of California. Would it be a success? 

Colonel HAINs. ou mean the breakwater? 

Senator Warts, of ‘ornia. Yes. 

Colone! Harns. I think that this breakwater there would protect these 
wharves (indicating on the map]. I donot think they need much protection. 
The fact that they use these wharves so much without a breakwater is ety 
o evidence that they need very little protection from the outside. 

t a breakwater made of plank would accomplish the purpose. 


If there were severe storms I presume it would be admitted that 
a breakwater of plank would not be very desirable, or there would 
op excuse for this application for a three-million-dollar appro- 
priation, 
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Colonel Hains thinks the wharves designed would probably be 
| teeny by a breakwater. But his declaration shows that he 

oes not anticipate storms. 

Major Raymond, who has had more experience in breakwater 
construction than anyone who was before us, is of the opinion 
that the proposed appropriation would not m: 
and says that he would not be willing to unde ; 

Now, Mr. President, we are here, I presume, to enact a law pro- 
viding for an ei mee to be expended for some useful pur- 

and under conditions giving reasonable assurances of success. 

eare not here toexperiment. Colonel Hains says, in speaking of 

the ene of the Port Los Angeles breakwater—I read from 
page ov: 

Ido not think that a breakwater coast 
vith smash doen token 

Shall we engage in the business of constructing a harbor at a 
condemned place upon an uncertainty as to the result? Shall we 
spend this money upon a spot ing which the testimony is 
at least conflicting, and w our accredited engineer, 
who has had great experience, expresses an adverse opin- 
ion? Is it proper thus to Se moneys? 

There are a number of incidental matters which I do not care 
to allude to now, but which may be mentioned hereafter. How- 
ever, I will mention one. Commander Taylor, of the United 
States Navy, was for some time in coast and geodetic 
survey upon the . His views were plied before the board 
of engineers at Los Angeles, and Mr, Corthell and members of the 
majority of the Commerce Committee rely not a little upon his 
opinions. He strongly favors Santa Monica, A memorandum of 
his theori ences was called to the attention of the 
. Hood, who seemed to be advised concern- 
ing the same. That document is the stron, part of the Santa 
Monica presentation, and as I am endeavoring to state this whole 
case without reservation, I will ask that it be read, and will follow 
it with a statement by Professor Davidson upon the other side of 
the matter. I refer to page 109 of the executive document from 
wlitch I have already made several extracts. I ask that the same 
be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FavLkKnez in the chair), 
The.Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


MEMORANDUM REGARDING A BREAKWATER AT SANTA MONICA. 


For ang, moors the need of a harbor at Santa Monica has been apparent. 
Southern ornia is separated from the rest of the State by mountain sys- 
tems and needs a port as an outlet for its products. The center of the busi- 

southern California is Los Angeles. This city has grown to 
center will be changed. Indeed 
it is now the depot would 


seaport, is att op south; it has 

ce & great sea- 

the eee Loder Califor and 

lie the northern provinces of Mexico. But the ports 

of the Gulf of California will intercept traffic from that direction. To the 
north and northeast is a country of Geet, Sepmesrreneee, Sat that country 
is nearer to les Angies 669 Some, oa8 find its outlet to the sea near 
that city. Astothe harbor of San Diego, it may be said (as of all harbors) that 
itis not entirely satisfactory. San Francisco i , Which ranksas the great- 
est of bar harbors, is ue socuper acter longconsinsed stormy weather. 
na Bay, Mexico, harbors exist, and none 

‘ore, that Harbor should 

on the coast. 
removed. The 
classes of work, but the 

t when the position is not the natural sea 


country. 
Wilmington and San Pedro, affording a shel- 
and expensive improvements have been carried on for 
eers, which have slightly benefited it, but, 
it can never have ations of a 
t area of shelter could be 

inside of 


creek was used in the by schooners and small craft, which were sut- 
ficient for the trade of then unsettled country. Thecircumstances 0! ‘ts 
location, favorable for such craft, are unfavorable for the formation of a great 
UR cots cae’ te tat tecallly Glide egteate teeaielly te be favored by 
e come now to Ww avor ) 
nature, Santa Monica. . ; 
The bay of Santa Monica is, in its combination of natural features, unique 
on the Pacific coast. Here the depth of water increases from the beach out- 
ward with an ease for several miles. Here a breakwater 
be established to and pep companeoas, hes bee. without being 

in water so as to make its construction or eyen difficult. 
The marked feature of the Pacific coast is the steep slope of the bottom as 
from shore to seaward. This rule has few and it results 

that along the entire coast a breakwater to inclose a cient sheltered area 
would have to be placed in such deep water as to be impossible of construc- 
Among the few exceptions is the bay of Santa Monica. It is a remarkallo 
coincidence that the line in a deep curve here a nearer than 
other point vo Angeles and to the fertile of which it is the 


this quality of 
cortaa port 


by a subma- 
ot the shore 








wind blowing against a great barrier is deadened for some distance to wind- 
Sa an lnerior, and this mf accounts for the well-known fact 
onica do not blo 


w with violence. The swell which 
a that inda at Sante Mo much modified, even in the worst weather, by the 
effect of the islands to seaward and by the deep recessed position of 
this portion of bay 


considerable rience in this bay while conducting the surveys 

ex ys 
Ey tn soem} have nid at anchor through all seasons of the year, at 
and near Monica, on the Government vessel which I commanded. I 
have naver seen any weather in which a vessel could not ride at her anchors 
there in safety, but few occasions when unloading ata wharf was imprac- 


ticable. ae ar 
California needs a port. Iam confident that Santa Monica is 
PR fi place to comaract such a port, and that southern Cali- 
fornia does urgently need a port there can be no longer any question. ‘The 
mountain ranges intervening between the southern and central parts of the 
State are of so difficult a character for railroads that the hauling of freights 
across these mountains is very expensive, and the products of the southern 
section of the State have now become so numerous and im t that the 
construction of a harbor in southern California can not longer be 


proper , 
ted. Also have to regard Los Angeles no longer as a way station, 
bu ae toruxinal point for several sy: of railroads now built or to 


at As such a port close to the suburbs of Los Angeles, she would 
caoan o most ve route for the rtation of products from the 
other side of the Pacific to her own vicinity,and thence across the continent. 
Is a breakwater at Santa anaes < — cmrenens. eounnuatonl: @ 
rs ago, the o on ana and e rienced civi 
eee oe te ie ee ty of rock to be cbtained in. the hills 
abreast of the end of this breakwater, after his personal ex on, made 
atm u Iam justified by the a. in taking for granted a plentiful 
ot Yan rock at that point. ith this basis of = ly close at hand, 
I would propose a breakwater in 40 feet de of water, yards long, in 
a Straight line parallel to the shore, or with a slight le at the center of 
the line, the le being convex toseaward, as shown on the chart submitted 
in blue. A section of it is shown on accompan sheet. It wouli be 45 
feet 20 feet across the top, 225 feet across the bottom. Its inner face 
would have the natural slope of dumped rock, its seaward face would be ex- 
tended until its profile would be a modified form of that at Plymouth, Eng- 
land. This cross section would contain 677 sqapee yards, and the whole 
Sroenweste Se yards long, would contain 2,021,000 cubic yards. 
taken asa of cost the prices at which contractors have successfully de- 
livered stone at the breakwater now building by the United States engineers 
at Rockport, Mass., being an average for two yearsof 65 cents per ton, or allow- 
ing 2 tons per cubic yard, $1.30 per eubic yard. The difficulty and expense are, 
however, much greater in delivering rock there than they would be at Santa 
Monica. At the latter the hills which contain the rock are at a distance of 
only 2,300 yards, across water of moderate depths, to the nearest end of the 
breakwater. A tramway on piles can be constructed ao cheaply to 
connect the two, and the quarries can be located in the hills at an elevation 
sufficient to cause gravity to move the loaded cars down, and bring back by 
their weight the = cars. It is reasonable, therefore, to regard this esti- 
mate of $1.30 per cubic yard as being largeiy in excess of the probable cost. 
I have, however, added to this amount 33} per cent, to cover the installation 
of working plant, the opening of quarry, the building of tramway, and all 
contingencies, as follows: 


To excavate 2,100,000 cubic yards and deliver same i=: place, at $1.30 
per cubic 
To install 


have 


&, 730, 000 
910, 000 


8, 640, 000 

It is my belief that this sum is much in excess, and that a breakwater can be 
built for $2,500,009, 

I will mention here thata smaller breakwater could be placed in 30 feet 
depth of water, 2,000 = long, and of similar though r section than 
the above, at a cost o' £20. and would shelter. It would 

ualities of a 


Total...... anowers audecaswesonccesscuussscccescccuscococe neces cbwe 


afford a good 
not, however, possess great port, either in itself or in its 


wers of expansion for fu and it isa great port which southern 
now demands for its 


ornia ing trade. 
Under the shelter of 3,000 yards breakwater, with wharves properly planned 


and constructed, 130 of 300 feet length could lie alongside the wharves 
and leave space there and in the anchorage gi between them and the 
breakwater for 200 more vessels of various A breakwater 2,000 yards 


long in 30 feet depth of water would form an excellent shelter, but I would 
recommend 


one long in 40 feet — of water as the wicer project 
of the two. It w in fact, be a perf project, leaving nothing to be 
o—_- In 


this depth a breakwater will beas distant from shore as will 

ever ory. Greater area of shelter, when may be secured 
Sy qutenetpas of © breakwater on its own line parallel to the shore. 

, 1 submit a plan of such breakwater, shown in blue print on the 

=— submit also a section of same, details of proposed construc- 

Respectfully, H. C. TAYLOR, 
Nore.—The drawings, étc., referred to Command: 

saisinld, the ferequing aieanabuntams baving boon written cotecal nostocen 

Mr. WHITE. I have had this document read because it has 

been relied upon with confidence by the advocates of Santa Monica, 

and although it does not in any manner sustain any claim to su- 

ty on the part of the site upon which the Southern Pacific 

has made its pier, I presume that Taylor had reference 

toa ite the town. But there isan air of partisan- 

ae ont tenant Taylor’s statement which I do not quite 

For instance, he refers to an improvement at the 

inner harbor at San Pedro as being slightly beneficial, for he says: 

A creek makes into the land at Wilmington and San Pedro, affording a 

to small and im 
several yours by the Army engineers, which Love slightly bencdiek a. 


The engineer’s report is that the benefit has not been slight, but 
that it has been remarkable. There has been an increase of depth 
from 2 feet to 14 feet at low tide and an 18-foot low tide depth is 
anticipated. Then Lieutenant Taylor refers to the discharge of 
sediment from oe ony gga There is no sedimentary dis- 
Ss on . No deposits on the bar or outside 
ean be found. I must say that Lieutenant Taylor seems to be a 
special advocate. His figures are peculiar, his calculations unique. 
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IT am quite willing that his expressions shall be read side by side 
with those of General Craighill’s board. 

But if there is any man upon the Pacific Coast who is thoroughly 
familiar with all topics pertaining to hydrography and who has 
given to Pacific harbor work the patient toil of almost a lifetime, 
that man is Prof. George Davidson, a gentleman of great attain- 
ments and sterling worth. » His views of Santa Monica Bay I wish 
to put before the Senate. No more valuable expert opinion can be 
found in the United States or elsewhere, for that matter. I ask 
that the Secretary read the memorandum commencing on page 
124, Executive Document 41. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to my colleague that he state that 
Professor Davidson has had charge of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on the Pacific Coast for forty years. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. He is the author of the Coast Pilot, and is the 
best living authority on nautical matters relating to the hydrog- 
raphy of the ocean and coast that there is on the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say further that during the hearings 
I requested Mr. Corthell to state whether in his opinion Professor 
Davidson was not an authority upon these matters, and he re- 
sponded by saying that he had great regard for him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MEMORANDUM BY PROF. GEORGE DAVIDSON, UNITED STATES COAST AND 
GBODETIC SURVEY. 
SAN FRANCISCO, September 7, 1892 

My experience begins with June, 1852, when the disabled steamer California 
anchored in San Pedro Bay. The navy-yard commission was on board of 
her, and to prevent great delay the members were carried to San Francisco 
by the United States Coast Survey steamer Active. 

I mention this merely because the Active was then transporting me for the 
chronometer determinations of the longitude of all southern points with San 
Francisco. Before this incident, and afterwards, my duties compelled me to 
land through the surf at all the exposed stations on the main shore and the 


Santa Barbara Islands. And this bears upon the following statement 
In December, 1852, after selecting a base line, I was waiting for a st 


eamer 
at the old adobe of San Pedro. The brig Fremont wasatanchor off San Pedro. 
and rode out astrong southeast gale of two or three days’ duration. (See Coast 
Pilot 1889, pages 38 and 40.) The judgment there expressed is that formed 


from my own experience through subsequent years, the experience of Coast 
Survey officers, naval and civilian, and of captains whom I have known to be 
familiar with the place. 

At the time of the Fremont's riding out the gale I had nodoubt that I could 
have landed on the beach in a well-manned boat from the Fremont. 

I have learned no facts to weaken my judgment expressed in the Coast 
Pilot. Vessels that have dragged into danger—and they have been remark 
ably few in the last forty-two years—have anchored in shoal water too close 
inshore, at anchor not well found in ground tackle, or both; and I express 
my papas with confidence because I had command of the surveying brig 
R. H. Fauntleroy for four years in the waters from San Francisco to the Gult 
of Georgia, and have anchored hundreds of times over every character of 
bottom and varying depths of water, under stress of weather, in exposed 
situations, with strong currents, and in very heavy weather. The northern 
weather is much heavier than the southern. 

In our “ southeasters,"’ the swell of the Pacific comes from the southwest 
and along the greater part of the coast, breaks squarely upon the shore, 
reaching from profound depths atavery short distance from land. Theonly 
fairly protected part of the coast is that from Point Conception eastward 
and southward to between San Pedro and San Diego. There is, however, a 
marked peculiarity of the winter storms of this coast which I have expressed 
in the Coast Pilot, the farther north we go in winter the heavier are the 
gales. In this low latitude of 334° the winter storms are relatively not se 
vere, and, combined with this character of the storms, the great islands of 
Santa Barbara form barriers against the full force of the winter swell 

In the latitude of San Francisco, 37}°, the southwest swell frequently 
breaks all over the San Francisco bar in 6 or more fathoms of water, while 
the swell of the same storm would not break on the bar of San Diego, where 
the depth of water is less than 4fathoms. (See Coast Pilot, page 18.) San 
Pedro is but 95 miles from San Diego and not so open to the swell, because 
the great islands of San Clemente and Santa Catalina serve to break up the 
broad ocean swell of the winter gales. 

This low latitude and these protecting islands are very important factors 
in judging of the safety of any anchorage. We know that it occasionally 
breaks on the shoal spots of 9} fathoms off Cape Mendocino, and I have laid 
off the breaking bar o Humboldt for two wee cs, but at the same time there 
would be no break on San Diego bar and no danger in San Pedro Bay. From 
the summit of Tamalpais I have seen a large English vessel forced to leave 
her anchorage on the southern edge of San Francisco bar before the swell 
was breaking, and such a vessel would lie in absolute safety at the same time 
in San Pedro Bay. 

Smaller vessels at San Pedro, even well found in ground tackle, necessarily 
do not care to ride out a “southeaster” there, with its wear and tear and 
the annoyances, when the lee of Santa Catalina Island is only 18 miles dis 
tant and affording them ample protection. In this respect the anchorage is 
almost as much favored as Hueneme, San Buenaventura, and Santa Barbara 

One plain proof of the comparative weakness of the destructive action of 
the southeast storms on this southern coast is seen in the very slow wearing 
away of the sandy cliffs and of the bluff immediately at San Pedro; nor could 
the exposed wharves of this region stand if the destructive forces of the 
winter storms was great. 

in regard to the anchorage of San Pedro, I have always believed that there 
was good bottom for holding ground. The bay is the northwestern limit of 
a very extensive plateau of comparatively shoal water along the seaboard 
from Point Firmin to about Newport, and the whole country behind the 
shore is sandy and so low that in winter it is flooded for miles inland by the 
rains and the overflowing of the low banks of the numerous streams fre- 
quently changing their courses. The detritus from these streams is moved 
seaward and rincipally to the westward over this plateau, and helping to 
extend it, by the action of the inshore eddy current. 

I believe that this material, mud, sand, and gravel, is sufficiently deep to 
give good holding ground for any sized vessel if properly found in ground 

e. 
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I may mention here that for many years I have believed that San Pedro 
a is an admirable location for a breakwater to form a first-class harbor of 
refuge against winter storms, when the commerce of the southern coast 
demands it. Gen. B. 58. Alexander and myself frequently discussed the im- 

rtance of a breakwater here, because I was not enamored of the smaller 
emporary jetty scheme which he had proposed, He was fully alive to the 
great advantage of a breakwater on a large plan, but he believed the com- 
merce did not then warrant it, and that the Government would not then 
sanction it; and that the relief he proposed was temporarily sufficient. With 
the chart of the Coast Survey before us we have drawn rough lines of the 
suggested breakwater to cover the exigencies of vessels entering the harbor 
from the west or around the exterior extremity of the breakwater, and to 
give free movement to the inshore eddy current carrying its material to the 
ao (He utilized this movement of material in planning the present 
etty. 

My study of the great breakwaters of —“y has satisfied my judgment, 
and I see clearly that a capital harbor can be formed in San Pedro Bay by a 
breakwater in 10 fathoms of water, and that from my visits to Catalina 
Island building stone can be had in any quantity, if the rock of San Pedro 
hill is too soft, as I believe it is. 

SANTA MONICA BAY. 


Tam not unfamiliar with Santa Monica Bay, but do not know it so well as1 
know San Pedro, I think the same would be said by all sailing and steamship 
captains on the southern seaboard. 

was along the ** West Beach*’ as early as 1852 and 1853. In 1872 I had the 
following experience on the shores of Santa Monica Bay. With a loaded 
wagon I followed the beach from the arroyo east of Santa Monica to Point 
Dume. The ~ bluffs and cliffs came so sharply to the shore, and the ar- 
royos there so deep that no road was practicable above high water, and I had 
to travel along the beach at low water. At Point Dume a very fierce west- 
erly wind sprang up and retarded my operations so that in returning to 
Santa Monica I was on the beach through two low waters. I found the beach 
torn away along the whole shore line, and met with rocky cbstructions, which 
in some cases been wholly uncovered by the washing »7ay of the sands. 
As we approached Santa Monica the evidences of this destructive action be 
came more and more marked, and for the last 2 or 3 miles the beach was torn 
away from 10 to 12 feet in depth. We meta friend from the Santa Monica 
arroyo ven his bugey on the inner ae st the beach of four days before, 
where he was 10 to 12 feet above the new sh, and he was in such a hazarda- 
ous position that we hac tv relieve him. When I soon afterwards left Los 
fngsies via San Pedro there were no signs whatever of damage done to the 
beach there. 

Afterwards when I was appealed to for a letter recommending the location 
of Santa Monica for a commercial wharf I related the above facts and re- 
fused to give an unqualified indorsement of the location. 

During the aa erce renee survey of Santa Monica Bay from Poiut Vincente 
to Point Dume =: e Coast Survey, the officer commanding the surveying 
vessel reported that when at anchor in the vicinity of Santa Monica, witha 
strong westerly breeze blowing, and the inshore eddy current running tothe 
northward along the shore, tne vessel rode to the current and her rolling in 
the swell falling directly on shore was so iarge and disagreeable that the 
vessel had to weigh anchor and seek a more comfortable berth. 

I have had no personal experience of the winter storms at the head of Santa 
Monica Bay. A glance at the chart will demonstrate that itis more squarely 
open to the southwest swell than San Pedro. 

In the winter of 1888-89, when my party was on the Los Angeles plains, I 
visited the wharf at Newport to learn what effect the winter's storms had 
upon it. This wharf is situated 15 miles eastward of San Pedro, and is more 
e di to the nsea. It is located at the head of a submarine valley, just 
as that at Redondo Beach in Santa Monica Bay, but the storms had not sprun; 
aplank. (See Coast Pilot, page 35, bottom.) At the same time I understood 
that the end of the whart a condo had been badly damaged. (Coast Pilot, 


mn conclusion, I may say that a few years since I was consuited to express 
an opinion upon the feasibility of a harbor or wharf or anchorage in Santa 
Monica Bay, between Point Dume Cove and the vicinity of La Ballona. I 
prese.\ted what facts I then a tracings of the original surveys, 


and mace such explanations to t 
doned the orvject. 


e deeply interested parties that they aban- 
GEORGE DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WiiT,E. Mr. President, this résumé of the situation by 
the best man upon the Pacific Coast, one who knows more about 
the hydrographic conditions surrounding this issue than any 
other individual, can not but be a most valuable contribution to 
this discussion. 

Not on!y was Professor Davidson's information before the Craig- 
hill oaek. but the statement of Lieutenant Taylor was likewise 
received, The decision of the board was made upon a complete 
case, Lieutenant Taylor has recently declared that he adheres to 
the opinion above cited, and Professor Davidson has informed me 
that he sees no reason to depart from the opinion which has been 
repeated here to-day. 

There was much testimony before the a board support- 
ing the views of Professor Davidson. The hearing lately con- 
ducted by the Commerce Committee is of little moment when 
soem with the examination made by the board of engineers 
of 1892, 

If Senators who care to thoroughly understand this case will 
read the evidence and exhibits returned by the board of 1892 the 
justice of my remark will be conceded. at board had all the 
information given before the Commerce Committee, except only 
that at that time the Southern Pacific wharf was not in operation. 
I imagine that the majority of the members of the Committee on 
Commerce (I do not include the chairman) have not thoroughly 
digested the evidence reported by the Craighill board. On page 62 
of that paper will be found the statement of Mr. Johnson, with 
whom I was well acquainted. I have much confidence in his accu- 
racy. He does not express himself, perhaps, with that technical cor- 
rectness which is preferable in such controversies, but his remarks 
are to the point. He resided in San Pedro for — and spoke 
with knowledge. I ask the Secretary to read the statement of 
Mr. H. C, Johnson, commencing at the foot of page 62, to the end 
of the statement, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. H. C. JoHnson. Well, I will say the little facts I know about the harbor. 
I came here in 1852, in December, forty years ago, in the bark America. I 
went to anchor in the Bay of San Pedro; rode out two heavy southeasters 
with safety; two anchors, one with 45 and the other with 50 fathoms of chaip. 
Then from that time until 1854 I lived at San Pedro, on the point which they 
call now Timms Point, in that neighborhood. Saw vessels coming there, few, 
as a matter of course, and two little steamers that were run there then, 
the only steamers on the coast—the Seabright and the Ohio. d they got 
there in all kinds of waters, and, with the exception of one losing her anchor 
once without having their chain shackled, there was never any trouble about 
riding out the gale, so far as the holding ground was concerned, within a 
couple of miles of the bluff. Southeast from there to here there is more or 
less loose sand. Of course, in the southeast wind, the only wind that is liable 
to do any da e, the vessels would naturally drift inshore toward the water, 
where the anchorage will hold better. In 1854 I was enga by John Ord, 
the United States eae at the time, to run him about the coast, survey- 
ing—him and his party. I was engaged—the vessel and myself. And I gotin 
the Bay of San Pedro there in all kinds of weather during the winter months 
in 1853, 1854, and 1855, and part’ of 1856; got to anchor there in the night and 
day, and all kinds of waters, and 1 never had any trouble of laying there safe, 
as far as the anchorage is concerned, to hold, as long as the moorage and 
tackles are good. Since that time, for fourteen years, I was running in and 
out the bay, night and day, ang Sian of weather, summer and winter; an- 
chored in every place and any place within the anchorage as laid down in our 
official chart, and never had any trouble. And from that time I stopped fol- 
lowing the sea and having anything to do with the vessels. But I resided in 
the neighborhood and saw every vessel there. And no vessels ever dragged 
their anchorage who had their anchors clear. Those who dragged their an- 
chorage either parted their chain or they had a fouled anchor which they 
neglected to clear before the storm came up. 

ow, with regard to the inner harbor, we all know there is about 18 feet of 
water there to go over at high tide. Vessels go in there and they are well se- 
eured. Theyarelikein apond when they areinthere. And the outer harbor 
is protected from all winds, with the exception of the eastand southeast. The 
southwest wind that is prevailing here during the months of February and 
March, and sometimes a part of April, they are the strongest gales we have 
on this coast, which oe seafaring man knows, because they blow more 
toward shore than any other wind: raise a heavier sea. San Pedro there is 
protected by Point Firmin. It is only the wind from the east and southeast. 
Catalina Island protects part of the bor, but not sufficient for vessels to 
lie ppeereenr smooth in smooth water. 

Now, with the money that has been expended in that harbor there, with 
very little breakwater in sufficient water there to build it on a solid founda- 
tien, which is not to be found in every other place, asmall breakwater would 
inclose there a couple of thousand acres for their Spee harbor. The in- 
side harbor is nearly as good as iinished. And we would have plenty of facili- 
ties for all the railroad companies, for all the community that would ever 
live in that neighborhood, for warehouses and ony eane, else; lots of fine, 
level soil, and the facilities would be great. I heard a gentleman this morn- 
ing s ing about ships going = the Columbia River to get to Santa 
Monica, I have followed the sea since 1841, and I couldn't think even Colum. 
bus himself would have traveled so far to find the port of San Pedroor Santa 
Monica as to go to the Columbia River. Any vessel—or in fact, to make it 
short, allow me to state that we must in the future look to our trade by 
water. We expectto have communication from South America, West Indies, 
or at least Central America and Mexico. To have that trade we are nearest 
to Los Angeles of any of the towns. 

In regard of making harbors, what does a seaman want? A good light- 
house? We have got it in San Pedro. We have got Catalina lying out there 
for a point of land to navigate by. We have a Government reservation at 
Sap Pedro, if the Government wants to build any fortification or anything. 
They have 500 square varas of land there and, in fact, any facility anybody 
wants to have for the sake of a harbor. 

Now,4in regard to the time between San Francisco and here, the freight 
and che peestegte traffic that has been carried in former years is nearly done 
awa th. verything goes by railroad that come from there. We must 
not look to San Francisco for our trade. We must look to the East by water 
to have cheap pene eae eae if we get it by water we are 
nearest to Los Angeles of any port, Any little freight or ngers that 
come from San Francisco to Santa Monica they gain a little ©, that is true. 
But, outside of that, what is there in Santa Monica to protect shipping? It 
is oe to the south, and we know we have nots a from the south and 
southwest. They speak about water being smooth there. I have been there 
hundreds of times, and always found plenty of surf for the bathers to bathe 
in, and heavy swells. I have known vessels to drag there, and they had to 
send steamers there in the month of May, 1878, to pull them out, keep them 
from going ashore, heavy swell, undertow, and one thing and another. 
Anchors didn’t hold up laying alongside of the wharf. They were destroyed 


there. 
In to the ancho outside in Santa Monica, I can’t tell, for the 


reason I never sounded much, other than the Point Dume. I was up there 
with John Ord, and he sounded there and put some ashore. 

In regard to Redondo, my friend here has said all t could be said in re- 

rd to it. There is deep water, plenty of it; protected from the southeast, 
fis true, but it is open to the westward. If the gentlemen wish to inquire 
in regard to anything else I would like to state. 1 don’t like to take up ail 
your time. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the opinion ofa man of experience, wlic 
derived his knowledge not from theories and statements of others, 
but from his own interpretation of events which had transpired 
under his direct notice. 

I do not pro to expend any time with the proposition that 
it would be of advantage to have the harbor at Santa Monica 
because of its greater proximity to the city of Los Angeles, for | 
do not believe that that fact is of sufficient importance to affect 
the result. Nor do I care to discuss the relative meriis of the two 
localities; the superior advantages of Santa Monica as a most 
delightful seaside resort are too well known to require elaboration. 
Commercial considerations should control our decision. 

I have just procured the time and distance tables issued by the 
Southern Pacific Company for the use of its employees exclusively, 
and by which its trains are operated and its freight tariffs made. 
This schedule shows that the distances from Los Angeles to San 
Pedro and Port Los A es, respectively, are as follows: 

From Los Angeles to Pedro, 22.10 miles. 








1896. 
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Angeles to Port Los Angeles, 20.70 miles. 

Pe oe called the attention of the Senate to the circum- 
stance that at San Pedro, or Wilmington, there is a large area in im- 
mediate proximity to the inner harbor owned by the State of Cali- 
fornia, inalienable because of its tide character, and subject to use 
under limited franchises, and therefore held for the benefit of the 
public. I think I have already shown that itis difficult to imagine 
the possibility of any other institution than the Southern Pacific 
Company obtaining access to the water of Santa Monica Bay where 
Port Los Angeles is located except at a very great expenditure of 
money. In my opinion no other wharf be built there for 


Mr. President, what is the amendment which I have introduced 
and upon which I ask a vote? What is the ee which I 
make to the Senate regarding the subject? e gist of the mat- 
ter is the making of an appropriation and the expenditure of the 
money at either San Pedro or Port Los Angeles, the location to 
be determined by a board consisting of an officer of the United 
States Navy, of rank not less than commander, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy; a member of the Corps of Engineers 
of the United States Army, to be selected by the Secretary of War. 
and a member of the Coast — Geodetic Survey, to be selected 
by the Superintendent of the Survey. 

Non, I ask those who are disposed to be fair, who wish this 
important subject determined accurately, what objection can be 
rationally made to this plan. An objection might, indeed, be 
urged upon the part of those who advocate San Pedro and who 
are interested on the part of the Government in the disbursemen; 
of public moneys, upon the ground that two boards have already 
reported against Santa Monica, and therefore it may be said that 
we are going too far in selecting a third tribunal when we have 
two positive reports made by competent persons. In offering the 
amendment I do not in the oe na degree impugn the motive, 
question the integrity, or doubt the capacity of the eight distin- 
guished gentlemen who have passed upon this subject. I believe 
that as to the location of the harbor their views are correct. I 
have entire confidence in the accuracy of their positions, but a 
majority of the Commerce Committee and several Senators who 
affirm that they have thought about this subject for seven or eight 
years announce that the engineers are wrong; that the boards 
are mistaken; that these eight ne honest servants of the 
Government are all misinformed; that among these eight scientific 
men of integrity there was not one competent to pass judgment 
or able to reach the true conclusion. ‘There seems to be a notion 
in some quarters that the Mendell and Craighill boards were 
veutetianl. Why, Iam atlosstoknow. There is no evidence or 
suspicion justifying such a conclusion, unless it be found in the 
opinion of a majority of the committee to the effect that both 
boards reached erroneous results. 

But, Mr. President, as soon as it was asserted or intimated that 
there had not been an absolutely im ial and unbiased examina- 
tion, as soon as it was intimated that the second board was in- 
fluenced by the first board, and that there was an esprit de corps 
existing among those officers which made it impossible for one to 
determine ae inst the other, it was suggested by one of 
my asociates of the Commerce Committee that we might make 
the appropriation and leave the determination of this issue be- 
tween these two points to an admittedly uninfluenced tribunal 
appointed gommae to a plan agreed on by Congress. 

am not irrevocably committed to the plan proposed in my 
amendment. I have no desire to provide for the selection of a 
board which will not do equal, exact, and complete justice to all. 
I want a board satisfactory to the most critical. i want no one 
save persons of integrity, of capacity, and without partiality. I 
wish a upon whom those who favor Santa Mor.ica and those 
who prefer San Pedro can alike look with confidence snd upon 
whose — any right-thinking man should be wiiiiug to rest. 
But what do we encounter? It is to *his most indefensible part 
of the Santa Monica contention that I attract the attention of 


Senators. Here we have a harbor site condemned officially. It 
has no indorsement. The em}.oyed agents of interested par- 
ties, and with whom certain Senators seem to concur, declare that 
we reject all the evidence bearing official authenticity. 
The t is made that the reports of the eight engineers should 
be because not founded upon fact, or because conclusions 


not properly deducible from facts presented have been announced. 

But are we to proceed without any favorable intimation from any 
of our officers? 

my view, Why object to the mea 

ment of a skilled and unbiased commission to pass upon the sub- 

If he be not satisfied with that which has been done, if it 

the action of previous boards must be disre- 

we not find some one somewhere to whom we will be 

to commit this subject? Will Senators who haveno more 

of the situation than that derived from the cursory 

hearings before the committee pretend to tell me 


that a know absolutely and conclusively that these eight officers 
t were wrong, and they are so satisfied of 


this that they want nomore light; that the glorious radiance flash 
ing from the information which they have received here renders 
the advent of other knowledge impossible? That the limit of in- 
tellectual absorption has been attained? Is this the position? 
Will anyone admit that hé is unwilling to lay this matter before 
a competent, impartial board? Yes;theadvocatesof Santa Monica 
mustso concede. They willnot consent to the submission of their 
pretensions to any person or officer. They say in effect by this 
refusal that no board will report in favor of theirlocation. They 
decline to submit their arguments to competent scrutiny. Why? 
Not because they think their success possible. They would not 
then refuse. They decline, because—and there is no other deduc- 
tion possible from their conduct—they know that no impartial 
and competent tribunal will decide in their favor. They fear 
fairness. 

Is the constitution of the proposed board objected to? If so, 
why not suggest improvement? I and those who are contending 
in conjunction with me are prepared to do that which is honest 
and equitable. Is it possible to form any commission to consti- 
tute any board to which the majority of the committee will be 
willing to submit? Evidently it is not possible. Mr. President, 
you can not find, you can not devise, you can not suggest any 
tribunal, any board, any committee, any qualified person or per- 
sons to whom this discretion will be committed by my friends of 
the opposition. They rest in security upon the theory that Sena- 
tors are ready to vote against the report of the Government en- 
gineers and against everything official, are willing to appropriate 


| in the face of authoritative condemnation, and they do not there- 


fore propose to risk any board. 

This sort of procedure may sometime—surely it ought to be 
condemned. Here are three millions of money, Senators, to be 
disbursed in defiance of official recommendation. 
to justify this outlay? Where is your authority? Have you any 
official indorsement at all? Two boards have reported adversely. 
You say that they were not fair, that they werein error. Do you 
not think it well to have the approval of some one not interested 
and who is possessed of techinal knowledge before you make this 
expenditure? The answer comes ‘‘No; we will not consent to 
thisamendment.” ‘“ Wehave waited long enough,” itis said. True, 
you have waited long. You have never had the concurrence of 
Senator, Representative, or engineer. You have waited long in 
deed to find anyone competent and impartial treating this matter 
your way. 

Now, at this hour when the committee reports in favor of an 
appropriation for an unrecommended and repudiated place we are 
asked to vote for that report to appropriate this enormous sum 
simply upon the general evidence taken before the commerce com- 
mittee, which, as the record will show, is of little 
and in defiance of the authorities to whom we are 
committing such matters. 
something unprecedented? 

Mr. President, when the Southern Pacific Company built its pier 
at Port Los Angeles noone had any idea of erecting any breakwater 
in that part oftheopen ocean. Ithasattractedusthere. Thecom- 
mittee proposes to use now $3,098,000, and Heaven only knows how 
much mere in the end, to guard and make convenient the private 
property mentioned. What will the breakwater protect? If it an- 
swers its purpose, as thuse who are advocating it claim thatit will, 
it will defend the railroad pier and not another strncture. There 
is nothing else in the bay; there is nothing in the neighborhood; 
there is no inner harbor to be benefited; there is no adjacent com- 
mercial interest to be gratified. The expenditure of tis money 
as designed by the committee will be the donation of $3,098,000 to 
a private corporation. It will be taking thatsum, which the engi- 
neers of this Government have recommended be not expended, 
and expending it for the immediate benefit of individuals. Pro- 
spectively, it may be said, others will derive profit. This is mere 
speculation. The immediate object, the immediate effect, is an 
individual advantage. No public interest is to be subserved, but 
the money is given because it is asked for by enterprising citizens 
engaged in the development of a large commerce over one of the 
most magnificent wharves in the world. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that an appropriation made as 
designed in this bill can be justified. I think that its consumma- 
tion, will be an outrage upon the public. Suppose that the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who favor Santa Monica are right in their 
scientific opinions, and that the boards and other trained officers 
of the Government are in error, still there stands a controversy, 
in which officials of integrity and no selfish interest are ranged 
upon one side, and upon the other stand interested parties reach- 
ing for the Treasury. Grant that the latter are also intelligent; 
grant that they are also men ordinarily free from bias; they are 
nevertheless personally concerned, and hence not reliable judges. 

You refuse to recommit for examination; you decline to subject 
it to candid investigation, but it is proposed to boldly overturn 
and cast aside the suggestions of those to whose recommendation 
we should at least award decent consideration, and to substitute 
therefor the conclusions of employees of Mr. Huntington and to 


How are you 


signiticance 
in the habit of 
Why this extraordinary zeal to do 
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enable them to place at his feet a great winning made from the 
Government of the United States. 

If the advocates of Santa Monica believe that they have the 
meritorious side, then let them face a commission chosen upon 
impartial lines. With the judgment of such a board I shall be 
content. Until some fair, competent, and disinterested man, ap- 
pointed according to law, has determined that this appropriation 
is justifiable, I shall continue to oppose it and to raise my voice 
agzinstit, even though I stand alone. 

Mr, President, I shall not offer anything further at present. 1 
have endeavored to put the facts very fully before the Senate, 
citing various opinions and conclusions adverse to my contention 
as well as those upon which I have relied, There are other Sen- 
ators who desire to speak upon the matter, and I care to say no 
more now, but may later have occasion to detain the Senate should 
the remarks of Senators who take a different view in my opinion 
justify further comment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I understand, as representative of 
the Committee on Commerce, that I am expected alone to present 
the side of the committee, and therefore I deem it entirely fair, 
and I presume the Senate will also deer it entirely fair, that I 
have the clese of the debate in the case. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I should object to that. Ihave 
m*ved the pending amendment representing the minority. Ihave 
made the motion to strike out the amendment propose? by the com- 
mittee, and upon that proposition I have the affirmative. Ido not 
know that there is any way of enforcing any rule of inis kind. I 
suppose we may continue to answer each other world without end, 
but I should like myself to have some agreement aboutit. Idonot 
think, however, it is fair that the chairman of the committee 
should take the affirmative upon this proposition. If the amend- 
ment is voted down, then the question will arise upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. After all amendments designed 
to be proposed to that amendment have been disposed of, then, 
when the amendment itself comes up, the subject will be presented 
somewhat differently. There,of course, the Senator proposing 
that amendment will be entitled to close; but as the matter now 
stands I am not ready to make any such admissions. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator understand that other Senators 
desire to speak in favor of his amendment? 

Mr. WHITE. I have been told by two Senators that they de- 
sire at some stage of the controversy to make a few remarks; but 
I think their desire was to speak after the Senator from Maine, 
more in the nature of reply than anything else. I will state that 
I do not understand that the Senator from Maine could in any exi- 
gency be debarred or cut off from replying to anything that might 

said. I do not wish anything of that kind. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not want to make this discussion indefini 
in length. The Senator has occupied four hours. ‘ 

Mr. WHITE. I have gone over the matter very fully, aad 
probably have saved the Senator from Maine the production of a 
ood many documents and other matters, but I have devoted no 
‘nore time to it than I deemed its importance justified, for I dis- 
like as much as anyone to detain the Senate, and am as anxious 
to close this session and go home; but I regarded my duty here as 
requiring me to say what I have said so far. 

Mr. PEFFER. r. President, I say to Serators that I wish to 
be heard for a few minutes; I do not think I shall occupy more 
than fifteen or twenty minutes. I do not care at what particular 
8 of the discussion I am heard. 

r. FRYE. Suppose the Senator takes the floor now. 
not desire to take the floor until other Senators have spoken. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, what I desire to say on this mat- 
ter is by wat of emphasizing one point made by the Senator from 
California [Mr. Warre); thatis. that under an act of Congress of 
1890, I think it was, a commission com of three eminent 
engineers of the Army was appointed under the provisions of an 
act for the purpose of selecting a point for a deep-water harbor on 
the Pacific Coast between two certain points named. They were 
about 75 miles —. It appeared that between the Bay of San 
Francisco and the Bay of San Diego there was at that time no 
proper place or location for a harbor excepting within the limits 
of the two points named in theact. The board took an abundance 
of time. ey went over the whole field and finally made a re- 
port, which is embodied in Executive Document, House of Repre- 
sentatives, Fifty-second Congress, first session, No. 39. 

This board was composed of Colonel Mendell, Lieutenant-Colo- 
nel Gillespie, and Lieutenant-Colonel Benyaurd, of the Corps of 
Engineers. That aero along the entire line between the 
two points named, ex ing every place, and finally 
that there were but two places where sucir a harbor as was con- 
templated in the law could be located at any reasonable e : 
an expense that would not more than outweigh the benefits of 
such aharbor. They then directed their attention to those two 


I do 
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particular localities. One of them was Santa Monica and the 
other San Pedro. After having examined the topography at 
length, with proper measurements, with the usual instruments 
accompanying engineer parties, the hydrography of the places, 
winds, waves, exposure, and every other matter proper to be con- 
sidered on such an errand by such a board, they finally deter- 
mined as follows: 

In view of the fact that San Pedro Bay in its natural condition affords bet- 
ter ime both from prevailing winds and from dangerous storms than 
Sante, Monica Bay: that protection can be secure? at less cost for equal de- 
velopment of breakwater at the former than at the latter; that a largerarea 
of protected anchorage from the prevailing westerly swells can be secured, 
the severe storms from the southeast being infrequent, and that there is 
already an interior harbor that will bea valuable ad¢cition to the outer har- 
bor, the board considers San Pedro Bay as the better location for the deep- 
water harbor provided for by the act. 

This report is signed by all of the engineers whose duty it was 
to make the examination. Their report was made to the Chief of 
Engineers, Brig. Gen Thomas Lincoln Casey. That officer says: 


After a careful consideration of the facts in the case as presented by the 
board, its views as to the location and general estimates of construction are 
concurred in by me. The difference cost of the two breakwaters, for 
the same arcs of protection, is over $700,000 in favor of San Pedro, and when 
the other advantages of San Pedro, as detailed by the board, are taken into 
consideration, it would seem that its selection has buen properly made. 

Very respectfully, your obedient ore, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. L. A. GRANT 


Acting Secretary of War. 

That report was submitted to the Senate January 5,1892. The 
date of the report is December 18, 1891. Some dissatisfaction bein 
expressed as to the reportof the board, another board was appointed 
for the purpose of reexamining the work that had been done by the 
board whose report I have just mentioned. The other board made 
its —_ on October 27, 1892, and, without going into details, it 
is sufficient to say that this new board of five officers went upon 
the ground in person. my Be wa at San Francisco and they also 
met at Los Angeles, calling before them at both places all persons 
who were interested either for one or the other of those two par- 
ticular points. They heard engineers, topographical engineers, 
civil engineers, army engineers of different es, together with 
officers of the railway companies, city officers, boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, etc., covering the whole field of examina- 
tion, hearing all the objections that were made to the preceding 
report; and after having had such a hearing, this new board, com- 
posed of five officers, all engineers, unanimously in favor 


. the San Pedro Harbor as it hed been approved by the preceding 


Mr. President, in view of these facts, that officers ee ap- 
pointed by the President, under an act of Congress, officers of the 


Government, educated by the people, men not —— to any 
particular party, not po.ucicians, not railway men, n siibece in- 
terested in the progress of eee locality, but officers of 
the Army, men presumed to be without prejudice—after men of 
that character twice examining the same points, coming to the 
same conclusion, their reports oe Seen by the sazne oicer, 
the Chief of Engineers, and there being no other report of any 
character or description in opposition, it Goes seem to me that it 
is the duty of Congress, if we follow anyone’s advice, to follow 
the advice of the persons specially appointed in this manner to de- 
termine what ought to be done. As was so well stated by the 
Senator from California, there has been no op} ~sing e, there 
is no official information from any source, so far as I have been 
able to learn, in sition to these ; and it seems to me 
an unusual p: ing, to say the least of it, that a committee of 
Congress should undertake to set aside the reports of two boards 
of engineers, appointed for this particular work, and t its 
own views, and ask that an appropriation be made by Congress 
without anything official or essional in support of it. That is 
all I have tosay at this time. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. Wurre] to the 

by the Committee on Commerce. Is the 
uestion? 

Mr. STE ° . t, I believe it is y desired 
to hear the chairman of the committee on this subject when there 
is a full Senate, and it is now late. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nevada is about to make the 
motion which I judge from his appearance he intends to make, 
which would result in the temporary dissolution of this body, I 
desire to suggest, a design, that there is some 
other business that to transactto-day. _ : 

on. 


a until 
of the routine 
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j think the attention of all the members of the body 
ova Se lagree fully with the Senator from Nevada 
i has said, 

— CPEWART. I suggest that by unanimous consent the 


to 





pending bill ma: over until Monday morning 

Mr. ; I was going to suggest, if we can not go on 
with the river and harbor bill, that we devote two hours or more 
to the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calendar, or, 
if the Senate prefer, anobjected bills on the Calendar generally. 
I think it would be the wiser and the better course to consider 
unobjected House bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
My; CULLOM. I should like especially to have some of the 
pension bills taken up and passed. 

MARITAL AND PARENTAL RELATIONS. 


Let us take up the Calendar regu- 


Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to make one exception to the unani- | 


mous consent which is asked for, and it is one, I think, which will 
appeal to every Senator in this bm 4 The law of this District 
1 that a man in marrying shall be responsible for the ante- 


rovides 
nuptial debts of his wife. ere are several cases within my per- 
sonal knowl where that relation has been prevented by reason 
of that partic law, and which are awaiting the passage of a 


law by Congress, in accordance with the laws of the different 
States on tie subject, relieving a person from those liabilities. I 
think, therefore, there ought to be an exception in the case of that 
bill, p»rticvlarly as there will be only one more District day in 
the other House, and if that bill is passed to-day it can be acted 
upon on Monday in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
West Virginia whether he knows of any suffering consequent 
upon the existence of the law to which he refers? [I aughter.| 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do; I know of two cases, aud very sad 
ones, indeed. [{Laughter.] If there be no objection, before the 
unanimous eetents te given to proceed with the consideration of 
the Calendar, I ask unanimous consent that the bill to which I 
have referred, being Senate bill 1659, may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to say that there are other questions 
involved in the bill, and if there be any real opposition to any of 
the other pr’ visions of the bill I will waive them, although the 
bill is a by the District bar, as I understand, by an asso- 
ciation of 2,500 es in the District, by the Commissioners of the 
District, and by the District Committee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole,proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws 
of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendmeat was, in section 1, line 7, after the word 
**devise,” to insert ‘‘ purchase”; and in line 13, after the word 
“ gift,” to strike out “‘ Provided, That the said liability shall not 
be enforced till all the property of the husband has first been 
exhausted”; so as to make the section read: 

That the property, real and personal, which any woman in the District of 

own at the time of her and the rents, issues, — 


eee , and real, personal, or mixed rty which shail come 
to by descent, devise, eiches, or bequest, or the Rift of any person, 


remain her and te p ie: notwithstanding her 
, and shall not be subject to the d of her husbandor liable for 


that such ; perty ao come to her by gift of her hus 
subject to, be liable for, the debts of the husband existing 
amendment was agreed to. 


at the time of the gift. 

amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
‘may,” to insert “by a promise in writing”; so as to make the 
section read 


- 


. 
i 


Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 
sell, and convey her real and — property, and enter into any 
in reference to the same in same manner, to the same extent, 

@ married man may in relation to his real and _ 

may, by a promise in writing, expressiy make her 
necessaries purchased by her or fu hed at her 


was to 


agreed to. 
next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 


while married, may sue and be sued in the same 
manner as if she were unmarried. The Selgunens obtained by her in such 


shall be her sole and shall not be liable for her husband's 
nor shall he Table for cay judgment in such action egrust her, and 


& 
8 


~ 


no shall abane by Tonson of the nonjvinder of the husban 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 5, as follows: 


have been married out of the District of 
afterwards becomes a resident of the District, 
property which she shall have acquired by the laws 


of . .or which she may ha ired b 
witah stamp mariage eestrict of oedssoont nde osalos tho Dstice 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out sections 7 and 8, as 
follows: 


estate in 


juitable 


Sec. 7. That one-half in value of all personal praperty and real 
which the husband or the wife at the time of death had a legal or « 


interest, and not necessary for the payment of d »bts, shall become the prop- 
erty in fee simple of the survivor, and the survivor's portion hall not be 
affected by any will of the husband or wife: Provided, That he or she elects 


to take under the law and relinquish all rights conferred by the will 

SgEc. 8. That the estates of dower and by courtesy are hereby abolished. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [10] 6, after the words 
‘“‘euardians of,” to insert “the person of”; in line 3, after the 
word “ guardianship,” to strike out ‘‘ devolves” and insert ‘‘of the 
person shall devolve”; and in line 4, after the word “other,” to 
insert: 

Provided, however, That in case of the death of either parent, from whom 
the said children may inherit or take by devise or bequest, the said parent 
may, by deed or last will and testament, appoint a guardian of the 
of the children, subject to the approval of the proper 
Columbia. 


So as to make the sectio”y read: 


property 
court of the District of 


Sec. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural guardians 
person of their minor children. If either dies or is incapable of acting, the 
natural guardianship of the person shall devolve upon the other: Previded, 
however, That in case of the death of either parent from whom the said chil- 
dren may inherit or take by devise or bequest, the said parent may, by deed 
or last will and testament, appoint a guardian of the property of the children, 
subject to the approval of the proper court of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [11] 7, line 2, after the 
word “ guardian,” to strike out “for” and insert “ of the person 
and property of”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That thesurvivor may by last will appoint a guardian of the person 
and property of any of the children, whether born at the time of making the 
will or afterwards, to continue during the minority of t! r a Jess 


he child, or fe 
time, subject at all times to removal for cause and appointment of anotier 


by the proper court. 


of the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 8. That dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may proceed to the consideration of unobjected cases 
on the Calendar. 1 think it would be the better policy to first 
consider the unobjected House cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
larly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If Senators object to proceeding to the con- 
sideration of unobjected House bills only, then let us go to the 
regular Calendar, and take the unobjected cases in their order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri 
if he has any objection to modifying his request to the extent that 
that order be continued until half past 4 o’clock, at which time 
we shall proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Make it 5 o'clock. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Therearea great many Senators interested 
in these bills, and I think I have not a single bill on the Calendar 
in which I am personally interested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I kmow there are a great many Senators in- 
terested in bills on the Calendar, which they are calling up almost 
every day; but I think if we give the whole of this evening to the 
Calendar of unobjected cases there will be no trouble in securing 
the assignment of an hour's time to be devoted entirely to pension 
cases when we next go to the Calendar; and I suggest that that 
be done. I know the importance of passing the pension bills. If 
they.are to become laws at this session they ought to be passed at 
least ten days before the adjournment or they will not become 
laws. That is manifest to everybody who has observed what has 
occurred, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not like to be persistent about this 
matter. As I said a moment ago, there is not a single bill on the 
Calendar in which I have, I think, the remotest personal interest, 
I have reported a good many bills for other Senators. I dislike to 
interpose this request so often. If I could have any assurance 
that the pension bills could be taken up and passed it would re- 
lieve me from a great deal of trouble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt that they can be taken up 
on Monday or Tuesday. 


Let us go to the Calendar regu- 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope that at some opportune 
time to-day, possibly after we get along with the business on the 
Calendar, we may take up the general Sin pensioning the Indian 
war veterans. It has been reported and upon the Calendar for a 
long time. It includes all the old Indian war veterans. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Oregon had better 
give notice that he will call up that bill. Some opposition was 
made to it the other day, and the Senator is not now here who 
made it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I give notice that I shall ask con- 
sent, immediately before the river and harbor bill is taken up 
and after the morning business on Monday, that it may be con- 
sidered. I am compelled to go away in a few days. I do not 
think the bill will lead to any extended debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
made the opposition to it. 
api MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the reason why I am giv- 

notice. 

r. COCKRELL. I prefer that he shall be here when the no- 
tice is given. I do not know what is his objection to the bill, but 
he ought to be here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to say that I will not urge the sug- 
gestion further, but I trust there will not be any objection to it 
when I nexf make the request, which will be oni in the week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot like to make a discrimination against 

nsion bills. The pension bills can be taken up in their order. 

he clerks can turn from one page to another without any loss of 
time. I think the — cases ought to be put on the same foot- 
ing as the other bills when reached in order according to their 
number. They ought to be considered. 

Mr. FRYE. They will be considered when reached. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they are now separated. They will not 
be reached to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; not to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Not one of them will be reached to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think they ought to be disposed of the first 


thing. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that 
the other day we gave an hour to pension bills and we passed 80 
in the hour, so that is the reason why none of them are on the 
oo now. They have all been passed up to about No. 750 or 

0, 800, 

Mr. PASCO. No. 795. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have all been passed up to No. 795 on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not interfere with the Senator from 
New Hampshire in his management of the pension cases, but I do 
not think a discrimination ought to be made against them; that 
they should be postponed to another calendar and thus deferred. 

r. GALLINGER. The only additional remark I wish to make 
is that it would take about twenty minutes to dispose of all the 

nmsion bills on the Calendar. There are not many of them. I 

ope that we shall get to them at an early day. me time on 
Monday next I shall ask the Senate to consider them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The first case on the Calendar will be called. 

CLARA A. GRAVES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked that one case might be laid over. It 
is Senate bill 84, a very short bill, reported favorably from the 
Committee on Clainis, I have examined it and I do not object to 
it. I a it ought to be considered. I had it laid over without 

rejudice. 

. r. GALLINGER. It was read. 

Mr.COCKRELL. It was read. It proposes simply to pay $2,500 
of prize money. I have examined the bill. The money is in the 

ury. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Floreuce P. Lee, Mary 8S. Sheldon, and Elizabeti: Smith, heirs 
of Lewis Smith, deceased, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with anamendment, in line 6, after the first word 
** and,” to insert ‘‘ Florence P. Lee, lezal representative of,” and 
in line 7, before the word “ heirs,” to insert ‘* deceased”; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States shall pay, out of 
any money in his hands not otherwise apprepriated, to Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary 8. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal rep- 
resentative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, the sum of 
=. being their father's and grandfather's portion of prize money as first 

eutenant of the brig Werrior, due and unpaid on or about July 17, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, M 8. 
Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal representative of Elizabeth 
Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased.” 


GEORGE H. PLANT, 


Mr. PASCO. There is another bill which has been passed over 
without prejudice. It is Senate bill 1083, which was passed over 
when last called at the request of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL]. He hes looked into the matter and told me that I 
might call it be J in his absence, as he is satisfied with reference to 
it. A similar bill has already passed the Senate twice, and this 
a, has received the unanimous approval of the Committee on 

aims. 

The bill (S. 1088) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to George H. Plant, of the District of Colum- 
bia, $5,216.85, being the amount found to be due to him by the 
Court of Claims for losses and damages sustained by him by rea- 
son of a collision between the U. 8. 8. Gettysburg and the steam- 
boat Lady of the Lake on the Potomac River, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEWART COLLEGE AT CLARKSVILLE, TENN, 


Mr. BATE. I ask leave to call up a bill similarly situated to 
the one which has just been considered. It is Senate bill 1648, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BATE. Yes; it was passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart Col- 
lege (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at 
Clarksville, Tenn. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the ew in the bill? The 
title does not indicate whether $10,000 will go out of the Treasury 
or $1,000 or what sum, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill has not been read yet. 

Mr. BATE. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. There ought to be something known about it. 

no BATE. The Committee on Claims reported the bill unani- 
mously. 

Mr CULLO ae: fie i that is tty important bill, and I 

r. . I think t a pretty im ill, an 
feel called upon to object to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an important bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. It involves a good deal of money. 

Mr. HARRIS, That property was taken possession of, I may 
say, in violation of the orders of General Grant. It was occupied 
for some years, Libraries and apparatus were destroyed and the 
building greatly impaired. But about the close of the war the 
eee ee or rather the ranking quartermaster of 
that department, offered a sum of money in full satisfaction of the 
use and occupation and all theinjuries sustained. Theinstitution 
declined to accept the sum offered. It was $4,000, I believe, that 
was offered. They have been appealing year after year for com- 
pensation from that time to the present. The bill proposes to pay 
just such sum as the accounting officers of the Treasury may find 
to be justly due to the institution, and that is all. 

Mr. CULLOM. There ought tobe a report connected with the 
bill. Itis a very important one. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ii is aclaim going back to the beginning of tne 
war. I think the bill had better go over for the present. 

Mr. BATE. ‘he report is not a ae 

Mr. HARNIS. I hupe the Senator Illinois will not object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr, Dare, 2 ape = will not object. The claim oo been 
rons ong time, and there are very peculiar surroundings. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; at the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Tennessee had bet- 
ter let the bill be passed over for the present and let the Senator 
from Illinois look at the case. The reading of the report will con- 
sume time, when doubtless there will be discussion, and then some- 
body will object to it, and it will be simply a waste of time. 

r. HARRIS. Let the report teavaloet let us see whether 
—_ objects to the bill or not. 
‘ LL. I must oe a ae I can not ap- 
ova d the language of the bill. I say it is the first time the 
mmittee on Claims have ever reported a bill attempting to make 
compensation for this object. I appeal to the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] and other Senators. The bill says ‘‘ for 
the injury to its buildings a tus, cabinets, and other property 


injured or destroyed. e have had many cases from Missouri, 
and in — solitary from Missouri the committee have 
stricken out that clause and provided payment only for use and 
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occupation. Now, if you confine to use and occupation and treat 


alike, 1 shall have no objection to the bill. 
an BATE. The buildings were occupied, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish also to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that the Senator from Tennessee who 
last spoke said that it was taken possession of by the ae in 
opposition to and in violation of military orders. Now, we have 
never made compensation in such a case if that were so. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought not to have any further dis- 
cussion about the measure. I have objected to it two or three 


=. HARRIS. If the Senator has objected, which I did not 
understand, that ends it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 
Objection being interposed, the next case will be called. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE CITY, MONT. 


The bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont., was considered as in Committee of the 


ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, in page 2, line 14, before ‘‘ hun- 
dred,” to strike out the word “‘four” and insert ‘‘ three”; so as to 
read: 


Which said sum of $300,000 is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of 
any onan sin the Uni States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon 
the follo provisions, etc. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM B, TODD, 


The bill (8.336) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to issue to the administrators of the estate a drawback cer- 
tificate for lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, in square 1040, in the District of 
Columbia, on account of excessive special assessments found to be 
due in the revision of such assessments in accordance with the re- 
vising acts of Congress, which drawback certificate shall be receiv- 
able in payment for all arrearages of general taxes due the District 
of Columbia and unpaid prior to July 1, 1895. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia was 
announced as next in order. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has been once read. I will state 


Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the | that the Senator from Florida {Mr. CaLL] made a request that he 


a town is Butte? 
LE. I desire to say, in reply to the Senator from 


bill how lar 
Mr. MAN 


might be further heard on the bill, he having spoken once for a 
considerable length of time. I understand that the Senator has 


New York, that the city of Butte has a population of from 30,000 | left the city for his home, and I have been informed that he is not 


to 35,000, not all within the city limits as laid out, because the 
town has spread very far beyond the original town-site limits. 
There is a report accompanying the bill which very fully gives all 
the details in relation to the city, its population, etc. 

Mr. HILL. What is the population? I did not catch the re- 
mark. 

Mr. MANTLE. It is estimated at from 30,000 to 35,000. 

Mr. HILL. What was it at the last census? 

Mr. MANTLE. Ten or twelve thousand for the actual city 
limits of Butte, but I was just explaining that the city itself has 
spread far beyond the original limits. 

Mr. HILL. Chi ike? 

Mr. MANTLE. Yes: the same as Chicago. 

Mr. HILL. What is the amount proposed to be appropriated? 

Mr. MANTLE. Three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HILL. A mere triffing sum. 

Mr. MANTLE. The estimate for a site is from $75,000 to 
$100,000 in a desirable locality of the city. That figure will give 
the Senator an idea of the value of the ground, which, of course, 
brings up the cost of the building very largely. I will say also 
that Butte City is the metropolis of the State of Montana, being 
by far the largest city in the State. I may also add that it is per- 
haps the most thriving, prosperous, and growing city of its size 
in the United States y. The business of the post-office and 
of every Government department is daily increasing. ‘The esti- 
mates show very ciearly and conclusively that the amount the 
Government now ~— in the way of rents will very much exceed 
the interest upon the sum proposed to be appropriated. 

Mr. HILL. I am very much gratified to learn that vi spite of 
the prevailing gold stan the State, and especially Butte City, 
is very oo I peceed that it might have affected that 
portion of the country, but it seems not. Are there any other 
public Sy org the State? 

Mr. MAN . One; avery small building at the capital of 
the State—an assay office. 

; . Built by the Government? 

Mr. MANTLE. I think it was built by the Government. 

Mr. HILL. What was the cost of that building? 

Mr. MANTLE. I do not remember. 

CARTER. About $50,000. 

MANTLE. It is not a large building; it is a very small 


GALLINGER. It is an assay office? 

MANTLE. An assay office for refining gold and silver, 
a matter of convenience in shipment. 

There is no post-office building, or otherwise? 
There is not a post-office building in the State. 
HILL. Is the capital the next largest town in the State? 
MANTLE. No; it is some 75 miles distant, but connected 


. HILL. Can the Senator give us any assurance that the 
will the other House? 
I think the Senator from New York may rest 


: 


Bee epee 
E 


Prtas 


safely assured on that score, so far as I have any information 
upon the su 


| 


to return during the present session of Congress. I want to ex- 
tend every possible courtesy to the Senator, but as it is very im- 
portant that the bill shall become a law, I hope it will be consid- 
ered to-day. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, line 6, after the word 
‘* physicians,” to insert ‘‘ one of whom shall be learned in the law ”; 
so as to read: 

That there shall be, and is hereby, created a board of medical supervisors 
of the District of Columbia, which shall consist of the presidents of the three 
boards of medical examiners hereinafter provided for and two persons, not 
physicians, one of whom shall be learned in the law, to be appointed by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, each for a period of three years, 
or until his successor is appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word 
‘‘remove,” to insert ‘‘after due notice and hearing” as to 
read: 

That said Commissioners may remove, after due notice and hearing, any 
member of said board for neglect of duty or other just cause, and that in case 
of the death, resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for the un 
expired term of said member shal! be filled in the same manner as other 
appointments are made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word 
“age,” to strike out ‘‘and”; so as to read: 

Said register shall show the name, age, place, and duration of residence of 
each candidate, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in se«ticn 3, line 1, after the word 
**the,” to strike out “‘ passage of this act” and insert ‘‘ Ist day of 
July, 1896”; so as to read: 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1896, all persons desiring to prac- 
tice medicine and surgery in any of their branches in the District of Colum 
bia shall apply to said board of medical supervisors for a license to do so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 5, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘ ten”; so as to read: 

That said application for a license to practice medicine and surgery in the 
District of Columbia shall be made to the secretary of said board of medical 
supervisors upon a form prescribed by said board, and shal! be accompanied 
by a fee of $10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 24, before the word 
**said,” to insert “‘either of”; and in the same line, after ‘‘ have,” 
to insert ‘‘ been”; so as to read: 

That no member of either of said boards shall have been engaged in the 

ractice of medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia for less than 

ve years at the time of his appointment. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ' 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 34, after the word 
‘‘examiners,” to strike out ‘‘or of both, as the case may be”; and 
in line 35, after the word ‘‘ society,” tostrike out ‘‘ or societies”; so 
as to read: 


That in event of the failure of the Washington Homeopathic Medical 
Society or of the Eclectic Medical Society of the District of Columbia, after 
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fifteen days’ notice by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to sub- 

mit the list of names aforesaid, said Commissioners may appoint the mem- 

bers of the board of homeopathic medical examiners or of the board of eclec- 

| Sy gn examiners, without restriction as to nomination by the society in 
efault. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ x 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 87, after the word 
** of,” to strike out ‘‘ said boards” and insert ‘‘ either of the boards 
named in this act”; so as to read: 

That said Commissioners may at any time remove any member of either of 
the boards named in this act for neglect of duty or other just cause, and that 
in case of the death, resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for 
the unexpired term of said member shall be filled in the same manner as 
other appointments are made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 9, after the word 
‘‘and,” to insert ‘‘ other meetings shall be held”; in line 10, after 
the word ‘‘such,” to strike out “‘other”; in line 12, after the word 
**boards,” to strike out ‘‘of medical examiners,” and in line 13, 
before the word “immediately,” to strike out “‘ examination” and 
insert ‘‘ meeting”; so as to read: 

Each board shall hold a meeting for examination in the city of Washington 
on the second Thursday in January, April, July, and October of each year, 
and continuing so long as may be necessary to examine all applicants, and 
other meetings shall be held at such timesas the board of medical supervisors 
shall direct. Each of said boards shall examine, at the meeting immediately 
following the receipt of the proper certificates from the board of medical 
supervisors, all applicants for licenses to practice medicine and surgery in 
the District of Columbia so certified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 13, before the word 
‘*of,” to strike out ‘ department” and insert ‘‘departments”; so 
as to read: 

From the lists of questions so submitted said board of medical supervisors 
shall select the questions for each examination, and such questions shall be 
the same for all candidates, except that in the departments of therapeutics, 
practice of medicine, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 22, after the word 
**the,” to strike out ‘‘examination”; and in the same line, after 
the word ‘ average,” to strike out ‘‘of” and insert ‘‘ attained by ”; 
80 as to read: 

An official report of the result of each examination, signed by the presi- 
dent and the secretary and each acting member of the d of medical ex- 
aminers conducting such examination, stating the average attained by each 
candidate in each branch, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 18, after the word 
** physician,” to strike out ‘a graduate of any medical college in 
good standing”; and in line 16, after the word “ act,” to strike 
out: 


And provises further, That a license may be issued, under such re tions 
as the d of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia, with the ap- 
proval of tse Board of Commissioners of said District, shall make, to any 
ave holding a license from a board of mediral examiners estab- 

ed by law which has uired, before the issue of said license, qualifica- 
tions and examinations equivalent to those required by this act for the issue 
of simiiar licenses. 

And insert: 

And to physicians who may change their residence to the District of Co- 
lumbia from — State or Territory where medical laws and medical exam- 
ining boards exist, the presentation of a certificate or license from a 
examining board, if found upon due inquiry to be true and genuine, being 
sufficent evidence of right to registration and certification under the pro- 
visions of this act. 


So as to read: 

Provided, That a license shall be issued upon application, free of cost and 
without examination, to each physician who is registered at the health office 
of the District of Columbia at the time of the passage of this act, and to 
physicians who may change their residence, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 8, after the word 
‘‘chronic ’’ and before ‘‘inebriety,” to strike out ‘‘and persistent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 17, after the word 
**the,” to strike out ‘‘ Board of Commissioners” and insert “‘ court 
of appeals”; in line 18, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out “its” 
and insert ‘‘ the”; in the same line, after the word “ decision,” to 
insert ‘‘of said court”; and in line 28, after the word “ him,” to 
insert “‘or her”; so as to read: 

Appeal from the decision of said board may be taken to the court of appeals 
of the District of Columbia, and the decision of said court shall be final. Said 
board may at any time within two years from the refusa! or revocation of a 
license, or the cancellation of registration under this section, by a vote of 
four members, issue, without examination, a new license to the a 80 
affected, restoring to him or her all the rights and privileges of which he or 
she had been deprived by said board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 6, after the word 
“the,” to strike out “recording”; in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘clerk,” to insert ‘‘of said court”; and in line 9, before 
the word “register,” to insert ‘‘ shall”; so as to read: 

That any person receiving a license as hereinbefore provided shall have it 
recorded in the office of the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Colambia within three months from the date of said license, and the place 


and date of record shall be certified thereon by said clerk; and the holder of 
the license shall pay to the clerk of said court a fee of 50 cents for making the 
record. The holder of said license shall, after the same has been recorded 

exhibit the same at the health office, and shall register, in a book provided 
for that purpose, his or her name and address. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 8, after the word 
‘* to,” to insert ‘‘ the practice of massage or the so-called Swedish 
movement cure, nor to”; in line 10, after the word “‘ without,” to 
strike out ‘‘any”; and at the end of line 10 to strike out “‘ being 
given in return therefor”; so as to make the section read: 

Src. 12. That this act shall not apply to commissioned surgeons of the 
United States Army, Navy, or Marine-Hospital Service, nor to regularly 
licensed physicians and surgeons in actual consultation from other States or 
Territories, nor to neq licensed physicians and surgeons actually called 
from other States or Territories to attend specified cases in the District of 
Columbia, nor to the treatment of any case of actual emergency, nor to the 
practice of massage or the so-called Swedish movement cure, nor to the use 
of ordinary domestic remedies without fee, gift, or consideration of any kind. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line 6, before the word 
“and,” to strike out ‘‘to do so”; in line 9, after the word “‘ regis- 
tration,” to strike out ‘‘ or both”; and in line 18, page 13, after the 
word ‘‘act,” to strike out: 

Provided, This act shall not apply to . Swedish movement, and 
other similar methods of treatment without medicine. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 13. That from and after the passage of this act any person practicin 
medicine and surgery or midwifery in the District of Columbia, or who sha 
ee profess todo so, without first having obtained from the board of med- 

cal supervisors of the District of Columbia a license, and registered the same 
as herein provided, or in violation of any of the provisions of this act or an 
of the rules and regulations made by authority conferred herein, or after 
license or registration has been canceled by order of said: board of medical 
supervisors of the District of Columbia, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be tor each offense by 
a fine of not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, or by impris- 
onment in the District jail for a period of not less than ten nor more F 
ow Saee om by both such fine and imprisonment. It shall be the duty of 
the Uni tates district attorney for the District of Columbia to prosecute 
all violations of the provisions of act. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ : 

The next amendment was, in section 14, line 8, after the word 
‘*as,” to strike out “‘ said board ” and insert “ the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia”; so as to read: 

And if any surplus remain on the 30th day of June cocks pose the mem- 
bers of the of medical supervisors a ted as such be paid such 
reasonable compensation as the of the District of Columbia 
may determine, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to: _ 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 2, before the word 
“not,” to strike out “‘ now existing”; and in line 3, after the word 
“act,” to strike out “or inconsistent ”; so as to make 
the section read: 

Sxc. 16. That all acts or parts of acts, general or special, not in accordance 
with the provisions of this act be, and are hereby, repealed. 

The d4inendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. KYLE. This seems to be a very important bill: I should 
like to know of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLiin- 
GER] whether it has the approval of the various m societies 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In answer to the interrogatory, I will say 
that so far as I know it has such a: val. There are some out- 
side ies who do not want this tion, as is always the case. 
I will furthermore state that every State and Territory in the 
Union has a law similar to this bill, some of them not so liberal, 


and the District of Columbia is the dum ground of incompe- 
tent and unskilled physicians who leave tates and Territories 
and come here as so-called i of medicine. 


practitioners 
Mr. KYLE. 1 mean has the bill the approval of the regular 
schools of medicine in the District of Columbia? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The bill specifically that the rep- 
resentatives of the three societies, the so-called regular, 
the homeopathic, and the eclectic, shall be treated with absolute 


uality. 
Oar. KYLE. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I offer an amendment which is satisfactory 
to the Senator in ch of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary. In section 8, line 30, it is to amend 
by adding after the words ‘‘ provisions of this act” the following 
proviso: 


Provided, medical examining boards tates and 
Territories aoa ee eee Ee to the licontiates of the board 
herein created. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I also offer another amendment. 

The Secretary. In section 12, line 7, after the word ‘‘Colum- 
bia,” it is proposed to insert “nor to medical students who have 














1896. 


matriculated in any medical college in the District of Columbia 

i 1896.” 

Per OE LINGER. I am not sure that that is a desirable 
amendment, but as Lintend to ask for a conference with the House 
of Representatives on the bill and amendments, I am willing that 
the ameninee —_ Dose’ * 

ent wa 5 

The smendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 5 ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. oe 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. McMILuan, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM MOSS. 


The bill (S. 887) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $14,175 to the administrator 
of the estate of William Moss, deceased, late of Arkansas, for 
extra services in transporting the United States mails not pro- 
vided for in Moss’s contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONUMENT TO GEN. NATHANAEL GREENE, 


The bill (S. 1188) to provide for the erection of a monument to | 


Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ap 
riate $25,000 for the erection of a statue of Gen. Nathanael 
reene on the land of the Guilford Battle Ground Company, in 
Guilford County, N. C. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


The resolution for the appointment of a select committee to 
make inquiry whether there is and for the last two and a half 


years has been a republican form of government in the State of | 


Alabama was announced as the next business in order on the 
OE UGH. The Senator in charge of the resolution is not 
ee SOOKRELE Let it be pascal over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res»'n‘ion will be passed 
oe FUR-BEARING SEALS IN ALASKA. 


The bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled “An act to pre- | 


vent the extermination of fur-bearing seals in Alaska, and for 
—_ purposes,” was announced as the next in order on the Cal- 
en 


Mr. GALLIN GER. Isuggest that the bill go over, retaining its 


Mr.COCKRELL. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 
Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: What became of House bill 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over without preju- 
dice, the Chair will state. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to enter - objection to the bill and 


ensgont that it go over under Rule 

Mr, CULLOM. I hope that the Senator from Ohio will not 
ask that that be done in the absence of the Senator from Maine 
Mr. Frye}. I know he is very anxious about the bill. 

Mr. It does not injure the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill will have to be taken up on motion. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will have to be taken up on motion. I do 
want to do anything that is not satisfactory. But it will not 
change the status of the bill except that it can only be taken up 
on motion if it over under Rule IX. 

Mr. CULLO. I understand that that is true, and yet at the 


same time the has been to let bills stand in their places 
by over without prejudice. 

Mr. . [have no objection to letting the bill go over 
G OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio with- 
and the bill will be passed over without preju- 


I think that course will be more satisfactory 
Maine [Mr. Frye]. 


s 
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LANDS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


_ The bill (S. 2047) extending the time within which the Univer- 
sity of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted to it was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the time 


| within which the University of Utah shall occupy the lands granted 


| toit by act of July 23, 1894, shall be extended from five years to 





| to ascertain the cost of securing and acquiring by the United States t) 





ten years thereafter. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 


JOHN W. GUMMO, 


The bill (S. 814) for the relief of John W. Gummo was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John 
W. Gummo, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, $190, being balance of bounty due him for serv- 
ices rendered the Government during the late war of the rebel- 
lion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHANNEL IN ATCHAFALAYA BAY, LOUISIANA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. R.83) directing and authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to appoint a commission to determine the cost of 
securing for the United States the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, 
Louisiana, which had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, line 4, after the words 
*authorized to,” to strike out “‘appoint a commission consisting 
of one army engineer and one civil engineer to determine” and 
insert ‘‘ascertain”; and in line 10, after the word ‘‘report,” to 
strike out ‘‘ their findings to the Secretary of War, who shall trans- 
mit same”; so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed and authorized 
erty rights and franchise» =f the Atchafalaya Bay Company, or their as =e 
or assignees, in and toa channel in the Atchafalaya Bay, situated in the 
State of Louisiana, and to report to Congress, with his recommendation, at 
the earliest practicable moment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the words 
‘*expense of the,” to strike out ‘‘commission” and insert ‘‘ inves- 
tigation”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $500, or as much thereof as may be necessary, be 
appropriated to defray the expense of the investigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution direct- 
ing and authorizing the Secretary of War to ascertain the cost of 
securing for the United States the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, 
Louisiana.” 





Cc. B. BRYAN & CO, 


The bill (S. 589) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, Tenn., $3,643.60 for the value of 
a coal barge and coal, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH MITCHELL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1988) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., 
ten years within which to make a final homestead entry upon 
certain land, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands with amendments. The amendments were, in line 
12, after the word “‘ until,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ seven”; 


’ 
and in line 14, after the word “land,” to insert the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That no adverse claim shall exist at the date of the passage of 
this act, and that within six months from that date he shall go upon said 
land and establish his residence thereupon, and that he shall thereaiter con- 
tinue to reside upon and cultivate the same as his home for the proper period 
according to the provisions of the homestead laws. 


So as to read: 


That Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., late a corporal of Company G, One 
hundred and fifteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
who, on March 22, 1893, made a homestead application in the Denver, Colo., 
land office for entry of the southwest quarter of section 28, township 2 south, 
of range 64 west, and by reason of disabilities incurred consequent upon his 
service as a soldier during the late war of the rebellion was compelled to 
abandon said land, be, and he is hereby, granted further time and until! seven 
years from the of this act within which to make final entry upon 
said land: Provided, That no adverse claim shall exist at the date of the pas- 
sage of this act, etc. 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 

_— within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 
an Pad 

PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION, 


The bill (8S. 2047) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
anting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 
or the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 
to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 
June 27, 1990, was announced as the next businessin order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest that this bill and the next two bills, 
the bill (8. 2407) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 
sions, and the bill (8. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in 
pension claims, be — over, retaining their places, as the Sena- 
tor who reported them is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

STATUE OF COMMODORE SLOAT, 

The bill (8S. 1609) for the erection of a statue of Commodore 
John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $10,000, or 
80 much thereof as may be necessary, for the erection of a statue 
of the late Commodore John D. Sloat within the limits of the city 
of Monterey, Cal., and for the proper preparation, grading, and 
aes of the lot and foundation upon which the statue is to be 
erected, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVIDENCE IN PENSION CLAIMS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. During my absence the biil (S. 2406) con- 
cerning the weight of evidence in pension claims was passed over. 
It is a bill which passed the Senate during the last Congress. 
There is no objection to it, and I think it ought te be passed. 

Mr, COCKRELL. What is the effect of the bill?. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The effect of it is to provide that the oath 
of a person who has served as a private or noncommissioned offi- 
cer shall not have any less weight than if such witness had served 
ag a commissioned officer, and only that. 

Mr, CULLOM. Let us pass it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that in all applications for pension and 
in all proofs and evidence submitted in support of any claim under 
the pension laws the oath of —- who has served as a private 
or noncommissioned officer shall not have any less weight than if 
such witness had served as a commissioned officer. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there any law that gives greater weight to 
the testimony of a commissioned officer? 

Mr, PEFFER. It is a rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say it isa rule of practice. There 
is nothing in the law, but the Pension Bureau has established a 
practice that does it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It seems to me very singular that there should 
be any necessity for the passage of such a bill. I have no objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a rule of the Pension Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The bill (S. 1202) to establish a university of the United States 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let this bill be passed over. 
Mr. KYLE. I should like to have it passed over without losing 
its place on the Calendar. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beso ordered. 


PENSIONS UNDER ACT OF 1890. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act of 
June 27, 1890, as to pensions, was over during my absence. 
The bill passed the House during the last Co: , and was favor- 
ably reported to the Senate. It is a short bill, and I think we 
ought to pass it. 

r. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr PLATT and Mr.GALLINGER. Let it be read. 

The bill was read; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. The bill provides that in any 
application for a pension under the act approved June 27, 1890, 
where it is shown that the soldier or sailor on account of whose 
service the pension is asked dies or has died without sec, Sete g > 
an honorable eres from the service, and without having by 
his own misconduct forfeited his right to receive an honorable 
ge, the want of an honorable shall not debar the 





applicant from receiving the benefits of the law upon complying 
with the other ere thereof, if no charge of desertion is 
standing against the soldier or sailor upon the records of the War 
or Navy aoe 
Mr. GALLINGER. The bill is favored by the Commissioner 

of Pensions, and is simply designed to correct an inequality which 
— not to exist. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH AT MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 461) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Evangelical Church at Martinsburg, W. Va., was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has Congress been in the habit of paying for 
property destroyed in that way? I think the bill had better go 
over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 

ALEXANDER STODDART, OF NEW YORK. 

The bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New 

_— was announced as the next business in order on the Calen- 


r. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF REVENUE CUTTER GALLATIN. — 

The bill (S. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to appropriate a sum sufficient to reimburse the survivors 
of the officers and crew of the United States revenue cutter Gal- 
latin, wrecked off the coast of Massachusetts January 6, 1892, for 
losses sustained by them, respectively, in the wreck of the vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLOTMENTS OF PAY BY NAVAL OFFICERS. 

The bill (S. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and Marine Corps was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to permit officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps to make allot- 
ments from their pay, under such regulations as he may prescribe. 

The bill was reparted to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ALICE M. WALSH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the next order of business, the bill (S. 
1004) for the relief of Mrs. Alice M. Walsh, go over under Rule IX, 
it having been oon 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

z EXPENDITURES OF THE SENATE. 


The resolution directing the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment to investigate the expenditures of the Senate for 
the aed year was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be passed over. 

“ a The resolution might as well go over under 
e IX. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over under Rule IX. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

The resolution pees to me the consideration of the 
report of the conference committee on Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 19, relating to Cuba, until poor ril 6, 1896, was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. ee I suggest that the resolution go over under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. PLATT. It might as well be indefinitely postponed, so as 
to get it off the Calendar. 

. HILL. The subject has been disposed of. 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the resolution be indefinitely post- 


poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
sider the bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry é 
reported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in 
line 5, after the words “sum of,” to strike out ‘‘ $858.57,” and in- 
sert ‘‘ $293.90”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That_the fecreteny i 
to J. Henry Rives, of Lynchburg, Va., out of any money in the Treasury 
hot otherwise app thesum of x P 
fees and expenses necessarily incurred and, 
J C. Henry, deputy collecter, for eubenshenstat. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


led to con- 
ves, which was 











1 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. f : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 
PAYMENT OF PENSION MONEY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which was from the Committee on Pensiocus with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes be amended s0 as to read as fol- 


er Bc. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person 


, children, or heirs of an rson who in any man- 
oie in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of nited States, except to such persons and the widows of 
such persons as before the Ist day of September, 1864, voluntarily, or as a 


, or any other person, and without a bounty or the promise of a 
ioe D e te in the service of the United States and actually 


served for ninety days.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. How does that change existing law? I hope 
some member of the committee will explain it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that that bill was reported by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PLATT. It had better go over until the Senator who re- 
ported it comes in. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 


without prejudice. 
RELIEF LIGHT VESSEL ON PACIFIC COAST. 
The bill (S. 1908) for a relief light vessel on the Pacific Coast 
was announced as next in order. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask that that bill be passed over without 
prejudice. Such a vessel has already been provided for in the 


s Mr. ALDRICH, Then the bill ought to be indefinitely post- 


poned. 
Mr. WHITE. Oh, no, 
hter. 
Cee PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 
STORAGE BUSINESS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


We might want another light vessel. 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill te 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (8.710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, aie of 
the late Lieut, Frederick Schwatka, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H, 
Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 4855) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, 
of Jefferson County, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of thelate George B. Bacon, late lieutenant-commander of 
the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines; and 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott. 





WILLIAM F. WILSON, 


The bill (S. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Wil- 
liam F. Wilson, of Berkeley County, W. Va., $1,530, in full for the 
use and value of his house at Harpers Ferry, Jefferson County, 
W. Va., during the war of the rebellion. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 


SOLICITOR AND JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL. 


The bill (S. 1996) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
**An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 


The bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the | Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and 


District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better go over. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without udice. 

Mr. P. subsequently said: With regard to House bill 
8462, to which I objected, I will say that I should be perfectly 
willing to have it if an amendment can be made to it in 
lines 8, 9, and 10, by striking out the words “‘such lien to include 
all legal demands for like storage and expenses against the owner 
of said property,” which seem to make alien upon wereree held 
by s companies for a debt which has not been paid. I have 
no ob m to the consideration of the bill, but I shall offer that 
amen t. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there will be no objection to that 


amendment being made. I trust the bill will be allowed to pass; 
it is an im t one. 
There no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


to consider the bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the 
business of storage in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
** due,” to strike out ‘‘and” and insert ‘‘ by the person at whose 


such change of possession is so ordered, and who shal! be | 


entitled to recover such payment as part of the costs in such pro- 

ceeding, or, if defeated therein, he shal) be credited with such 

peymans Se taxation of costs against him. And”; so as to make 
e section read: 


Sec. 2. That whenever the title or right of possesvion to any goods, wares, 


merchandise, or personal on storage shall be put in issue by any 
judicial proceeding, the sates hall delivered upon the ee of court after 
yment of the charges 


eee a and advances then due, by the per- 


OS a a 

n suc ng, 
or, if defeated therein, he shall be orell with such payment in taxation ot 
costs him. And unless the person, firm, association, or corporation so 
cond a bashnesn shall claim some right, title, or interest in said 
stored than the lien hereinabove aathorized, he, it, or 
they shall not be made a party to said judicial proceedings. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PLATT. Now I move to strike out, beginning with the 
last word in line 8 of section 1, the sentence, ‘such lien to include 
all demands for like 

amendment 


S 


The was agreed to. 





storage and expenses against the owner 


judge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes, was announced as next in order, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let that bill go over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 

PURCHASE OF PAINTING BY VICTOR NEHLING. 

The joint resolution (S. R.18) authorizing the purchase of the 
painting by Victor Nehling, representing Pocahontas saving the 
life of Capt. John Smith, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over without 
prejudice, 

LEASE OF SIBLEY ISLAND, 


The bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
in the Missouri River, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in line 21, after the word ‘‘ park,” to insert: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as authorizing 
the felling of timber on said island, for sale or consumption, nor shall any 
timber be cut save for the purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds: 
Provided further, That such leases shall not be for a longer period than ten 
years: Pr®vided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may at any time 
declare a forfeiture of the privilege herein granted for violation of any of 
the terms, reservations, or conditions hereof. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Bismarck, in State of North Dakota, 
by and through its regular city council, shall have authority, either by itself 
or under a system of leases securing a revenue to the city, to use or lease 
Sibley Island, an island in the Missouri River near said city of Bismarck, for 
public assemblies of a religious, literary, political, or scientific character: to 
use or lease the same for fair grounds or driving-park purposes; together 
with the right to erect such buildings and make such improvements as may 
be necéssary to provide for the ccmfort and convenience of visitors or those 
connected with said island for any of the purposes named; also to have con- 
trol of all timber upon said island; the said city council having at all times 
authority to control and regulate all the fees or charges made by any person 
or association thereon for any of the purposes herein enumerated, and full 
authority to construct roadways and lay out said island into grounds, parks, 
or lots suitable for the uses herein allowed and provided for; said island 
always remaining free to the public for the ordinary uses of a public park: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as authorizing 
the felling of timber on said island, for sale or consumption, nor shall any 
timber be cut save for the purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds: 
Provided further, That rods leases shall not be for a longer period than ten 
years: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may at any time 
declare a forfeiture of the privilege herein granted for violation of any of 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | the terms, reservations, or conditions hereof. 


were concurred in. 


epee Ca : es, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I move, at the end of the committee amend- 
ments just adopted, to insert: 

Without any liability for any sum whatever by reason thereof; and Con- 
gress reserves the express authority to resume the ownership, possession, 
and control of said island. 


It is only a lease, and let it appear as a lease, and not as a gift. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Is that not covered by the proviso? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
eet by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. think .we have been here long enough for 
Saturday evening, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a few 
moments? There are several small bills which Senators desire to 
have considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a number in which I feel an interest, 
and have been waiting for three or four days to secure an oppor- 
tunity for their consideration, but have not been successful. 

Mr. WHITE _ I hope the Senator will accede to the request. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Pa PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion to adjourn is with- 
awn. 
SUGAR LOAF RESERVOIR SITE, COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to break into the order, but if 
we are likely to adjourn I desire to call up a bill which I am anx- 
ious to get to the House of Representatives, so that it may become 
a law speedily. I ask for the present consideration of Senate bill 
poet ich was favorably reported by the Comniittee on Public 

nds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar 
Loaf Reservoir site, in Colorado, and to restore the lands contained 
in the same to entry, which had been reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands with amendments, in line4, after the word ‘‘ num- 
bered,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert “five”; and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘same,” to strike out ‘‘ under the existing laws for 
the disposal of the public lands,” and insert: 
rielte iia Stitad tn tisact shale costed Yo aoprive in State o 
Colorado of the control of the water in any reservoir which may be con- 
structed on this site by any person or corporation or association, under the 
regulations provided by the State laws in such cases. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the public land embraced in the reservoir site known 


ted in Lake County, Colo., which was 


as or Loaf Reservoir site No. 5, loca’ 
withdrawn from entry and settlement under the visions of the act making 


sopecerestons for sundry civil expenses of the Government, approved Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, is hereby restored to the public domain, and the Secre of the 
Interior is hereby authorized to dispose of the same at the price of $2.50 per 
acre, under such regulations as he may be: Provided, That no in 
this act shall be construed to deprive the State of Colorado of the con of 
the water in any reservoir which may cted on this site by fn Fw 
son or corporation or association, under the regulations provided by the State 
laws in such cases. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GILMAN WILLIAMS. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask permission to call up at this time the bill 

H.R, 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman Williams. 

e beneficiary named in the bill is in an insane hospital and 
almost dying. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have an understanding that ae 
cases are all to be taken up together, and I must object. e have 
fifty or seventy-five pension cases on the Calendar, and I do not 
think it is —_ for one Senator to be allowed to call up one pen- 
sion bill in this way, when others can not. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr, COCKRELL, I am not objecting, but I am enforcing the 
rule, thongh I shall be compelled to object if the Senator insists 
upon his request, It is placing us in a false position, and I claim 
that no Senator has a right to place his brother Senators in sucha 

ition. 
ea GEAR, Ifthe Senator objects, of course I shall withdraw 

° uest. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

MUSKOGER, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1741) to authorize the M , Oklahoma and 
Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of 


railway through Oklahoma and Indian Territories was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

EMMART, DUNBAR & CO, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, bar & Co., which 
had been reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in line 3, after the word ‘‘hundred,” to 
insert ‘‘and forty-eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $14,548.22, the amount found due Emmart, 
Dunbar & Co. by the auditor of the District of Columbia for work done by 
said firm in connection with the la of the 36-inch water main under their 
contract of September 1, 1871, with District be, and the same hereby is, 
appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; and the Com- 
missioners of said District are hereby authorized and directed to pay the 
said sum of money to said firm in satisfaction of said amount so found due. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STATUE OF VICTOR HUGO. 


The joint resolution (8. R. 21) for the purchase of a statue of 
Victor Hugo, to be placed in the new building of the Library of 
Congress, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without losing its 


lace. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. That joint resolution was re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I do not think it will go through this 
evening, and that is the reason why I asked that it should be passed 
over, not losing its place. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I think there is no objection 
to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have serious objection to it, and I would 
not have asxed to have it passed over if I had not had objection 
to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. That settlds it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 


passed over. 
BILLS PLACED UNDER RULE IX. 

Mr. CULLOM. The next two orders of business, Nos. 537 and 
538, being the bill (S. 212) fixing the compensation of the United 
States district attorneys, and for other purposes, and the bill (S. 
217) fixing compensation. of United States marshals and deputies, 
and for , Should be ea en I think. 

Mr. PLATT. Not until the sundry civil is passed. 

Mr: CULLOM. The provisions of these bills are covered by the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. But they had better remain on the Calendar until 
the sundry civil bill becomes a law. P 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. of Business 537 and 538, 
being the bills referred to by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
Lom], will go over under Rule IX. 

ANTON GLOETZNER. 

The bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It that all real 
estate lying in the District of Columbia heretofore purchased by 
and conveyed to Anton Gloetzner prior to the passage of this bil! 
be relie and exempted from the operation of the act entitled 
**An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territorics 


to American citizens,” etc., ed March 8, 1887, and that all 
forfeitures incurred by force of that act in respect of such real 
estate be remitted. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TESTIMONY OF PHYSICIANS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


the 
ment, in line 6, after the word “information,” to insert ‘‘ confi- 
dential in its nature”; so as to make the bill r: .. : 














1896. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 





in. 
mThe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 
EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


roceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
a ter December 16, 1895, directing a careful and thor- 
ough inquiry to be made regarding the employment of aliens in 
the several Txecutive odin ae : 

Mr. GALLINGER. [hope that resolution will pass, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It is simply a resolution of inquiry. 

r. COCKRELL. There is no objection to it. 

The resolution was from the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment with an amendment, in line 6,after the 
wo “ regarding the,” to strike out ‘‘ employment ” and insert 
« number ”; and in the same line, after the word “aliens,” to in- 
sert “ employed in ”; so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, 
ie Reereiery 2 SURI CEG annus a carefal nod thoronch inquine ce he 
Sa eae ng the number of aliens employed in their respective Depart. 
ments, and to communicate the result of said inquiry to the Senate at the 
earliest practicable day. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


JOHN F. W. DETTE. 


The bill (S. 80) for the relief of John F. W. Dette was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be examined and investigated the terms and con- 
ditions of the contract of John F. W. Dette with the United States 
to build a stone wall of masonry around the national cemetery at 
Jefferson Barracks, in the county of St. Louis and State of Mis- 
souri, and the plans and specifications therefor, and any changes 
or modifications made therein, and the character, actual cost of 
material, and work in the construction of the wall; and whether 
by reason of any change or modifications in the contract the cost 
of the work per h was increased, and whiat loss was incurred 
on any additional work required by such changes or modifications; 
and what, if any, sum is reasonably and equitably due to the said 
Dette, in addition to the amount already paid him, by reason of 
the ch or modifications in his contract, and to report the 
result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTILLATION OF BRANDY FROM FRUITS. 


The bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the distilling of brandy from 
fruits was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill be passed over, holding its place 
on the Calendar. It is possible that the committee may want to 
offer some additional amendments to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
a 

. DUBOIS. I should like very much to have that little bill 
without amendment. It is a bill in which my people are par- 
icularly interested. 

Mr. IS. Iam decidedly in favor of the bill as it stands, 
but I do not see more than one member of the committee present 
except myself, and for that reason I prefer that that bill should 
go over without ap and going over in that way, whenever 
we go the Calen it is subject to be called up by the Senator 
from Idaho Se Dvusots] or any other Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that I do 
entertain hope that there may be an agreement to drop this amend- 
a I may be disappointed, but I hope that that course may be 


Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly the amendment ought to be dropped. 
Itisa bill, and interests our section of the country. 
I should prefer that other members of the com- 
mittee besides the two of us now present should be here when the 


agree with the Senator from Idaho that 
the co ay Sona one. Itaffects my State, and I urged 
it Sommittee, but there are several little mat- 
ters, it is talked of attaching to this bill, among others, 
that the wood-alcohol matter and wool, and all the 
various of the tariff bill, and all the ills that political 
flesh is to. In fact, this bill is songht to be used to give the 
of the tariff. 

nate a ere, but having got this very innocent 
little bill for the benefit of Idaho, California, and a few other 
, we are to add to it a vast amount of 
long as the committee seems disposed, as it 
these amendments, I do not think the members 


Of course, we can not origi- 


of the t would be justified in allowing the bill to 
be considered to-day. . 
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the close of 
hdrawn. 


Mr. PLATT. I do entertain the hope that before 

the session the amendments referred to may all be wit 

Mr. WHITE. I trust so myself, but I am afraid not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 
A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs, Annis H. 


Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; 


A bill (H. R. 4355) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, 


A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Bett 4; 
A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of the late George B. Bacon, late lieutenant-commander 


of the United States Navy; 


A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 


of Monroe County, Tenn.; 


A bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines; and 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott. 

LOST OR ABANDONED PROPERTY, ETC. 

The bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Inline 5, I move to amend by inserting the words 
**so as to read” after ‘* amended” and before “‘ as follows.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to bs engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM B. THAYER. 

The bill (S. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Bros., and others, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the following-named 


persons, or their legal representatives, respectively, such amounts 
as shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue to have been paid by them, or by the firms they re- 
spectively represent, as tax on distilled spirits in excess of the 
quantity withdrawn by them from warehouse: To George F. Rob- 
erts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, 
surviving partner of Thayer Bros., $10,790.32; to Silas Q. Howe, 
surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., $19,662.19; to Henry 
W. Smith, surviving partner of T. & J. W. Gaff & Co., $14,062.50, 
these payments being a refund of taxes exacted and paid on dis- 
tilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn by them from 
the United States bonded warehouse between July 1 and Decem- 
ber 31, 1864. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
Finance? 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. CULLOM. 
money with it. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam informed by the Senator having the meas- 
ure in charge that the bill is for leakage, which, of course, covers 


the case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill is all right. <A similar 
bill has passed the Senate two or three times before. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated by the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can not state the exact amount. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is a refund of tax collected on 
whisky deposited in warehouses where the leakage occurred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It amounts to about $45,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No allowance was made for the 
leakage when the tax was collected. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if it is a good bill it ought to wait. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is one of a number of bills 
passed heretofore of the same kind. This very bill has passed the 
Senate on three different occasions heretofore. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MiTrcHeELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, March 17, 
1896, and read as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 338) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Bros., and others, having had th« 
under consideration, beg to submit the Rowing maperss ; ; 

This bill has frequently been reported favorably from this committee and 


Does the bill come from the Committee on 


It comes from the Committee on Claims. 
It seems to carry a pretty large amount of 
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the Senate at the first session of the Fifty-second Congress, at which 
ime it was accompanied Ly A Report No. 79. Your committee readopt said 
report and report back the bill without amendment and recommend its pas- 


Phe report referred to is as follows: 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred ‘he bill (8. 352) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Bros., and others, having had the 
same under consideration, submit the Sawing 20 rt: 

“A similar bili was before this committee at the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress, at which time the following report was agreed to, being Report 
No. #4 of that session: 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 394) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William b. Thayer, 
dee surviving partner of Thayer Bros., and others, having had the 
same under consideration, submit the following eauees 

“A similar bill was before this committee at the first session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, at which time the following report was adopted; which was 
also to in the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, being Report No. 


279: 
“Thayer Bros., Pate & Co. and J. W. Gaff & Co., in the year 1864 had de- 


ted a large quantity of distilled spirits in a United States bonded ware- 
pen cae under the contro! of officers of the Government cha with 
the collection of the internal revenue. Thatit further appears that the quan- 
tity so deposited is correctly stated in the petition of said parties filed with 
said bill; that it further appears that the ay originally deposited is cor- 
rectly stated, as is also the quantity withdrawn, and that during the time 
said spirits were so deposited, and the time at which the said spirits were 
withdrawn,there was a percentage of leak whereby, as is shown, in the 
case of Thayer Bros. there is a loss of 7,193. lons, in the case of Pate 
& Co. a loss of 13,272 gallons, and in the case of J. W. Gaff & Co. a loss of 
9,375 gallons. And that it farther appears, under direction of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, these parties severally paid the tax uired 
by law on the quantity originally deposited, withou rd to the fact of 
loss by leakage, in the year 1867; and that nst this said parties then and 
ever since protested in mode and manneras from time to time they have been 
advised was best to secure relief, their last resort being to Congress for such 
relief, their appeal being a protest that such collection of taxes was against 
& proper construction of the act of Congress, June 30, 1864 (section 55), and 
was against the practice and rulings of the Internal-Revenue Office.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut to the fact that the gist of the case is stated in 
the report thus far read. The rest is merely a recapitulation of 
the evidence. They put the whisky in the warehouse, it stayed 
there a certain length of time, it was drawn out, and by exact 
measurement there was a certain deficiency, and they had to pay 
the tax on the amount that was first made. They had to pay it 
as a matter of course. Now they claim the balance; and that is 
all there is in the case. They claim a refund of the taxes they 

id on the amount of spirits that had disappeared during the 
me it was in the warehouse. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the case exactly. 

Mr. PLATT. The matter that troubles me is that this seems 
to be a claim dating back to 1864, and it is reported here upon the 
assumption that the tax ought not to have been collected upon 
the amount of leakage while the whisky was in the bonded ware- 


house. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. “The Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided that the Government was not entitled to col- 
lect the taxes on leakage. But they were collected, and I think 
some half a dozen bills have been passed heretofore refunding the 
tax. I think this is perhaps the only case remaining. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator whether suit could not have 
been brought in the Court of Claims to recover? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not know whether it was 
brought or not, and I do not care, so far as that is concerned, not 
to be abrupt to the Senator from New York; but, under the cir- 
cumstances, it seems to me there ought to be no objection to the 
bill. It is the last one of a series where it has been recommended 
by the Department that the tax be refunded, and it seems to me 
these people ought to be treated like the others. 

Mr. HILL. Can the Senator assure me that this is the last one? 

Mr, PLATT. If I had not been interrupted, I was going to say 
that if this was the last of a series of cases where the tax had been 
remitted, having been collected in 1864, I should be perfectly sat- 
isfied with the passage of the bill, but if it is taking a case out of 
the rule as it was then aneuned and making an exception in behalf 
of certain persons, when others who are similarly situated do not 
receive the benefit of the exception, I think we had better pass a 
general law upon the subject. 

Mr. TURPIE. This is the last of the series of bills, 

Mr, PLATT. Then I make no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 


The bill (S. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and 
devisees of James W. Schaumburg was considered as in Comuit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the legal representatives 
or devisees of James W. Schaumburg, deceased, the amount of 
the pay and allowances of a first lieutenant of dragoons from 
July 1, 1836, to March 24, 1845, as heretofore found to be due to 
him by the United States circuit court for the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





ESTATE OF A. H. HERR. 


The bill (S. 450) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, de- 
om late of the District of Columbia, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Had not that bill better go over until we get 
some information about it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from m interested in the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am interested tothe extent sim- 
ply that I reported it; that is all. 

Ir. WHITE. The amount involved seems to be rather large. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to examine the report. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] takes quite an interest in the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. He could monn explain it if he were here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to open for publicentry all that certain part of the public 
domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncompahgre Indian 
Reservation was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the fact that the senior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. V1Las] has not concluded his remarkson the sub- 
ject, and in pursuance of the agreement with him, I ask that the 
joint resolution be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 

PROOF IN PENSION CASES, 


The bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pen- 
sion cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘as,” tostrike out “ satisfac- 
tory ” and insert ‘‘ sufficient.” 

r. COCKRELL. ILask the Senator from New Hampshire if 
it would not be better to insert ‘‘ prima facie”? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I willstate in response to the Senator from 
Missouri that I so wrote the bill —— but certain lawyers 
on the committee objected to that term. I am not a lawyer my- 
self, and I am disposed to be guided by the opinion of the Senator 
from Missouri on that matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘sufficient ” and insert 
‘* prima facie.” a 

r. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Everybody understands that term. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 7 strike out ‘‘ sufficient” and insert 
‘prima facie”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That u the consideration of any application for a 
pension under any law of the United States the fact that the applicant was 
accepted and mustered into the military or naval service of the United States 
shall be taken and held as prima facie proof that such applicant was of sound 
body and mind at the time he was so accepted and mustered. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AFFIDAVITS IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


The bill - to amend section 4746, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to amend section 4746 of the Revised Statutes of the 
ted States so as to read: 

Sxo. 4746. Breve person whe, haewinely c or willfully vafidavit co beerning 
pertaining er 
re Pensions, ox ao Eeowingly 
cause to be made, or present, or cause to be pre- 
or other paper required 
uent to 
y a fine 
for a term not exceeding three 

years, or by bot 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill, in line 5, by in- 
serting after the word ‘“‘amended ” the words “so as to read.” 

TLe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea‘! 
the third time, and é 

Mr. PLATT. As od nent two —- on the clo were - 

y myself, I thin take advantage opportunity 

move to adjourn. [ make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, May 11, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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plain, Rev. W.H. Micsurn, D.D. 
ee = ed to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, the number of enlisted men and 
apprentices in the Navy and Marine Corps March 31, 1896, and 
aa the number of ‘“ blue jackets” enlisted in the rating of lands- 
men; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. es 0 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
25th ultimo, certain information relative to the delay in the trans- 
mission of public documents through the Washington city post- 
office; which, with the proempenr ns paver, was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Labor Assembly, 
No, 1697, Knights of Labor, of Wellston, Ohio, and a petition of 
the Order of ‘Knights of Labor of Little Rock, Ark., praying for 
the of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital; which were sehael to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also ted a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE nted resolutions of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, in support of the Monroe doctrine; which were 
read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


[Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896.] 


Resolutions in support of the Monroe doctrine. 


Resol That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of setts, in general court assembled, has seen with profound 
gratification that the action of the United States is about to secure a settle- 
ment of con ersy between Great Britain and Venezuela which is 
honorable to both nations, will establish the principle of arbitration in inter- 
ee Sve and by enforcing the Monroe doctrine, which should be 
firmly by the United States wherever it justly applies, will protect 
the smaller American governments from the danger of European aggression. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properly attested, be trans- 
mitted by the secretary of the Commonwealth to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

In senate, adopted April 29, 1896. 

pa of representatives, adopted in concurrence April 30, 1896, 

e copy. 

Attest: 

WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. LODGE ted resolutions adopted by Boot and Shoe 
Cutters’ Assembly, No. 3662, of Lynn, Mass., favoring the passage 
of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the ron ee by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also ao resolutions of the Brookfield Cortference of 

Churches, adopted at its annual meeting at Ware, 
Mass., favoring the enactment of legislation to insure the safety 
of American citizens, including missionaries, residing in the Turk- 
= Empire; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 


He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Revere, Mass., 

the adoption of the so-called Pasco amend- 

ment to the appropriation bill, which is now in confer- 

ence, or of measure which shall in any manner curtail the 

present jurisdiction of the Boston postal district; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM oe a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
80, of Danville, Ill., praying for the Government ownership and 
of ; which was referred to the Committee 
Mr. ALLEN presented the tion of John Lynch and sundry 
other settlers on the Sioux In lands in Nebraska, praying for 
the enactment of legislation remitting the payments required by 
section 21 of the act of March 2, 1889; which was referred to the 

RI ted a petition of the Chamber of Co 
: presented a ion of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Nashville, ie erering for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce manufactures; which was referred to the 
on Commerce, 
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ADDRESS OF NATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS, 


Mr. WARREN. I present an address issued to the people of 
the United States by the National Irrigation Congress, at its 
fourth annual session, at Albuquerque, N. Mex., September 16-19, 
1895. The congress was composed of delegates from very many 
States and Territories; and I ask that the address may be printed 
as a miscellaneous document, and also that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HILL. Whatis the necessity for printing it in the Recorp 
when it is to be printed as a document? 

Mr. WARREN. As a miscellaneous document there will be 
two or three hundred copies printed. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to its being printed as a mis- 
cellaneous document; but I do not think we ought to encumber 
the Recorp. I think we are trespassing now altogether too far 
upon the proper province of the Recorp. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from New York is disposed to 
object I do not wish to press the request. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. HILL. I will object to its being printed in the Recorp, 
but not as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The address will be printed asa docu- 
ment and lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 3032) for the relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary 
executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of 
the parish of Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; and 

A bill (S. 3033) for the relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary 
executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of 
the parish of Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 105) for the erection 
of a public building at Aberdeen, 8. Dak., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Electric 
Railway Company,” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN), from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3008) 
authorizing the employment of day-labor in the construction of 
certain municipal buildings and worksin the District of Columbia, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr McMILLAN), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1417) toregulate the employment of labor 
on public buildings and public grounds belonging to the District 
of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Commerce without amendment the bill (H.R. 8038) for the pro- 
tection of yacht owners and ship builders of the United States, 
and submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall not call 
the bill up until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Commerce, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco], and myself, I propose an amendment to the bill, and ask 
that it may be printed and go over with the bill until the next 
session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.2739) to confirm the title to the Aspen 
town site, in the State of Colorado, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a 
life-saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, 
Michigan, reported it with amendments. 

FORT SULLY MILirARY RESERVATION, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize 
and empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully 
Military Reservation in said State as a part of the lands granted 
to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for the ad- 
mission of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 
1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes, to 
report it favorably without amendment. Iask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 


Is there objection to the request of 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. “ 

Mr. PETTIGREW subsequently submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and em- 
ower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation 
fi said State as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions 
of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, ap- 
proved February 22, 1880, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur- 
poses. 





FORT LEWIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back favorably, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Mili- 
tary Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public domain. 

Mr. TELLER. lask for the present consideration of the bill. 
It is a House bill, and local in its character. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. TELLER. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 3050) to validate the appoint- 
ments, acts, and services of certain deputy United States marshals 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, and submit a report 
thereon. Iam directed by the committee to ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. — : s 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. es 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in 
line 10, section 2, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out 
** forty ” and insert “ fifty ”; so as to make the section read: 

Seo. 2. That hereafter United States marshals in said Territory shall give 
bond, with two or more sureties to be eos by the judge of said district, 
in the sum of $20,000, conditioned as by aw required in regard to the bond of 
other United States marshals: Provided, That whenever the business of the 
courts in said Territory shall make it necessary, in the opinion of the Attor- 
ney-General, for the United States marshal of any district therein to furnish 
greater security than the official bond herein required, a bond in the sum 
not exceeding $50,000 shall be given by said marshal when required by the 
Attorney-General, who shall fix the amount thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : : 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a 
uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States, to report it with a recommendation that all after the 
enacting clause be stricken out and that the bill (S. 742) to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy which was reported 
from the Judiciary re ittee April 13, with amendments, and 
is now on the Calendar, be substituted for the House bill, the in- 
tention being to substitute for the bankruptcy bill which was 

by the other House Senate bill 742, as reported from the 
udiciary Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam authorized a minority 
of the Judiciary Committee to state to the Senate that the minor- 
ity of that committee dissents from this report. The minority of 
the committee favors the House bill on bankruptcy, and will 
advocate the adoption of that bill with any necessary amendments 
that may occur to the minority when it comes up for considera- 


tion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


FORD'S THEATER DISASTER. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Commission on the 
Ford's Theater Disaster to report a bill, accompanied by a written 
report. I suppose it will be necessary tosubmit a motion that the 
usual number of copies of the report be printed for the use of the 
Senate, as it comes from a commission and not a committee, and 
the ordinary rule of the Senate requiring a certain number of 
reports to be published from a committee would not cover this 
case. I therefore move that the usual number be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
West Virginia. This, I understand, is the report of the commis- 
sion recommending payment of damages to those who were in- 
jured in the Ford’s Theater disaster. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Recommending payment to the injured and 
including the three death cases that were not presented when the 
wie was made at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. TT. I desire to ask the Senator whether he is not also 
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going to propose an amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
bill covering the cases. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have it now in my hand and will offer it 
as soon as the bill is read. 

The bill (8.3117) to provide compensation for injuries to person 
of employees of the Government in the disaster at Ford’s Theater, 
which occurred on the 9th day of June, 1893, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I submit the bill in the form of an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr.SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3118) to remove the charge 
of desertion from Joseph B. Colbert; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3119) making appropriation to 
the Department of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, late United 
States district attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the condemna- 
tion proceedings for sites for a new United States mint at Phila- 
delphia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3120) granting a pension to 
John Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3122) for the relief of 
Bridget Lane; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be propose 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referre:! 
to the Committee on A priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PUGH submi an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
oo to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
pic cag to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be propose: 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referre:| 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. MORGAN. Isubmit a resolution, for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on 
and the views of the minorit; 
by the committee be prin’ 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have conferred with the chairman of the 
committee, and he desires that this order shall be taken. 

The — was considered by unanimous consent, and 


Pacific Railroads (S. 28°!) 
on that bill and other bills rted adversely 
together as one document, for the use of tlic 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNnI1nG, its Chief Clerk, anno’ that the House had passe 


oe ill Sie1) relating to the testimon of physicians in t! 
f° y s in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; . 
A bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Denison Northern a: ci a construct and 
operate a railway through the Territory, and for other 


PA bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 
A bill (8. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
e 


the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.; and _ 

A bill (8S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in ° 
certain street in the city of W . 

The message also announced the House had agreed to tho 
amendments of the Senate to the bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the Dis 
trict of Columbia; and 


practice of medicine ard sur- 
, and to ish persons 
District of Columbia. 














.896. 







message announced that the House insisted upon its 
ene hill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 


i indemnity lands; agrees to the con- 
ee by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


uses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lacey, Mr. WILson of 

Tdaho. Be Mr. UNDERWOOD managers at the conference on the 
ee announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A (H. RB. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 

‘A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore 
im his former rating; 
= tin R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, 
i 


A bil 


S 


H. R. 1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
David Mosten; : 
1 i R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from the 
charge of desertion; 

A bill i R. 3987) 
widow of Samuel W. ish 

A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. 
Munson, late a private > Company H, Thirty-second New York 

iment Infantry; an 

A bill (H. RB. 1508) granting a pension to May Cray. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


further announced that the Speaker of the House 
-enrolled bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the 


gaits a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
ey; 


The 
had signed 


deportation of refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of 


Montana and their delivery to the Canadian authorities; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PETER P. FERGUSON. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. B. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whaote, to consider the bill. It ee ag to pay Peter P. 
P $1,765, the same being the amount of a certain judgment 
recovered by the United States against Ferguson on the 24th day of 
December, 1892,in the circuit court for the western district of Wis- 


consin, for $1,600, and also $165 expended for costs by Ferguson in | 


defending the action, and which judgment was paid in full by him, 
it being for the value of timber cut from certain lands in Ash- 
land County, Wis., and claimed by the United States, and which 
lands were subsequently determined by the Supreme Court in the 
case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Company against Forsythe 
to be owned by the railroad company, through whom Ferguson 
obtained his title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. L. HALL. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
‘ to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $178 to 
W.L. for money expended by him in the discharge of his 
duty as eS nited States internal-revenue collector during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1890. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


_Mr. BATE. If there is no objection, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the joimt resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing for- 
exhibitors at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition to be held 
in Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign 
laborers from their respective countries for the purpose of pre- 
elon and making their exhibits, and allowing articles im- 
from foreign countries for the sole —— of exhibition at 
said to be imported free of duty, under regulations 
by the Secretary of the . The joint resolution 
Mapositions gag a the oe a on Inter- 
so recei unanimous action 
of the other House. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was 2d to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
GILMAN WILLIAMS, 
GEAR. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 1020) granting 
increase of pension to Gilman Williams. 
no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the bill. Itproposes to increase the 
oven Gilman Williams (insane), of Company H, Third Ohio 
try Volunteers, to $30 a month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or Jered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| TALLAHATCHIE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask for the consideration of the joint 
| resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
| hatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 

ful structure. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been 
| reported from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out the resolving clause and 
insert 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the | fed States 
of Americain Congress assembled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, section 1, to strike out 
“by” and insert ‘‘ on”; so as to make the proviso read: 

That thesaid temporary pile bridge sha!l be removed thoroughly and com- 
pletely on or before the 3ist day of December, 1897 ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State 
of Mississippi, a lawful structure, and for other purposes.” 

FRANK D. ORME. 
I ask leave to call up Senate bill 2083 for 












Mr. CULLOM. 
immediate action. 

Mr. FRYE. Quite a number of Senators are asking me that 
they may have an opportunity to request unanimous consent for 
the consideration of bills. I feel that the river and harbor bill 
ought to be proceeded with and certainly it should be completed 
to-day, but I do not like to oppose my wishes to those of the Sen- 
ators who are seeking for this opportunity. I give notice that 
promptly at 1 o’clock I shall demand the regular order and move 
| to take up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr.CULLOM. Now, I hope the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2088) authorizing sale of the title of 
United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, at the end of the bill to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That before the said conveyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that all taxes and assessments 
against such lot have been paid. 


Mr. ALLEN. [should like to have an explanation of the bill. 
Mr. CULLOM. I will state that this is a report from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. It seems to be a unanimous report, and 
there is no possible reason why the bill should not pass. There is 
| a sort of a cloud over the title. I understand that the gentleman 
| who has the title has already paid a good deal more than the 
| price of the lot, but he is anxious to get rid of all question about 
| the title, and therefore he is willing to pay another thousand dol- 
ars, and the Commissioners and the Committee on Claims and 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and all recommend 
that this should be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. What title has the Government to the property? 

Mr, CULLOM. Originally the Government owned the title, I 
understand, and it was. conveyed in some way, I do not know ex- 
actly how. Perhaps the report of the committee, or the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FaAuLKNER] himself, will be able to sat- 
isfy the Senator from Nebraska more readily than I could do, as 
I am not so familiar with the subject as the Senator from West 
Virginia, who made the report. I call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia to the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that this is a case in which the 
title of the property has really never been in the United States 
since 1842, yet there is an apparent cloud upon it that has pre- 
yented parties from buying it, as the title companies will not 
guarantee it. There was a commission appointed I think in 1840 
or 1842 to make sale of certain Government lots. They were sold 
and some of the parties buying did not pay the purchase money. 
My recollection now is, though I can not remember the exact 
fact, that in some way this property was not entirely paid for by 
the original purchasers, but they transferred it, and the title is 
perfect from 1846 down. There are two little cabins on it, you 
may say of no value whatever. The Commissioners and also the 
Attorney-General estimated the full value of the property that 
ought to be demanded from this person at a thousand dollars, and 
as by prescription the title would have been perfected long years 
ago, the Commissioners thought it advisable, in consideration of 
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$1,000, and the requirement that all back taxes shall be paid to the 
District government up to the present time, though there is no 
report of any due, to accept this amount as full and complete 
compensation to the Government for the value of the property. I 
understand that the Attorney-General also indorses the proposi- 
tion. There is a written report in full on the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
he will find in the report a letter from the Attorney-General, a 
letter from A, A. Birney, United States attorney for the District 
of Columbia, and also a letter from the Commissioners, as well as 
other letters, recommending that this be done. 

Mr..ALLEN. I have not examined the report; my attention 
was simply attracted by the statement that the property was to 
be sold at its assessed valuation. The difficulty, as I see it, is 
that if the Government has title to this property it ought not to 
be sold for less than its actual fair market value. If the Govern- 
ment has no title to it, then we ought to relinquish any apparent 
title that we have of record to this man without any compensation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think the reason why the sum of $1,000 
was fixed is because that was assumed to be a full compensation 
for the original sale, and as a part of the purchase money of the 
original sale was not paid there is a defective title. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the bill authorizes the sale of the property for 
what it was worth in 1842, I am ae toit, and I think the case 
ought to be investigated further. If the an purchasers or 
contractors for this property in 1842 have suffered it to — and 
have not performed their contract by paying as they should, the 
should not be permitted, nor should their assignees be permitted, 
to wait for over fifty years, until the a, becomes valuable. 
and then procure an act of Congress authorizing the transfer of 
the property at its original value. 

I ask that the bill may go over, that it may be investigated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 
insist upon the bill going over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know how we could investigate it 
more thoroughly. If the Senator himself will read the report he 
will see that the committee gave it a most thorough investigation, 
and that this proposition is indorsed by all of the Federal office- 
holders who could have any information on the subject as a most 
fair and liberal proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not see that that adds strength to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The man who has the property has paid more 
than it is worth two or three times, I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thestatement of neither the Senator from Illinois 
nor the Senator from West Virginia seems to be clear. I gather 
that in 1842, or about that time, the Government contracted to sell 
this property to some individual who is not named. The person 
with whom the contract was made failed to carry out the provi- 
sions of the contract and has failed, up to this time, to carry out 
the provisions of the contract or to make the payment required 
by the contract of sale. Now, fifty-four years after that trans- 
action, this bill proposes to permit the transferee or assignee 
of the original contractor to obtain title to this lot by the payment 
of a sum that would have been a fair equivalent for the property 
fifty-four years ago. That seems to be the statement as made by 
the Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that Mr. Birney’s letter, which is 

rinted in the report, and which is short, states the case much 
| ree and more clearly than I did, and the Senator will see that 
his views are concurred in by the Attorney-General and by all. 
Mr. Birney says: 

WaAsnhInoeTon, D. C., April 9, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to state that in accordance with the directions con- 
tained in your letter to me of the 3d ultimo I have made an investigation 
with a view to ascertaining “ the right, title. and interest’ of the Govern- 
ment in and to lot 5, in square 1113, being the lot referred to in Senate bill 
No. 2083, Fifty-fourth Congress, first on. 

The condition of the title to the lot is shown in a report made to me by As- 
sistant District Attorney T. which is incl herewith. From this 


rt, 
report it appears that the legal title to the lot passed from the Government 
to James Greenleaf by a certificate granted to him under date of July 10, 


I find that I did not state the time correctly— 
and which was duly recorded am the land records, and that it remained 
outstanding in Greenleaf and his ees until restored to the United States 
by a decree of court passed in the year 1831; that immediately it was listed 
for taxation, for the nonpayment of which it was sold and a tax deed issued. 

The only title of Mr. Orme is traceable to this tax deed, and the question 
presented is whether in the event of a suit an adverse possession under it 
could, the circumstances considered, be successfully set up as a bar against 
the United States. I have carefully considered the views expressed by Mr. 

t, and concur in his opinion that the conflicting claims of the Govern- 
ment and of Mr. Orme in the premises make the case a proper one for adjust- 
ment through compromise, and that the interest of the United States should 
be relinquished upon the payment of a suitable sum. 

The condition of the title to this lot is substantially the same as that of the 
title to lot 1 in the same square, in respect of which I recently made a like 
recommendation. 

Two papers transmitted to me with your letter are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
A. A. BIRNEY, 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
That presents a different view from what I expressed, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am entirely satisfied from that report on the 
case that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why so? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to the further consideration of the bill, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over. 


NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the 
War to make certain uses of national military parks. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro that, in order to 
obtain practical benefits of great value to the country from the 
establishment of national military parks, the parks and their aj- 
proamaes be declared to be national fields for military maneuvers 

or the Regular Army of the United States and the National Guard 
or militia of the States; but they shall be opened for such purposes 
only in the discretion of the Secretary of War, and under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, and it authorizes the Secretary of W ar, 
within the limits of appropriations which may from time to time 
be available for the p , toassemble, at his discretion, in camp, 
at such season of the year and for such period as he may designate. 
at such field of mili maneuvers, such portions of the military 
forces of the United States as he may think best, to receive mili- 
tary instruction there, and to make and publish regulations gov- 
erning the assembling of the National Guard or militia of the 
several States upon the maneuvering grounds, and detail instruct- 
ors from the peat Army for such forces during their exercises. 

Mr. STEWART. From what committee was that bill reported? 

Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill makea brief explanation. The commis- 
sioners of the magnificent Chickamauga Park and the adjoininy 
possessions of the Federal Government find a di ition to go 
there on the part of the National Guard or militia of the several 
States, and it will also prove a very fine ground for any regular 
troops who may be within easy reach, simply for drill. The 
National Guard perhaps will go there and —e.. 

There is no money whatever required by this bill. Anyone wh- 
has been to the Chickamauga Park will remember the fine fielis 
there are there for the maneuvering of troops ard how admirab|« 
a place it would be for the National Guard of Alabama or Georgia 
or Tennessee to pass a week there and drill, and, if they choose, to 
fight over again the battles of the war. This is simply permissive. 
It is to be regulated entirely by the Secretary of Wat. 

Mr. STEWART. Voluntary action? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Voluntary action entirely. 

Mr. STEWART. Without any expense to the General Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thereis no expense authorized by this bill 
except such as the Secretary of War may make within the limit; 
of the appropriations which may from time to time be availa): 
for such purposes to assemble the regular troops there. If he gets 
the appropriation, he can do it, and if he does not of course he 
can not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL AT NAVAJO, ARIZ, 


Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of 
Navajo, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction 
of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tlic 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported |v 
the Committee on Territories with amendments, in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘ exceeding,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘‘six,” and 
after the word ‘‘county,” at the end of the bill, to insert: 

Provided, That a vote of the Guy qunlited electors of said county shall 
first be taken upon the question of the of the bonds under the provisions 
of this act, which election shall be held in all respects as required by the gon 

of the Territory of Arizona, and unless a majority of the 
qualified electors of said county shall vote at said election for the issue ! 
bonds as in this act provided, said bonds shall not be issued. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Navajo, 
Territory of Arizona, be, and are ar cote nen ag mae of eaid 
yable less n five no 
more than twenty years, and tnbetent at a rate not exceeding 6 per 
cent perannum, interestand payable in lawful money of the Unit«'! 
States, interest payabis sem , and which said bonds shall not | 
Sold For bees ne Pee, ee Ce aes oe = Some wens ond I 
county seat of county: Provided, That a vote of the duly qualified elect- 
ors of said county shall be taken upon the question of tha issue of t! 
ponds under the ons of this act, which election shall be held in all re 
Be ae ie eed deliees oh alll gener Poni vote a: 
q coun vote at 
said bonds shall 


resent con- 
retary of 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- EMMA D. LARSH AND CHARLES M. LARSH. 


ents were con in. 2 Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
mT he amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to | (Ss. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, of Denver, Colo. 


be read a third time. : : I desire to offer a substitute which will embrace that bill and the 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. one following on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 413) for the relief 
WILLIAM H. MAHONY. of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo. The bill which I desire 


substituted for these bills is exactly the same as one which has 
been introduced in the other House and favorably reported upon 
by the committee there. 


: 7 There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
There being no o m, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3121) for the relief of 


1b; 
Whole, to consider the bill. It directs the Secre- | Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and Charles M. Larsh. 
tary of the Treasury to receive and redeem, without the indorse- Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator what is the basis 
ment of N. A. Rogers, and to pay to W. H. Mahoney, the pres- | of that bill? The committee report shows nothing of it. Has it 
ent owner thereof, out of the moneys appropriated for the re- | been recommended by the Department? 
demption of bonds issued by the Treasury Department pursuant Mr. WARREN. In reply to the question of the Senator from 
to an act of Con approved March 2, 1861, to provide for | Wisconsin, I desire to say that two bills were introduced and 
incurred G the Territories in the suppression of Indian | favorably reported from the Committee on Public Lands of the 
hostilities therein in the 1855 and 1856, the sum of $500, upon | Senate. The facts in the case are these: These entrymen made 
the delivery by W. H. honey to the Secretary of that certain | entry upon a section of land, proved up upon it, and paid the 
bond designated as ‘* Oregon war debt bond No. 1358,” issued on | Government the amount of money that is sought to be recovered. 
March 24, 1862, by the Treasury Department pursuant to said act, | At a later time an agent of the Government approached the par- 
and upon W. H. oney giving a good and sufficient bond in | ties and threatened them with suit, both criminal and civil, on 
the penal sum of $1,000 to hold harmless the United States against | the ground that they had made some agreement as to water. 
repayment of said bond, to be approved by the Secretary of the} The man and his wits relinquished the land, other parties settled 
Treasury. : i upon it, proved up, and paid for it. As shown by the report, an 
Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the bill by correcting the | affidavit made toy the agent of the Government shows that the 
—- the name ‘* Mahoney. Wherever it occurs the name ee am making is correct; that he obtained this relinquish- 
10 *Mahony.” : . | ment by threats of personal prosecution rather than a voluntary 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, in | relinquishment. If this all pacees, the people will have gotten 
the absence of objection, wherever the name appears in the bill. | back the amount of money they paid, and will have lost the use 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | of it for a number of years, and lost their rights. The Govern- 
ments were concurred in 


. 3 ment, on the other hand, will have lost nothing, but will have 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | gained the relinquishment of their rights and the use of the money 
read a third time. 


RKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
Pot of the bill Ge R. 900) to provide for the payment of 
the claim of William H. Mahoney. 


| since. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. , | Mr. VILAS. Do I understand the Government has received 
The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to provide for the | from the subsequent purchasers the full price? 
payment of the claim of William H. Mahony. Mr. WARREN. Exactly. 
POINT BONITA LIFE-SAVING STATION. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


f : to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WHITE. There is on the Calendar a bill (S. 2980) to pro- Mr. WARREN. I now move that the two Senate bills on the 
vide a life-saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden | same subject, being the bill (S. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. 
Gate, in the State of California, which was favorably reported | Larsh, of Denver., Colo., and the bill (S. 413) for the relief of 
the Committee on Commerce without amendment. There isa | Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo., be indefinitely postponed, 

ouse bill on the samesubject, which is in exactly the same words, The motion was agreed to. 7 
and has lately been referred to the Committee on Commerce. I PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND. OREG 
ask that the Howse bill may be recalled from the committee and atte 7) ae ; 
substituted for the Senate bill and now considered. _Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask the Senate to c« sider at this 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Commerce will — — bill 1827, which is a very short bill and will not con- 

‘scl ; A 7 oa | sume : 
scien icin tec aces ond itis to aa 7) Mr. FRYE. I gave notice that at 1 o'clock I would be obliged 
r. WHITE. I nowask for the consideration of the House bill. | t© ©#ll up the river and harbor bill. I know of no Senator who has 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | ™ore interest in that bill than the Senator from Oregon. 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1930) to provide a life- | , Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator will allow me 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the to call up the bill to which I refer. It isa bill to increase and limit 
State of California. the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., and to 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered designate its uses. It is important that it should be passed, and 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . it is less than half a page in length. 

Mr. WHITE. I now move that Senate bill 2980, for which the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 
Honse bill has been substituted, may be indefinitely postponed. Mr. FRYE. I will yield to the Senator from Oregon, but to no 
- The motion was agreed to. one else, I desire to say now, so that no one will ask me to do so. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
FORCE SCHOOL PROPERTY. 5 Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1827) to increase and 

a ee - ete a 143) ~ eens ocnetey limitthe appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., 
eration nt resolution (5. Rh. 14: authorize the Com- | and to designate its uses. 
missioners of District of Columbia to dispose of the Force 


; The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
—s on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain another | and Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, after the words 
or that . 


Ser : ‘**court rooms,” to insert ‘‘ Signal Service offices’; so as to make 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | the bill read: 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force 
school property on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain, by pur- 
chase or condemnation, another site in the vicinity and to erect 
on the new site a building for school purposes. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the appropriations heretofore made 
for the purchase of a site and the construction of a public building at Port 
land, Oreg., there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the further sum of $650,000. which 
amount, including the amount heretofore appropriated, shall be the limit of 
the cost of such building, such building, when completed, to be for the pur- 
poses of a custom-house, appraisers’ stores, court rooms, Signal Service 
offices, and office of the United States surveyor-general. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H.R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 


A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore 
him to his former rating; 


FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 
Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3606) granting a pension to French W. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole; to consider the bill. It pro to place upon 
the roll the name of Dr. French W. Thornhill, of Spring 
Minn., at $30 per month. 

was 


Vi 
The bill to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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A bill (H.R.1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 


sor, Vt.; 
A bill (H. R. 3987) nting a genes to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; an 

A bill R. 4598) granting a pension to May Cray. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1986) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against David Mosten; 

A bill (Hi. R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from the 

of desertion; and 

A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. 
Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New York 
Regiment Infantry. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was 
making appeopmat ies iecapumeetiion. acacia 

a ons for on, repair, 

tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
eae. the question being on the amendment of Mr. 

HITE to the amen t reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had su that at the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the Senator from California [Mr. Warre]} 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. eee some one of the majority 
of the Committee on Commerce, w reported the amendment, 
would reply. The Senator from Maine, however, declined to do 
so, claiming that he had the oe conclude the debate. I 
een eee gee / ftp at the short time upon 

roposii reported by majori committee. 

If this, Mr. President, were an i case I should not feel 
called upon to say anything after the able, the exhaustive, and the 
unanswerable argument made by the Senator from Cali ia on 
Friday and Saturday of last week in ition to the amendment 
of the committee; but I do not aa ale as an ordinary case. 
Disclaiming any intent to reflect the motives of any Senator 
who supports this appropriation ,000,000 for Santa Monica, 
eo my standpoint I regard it as the most unjustifiable and 

usable attempt that I have ever seen in the Senate to disre- 
gard the public interest, to override public sentiment, and to make 


a tion of money the effect of which will be to benefit | mak 
Oe rai at 


an 
private individuals only, For that reason, as well as one other, 
which I shall now state, I feel called — as a member of the 
Committee on Commerce to present my obj 
OftThe other Objection to its adoption is that I feel = deep interest 
r its a eel a 
in the of the river and harbor bill. I believe it is im- 
ee Oe Se seer eee oer Se ene ee 
a law during the present session of Con , ar 1 I believe 
furthermore, if this amendmert is forced on the bill that it will 
and probably defeat any a iation for rivers 


greatly endanger 
ee ae “a t session of Con ; 
e people country, or a great ty of them, approve 
for the improvement of tivers in this country, 


appropriations 
because they believe the rivers are the only protection have 
i ’ mauttasie and of eat 


In other item of this bill save one, in every item of 
river and harbor bill which has ore, the 
rule has been to make appropriations for rivers and upon 
| ncn fens = ter ote Lh of 
Coens OS NS ee cs One 
was an —— or the of the of the 
ver 


“8 

i 
(i 
i 
ths 


was made in 1892, 
principle as that which was made for the im 
mouth of the Mississippi River with Captain f 
two exceptions, all appropriations made for these public purposes 
have been made upon Oe ee eee oe 
ar This ace aan t to overrule and override the re- 
port of army 
parties who have private interests at ¢. Theseare the reasons 
why I deem this amendment so very objectionable. It is because 
fact that there is no Government engi who has ever said 
that this appropriation should be made for Santa Monica. 


I do not now toe go into the to the extent to 
which the Senator from Cslifornia but I shall state the gen- 


ES 


to; and the Senate, as in Committee of | %™ 


jections to the adoption | the 


believed by Congress that it was important to make provision for 
a deep-sea harbor upon the Pacific Coast. In the river and har- 
Scniging to She Corps of Rnghseens shoul be-egpelatea an 0 boost 
onging e oO ineers shou as a board 
to visit the Pacific Coast to select between certaim points named in 
that order a deep-sea harbor for that coast. t board was 
appointed by the Secretary of War, and consisted of the following 

officers of the United States Army: G. H. Mendell, 
i ; G. L. Gillespie, 
Corps of Engineers; W. H. H. Benyaurd, lieutenant-colonel, Corps 
of Engimeers. I shall not goat into this as the Sen- 
ator from California did, but I will read the i at which 
these distinguished officers of the United States Army arrived. 


say: 
In its natural is better protected from 
geveus winks andl eon thas Beaks thasioe Bag a 
They conclude as follows: 


be secured, 
the severe storms from noe that 
sivantiy an iedeoler tans an oe aA ee eeaeeete na 
. San Bay as. ‘or the deep- 
water harbor provided for by the act. ee 

They all three united in that report. There was no dissent from 


. President, if this had been an ordimary case, if extraordi- 
nary influences had not been brought to bear, 


appropriation 

What was done, and done, too, upon the recommendation of the 
chairman of that committee and placed in the river and harbor 

bill of 1892? I will read the pro which is as follows: 
The Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a board 
- Senna Autay, whees Sate ts shall be to 
critical examination for a proposed deep-water harbor 
as to which is the more eli- 
and capacity to accommodate 
vessels and commercial and naval necessities of 
b with an estimate of the cost. Said board of engineers 
of War on or be- 
thereof as may be nec- 


hereby appropriated 
. President, the Senate will bear in mind that when the Sen- 
ator from Maine differed with the other board, out of considera- 
cavotenes ts A emnaiisneal thle eounary, too cons. 
Ww to commerce country, the com- 
Desierto econ catia banat eemutanen and in order 
that it might have weight and force and its conclusions to be 
final. there were Spe samnews. cae es ao upon the 
board under the law I have just read, g them to 
the Pacific Coast to make a critical examination of these 
to the of War. 
Senator from West Vir- 


; 
Fibs 
i 
; 


; 
i 
a 
‘ 
| 


i 
7 
i 


now General Craig- 
lieutenant-colonel, 
el, Corps of 


as 6 aero lieutenant-colonel 
panes . W. Raymond, major, Corps of Engineers, and 
: I will read a few ex- 


a 
was tenets an to-stes Bats See Stingers see , and I assert 
por hain sed an aro Se ite aE ebeert to the 


profession, as distinguished and 
honorable as ever served, or are to-day serving, in the 
aie ieee =~ had no interest in the result; educated 


at West Point to to rely upon their honor, would 
be actuated by no or anything an honest 
neo See the law, and to discharge their duties in 8 
manner table to themselves. They say: 


The board is of opinion that the location of San is decidedly the best, 
at deaeites ight. 
a * 


. ” a oo +e 
She tnpation oh lun Seles tat metnest gevtecion, Seewe 28 winds cow Til 
from the southeast around to eos. The San Pedro Hill, 
west side . furnishes a more perfect 
from wind and sea can be any artificial structure 


in Santa Monica Bay. In all the proposed the foundations are fa 
Reo = aaa What is the last sentence? Will the Senator read 


on ate eee ae eta oe 











Mr. BERRY. It says: 

In all the proposed locations the foundations are favorable. 

Here it is repeated in a stronger way, if the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Bacon] will notice it: 


bors ground is good. Some doubts have been ex- 
In all the har’ Pe the of the holding und at San Pedro, 


essed with regarwyuiry the board is satisfied that it is as good in this loca: 
as in the others. 
"ee final conclusion, the wind up of the report, is as follows: 

Ha made a careful and critical examination for a peoqesel des vaen 
narhor at an Pedro or Sante, Monice bays, ag reqnirad iy law, the board i 
of dnt reese tes Westen fo cuch arb doy wi 
Point Firmin, is the te the largest ocean-going vessels an the com: 
necessities of the country.” 

That is the conclusion of the second board sent there at the in- 
sant i the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], because he was dis- 
satisfied with the first re 

ey make an estimate? 

BERRY. There is an estimate of cost. 
Mr. GEORGE. Made by the last board? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. I will turn toitlater. I do not know 
whether I can put my hand on it now. There is an estimate. I 
f the amount of it. It is $4,000,000, is it not, Mr. Chairman? 

._ FRYE. The first board reported $4,000,000; the second 
board about $3,000,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; the estimates are there. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much difference was there between the 
estimates of the two boards? 

Mr. BERRY. It is some hundred thousand dollars more at 
Santa Monica than at San Pedro, as I remember it. 

Mr. FRYE. The first board estimated $700,000 more at Santa 
Monica than at San Pedro and the second board estimated $37,000 
more at Santa Monica than at San Pedro. 

Mr. BERRY. Bear in mind that here were eight engineers, 
first one board of three and then another board of five, all distin- 
guished in their profession, having no interest except a desire to 
report that which they believed was for the best interests of the 
country, and they unanimously say that San Pedro is the better 
jocati 


Now, is that all that can be said in behalf of San Pedro? No. 
The public sentiment, the common sense of the people of southern 
ornia, before this board had ever gone there, had almost 
unanimously that San Pedro was the better place for the 
location of a deep-sea harbor. Up to that time I assert here with- 
out fear of contradiction ninety-nine one-hundredths of the peo- 
ne that State believed that San Pedro was the proper place for 
harbor. It is true—and this was shown before the commit- 
tee—that a number of them stated that there had been some 
change of sentiment, but I will meet that later, and show how the 
change was ht about. Not only that, but these reports were 
before the on Commerce. Both of the Senators from 
California were there in the committee room, of opposite political 


beliefs. One of them has resided in that immediate locality for 
thirty or forty years 

The member of who represents that district in the 
other House was also before the committee. They all three united 


in saying that if any iation were made for a deep-sea harbor 
Soul af flan Pedro and not at Santa Monica. 

inn cnnasiiiiionne that thot ought t has | ton ote 4 Mere 
t to have sufficient. ere 

boards of engineers; here was the public sentiment 

in that section of the country; here were both Senators from that 
State and the member of Congress, who stated before the com- 
mittee that every man who was a candidate in that section last 


§ 


all that, a majority of the Com- 
e will locate this deep-water harbor 
ee ee om Petro.” ; a , 
. President, I propose ow the only reason they gave for 
lL intend to stateit fairly, and if I misstate it I stand ready to 
The first and most powerful reason was the fact 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] had seen the two loca- 
tions and believed that Santa Monica was the better place. To 
offset that I will state that there are two Senators who sit on this 
side of the Chamber who have uently been to both localities, 
and aa oe San Pedro is by far the better place of the two. 
What we have besides the statement of the Senator from 
Maine or his opinion? We had in addition two civil engineers, 
men said to be eminentin their profession. One is Mr. Hood, who 
is the “e engineer of the Southern Pacific Railroad, of which 
Collis P. a rm t, as I understand. Mr. Hood is 
said to be an ability. He came before the House com- 
Po his testimony as taken there. He said he be- 
lieved Monica was the better place; but the Senate will bear 
went before the last board of five 


everything to that board that 


mittee on Commerce said, ‘ 
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he could sayin behalf of Santa Monica, and they considered every 
statement he made before they made their last report. 

I have nothing to say against Mr. Hood; I am told that he isa 
splendid engineer; but when it comes to taking his testimony, in- 
terested as he is, interested as he admits he is, being the engineer 
of the man but for whom no question would ever have been made 
in favor of Santa Monica, being the engineer of the man who is 
most directly interested financially in having a deep-water harbor 
located at Santa Monica, as a matter of course his prejudices and 
his predilections are to be taken into consideration in coming toa 
conclusion as between him and disinterested officers of the United 
States. 

There was one other civil engineer. That is Mr. E. L. Corthell. 
The Senator from Maine says Mr. Corthell is a distinguished 
engineer and a great man. Mr. Corthell in his answer to the 
minority of the committee practically admits all that the Senator 
from Maine says about him—that he is a great engineer, a great 
man. Ido not dispute it. I am not here to deny it. But I say 
that he comes before the Senate and before the committee as the 
employee of Mr. Huntington. Itis true that in the reply he made 
to the minority of the committee, which he had printed as a pam- 
phiet and circulated in the Senate, he tries to evade the force of 
that fact, but I state that his own statement before the committee 
of the Senate shows that Mr. Huntington paid his expenses; that 
Mr. Huntington first spoke to him about going there, and that 
while he was unwilling to go without the approval of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Frye] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD], who was then chairman of the House committee, he 
went there as Mr. Huntington’s employee, and his efforts and his 
attempt to show that he is a disinterested engineer have only 
weakened with me the statement he otherwise made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was he at that time employed by the Southern 
Pacific Company? 

Mr. BERRY. I will show the Senator his own statement about 
it, taken down by a stenographer. I asked him this question: 

In the beginning of your remarks you said something about going out there 
at the instance of Senators. Did I understand you to say so? 

Mr. CorTHELL. I meant with the approval of Senators 

Senator Berry. They did not employ you to go out there, did they? 

Mr. CoRTHELL. No, sir, 

Senator Berry. Who employed you? 

Mr. CORTHELL. Nobody at the time; but afterwards Mr. Huntington paid 
my expenses. Mr. Huntington asked me, in the first place, if I would make 
the examination. I said that [ did not think I would like to do so in my posi- 
tion, because it would be officious if I should make an examination and ask 
to be heard before a committee. I said: “If Senator Frye and Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD (then chairman of the House Committee on Rivers and Harbors) would 
like me to make an examination I will make it.” 

Senator Berry. There was no order of Congress for you to make it? 

Mr. CORTHELL. No; I received a telegram from Mr. Catrcurnes while at 
San Diego, asking my opinion, but expressly stating that he did not intend to 
employ me, but that he wished me to give my opinion. 

In the reply that he afterwards made to the minority of the com- 
mittee after the testimony was taken—I do not undertake to quote 
him literally, but I shall do so if it is questioned—he says, ‘* 1 con- 
sider that I went out there at the request of the chairmen of the 
committees of Congress.” He says, furthermore, ‘‘ It is true that 
as I was leaving for California Mr. Huntington spoke to me 
about it.” But he says here that Mr. Huntington first asked him 
to go, and that he was unwilling to go unless it was approved by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye} and by the chairman of the 
House committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. What I wish to know is whether at that time 
or before or afterwards he was in the employ of the Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company. 

Mr. BERRY. He was. He so stated in his answer to the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Wirz]. The Senator from California 
asked him this question: 

You had done some work for Mr. Huntington before that? 

Mr. CorTHELL. I was, for four years, when obtaining a charter from Con- 
gress, the representative of six railroads at New Orleans, and the president 
of the Southern Bridge and Railroad Company while the charter was being 
obtained for a railroad bridge over the Mississippi; it was (by previous agree- 
ment among the directors of the companies) then transferred to the railroad 
interests. hat was the object of getting the charter. I resigned my posi- 
tion as president, and was reelected chief engineer and Mr. Huntington was 
elected president. Those are my relations with him. Of course I was very 
giad on account of these relations to do anything which [ could properly do 
that Mr. Huntington requested. 

That is his own testimony taken before the committee. 

I do not propose to comment further upon Mr. Corthell. I 
have never believed in Senators standing here and criticising toa 
great extent others who can not reply to them upon the floor of the 
Senate; but when Mr. Corthell answered saying that he was dis- 
interested in this matter, as he said two years ago, when he saw 
proper to go into the public prints and print a pamphlet reply- 
ing to the committee wiiich had made a report here, it seems to me 
he laid down the gage and he can not complain of any comments 
which may be made upon him. 

If he had come before the committee and frankly said that he 
made the examination in the interest of Mr. Huntington, that he 
was paid by him to make it, that he believed it was correct, I 
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would have had more respect for his opinion. But when he seeks 
to make it appear before the Senate that he is disinterested, when it 
is known to a number of Senators on this floor that he has been 
ene of the most active agents Mr. Huntington has had here for 
the last ten days who have thronged the Marble Room and the 
corridors of the Capitol, then he can not very well say that he 
comes here in a disinterested capacity. 

Now, having said this much, I do not propose to comment upon 
the testimony in regard to the different conditions that exist out 
there. I donot pretend to know, nor would I know if I were to 

o there, as to which is the better harbor, Santa Monica or San 

edro. Mr. Corthell may be a great and distinguished engineer. 
He is undoubtedly swift to state everything that is favorable to 
Santa Monica and slow to state anything that is favorable to 
San Pedro. Probably he is correct; I do not deny his position; 
but I remember one point which he made, and that is this: He 
stated that while the winds there blew in a southerly direction, 
as I understood him, the waves beneath, which went down to the 
bottom, would carry the sand in a northerly direction and would 
— interfere with, and pile up and pack sand against, the 

eak«vater, if it was built at San Pedro. 

Bear in mind that he said the sand coming from the bottom of 
the ocean would be carried northerly so as to interfere with the 
breakwater. Then he was confronted by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia {Mr. WHITE] with this proposition. The Senator from 
California said that a boat was sunk in San Pedro Harbor loaded 
with coal, and that the coal afterwards drifted in a southerly di- 
rection and came out on the beach south of San Pedro. Mr. Cor- 
thell said yes, he had been informed of that occurrence and had 
made a note of it, and that the undertow or the wave action—I do 
not know what he called it—would carry the sand to the north, 
but that the wind or ae else would carry coal sunk there 
down south. That may be true, as I have stated; I do not 
pretend to be informed upon the subject, but it convinced me that 
no question could be put to that man which militated against 
Santa Monica or which would show in favor of San Pedro that 
he was not ready with some kind of answer to meet it. 

Mr. FRYE. r. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER pwd CARTER inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator remember that the first board 
held to precisely the same theory that Mr. Corthell did—that the 
action of wind on the sand would result in gradually filling it up, 

ee 7 breakwater were attached to the shore without any 
Seve in it 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not remember that either the first or the 
second board said that there was some kind of a peculiar under- 
tow on the Pacific coast which would carry sand in one direction 
and coal in another. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not the question at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say to the Senator that my information 
about the first board is that it had been represen to them, and 
pwd believed, that there might be danger to the breakwater from 
drifting sand. They made provision for an opening, as I remem- 
ber it, to meet that condition, 

Mr. FRYE. Exactly. 

Mr. BERRY. The last board stated that they did not attach 
any importance to that, and in that one particular they did not 
agree with the first board, That is my recollection. 

Mr. FRYE. But the first board did agree with Mr. Corthell. 

Mr. BERRY. As to the sand, but not as to the coal. : 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, thecoal. It isaltogether toosmall business 
argue anything of that kind in a case involving so much as this 


oes. 

Mr. BERRY. What is small or large business to argue I will 
be the judge of, and not the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator's pardon; I should not have said 
what I did 4 

Mr. BERRY. But I admit that thereare questions in this mat- 
ter much larger than, and which rise high and far above, any 
question as to whether Santa Monica or San Pedro is the better 
harbor. I assert here to-day, in answer to the Senator from Maine, 
that in my opinion it would be much better that there should 
never be a deep-sea harbor upon the Pacific Coast, it would be much 
better to take the $3,000,000 and d wmp it into the Pacific Ocean, 
than that the country should come to know that the Senate is 
willing to cverride its army engineers, to override the public in- 
terest, to override the public ion, in order to make an appro- 
priation for private and private gain. That is the main 
2 eee I have to this report. 

frankly state thatof my own knowledge I do not know which 

is the better place. I do know that these army officers, who are 
disinterested, say that San Pedro is the better place. I do know 
that Major Raymond, a man of remarkable intelligence, who has 
been an engineer in the United States Army for thirty years, who 
is now in charge of the great breakwater on the Daswere at 


ea says that in his es a breakwater could not be 
built at Santa Monica; that so far as he knows, and he has studied 
the question for thirteen years, there is not a breakwater through- 
out the wide world located in a harbor situated as Santa Monica 
is. That is in his testimony, and the Senator wiil not deny it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Arkansas know, when he 
says that Major Raymond has charge of the Delaware appropria- 
tion, that the committee deliberately overruled Major Raymond 
and overruled the Board of Engineers and put a provision into 
the Delaware appropriation that no further money should be ex- 
pended on the project which they had under consideration, nor 
should there be expended any money hitherto yep re to 
carry out the contracts which the army engineers made? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield to the Senator from California in a 
moment. If it were entirel mae to do so I should reply to the 
Senator from Maine as he di me a moment ago and say, in the 
way he puts it, that this is too small a matter to enter into the 
discussion of this great question. The Senator from Maine knows 
that in the case to which he refers the — of Delaware, through 
their Senator here, and through ex-Senator Higgins, came before 
the committee and represented that the work upon the Delaware 
River was obstructing some creeks and rivers in the State of 
Delaware; that it was cutting off from communication with 
Philadelphia and with Wilmington and with other points a num- 
ber of the people of that State, and that it endangered their 
homes. They said the river would probably overflow, and they 
would lose ev ing they had. In view of that statement, made 
by these two distinguished tlemen from Delaware, the com- 
mittee did agree to suspend work there until it could be ascer- 
tained if there was not some way by which those people could be 

rotected. Does the Senator from ne mean to insinuate to the 
nate that that action was taken because of the incompetency of 
— arene in any way? 

r. FRYE. It was taken because the Senate committee did not 
believe that if the projects of the army engineers were carried out 
Delaware and its rivers entering into the Delaware River could 
be protected, and they ov the board, as they do, without 
the slightest hesitation, whenever they think they ought to do so. 

Mr. ITE. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 
Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. As I understand the Delaware case, it is not 
stated fairly at all by the Senator from Maine. The committee, 
as I understand it, prevented further work oa the project in 
order to protect the riparian rights of various landed proprietors. 
They did not stop the work because they assumed to know more 
about the eewtins project than the Goy 2rnment engineers 
did, but they did so to protect private interests upon the shore 
with which the Government engineers were not at all concerned; 
and they acted, too, upon the request of the Senator from Dela- 
ware , r, eth 

Mr. BERRY. jor Raymond, and no one knows it better than 
the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the committee, state 
that under the law he was only required to do the work so as t 
improve the commerce of that great river, and that he was not 
charged with the ——- of the rights of individuals or the 
effect that his work might have upon ividuals in the State of 
Delaware. That is the fact, and any idea that the Senator froin 
Maine may mean to convey to the Senate that there was any 
reflection upon Major Raymond or upon the board of engineers 
in that action of the committee is unwarranted by the facts. Not 
one word was ever asserted there that they were doing the work 
con to law, or that they were not doing it for the best inter- 
ests of the improvement of Delaware River. So much, then, 


for that case. 

Mr. FRYE. Wigstrepel Cet eae suddenly. 

Mr. BERRY. These two neers a. aap I Save spoken, 
Mr. Hood, who is a of the Southern Pacific Rail- 


road, and Mr. Co , employed by C. P. Huntington, are the 

only bed sai ne mer who have ever there and made 

examination and examined those works with a view to determin- 

bor. I will admit, and it is 

number of sea captains and pilots hav: 

e statements on both sides of this question as to which is the 

better place in regard to holding But I am talking about 

neers who went there and made the examination. Here are 

t United States nga, disinterested, gentlemen of ability, 

roe ney bane dee yar nee oe’ ce 

a " mg on one 

i 2 d Mr. Hood, the regular engineer 

os cree sone Sarneee Saad L. Costhe? oc 

admi himself that Mr. Huntington expenses when |e 
So much, then, for that. 

ee ee Sena‘ior from Maine as to 

done? One argument sed is that Mr. C. !. 

a railroad at Santa Monica and another short 

road running up to San Pedro; that he had started to build a pier, 
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considerable amount of money at San Pedro; that he 
dropped that work, went to Santa Monica, and has put in prob- 
ably, he said, about $1,000,000 in building a pier at Santa Monica. 
T have been asked by Senators outside if San Pedro is the better 
place why did Mr. a drop that scheme and 


and spent a 


down and 

d $1,000,000 at Santa onica? Mr. President, I do not know 
ahi the reasons that actuated Mr. Huntington; I would not under- 
take to state as a matter of fact what controlled him. My infor- 
mation in to his character is that it would be a hazardous 
undertaking for any mortal man to attempt to account for his 
motives in the great transactions with which he has been con- 
I can give my opinion, however, as to why this change was 
made and why he put his money in at Santa Monica and ceased 
to put it in at San Pedro. The Senate will bear in mind that at 
San Pedro the shore line, the wharf privileges, were owned largely 
by the county of Los Angeles and the State of California. Under 
the rules regulations the shore privileges and the wharf privi- 
leges are open to any man and to any railroad that sees proper to 
go there. One railroad had taken advantage of that and had 
come into San Pedro across what was called Rattlesnake Island. 
Already at San Pedro Mr. Huntington had competition with the 
chief railroad in California, that is, the Terminal Railroad, which 
liad some connection with his chief competitor, the Santa Fe Rail- 
road, in the State of California. That is one reason —e He 
had a competitor already at San Pedro and he could not have a 
monopoly of those privileges there. 

I will tell the Senator from Maine (and I am sorry that he has 
left his seat) what I believe to be another reason. Bear in mind, 
I do not state it as a fact, but I state it as my conclusion after 
having heard all the testimony. The other reason I believe to be 
is that the Senator from Maine had been out there and had given 
an opinion that this breakwater ought to be built and would be 
built at Santa Monica. No man knew better than Mr. Hunting- 
ton the powerful influence of the Senator from Maine in the 
Senate, a ted in a matter of this kind, as it would be, by the 
fact that he was chairman of the Committee on Commerce. In 
addition to that, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] was also 
a member of the Committee on Commerce, and was known to be 
most earnestly in favor of the location of the deep-sea harbor at 
Santa Monica. I imagine that mere eae ecg at San Pedro, 
believing that with the influence of these two popular Senators, 
supplemented by his own influence, which is not to be despised in 
a great contest, he believed he would be able to force the location 
of the deep-sea harbor at Santa Monica and get the appropriation. 
That is my belief as to the reasons and motives that actuated him. 

Mr. GEORGE. What competition is there at Santa Monica? 

Mr. BERRY. There is no competition there. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any chance for competition there? 

Mr. BERRY. There is a dispute on that point. There are dif- 
ferent statements made about that. The Senator from Maine has 
quoted ee, and relies almost entirely upon the civil engi- 
neers. I I will read from another civil engineer in answer 
to the Senator from Mississippi. Now, bear in mind, as I said 
before, the Senator from Maine relies entirely upon the civil 
engineers. I to read from the testimony of a civil engi- 
neer on the side. I frankly confess and state that he had 
the same interest to testify in behalf of San Pedro that Mr. 
Corthell had to testify in behalf of Santa Monica. He was em- 


ployed by the friends of San Pedro to come here and appear before 
the committee and make statement. His name is Mr. H. 
Hawgood. After sta what he believed, and giving his rea- 


sons for believing that Pedro was the better place, he was 
asked in regard to the approaches at Santa Monica: 

Ware. Taking the approach from Santa Monica by the tracks of 
the Southern Pacific Company, what are the facilities for other tracks of 
railroad companies, t of the Southern Pacific? 

Mr. Ravecen., In my opinion, there is room for one other track outside 
of the track of the Sou Pacific as far as Santa Monica Canyon. From 
Santa Monica Canyon west there is no room for a track. 

Now that is one witness. This is contradicted by Mr. Hunting- 
ton. He says that ten tracks can be built there. I believe,if [ 
am not mistaken from the testimony, however, that they are all 
compelled to meee to where the pier is now located through 
a tunnel, over they will be compelled to go. 
said before, Mr. Huntington could get no privileges at San 
over and above any other railroad. At Santa Monica, while 
stated that he owned only the railroad tracks, no man can take 
testimony and come to any other conclusion than that the 
Southern Pacific can dictate its own terms, except so far as the 
law would step in and convey the right of way giving others the 

to approach there. 
with the exception of the opinion of citizens out 
of whom came here and testified, some for 
for San Pedro—I believe with that excep- 
tion and the testimony of sea captains who had gone to these dif- 
T have fairly stated the testimony that was 
before the committee. I repeat what the Senator from 
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California said, that no engineer of the United States Army, no 
engineer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, has ever stated that 
Santa Monica is preferable to San Pedro. It stands to-day before 
the Senate, if the amendment of the committee be passed, that we 
are going to set aside the rule that appropriation shall be made 
upon the reports and estimates of the army engineers and base it 
upon the report of men who admit that they were employed by 
the party who has the largest interest—financial interest—in 
locating a deep-water harbor at Santa Monica. 

Now, I want to correct one other impression that prevails, and 
in a very short time I will conclude. I heard a Senator say the 
other day that he knew nothing about this question, but that he 
was in the habit of following the committee. I heard it said by 
the Senator from Maine that no man except the Senator from 
California, as he understood, in the committee was in favor of 
San Pedro. 

Mr. President, I propose to state the facts in regard to what 
was done in the committee precisely as I remember them. After 
the testimony had been taken, after everything had been heard, 
there were some members of the committee who believed that it 
was not best this year to appropriate any money for either place, 
that is, for an outside harbor at San Pedro or for a breakwater at 
Santa Monica. They believed that owing to the depleted Treas- 
ury, owing to other considerations, it would be better to appro- 
priate for the inside harbor at Wilmington and San Pedro and 
leave the other matter open. Knowing that a number believed 
that way, a motion was made in committtee that no appropriation 
be made for the outside harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Arkansas feel at liberty to 
state everything that takes place in committee? ; 

Mr. BERRY. If there is the slightest objection to it, if the 
Senator from Maine thinks it is improper, no consideration could 
induce me to do so. I never dreamed that there would be objec- 
tion to it. If it is improper—— 

Mr. FRYE. It is unusual, to say the least. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it unusual to state how the committee stood? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. To state how many voted for the proposition 
and how many voted against it? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see any objection to that, but it is unu- 
sual to state the various processes by which a committee reached a 
result. 

Mr. BERRY. Then, if that be objectionable I will make an- 
other statement. I am astounded, however, that the Senator from 
Maine should object toit. I might have expected other Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber to have objected—I mean mem- 
bers of the committee—but I did not expect the Senator from 
Maine to object. 

Mr. FRYE. Why? 

Mr. BERRY. Why did I not expect it? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. Why except the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BERRY. Because I never supposed anything occurred in 
committee that the Senator from Maine cared for the whole world 
to know. 

Mr. FRYE. I donot care for the whole world to know; but I 
understood the Senator to commence by a statement that the Sena- 
tor from Maine gaid so and so. 

Mr. BERRY. I said the Senator from Maine stated outside of 
the Chamber that he understood the Senator from California was 
the only man who was in favor of making the appropriation for 
a deep-sea harbor at San Pedro. 

Mr. FRYE. At the present time? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; at the present time. 

Mr. FRYE. I have made no statement on the floor of the 


nate. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not think you have made any either way in 
regard to it. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I have made no statement on the floor of 
the Senate of any kind. 

Mr. BERRY. I said you have not, except now. 

Mr. FRYE. And I should not have felt at liberty myself to 
have stated what I know took place in committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; I think the Senator is probably a 
little bit over particular. It has been done here again and again. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw any objection. 

Mr. BERRY. But if there be any doubt about it—if the Sena- 
tor from Maine thinks it is improper—I will not doit. He states, 
however, that the vote of the committee upon the amendment is 
legitimate. Then, that being true, I will state that there are 15 
members of the committee, and 9 of them voted in favor of Santa 
Monica and 6 voted against the appropriation. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that true? 

Mr. BERRY. Is that statement legitimate? 

Mr. FRYE. Is it true? 

Mr. BERRY. That 6 members of the committee voted against 
this appropriation? It is true, absolutely true. I will call the 
names, and if anyone can say it is not true, let him rise and so 
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state. I state that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson], the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], the Senator from Florida 
Mr. Pasco], the Senator from Missouri _— Vest], the Senator 


rom California [Mr. WuITE], and m making 6, voted ‘“‘no” 
on the appropriation for Santa Monica. ThatI state. If I have 
misstated ay Senator let him rise and correct me. 

Mr. FRYE. Did some of the Senators state why they voted that 
way? 

Mr. BERRY. You have objected to such a statement being 
made by me on this floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well, then; I will not ask the question. 

Mr. BERRY. You have objected to that. If you want to go 
into it, if you will open the doors and say it is entirely proper, I 
will tell the Senator almost everything that was said in the com- 
mittee as far as I know. 

Therefore I say when a Senator says he will follow the commit- 
tee he means to say that he will follow the majority of 3 on that 
vote. 

Now, what more? That wasthevote. The Senator from Maine 
objects to stating anything that was said in the committee. I 
will state then that since that time in the Senate the Senator from 
California has offered an amendment to the proposed committee 
amendment in which he proposes that instead of ao a 
— for Santa Monica the appointment of a new board 

provided by Congress, and in order to get rid of the prejudice 
that they say exists against army officers the Senator from Cali- 
fornia says we will take one army engineer, we will take one from 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and we will take one from the 
Navy, and send that board tnere, and although we have two 
boards already, yet if we send the new board thus constituted, so 
confident is the tor from California in the justice of the cause 
of San Pedro that he says, ‘‘Send this board there, and if they a 
Santa Monica, let it be ta Monica, and no man hereafter wi 
raise his voice.” That is the amendment that is pending here now. 
He has said that we have two boards in favor of San Pedro. You 
have no board in favor of Santa Monica. Yet so certain is he 
that any fair, any honest board, any board which is not oer 
by the parties in interest, that will go there will say that San 
Pedro is the proper place, he proposes that tothe Senate. Is there 
@ man on this floor who can say that that is unfair? If Senators 
believe that Santa Monica is the proper place, if they believe that a 
fair board will say so, let them vote for the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California. It will not delay the time, because 
the amendment provides that the a shall be made and 
that it shall be expended at the point the new board says is the 
proper i. 

Mr. dent, in view of all the facts, in view of the fair propo- 
siticn that has been made, I appeal to the honor and to the fair- 
ness of the Senate to say if they think it is fair treatment of the 
Senator from California and the members from California and the 
overwhelming sentiment of that State when they have said: ‘‘ Al- 
though we have two official reports, we will risk the entire case 
upon a new board, a fair board, one that is totally disinterested; we 
are willing for that board to determine the question, and if it says 
Santa Monica then we will abide by it?” Do you believe that if 
those who advocate Santa Monica thought that the better place 
they would not accept the proposition? What injustice is there 
in it? I call upov the Senator Maine to tell the Senate, when 
he comes to speak, why this is not a fair proposition. 

These are my views, Mr. President, about the case. Take itail 
in all, this isthe most extraor tion I have ever known 
submitted to the Congress of the United States. I do not believe 
that there is a man throughout this broad land in the United States, 
save and except Mr. C. P. Huntington, who would have had the 
assurance, in the face of the reports of these army officers, to have 
come to the Congress of the United States and asked them to give 
him $3,000,000 in money to build a breakwater to serve his private 
interests. I say that I think he is the only man who would have 
made such a proposition. But the matter rests with the Senate to 
determine whether they will agree to the amendment reported 
the committee or whether they will to the proposition made 
by the Senator from California. As I said once before, to me it is 
a matter of the most utter indifference, so far as I am individually 
concerned, save and except that I believe if the precedent be once 
set that private interests and private es can set aside the 
reports made by army officers, if we di itthe eight distinguished 
engineers and follow the lead of two men hired by those who have 
the greatest interests in the matter, we set a precedent that will 
come to plague us hereafter, If this can be done on the Pacific 
coast there are many other ambitious men on the Atlantic Coast 
and upon the Gulf of Mexico who stand ready to get any number 
of civil engineers to set aside the reports made v the board of 
army officers. I think that the Senator from Maine scarcely 
knows to what extent the precedent may lead if the Senate adopts 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

I repeat what I said in the early part of my remarks, that I 
think it much better that no deep-water harbor should ever be had, 


that it were far better the money should be utterly and absolutely 
thrown to the winds, rather than that we should make thousands 
of people throvghout this broad land believe that the appropria- 
tion was made, not in the public interests, but in order to promote 
the private financial interests of individuals, be those individuals 
whom a7 may, whether the most powerful man in the land or 
the humblest citizen who walks this Union. In either case, if it 
once be understood that the Senate will be controlled by the re- 
— of private engineers made for private individuals, ion. Mr. 

esident, the river and harbor bill will no 1 be considered 
for the best interests of the entire Republic, but it will be solely a 
question as to who can bring the greatest influence to bear, who 
can hire the most engineers, who can succeed in setting aside and 
a and humiliating the Engineer Corps of the United 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was unavoidably called away from 
the city at the time when the minority report in  e this 
item in the river and harbor bill was presented. I had been 
here I should have agreed with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
any I am one of those mentioned by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BERRY] whoare unable to appreciate the immediate neces- 
sity for expending $3,000,000 upon an outside harbor at either San 
Pedro or Santa Monica. I have endeavored to exclude all personal 
feeling in my consideration of the case, not pretending to be better 
than any else, ing I am not any worse. I have friends 
directly and ly in at both localities, and I have heard 
the testimony, the ents, and the acrimonious discussion 
which have accompanied this subject from its inception until 


now. 

I do not lay great stress upon the wishes of the people of south- 
ern California, and ly those at Los Angeles. They are 
neither better nor worse than the average citizens of the United 
States. I have —— found that our citizens want money ex- 
pended at their localities, and if they can not get it at one place 
in the immediate vicinity they will take it atanother. Our e 
rience upon the Committee on , to speak of that only, 
has in this cular instance verified that statement. 

The first impression made upon me was that there was a uni- 
versal clamor for this improvement at San Pedro. Somebody 

legraphed from the House of tatives (and this is in 
evidence) that Mr. a yw ge successful in defeating 
the appropriation at San , but that they could obtain an 
appropriation at Santa Monica of $3,000,000 for an outside harbor 
connected with the improvement of the inner harbor at San 
Pedro, and immediately the electric wires were almost burned in 
congratulations upon the ive a iation, which would 
give an expenditure of $3,000,000 at San onica and of $392,000 
upon the inner harbor at San Pedro. It is not saying that there 
was any corru in this case; it is not saying that those people 
are.any worse t the cellu nea 
to the conclusion that nay Gould oot ,392,000 expended at the 
two places in the vicinity of Los Angeles, their zeal for San 
ee eee to take the money at 

Pp. * 

I do not take any stock in the abuse of Mr. Huntington because 
he is a railroad president andarich man. He is like the rest of 
the world, after his own interests. He is neither better 

than men in his position. He hasevinced his hon- 


ng Monica, because he has given up an investment of 
nearly $1,000,000 atSan Pedro. His saSttononat betes the commit- 


tee, uncontradicted, was that he or rather his sub- 
ordinates commenced, an t at San Pedro, and when 


they drew upon him up to ,000 he concluded that the matter 
was worth looking after individually. He went toSan Pedro, saw 
the incipient improvemevt made with his money or that of the 
compan rs Beaten AaB ee er oy Fe tre that he came to 
theconabualen that they had selected the wrong place. 
He said, “‘ You never can build this outside harbor here with these 


by | southwestern winds and no bottom to the ocean after you get out 


2miles. I will abandon this investment; [ must havea harbor for 
my steamship line.” And he went up the coast and found Santa 
Monica, and on his own account commenced the im ement. 
He has spent a million dollars there, gi up the on dollars 
at San Pedro, which he says is not a total loss, but almost a total 
loss as an investment. I take it that a man, no matter how rich, 
with Huntington's brain, and that is ears who aban- 
dons an investment of over $900,000 for his own interest—I grant 
you without any patriotism—is perfectly sincere when he says 
that Santa Monica is the best place for this outside harbor. 
Mr. President, there a in this case, leaving out 
lobbies and all that sort of thing. 
Any United States Senator who permits the lobby to influence 


him, it goes without , is unworthy of a seat on this floor, 
and nothing he sa be considered. There are but two 
questions. Inthe pines ts Caeee eametatensowslty to ex- 
pend $3,000,000 at either of these places for an outside harbor? 1 
4 ae 
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to the conclusion that there is not. We have a river and 


$70,000,000, unheard of as to itude 
Government. I call the attention of Sena- 
an expression—I simply remark that we 
overflowing Treasury, but we are with a 
eo ted with on eee of issuing — — to 
ording xy expenses vernment. ith that con- 
meet the a face we bringin here a river and harbor 
i mediate and contract expenditures, to 

000,000, i eard of before. 
a time to make such appropriations? Is this a time to 
to expend money when you can do without ex- 
it? What would be thought of a private citizen, the or- 
who would conduct his affairs in 
depression, with embarrassment 
, seeks for an opportunity to spend more money and 
ties? I do not know any such rule in my public 
action. I endeavor (though oftentimes drawn aside by the seduc- 
tive blandishments of friends and constituents) to conduct the 
ublic business as 1 do my own and as the trustee of an express 
Tam not hunting for an opportunity, in the present con- 
dition of the , to spend money. ose of us who know 
something about ing a river and harbor bill appreciate the 
statement that you are met in every item with solicitations and 
with inducements of every sort to contract liabilities to spend 
money; and if a sacrifice has to be made in the way of diminution 
of e diture, every Senator and every Representative demands 
that it shall be made at the expense of somebody else rather than 

of his immediate constituents. 

We have attempted honestly and faithfully to diminish the 
amount this bill, but we have been unable to do so. 
We have struck out three continuing contracts, and they have all 
been put back by the Senate, as I knew they would be at the time 
we struck them out. We have endeavored to diminish appro- 
priations, but every Senator has said: ‘‘Do not commence with 
me; commence with my neighbor. If you are going to make 

sacrifice somebody else; but here is a great improve- 
ment which is n to the whole country, with an immense 
commerce, and you delay the advance of a vast section of 
country in its march toward improvement and the future; and I 
must have this money.” So we are here to-day with the most 
un bill in the way of expenditures that has ever been 
known in the of this country. 

Tdid not think that $3,000,000, under these circumstances, should 
necessarily be expended upon either of these harbors, and I will 
give my reasons for it. the first place, take Santa Monica. 

. Huntington has made an improvement there, which has stood 
for three years and been most successful, according to all the tes- 
timony on both sides. He has now in existence an improvement 
which, of course, he will finish whether the Government gives 
him a dollar or not. He is that sort of aman. It has answered 
his oe far for his steamshipline. Three hundred ves- 

have at Santa Monica in the last year, all of them 
and satisfactorily, and it only remains for the Government 
to thisimprovement, commenced by Mr. Huntington and 
built with his money or that of his company. So with Santa 
Monica. The port of Los Angeles—because Los Angeles is behind 
ts—is a city of 100,000 people, situated at 
one end of the triangle. There [indicating on map} is Los 
Angeles; here is San Pedro; and here is Santa Monica. It is 3 
miles farther from Los Angeles to San Pedro than it is to Santa 
Two companies are fighting each other. The 
Angeles to Santa Monica, is the Southern 
mtrol of Mr. Huntington, and the other is the 
Pedro under one interest. The people of Los 
our committee about equally divided. 
had investments in the direction of San Pedro 
expended there; others testified that the city 
had started toward Santa Monica, and 
expended at Santa Monica. 
Santa Monica in its present condition, but 
certainly no necessity for putting $3,000,000 there. Com- 
merce is not languishing; commerce is not endangered. There 
successful public improvement in the his- 
country than that at Santa Monica so far as it has 


San Pedro accommodates all vessels of 
The engineers 14 feet at low 

at San Pedro, and they testify that with 
can put 18 feet of water on that 
tide, with the rise of the tide, which is between 5 
depth of from 24 to 25 feet at high 
it all large vessels, except the largest 
which would be compelled to lighter in 
harbor, which, alth 
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ruling necessity for expending $3,000,000 at that place? I want 
to speak f y, for I have no connection with either of these 
factions, and I want to do my duty to the peoplé of the United 
States. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Huntington isa political factor in California. 
They test every man’s competency and qualification for office there 
by the question: ‘‘Is he for Huntington or against him?” You 
can not hold a town meeting but what the question is, ‘‘Is this 
man a Huntington man or not a Huntington man?” In the pres- 
ent condition of public sentiment I would not make this appro- 
priation at this time, and I will proceed to give my reasons for 


My friend from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has animadverted pretty 
severely upon Mr. Corthell. I know Mr. Corthell very wel}, and 
I will state why I know him. As every old Senator here knows, 
I was the warm, intimate friend of James B. Eads, although wo 
differed politically. I think he was the greatest riparian engineer 
the world ever produced, and his works to-day prove it anid will 
continue to prove it to the end of time. When Eads was strug- 
gling against the Engineer Bureau in building the great bridge at 
St. Louis, they said it could not be built with 525-foot spans, and 
yet it stands there to-day as solid as this continent, in spite of 
their resolutions, unanimously adopted in the city of St. Louis, 
that a span of 525 feet could not be built. You can build one of 
1,500 or 2,500 feet if you have got the money, as Eads told them. 
They said that Eads could not build the jetties at the mouth of 
the Mississippi. They are there to-day bridling the month of that 
river, and the bridle remains on it in spite of the predictions of 
the Engineer Bureau. 

In all these great works Corthell was Eads’s lieutenant, and 
Captain Eads thought he was one of the ablest engineers upon 
this continent. It is true that he accepts money in his profession 
to go and examine improvements. This is entirely legitimate, as 
a lawyer takes money for examining a brief and giving his opin- 
ion upon it. There may be room for criticism as to the pro- 
priety of his appearing before the committee and stating that he 
had been sent there at the instance of Senators and members of 
Congress, and that his expenses had been paid by Mr. Hunting- 
ton; but he came before the committee and with carefully pre- 
pared maps—and there is one of them [indicating]—and he made 
the statement as an engineer, and risked his reputation upon it, 
to say nothing of his personal veracity, that at Santa Monica up 
to the way where the ships land there was a gradual shoaling fer 
12 miles, which broke the force of the oceanic waves and neces- 
sarily protected ships. 

It does not require an expert to know that as you approach 
shoal water a wave diminishes in violence and height, and a 
go to deep water the waves increase in violence and height. 
the unanimous opinion of experts and the testimony of individ- 
uals that at Santa Monica the waves decrease in violence as they 
approach toward the way, and that is the principal argument 
used in behalf of the Santa Monica improvement. Corthell went 
there and sounded the ocean, looked across upon its floor, so to 
speak, and brought here that map, taken from those soundings, 
and he says that is the physical condition of the floor of the ocean 
at that point. He also says that he examined and sounded the 
bottom of the ocean at San Pedro and found that 2 miles out it 
went down into—I forget how many fathoms, but almost without 
bottom. After you go out 2 miles from the mouth of the inside 
harbor of San Pedro how many fathoms is it? 

Mr. FRYE. At 3 miles it is 300 fathoms. 

Mr. VEST. Three hundred fathoms at 3 miles. 

Mr. WHITE. It depends upon which direction you go. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. The southwest wind is the dangerous 
wind, Mr. Corthell says, as it comes directly into the mouth of 
that inside harbor, and that any ship lying outside is dashed upon 
the bar, and if it misses the bar, upon thecoastadjoining. But the 
point I make is that Mr. Corthell states, as a matter of physical 
examination, that 2 miles or 3 miles out from the mouth of the 


$s you 
It is 


| inside harbor of San Pedro there is 300 fathoms of water, and 





small, is abso- | the first place, General Craighill’s statement was made before the 
its protection from storms. here is the over- | statement of Mr.Corthell was made. General Craighill was asked 


nothing like this gradual shoaling which they find at Santa Monica. 

Now, Mr. President, after receiving this testimony the commit- 
tee sent for General Craighill, who is now the head of the Engi- 
neer Bureau, and who was the president of the commission that 
made this report. I believe he was on the second commission. 
He was then Colonel Craighill. I believe I asked him this ques- 
tion: ** Did you examine the floor of the ocean at Santa Monica 
and at San Pedro; and, if so, what have you to say in regard to 
Mr. Corthell’s statement (who was sitting there in the room) that 


| there is a gradual shoaling up toward Santa Monica, while there 


is a depth of 300 fathoms 3 miles out from San Pedro?” 
he did not examine the floor of the ocean. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Missouri is not accurate. 


He said 


In 
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if he examined the holding ground at San Pedro in person, and he 
said, ‘‘ No; but we took the testimony of topographical engineers,” 
I think was the a 

Mr. WHITE. Of the officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘Of the officers of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey and all the other testimony, and we heard Mr. Hood, who had 
theretofore made the examination,” Those are the facts. 

I direct the attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact that 
the Senator from Missouri is calling attention to matters which 
occurred in committee, and I understood the Senator from Maine 
objected to that. 

r. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri has been talking about 
testimony taken before the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I am talking about the testimony of witnesses, 
There is no necessity for any heat about this matter. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no heat about it. 

Mr. VEST. If I misstate it Ican be corrected from the testi- 
mony. I am not here in the interest of either of these locations, 
It does not make any difference when General Craighill made this 
statement, whether it was before or after Mr. Corthell. He made 
this statement, which impressed me more than anything else, He 
said: ‘‘ We are not riparian engineers; we are fortification engi- 
neers.” 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I was going to ask the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. That struck me, because I have always believed 
that that is the defect in the system of putting all the rivers and 
harbors exclusively under the Engineer Corps. I asked him spe- 
a that question, and he said: ‘‘ We are not riparian engi- 
neers; it is for the Coast and Geodetic Survey to examine the 
fioor of the ocean and make soundings; but we are fortification 
engineers”; and if you will take the report upon San Pedro you 

ill find one-third of it, speaking with all due limitation, is as 
to the point of defending San Pedro in case of war, proving that 
they were fortification engineers and looked upon the subject 
from that view of the case. 

But, Mr. President, that is a trivial matter compared with the 
fact that the board of engineers now report that with $392,000 
they can put 18 feet of water at low tide upon that bar at San 
Pedro, and with the rise in the tide which comes upon the lower 
Pacific Coast there is between 5 and 6 feet of water, which would 
make 24 or 25 feet at high tide, and that would float any except 
the largest ships, including men-of-war, which could be hghtered 


over that bar. 
Will the Senator please state the depth of water 


Mr. BACON, 
within the bar? 

Mr. VEST. It varies. We had maps before the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. It is 14 feet inside. 

Mr. FRYE. And it is proposed to make it 18 feet. 

Mr. VEST. The engineers propose to have an average depth of 
18 feet at all stages in the different portions of that inside harbor. 
When there is high tide there is an increase of between 5 and 6 
feet, the tide being much higher there than it is on the Atlantic 
Seaboard and considerably higher than upon the Gulf of Mexico. 
I grant the largest-sized ships, the armored vessels, for instance, 
would be compelled to lighter in order to get over that bar; but if 
these engineers have $392,000 they say they can give us 18 feet at 
low water over that bar at San Pedro. I say that meets all the 
probable exigencies of the present and the future, and it saves to 
us out of these schemes nearly $3,000,000 for an improvement that 
is not necessary, for an outside harbor at either locality. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
or the chairman of the committee, at what rate per cubic yard do 
the engineers estimate for excavations at the bar at San Pedro? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not quite able to answer. Perhaps $2.50. 

Mr. WHITE. Two dollars and a half. 

Mr. VEST. Is there an estimate in detail in regard to the cost 
of the work? 

Mr. WHITE. Here is the estimate: 


that he has estimated perhaps too much for the softer material in 
view of the present developments in dredging, and so on; but we 
are told that the estimate is quite low enough, perhaps too low, as 
to the rock may the reef. 

= geet AN. Howlong ago was it that these estimates were 
made? 

Mr. WHITE. About two years ago. 


Mr. FRYE. Only about two years ago. It is fair to say that 
the estimates are nearly double on the Pacific Coast to what they 
are on the Atlantic. 


Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. I was going to say that the Senator from Califor- 
nia (Mr. Perkins] and I believe the Senator at my left [Mr. 
WHITE] said that the price of work is nearly twice what it is on 
the Atlantic Seaboard and on the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. Machine work would be quite as cheap, I 
should think. 
ae VEST. But all sorts of labor and supplies would be much 

er. 
r. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould think a dredging machine could be 
worked there as cheaply as here. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave spoken of the aggregate cost of the inside 
harbor of San Pedro, which is $392,000. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether 18 feet is the deepest channel possible, or whether an ap- 
propriation would enable the engineers to make a still deeper chan- 
nel than 18 feet? 

Mr. VEST. I suppose, as a matter of course, they could make 
a deeper channel by an a of more money; it goes with- 
out saying. I think, that they could. 

Mr. ITE. There is asurvey provided for in this bill having 
in view the obtaining of 25 feet of water. 

Mr. LINDSAY. e other question. When vessels cross the 
bar is there sufficient water in Pedro Harbor? 

Mr. VEST. It is a mere question of the expenditure of money. 
They propose to make the average depth 18 feet, and, of course, 
the inside harbor would have the advantage of the rise of the tide, 
which can be relied upon safely at all times. It is simply a ques- 
tion of the expenditure of money as to deepening the water upon 
the bar in the iftside harbor, the fact always being undisputed by 
all factions and interests that the inside harbor is perfectly safe 
from all storms. Nature has provided a harbor which is 
now available for all small- ships, and the only advantage of 
such — as is proposed at either place is to provide for large- 
sized ships. 

Now I come to the last consideration. I have stated that if I had 
been here I would have signed the report drawn by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] upon the line of opinion which I have 
expressed here and am endeavoring to give my reasons for. If 
the Senate concludes that it will not adopt that line of argument, 
and it will insist upon an outside harbor, against my judgment in 
the premises, the only question is whether we can adopt the amend- 
ment as to Santa Monica as it stands, which puts the improve- 
ment at Santa Monica absolutely, or the amendment offered by 
the Senator from California [Mr. WuitE], which leaves that 

uestion, together with the location of the improvement of San 

ro, to the report of another board of eers. I am of opin- 

ion that if the te concludes to make the improvement of the 

outside harbor, a slight amendment of the pero of the Sena- 

~~ — California should be adopted, and I will give my reasons 
or it. 

After General Craighill stated before our committee that he was 
not a riparian engineer, after be stated that he was not prepared 
to contradict the statement of Mr. Corthell as to the floor of the 
ocean at the two places, it seemed to me that the necessity im- 
mediately arose that the floor of the ocean at these two places 
should be examined by competent experts, because it becomes 
est importance to know whether this shoal- 
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Mr. MORGAN, What is the estimate for dredging—how much 
a cubic yard? 

Mr. WHITE. Four hundred and ninety thousand cubic yards, 
at 80 cents per yard. That would cover what I suppose to be 


dredging. 
Mr. MORGAN. Thirty cents a cubic yard for dredging? 
Mr. WHITE. Yes. 
Mr. MORGAN. Weare ae in the Bay of Mobile for about 
8 cents, and ing the ma away. 
Mr. FRYE. ven and seven-tenths cents. 
Mr. MORGAN. How far do they carry the material at Mobile? 
Mr. FRYE. They land it away beyond the works, entirely 


away. 

Mr. MORGAN. Three or four miles. 

Mr. WHITE. I would state that I believe the distin 
gentleman who made the calculations, Colonel Benyaurd, 


ished 
eves 


Corthell states. If it does, it follows mathematically that there 
can be found no harbor superior to that for the largest sized ship, 
as well as the smaller vessels. 

It becomes also of the highest importance to know whether it is 
true, as stated by Corthell, that when you go out 3 miles from the 
mouth of the le harbor at San Pedro you strike 300 fathoms 0! 
water. If you do, none but the strongest works that can be in- 
vented by mortal man will resist the wave3 that come from tha! 
water, impelled by the southwest wind, as Corthell said, and there 
is nothing to contradict him in the report of ee, be- 
cause they stated that did not examine the floor of the ocean; 
that = eft that to the Survey. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, 

Mr. FRYE. On the contrary, we have the chart of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey now, where all these tracings have been 
made, and they all confirm Mr. Corthell’s statement. 





1896. 


Mr. VEST. I had not alluded to that fact and have not exam- 






ir BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for 
ent? 
“Mr. VEST. Of course. 


: - All confirm the statement as to what? 

- ee As to the depth of water 3 miles out. 

Mr. WHITE. I deny that absolutely. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will yield to me one moment, I 
do not think he wants to place General Craighill in a wrong posi- 
tion. I take it for granted he does not. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not. : 

Mr. BERRY. TheSenator has stated that General Craighill has | 
said that he was not prepared to contradict the statement of Mr. 
Corthell in regard to the holding ground at San Pedro. That is 
not in General Craighill’s testimony. He never, so far as I re- 
member, mentioned ell. The Senator from Missouri asked 
him if he had examined the holding ground at San Pedro in per- 
son, and he said no; that they took the testimony, as the Senator 
from California [Mr. WuiTE] says, of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey. General ighill said they took testimony there from all 
— in regard to it, and he reported that the holding ground 

ere was equal to that of any other place. Therefore to say that 
General Craighill said that he was not et to contradict Mr. 
Corthel!’s statement is not placing General Craighill in a correct 
position. The testimony will show for itself. The only thing he 
said about fortification engineers came in this connection. He 
was asked the question, and he said in reply that in case of war 
San Pedro would be far better. He was asked what he meant by 
that, and he said, “‘As to oe from an enemy;” and then he 
dropped the remark—and it was the only place he used it—‘‘ We 
are fortification engineers.” That is the testimony. 

Mr. VEST. I admit that, and I have not the slightest amend- 
ment to make toit. I will take the statement of the Senator. I 
do not want to do any injustice to General Craighill. The point 
I was making was simply this: So far as the testimony before our 
committee is concerned, Corthell’s statement is uncontradicted 
that the ocean floor shoals for 12 miles up to Santa Monica; and 
it is also true that General Craighill did state, as the Senator from 
Arkansas remarks—and I do not care, solong as he said it, in what 
connection it was—that he was a fortification engineer and not a 
riparian engineer. I say when that board went there toexamine, 
under an order of the Government of the United States, the ques- 


tion as to where should be this outside harbor, it was their duty 
in to examine the floor of the ocean and to tell us what 
was the th of the two places, in order that we could determine 


violence of the waves and where the harbor should 
be located. 

Permit me to say that we have had one or two glaring instances 
of the fact that these gentlemen belonging to the Corps of Engi- 
neers, men of the highest character—i make no assault upon 
them—but they have in another instance delegated to subordinates 
what ee have done themselves. I know we had a con- 
spicuous of it at Brunswick, Ga., in the case of the large 
improvement there, for which we have been appropriating for | 
some years. We sent a commission there to examine, and they 
delegated the duty to a subordinate, and no member of the board | 
ever went inl person to examine it, as we intended they should do. 
The result is, we are now just where we commenced, and we are | 
compelled to rely upon subsequent examinations, perhaps, in order | 
to on that work. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in fairness, the Senator from | 
Missouri or to state that the board to which he now alludes | 
= usively from the Engineer Corps, but it was a mixed 


Mr. VEST. I know it was, but still they ought to have gone | 
in That is the point I make. When we send a board, 

either members of the Geodetic Survey or of the Corps of Engi- | 
neers, to examine an improvement and report on it to the Senate, 


so that we may make or withhold large appropriations, it is their 
duty to go hon Sage and not leave it to any lieutenant or sergeant 
to gor the examination and let him report to them, and 





let them adopt his su ions and report to us. We do not send | 
them there for any such purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. How is the fact in regard to Santa Monica and 
San Pedro? Did the board go to these places? 


Mr. VEST. It was stated—that is my recollection, though I 
id no very great attention to it—that they went to both places. 
went to Santa Monica and stayed one day, some witnesses 
swear, and others that it was a day and a half or possibly two 
days; but made no soundings. Thatis the point that struck 
me. They that they had made no examination of the floor 
of the ocean. It seems to me that that is one of the most impor- 
tant parts of this whole examination. 
Now I come to the last thing I want to say, and I will not tres- 
ee Senate longer. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator California should be amended in one particular. In 
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the personnel of the new board which the Senator proposes shall 
be sent out there he has an army officer, a member of the Corps 
of Engineers. I would not put a member of the Corps of En- 
gineers upon that commission; and I will give my reasons for it. 
General Craighill made the report which is now attacked by the 
Santa Monica people. He isnow at the head of that Bureau; and, 
without intimating that there would be any undue influence at 
all, we all know in the Army and in the Navy the reluctance with 
which any army or navy officer will overrule his chief. If we 
make as one of the members of this board a member of the Corps 
of Engineers, he will consider himself, with that sort of military 
or caste courtesy which obtains, possibly properly among these 
gentlemen, constrained to adopt the conclusions which his chief 
at one time adopted, and which he defended before the committee. 
I would make up that commission of two Geodetic Survey men 
and a naval officer, or one officer from the Geodetic Survey, one 
from civil life, and a naval officer; but I would not put upon it a 
member of the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

I agree thoroughly with that provision of the amendment which 
says that the report, whatever 1t may be, in favor of either place, 
assuming of course that we intend to make the improvement at 
one place or the other, shall be conclusive, and that the appro- 
priation shall take effect eo instanti upon that report being made 
and approved by the Secretary of War, because if I have any 
hope now, legislatively speaking, it is that I shall never hear of 
Santa Monica or San Pedro again. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, with reference to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment which 
I offered, I could not consent to it, of course, without consulting 
with other Senators. Personally, as I before remarked, I am per- 
fectly willing to have this matter submitted to any impartial 
board. All I want is that some official authority may pass upon 
this question before it is voted on, if an appropriation is to be made 
for Santa Monica. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire briefly to give the rea- 
sons why I oppose the og omgmeng for Santa Monica. 

As very correctly stated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], the first point to be considered is whether there is any 
necessity at either one of these points, San Pedro or Santa Monica, 
for a deep-sea harbor; and the second is whether, if so, the point 
at Santa Monica or San Pedro is to be the one selected. 

The statement in favor of a deep-sea harbor at either one of 
these points was that the city of Los Angeles had in late years 
developed much commerce and intercourse with the East. It was 
also stated, whether in committee or whether on the outside I do 
not now remember, that the Australian trade and the trade gener- 
ally with the Orient would seek the port of Los Angeles rather 
than the port of San Francisco. But it is to be borne in mind that 
that trade is prospective; that there is no large amount of it at 
either one of these points at the present time. It is known, how- 
ever, that for some years Mr. Huntington has had ships anchor 
and discharge their cargoes at Santa Monica, and I must confess, 
as I stated in the committee, that the fact that Mr. Huntington 
has voluntarily left San Pedro and has established his wharfage 
at Santa Monica is, in my mind, a very strong fact to induce the 
conclusion that Santa Monica presents the best deep-sea harbor 
facilities. 

On the first proposition, whether there is any immediate need 
for a deep-sea harbor at either one or the other of these points, I 
will say that there is not, in my opinion, sufficient testimony to 


| establish the commercial need of a great governmental work— 


the construction of a deep-sea harbor at either one of the points 
at present. But the argument of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VEsT] went, it appears to me, a little too far in this direction. He 
stated that in the condition of the Treasury as it exists these ap- 
He New gpen are not warranted. I do not entirely agree with him 
in that statement. I do not agree that because the Treasury is 
strained, because it is difficult to keep up the gold reserve, neces- 
sarily river and harbor improvements should not be undertaken. 
The point with me is to establish whether it is necessary, whether 
it is useful; and if that be so I do not think the present condition 
of the Treasury is such as to prevent the necessary appropriation 
to effect these public purposes. My opinion is that the Treasury 
is depleted of its gold not by reason of a deficit of revenue, but 
by reason of the constant agitation of the financial question, and 
my own view is that as the Wilson Act gets older, gets in better 
working harness, the receipts will come up to the expenditures 
more nearly than they do now. We have some $27,000,000 in 
the Treasury, and I can not see why it is that there is such a spasm 
of economy upon us when these necessary appropriations in regard 
to the improvement of rivers and harbors demand our attention. 

But this controversy has largely drifted, not as to whether 
either oneof the points should have this appropriation, but whether 
San Pedro or Santa Monica should have the appropriation. It is 
very easy to criticise the Army Engineer Corps. It is very easy 
to point to the example of Captain Eads ont to point out the 
mistakes of the Army Engineer Corps in condemning the work 
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which Captain Eads afterwards proved to be entirely successful 

and entirely appropriate. But we have a certain system under 

which these river and harbor appropriations are applied. We 

rely upon the findings and the reports of the commissions of the 

Army or the Navy, as the case may be. If they are useless let us 
et rid of them. As long as we have them we must necessarily 
ollow them, as a general rule. 

Now, as against Santa Monica Harbor the reports of two com- 
missions are absolutely adverse. They are not only adverse to 
Santa Monica, butthey are favorable to San Pedro. I was capti- 
vated with the very learned and very exhaustive statement of the 
civil engineer, Mr. Corthell. I thought he presented his case with 
great ability. Iam perfectly willing to concede his ability with- 
out any other proof than that furnished by himself in his own 
statement; but we have a a regular system of improvements 
to be made according to the findings and reports of the Army 
Engineer Corps. Are we to discard them and take up the capti- 
vating report of an engineer on the outside? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know but little personally about 
this controversy, but the Senator is touching upon a point now 
that attracts my attention to a little history to which I should 
like to call his attention, if he will allow me. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. In 1878 I took my seat in the Sen- 
ate. At that time the city of New Orleans in the Senator’s State 
had no foreign commerce—none at least of any importance. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not to amount to anything. 

Mr. CAFFERY. We had some foreign commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A vessel drawing over 6 feet of 
water could not come to New Orleans. At that time a contro- 
versy was going on in one of the committees of this body, of which 
I happened to bea member. Mr. Eadscame before the committee 
with a project for impro the mouth of the Mississippi River. 
I had but little faith in it. I was a member of the committee, as 
I stated. The army engineers were unanimous in opposition to 
his scheme from the Chief of Engineers down. Finally, after a 
long controversy before the committee, Mr. Eadssubmitted a propo- 
sition that seemed to be fair, in which he said to the committee 
and to Congress: ‘‘ If you will pay me so much money I will give 
you so many feet of water; and when I give you so many more 
feet of water, you will pay me so much more money.” It struck 


the committee as being a ain which the United States might 
haps make without running any great risk on the part of the 
Geveraawnt. We finally ea bargain with him, as the Sena- 


tor knows. We ignored the engineers, or rather we entered upon 
the scheme suggested by Mr. Eads. 

What has been the result? We all know it has been one of the 

dest successes that have ever attended any engineering ot 

fn the United States or anywhere, so that now the city of New 


Orleans, the t city of the State represented here in part so 
ably by the Serator from Louisiana . CAFFERY], instead of 
having little or no fo: commerce, is, I believe, third in foreign 


commerce in the United States. 

So, Mr. President, while of course I have the very highest re- 
spect for the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, and while 
as a rule I have always been inclined to follow them, at the same 
time there are exceptions, and that is one great exception wherein 
the Engineer were at fault. They were in error in their 
positive statement that the scheme of would not work. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Louisiana excuse me? 
I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon whether in that case 
it was not a fact that a contract was made, and as a result of that 
—— Mr. Eads was to get the money, provided he obtained the 
water 3 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. There was no absolute appropriation made in 
defiance of the Government recommendation? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not referring to the case as 
= to this. It may or may not be; but I am attracting at- 

ntion to it for the purpose of showing that the Congress of the 
United States are not necessarily bound to follow the Army En- 
= Corps, and that their recommendations are not regarded 

y Col as conclusive. 


Mr. WHITE. No one claims infallibility. 
Mr. MITCHELL of . Sometimes it is not best to do so; 
and in that particular case, if we had followed the Engineer Co: 


we perhaps would not have had the great improvement at 
mouth of the Mississippi which we have now. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I agree with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MircueE..}. ‘There are exceptional cases where some extraordi- 
nary genius may prove that the Corps of Engineers might do better 
by trying some other than their own plans; but I am speaking of 
a systematic plan of improvement. e have adopted a river and 


- prewamery PRD 2 SRNL TOE en ee a 


harbor eon under the specifications and findings of 
0 


but the channel itself 
constant dredging. It isnot kept open to the extent that Captain 


jetty process. 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the ordi 


~order to keep up this dep 
stantly to employ a dredge boat to aid the current in washing out 


engineers were more nearly correct than Mr. 


might not be n 








of En- 
gineers nging to the Army and Navy. Now, asI said in open- 
ing, either we have to follow their findings and their conclusions 


as a general proposition, or we have to reject them entirely, dis- 
card that system, and adopt some other. 
not make a summer, and the improvement of the jetties of the 


ut one swallow does 


Mississippi River does not prove that the whole scheme of river 


and barbor improvements in the United States could be better 


undertaken and accomplished by some other plan than the one 
we have. 


I will say to the Senator from Oregon that he is a little wrong 


in regard _ to the improvements to the mouth of the Mississippi 
River. There was 14 feet of water at the Southwest Pass at the 
mouth of the river. That 14 feet was kept open by dredging, 
and we did have a considerable amount of foreign commerce 
coming through the channel 14 feet in depth at low water. The 
a Apo tod by th d a deposit of 

as was predic y the y corps, and a de of sand is 
made at the entrance of these jetties to the Gulf. Not onlyisthe 


constantly now to them open, 


silt carried out and ted at the end of the jetties at the Gulf, 


narrowed, and it is only kept open by 
Eads, great genius though he was, said would be the result of his 


depth? 
Mr. CAFFERY. The ordinary depth is 26 feet, but [ saw in 


the pe that a vessel was grounded right athwart the channel. 


Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 


to repeat his last statement. 


Mr. CAFFERY. I say that the jetty system as pro and 


adopted under the contract system between Mr. Eads and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has not accomplished all the results 


that were predicted for it by its originator, Mr. Eads, and that in 


of 26 feet the Eads heirs have con- 


this —e. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say that the army 
Eads, That is the 


I said they were correct in their 


way I understood it. 
. CAFFERY. No, sir. 


statement as to the eet of silt, and that the current would not 


— it washed out as Mr. Eads said it would. 

r. TELLER. I donot think Mr. Eads ever claimed that it 
to do some dredging. When his proposi- 

tion was submitted it is a notorious fact that the army engineers 

declared it would be a failure. It has not been a failure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; Idonot say it has been a failure. 

Mr. TELLER. In the controversy between Captain Eads and 
the engineers, Eads won by getting the Government to make the 
contract, he won by e depth of water he said he would 
in Spite of their ae ee ean eee 

. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not 
juntis ie teneieon of Captate, Ends te make 

ce @ memory i a ent. As 
the Senator from Colorado tare beowbo or bam eect 
officers made two predictions—if there is any doubt about it I 
can refer to the records—first, that there onl i 
power of current to 
would be produced in i 
ee second, that possibly if there was, the effect of this erosion, 

e weal 


a process, 
the jetties the Gulf of Mexico, which would finaily become 
impassable, even for ships drawing 8 


or j 
tain Eads contended that the of this silt- current 
would be such as to force the itt or the deposit fn the Miscisetppi 


t me, in 


cient force of current, 
oo renee On the other hand, he said it would be neces- 

sary to dredge. took the contract, no cure, no pay. He was 
not to get a dollar unless he produced a certain . 
rr ganar ncaa ge ban. gage yaya Cap- 
mi sty ee TUT, go mang fot of water i 
years, years. , BO wa in this 
channel through the Southwest Pes. Rvery = officer of 
an is sent on who apands 
reports to Departmen 
whether Captain Eads or his representatives have secured that 
depth, and until that officer reports that it has been secured the 


ceive $100,000 a year. : 
These are the whole facts, and there has not been a year in 

which the money has not been paid. Asa matter of course, if he 

had not secured the depth of water he would not have received 4 


cent. - 
Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not to be understood as attacking the 


s+ 
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memory of Captain Eads. He has been a great benefactor to my 
pr Renn arme But I have only stated the facts which have 
= ee wen engines in charge in Lou- 
great contention between Captain Eads and the army 
engineers was as to whether a plan of confining the water in nar- 








jetties permitting the water to wash out to a sufficient 
row, Jettien Menceced of iteclf. I never heard before that Captain 


Eads t he had to use dredgers in order to aid the river. 
cee a have been any contention between 
of the Engineer Corps or anybody else if 
be secessary to keep the channel 
But the case of Captain Eads is not parallel to 

case here. 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator from Louisiana. 
in Eads made a contract to keep the channel open. 
. CAFFERY. Precisely. That is what I am talking about. 
Mr. TELLER. That presupposes something to be done besides 
building jetties. That was a part of hie system. It had to be 
Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I know that. I know it was con- 
= that the jetties would do the work without dredging. 
. VEST. They 


did most of it. 
Mr. CAFFPERY. 1 know that the work of the current has been 


dredging to maintain the depth, as the expense 
dredging about the installmentsthey would derive from 
i —_ the channe 


Mr. J. B. Quinn. 
not parallel to the case here at all. 
contract of any kind, nor is any contemplated 
+ so much depth of water, or to protect the har- 
Momton-or Sen edro artificial works. Itisa 
question solely whether this work is to be done under the present 
system of the Army Engineer Corps, and I say if it is to be done 
under that system youcan not travel outside of the system. You 
if i take up the 
ivil engineer when there is no sort 
upon the part of his employers. 
a@no-cure-no-pay case. Here is a case where the money 
ae eps is asked oo a — 
of its of Engineers, w engineers have 

eondemned it 


Fi 
i 


z 
5 
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if caghacer tit Ca Eads undertak 

a ike Captain were to e 

i eatin at San Pedro or Santa Monica, as the case 

for so much money to accomplish such and such results, 

er eee een ne oe tne Satie abies 

er ut that is not the case here. The 
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of the army commission, when 
to be spent under direction. is the case. 
condemned Santa Monica. They have San 
that we have either to follow generally the re- 
i or we have to discard the system en- 
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State, when, as I am told, every 
ing California wants the 
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competent or safe or wise to throw aside 

recommendation of the engineers, 
outside engineer, backed up by the 
t is true, im one sense, that an 
a national affair. sneer 
contemplated here at one or the 
a@ general character. It is of 
It concerns every , a8 it were, 
living in t country; 
think, that the counsel, 


welfare of their constituents at heart, ought, from 


to carry very great weight. It would take 
é to convince my mind that their 


indorsement is een before I would disavow it. 
The chairman of ,@ very able man, who has made 
a of these matters for years, has arrived at his conclusion 
it. og het pera Sauna T ducees on eteeny 

as utterly 

Fe een any tnteBiqent diecussion of this question the fact that 
Mr. ee eee ——— — 
these corporations influence Ww, an ey 
exercise great on and if their case is not 
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part. They are very well able to represent themselves in any 
enterprise of this sort. But it looks to me like a purely commer- 
cial enterprise. I can not see from my standpoint how it would 
be entirely and exclusively in the interest of a railroad. But be 
that as it may, I shall follow the lead, all things being equal, of 
the representatives from the locality of an improvement of this 
sort, and it would be an extreme case, it would be a case where the 
testimony leaves no leg to stand upon, that I would go against 
their judgment in the premises. But the case we have presented 
before usis one that not only does not militate against their views, 
but one that is indorsed by the highest authority in the United 
States in regard to these improvements. I am inclined to the 
belief, however, that temporarily, at least until the commercial 
needs of that part of the country are developed into larger pro- 
portions, the improvement of the inside harbor at Wilmington is 
sufficient for present purposes. It will be a considerable saving to 
the country right now not to expend the $3,000,000 asked for for 
San Pedro or Santa Monica, and if the needs of commerce do not 
—t it, I adopt the conclusion of the Senator from Missouri 
= EsT],and say that the amendment offered by the Senator 
rom Calfornia [Mr. WHITE] in that regard ought to have the 
sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I am very sorry that I am com- 
pelled to exhaust the patience of the Senate with a further dis- 
cussion of this matter, but as chairman of the committee and 
its mouthpiece, as a matter of course I must defend its action 
and I know of no better defense of the contention which tho 
committee has made than the picture upon which Senators are 
now looking. 

Here [indicating on map) is the bay of Santa Monica. Point 
Dume is off here [indicating]. Here is Vincente [indicating]. 
Here [indicating] is the present pier in Santa Monica Bay in the 
center of the curve of the bay. These are the proposed wharves 
{indicating}. If built they will accommodate about 200 ships at 
one time. Here [indicating] is the proposed breakwater to pro- 
tect the ships in the inside. 

Mr. MORGAN. How far from the coast? 

Mr. FRYE. It is about a mile and one-third from the shore. 
It is about 8,400 feet long. It includes inside of it an area of 
about 555 acres of deep water, which will accommodate about 
222 deep-draft vessels at anchor. Every inch inside is excellent 
holding ground, being mudand gravel. It is absolutely protected 
by a rangeof mountains over a thousand feet high from the north 
winds, the northeast and the northwest winds. It is absolutely 

rotected on the other side by the highlands—these are the high- 

s [indicating|—from every southeast wind. The dangerous 
wind of the Pacific coast is that from the southeast. There 
is no great fear of the other, except occasionally a heavy south- 
west gale. This bay [indicating] is absolutely protected from 
everything except the southwest wave line, as it is called, and the 
westerly winds. 

Now, here is a remarkable fact, and, without knowing the fact, 
no engineer, whether he be civil or war, is able to determine 
whether or not a harbor can be made a safe ome. As I said, the 
heavy winds and gales are from the southeast. Whenever there 
is a heavy gale from the southeast the wave line is from the south- 
west, at an exact right angle to the southeast inshore wind, un- 
doubtedly showing that the action of the mountains has affected 
the wind near shore in such a way that a heavy southwest gale in 
the = ocean becomes, when you approach the shore, a south- 
east gale. 

Now, a breakwater, as a matter of course, every Senator knows, 
has nothing to do with the wind. It is to stop the waves, and 
that is the only purpose. The only necessity in the Bay of Santa 
Monica for any protection whatever comes from the southwest 
waveline. For the three years the pier has been there, there never 
yet has been any damage done it, because there has not hap- 
pened during that time any heavy southeast gales, or southwest 
wind at sea, and southwest wave line. But it is liable to take 
place any hour of time. It is liable to take place when 50 ships 
are lying in this open roadstead [indicating], and if it did every 
ship would go ashore. For two or three years there had been no 
dangerous wrecks in the harbor at Apia, but one day there wero 
scores of men-of-war lying there, a gale came up, and hundreds 
of lives were lost, and several ships were driven ashore. Harbor 
protection is not for fair weather; it is not for ordinary weather; 
it is against extraordinary weather; and because these three years 
have passed and there has been no extraordinary weather it is not, 
as the Senator from Missouri says, an argument against the neces- 
sity of protection at all. To-morrow, or a weck from now, when 
great ships are lying there, that terrible southwest gale sweeping 
across the great Pacific may bring in enormous waves and drive 
every ship ashore, sacrificing property and human life. 

Here to the right is Point Fermin [indicating]. Here, at that 
point [indicating], is where the first board started its breakwater, 
running it out twoor three thousand feet, amd then leaving an 
open space of 1,500 feet, then rumming four or five thousand feet 
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in the direction here shown [indicating]. 
Wilmington Harbor. 

Mr. WHITE. The inner harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. It iscalled the inner harbor; it is the inner harbor 
of Wilmington which has heen talked about. The harbor which 
it is proposed to make at San Pedro is here [indicating]. Now, 
here is the remarkable fact to be noted. The first board of engi- 
neers found that if a breakwater were attached to the shore and 
run eight or ten thousand feet from shore, the harbor made b 
it inside would certainly fill up with sand, and in that Corthell 
and Hood concur. So the three army officers and the two civil 
engineers agree that if a breakwater is so attached and extended 
from the shore the harbor will fillup. What did the first board 
do? They provided for that reach of breakwater, then an open 

ace of 1,500 feet right in the harbor, then a breakwater run- 

g off in this direction [indicating]. Which is the direction of 
the southwest winds? There it is; tors can all see it. Ex- 
actly straight in to the 1,500 feet the first board of army officers 
left open. Is there any safety in that harbor? Can any ship lie 
—_ in a heavy southeast gale when southwest waves are com- 
n? = 
ow apes it that the army board of engineers made such 
a blunder? It happened simply because 4 did not know that a 
southeast gale on shore was accompanied by a southwest wave 
line from the ocean. Thatisall. ‘They madea profound mistake 
because they did not make the n inquiry. There is nota 
Senator on this floor who does not know that they made a mistake. 
There is not a Senator here who can not see that if they had made 
it on purpose to receive the southwest wave line they could not 
ie laced it in any better position. There it is, right straight 
ndicating]. 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is there any dispute about that 
matter? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; that is the exact location of the break- 
water. This is an exactmap ineveryrespect. There isno under- 
taking to cheat or defraud anybody about this matter in any 
direction on either side that I know of, 

Mr. STEWART. Do they now admit that it would be a failure? 

Mr. FRYE. They never have been asked. I do not think a 
would admit it, but every Senator here who isin my hearing an 
in sight of this map knows that it was an absolute failure. 

Now, the second Leaell ( whether they had ever found out the mis- 
take I doubt) started theirs from the shore and followed it right 
out to the end of the breakwater without any break in it. ey 
eo entirely, you will see, from the first board, because the 
first rd said a breakwater of that kind would fill up with sand. 
The second board say, as a matter of course, it will not fill up 
with sand, because they made their plan of a breakwater from the 
pier outward without any break in it. Did they know anything 
about the southwest wave. I think the evidence is conclusive 
that they had not found it out. What is the evidence? 

Somebody wished to know where you could place the wharf in 
San Pedro, and I assure the Senators it is a very serious question. 
Here is the Southern Pacific Railroad, that “‘ horrible instrument 
of injury to the country,” ning right along here and out to 
this point [indicating]. ° This is a very high bluff [indicating], I 
should say 60 or 70 feet high, rocky and perpendicular. The waves 
of the ocean are nearly all the time dashing up against it at the 
foot. Where are you going to put your wharves? ere will 
you locate them? The second of engineers said that you 
could make a dozen in some way or other—it would be very expen- 
sive for this railroad—by running your railroad out on the break- 
water, and then attaching your wharves to it. 

Now, is not that conclusive proof that the second board did 
not know that the southwest wave line accompanied a southeast 
shore wind? Have not Senators here seen the power of waves on 
the Pacific when they come sweeping in across the sea over 
water that is 300 fathoms deep within 3 miles of the shore and 
strike that breakwater 10 feet up out of the water? How long 
would a railroad track stand on the top of that breakwater? 
How long would a ship lying by the wharves stay there? Those 
waves would break over that breakwater from 40 to 50 feet high, 
and, as a woman would sweep with a broom the dust from the 





There [indicating] is 


ground, ne your rai and your railroad tracks and 
completely submerge every vessel lying by the wharves attached 
to the breakwater. 


Here is what is called the Terminal Railroad [indicating]. It 
comes down here to Rattlesnake Island and out to that little d 
on ag indicating}. 

Mr. WHITE, That is a jetty. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a jetty down to here [indicating]. . 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, here nes q 
Mr. FRYE. Here is the Pacific , down to here [indi- 


cating}. 
Mr. \urre, The Terminal Railroad. 

Mr. FRYE. One is the Terminal Railroad and the other is the 
Southern Pacific Railroad. Now, to a certain extent this is a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


we 


May 11, 


railroad fight. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] thinks 
it is a fearful thing for a Senator to be on the side of a t rail- 
road and a‘ greedy monopoly.” Inever have seen an more 
greedy in my experience this little Terminal » It 
is about 40 miles long. Whatis it there for? It was built there 
after the first report of the beard of engineers. Under the first 
report of the board of engineers there were certain gentlemen who 
thought they saw a chance for a speculation. 

They saw that the Southern Pacific had the entire north side, all 
the land on it; that there was a chance to get a little terminal rai)- 
road down on the an that if that breakwater was built 
and it became a great harbor, necessarily there must be two great 
competing lines stretching from the Pacific shore over towar 
Atlantic. They built this railroad with the understanding 

tion that when the harbor was completed some it transat- 
tic railroad would be obliged to gobble up the little terminal 
railroad and make it a very handsome speculation. That railroad 
is inthe fight. The Southern Pacific, as a matter of course, is in 
the fight because itis up there [indicating]. The Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad is in the contest. y, Idonotknow. Here 
is the Atchison, Topeka and Santa es . Itrunsaway 
up to that point now Cena ere is the harbor [indicat- 
ing]. Here is the Southern [indicating]. running to the 
_ where they have located their wharves. Here is a little 
unnel [indicating]. I heard it asked in the Senate half a dozen 
times if another road could fo through that tunnel. What do 
a su that tunnel is? It isa tunnel under a street a couple 
und feet long. You can cut it out; you can throw it away; 
you can build a bridge over it, and 40 can through 
if they please any and anywhere. You will observe that 
there is plenty of room. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
could but 50 feet wide. The trustees of the town owned this 
front down here ae 

Mr. DAVIS. San ‘0? 

Mr. FRYE. Of the county or town; I do not know which. 

Mr. WHITE. Of the town. 

Mr. GRAY. Of Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. They own it. «They refused to let the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad have an inch of land outside of their place 
for two tracks, and the Southern Pacific does not own an inch of 
land at Santa Monica. They own nearly all of the land on the 
north side here [indica ; 

Mr. CULLOM. San ? 

Mr. FRYE. San Pedro. There is room at Santa Monica for 
twelve tracks, for ten more tracks. Any other railroad can get it 
just as easily as the Southern Pacific Railroad Company did. 

. Huntington said he would build the tracks for them for $10,000 
a mile, and this bill provides that they shall use his wharf if they 
desire to do so. 

Now, can some Senator tell me why the telegrams from the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad have been falling here 
upon Senators in the last ten days asthe snowflakes fall in the win- 
ter storm, except that it is the remains of the old fight between 
the Southern Pacific and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
road? They made it once. They lost from ten to twelve million 
dollars in the encounter and went into bankruptcy. I happened 
to be the unfortunate owner, I am happy to say of a very smal! 
amount, of stock in the Atchison, T and Santa Fe Railroad. 
and only a few months a ness onit. Ican think 
of no reason why they should interfere for the remains, as | 
say, of the old fight. Thatis just about the condition of the whole 
thing; and I say no man on earth can make an ent in favor 
of Santa Monica so strong as that picture itself, silent though it b«. 

I wish to call your attention to one t more in this connec- 
tion. You see that arrow is southwest [indicating]; as a matter «f 
course, southeast would be this way [indicating]. Will any 
Senator tell me how that breakwater the posed San 
Pedro Harbor from a southeast gale? Notthe ~— under the 
sun. The southeast gale comes right square into mouth of it. 
As a matter of course, if the breakwater be extended away aroun 
it could not ed by ‘every out. It has full sweep and full sway. 





the 
and ex- 


that it is the 
on the Pacific 
pons 3 sight ont — of San Pedro, fix it up the eee you 
can, ow arms, apparently anxious to receive 
into its bosom the eee aS while the other one is 
absolutely protected fromthem. I that is all I want of the 
" i map was removed. } 

, t. Iam very happy to see your face once more. 
I should like, in the first place, to if I cana little of the 
fog that has been placed around this . Ihave to acer- 
Senator froin 
Missouri did to a certain extent allude to thepeople of Los Angeles. 
Somebody told me that the member of Congress from that distri t 
was placed ona two years agoin favor of anappropriatin 
for Pedro Tod that bis convention met a week ago and put 
him ona platform in favor of an appropriation for Santa Monica. 
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unanimously the other day voted for an appro- 
ba abn "tan Monica. 1 think the Senator from Missouri 
ibed the conditions at Los Angeles about right. But what 
has Los Angeles to with this anyway? Why, the Senator from 
Missouri Lhave been in this fight for about eight or ten years. 
I believe. We know all about it. We have got tired of it, too. 
I am very sorry to find him willing to have it run any further. 1 
wish to get rid of it forever. I never want to hear of it again. 
Give Eve Angeles an inner harbor of 18 feet depth of water and 
it will te all the commerce of Los Angeles for the 
next fifty years. It isample for it. If you put a breakwater outside 
of the interior harbor, you are throwing away $392,000. The idea 
that the Los Angeles a to instruct Congress as to where they 
shall puta harbor! For the commerce of Los Angeles? Nobody has 
ever talkedaboutthat. Itis for the commerce of the world, and not 
only is it for the commerce of the world, but it is for a harbor of 
refuge, just asimportant asa harbor forcommerce. The Atlantic 
coast has harbors of pee a along. Weare building one now at 
Sandy Bay,on the New England coast, at a cost of $5,000,000, and 
we have themevery 40 or 50 miles—harbors in which tempest-tossed 
ships can run for refuge. They are just as important for protec- 
tion to life and property as are protected harbors for commerce. 
The harbor that we are talking about here is not a little harbor for 
a town or acity. It is aharbor for the commerce of the world, a 
harbor for the ships of the world, and Los Angeles has no more 
interest in it and no more to say about it than the people in the 
city of Portland, Me. : ; 4 ; 
e have heard talk about corruption and bribery, but in this 
body there is more bribery from the good feeling which exists be- 
tween Senators than from any and every other cause known to man. 
I think that we yield our preferences and our wishes to Senators 
when no amount of money and no amount of honor wouid induce 
us to do it under any circumstances; and I admit that I am one 
of the yielding kind, for while it has been charged in Los Angeles 
that I am owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad I would rather 
have the kindly regard of these Senators I am addressing, and 
their confidence, than the support of all the railroads and railroad 
magnates on the face of the earth, and all the money that all of 
them The Examiner said if I succeeded in getting Santa 
Monica as a harbor gO comps would be lined with 
gold, a happy way they have of ing about public men, sir, in 
your State, Mr. Wark; pleasant and agreeable complim:nts 
they pay us—a high estimate they make of us. I thank a kind 
Providence that ever since my mother put the first pocket into 
my pantaloons it has been just as well lined with gold from that 
day to this as my modest necessities ever required. 
Mr. HILL. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the 
ablican State convention recently held in California declared 
in favor of silver. 
Mr. FRYE. I think very likely they did, and against railroads. 
I do not understand that the Senators from California are en- 
titled to any more recognition in the question of whether a har- 
bor shall be established at Santa Monica or shall be constructed 
at San Pedro than the Senators from the State of Minnesota; 
neither did the Committee on Commerce, although we had one of 
their Senators on the committee as a member. It is not a harbor 
for California; it is just as much a harbor for my ship which sails 
out from the Bath as it is for the ship of the Senator from 
California w sails out through the Golden Gate—just exactly. 
Tt is just as much a home for the safety of the ship which sails 
from the lakes, if it can escape to the ocean, as it is for a ship 
which comes from Australia. 
There is another thing which I am sorry has crept in to becloud 
this case, because I think it is gravely unjust. The Senator from 
ornia—I am sorry his speech has not been published in the 
Recorp, and I have to take the report of it from the morning 
Post—in concluding says: 


“Tt will be a donation a ee tee rivate corporation,” said Mr. Wurre. 


“Tt will be taking $3,000,000, w the United States engineers have recom- 
mended be not expended and spen it on an individual. It will not be for 
a public benefit, but for the benefit of an enterprising person who is develop- 


ing a large commerce over one of the most magnificent wharves in the world.” 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] inti- 
would be a ‘errible thing for the Senate of the 
United States to yield to the “ of one man.” Ah, both of 
those utterances savor a little bit of the slogan of the sand lots of 
the eres the name of Huntington is compared to 
frighten babies with and used by demagogues to make the knees of 
weak-kneed politicians tremble. The “ fofone man”! Yet 
the “one ae the Senator admits, is building up a great com- 
if that which is coming over the finest wharf in the whole world. 
if that man is @ great commerce is he not entitled to 
as if it h that conramatos shall — just as much 

were built up by twenty erent men 
ton to be excluded from all the benefits of tion? 


; tell me, if he succeeds in establishing a great line of 
shipa m China and Japan, and they bring the contributions of 
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the Orient down to Santa Monica Bay, then take them on the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad and land them at New Orleans as cheaply as 
to-day they can be carried from San Francisco to Ogden, and 
then they are put on board his great line of steamers, 20 in num- 
ber, from New Orleans and carried to New York for one-fifth the 
cost from Ogden to New York by rail, is he to be punished for it? 
Is he entitled to the reprobation of the Senate? Is he to be sum- 
moned up here as a ghest to frighten Senators from voting as 
their consciences dictate? Mr. President, if that is the course to 
be pursued, we must re-form this river and harbor bill; we must 
change it entirely, we must strike out quite a number of items we 
have in it. 

Take the item for Newport News. There was the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Railroad, dead, anutterwreck. Thisman, Mr. Hunting- 
ton, took it and brought it tolife; and with his courage and indom- 
itable energy built one of the finest roads in this country from 
Cincinnati to Newport News; and to-day it is carrying more corn 
than any other line on this earth. Oh, cut out the appropriation 
for Newport News, because Huntington built the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Railroad! That is the appeal. 

Take another thing. We have been helping great shipyards by 
giving them contracts for building vessels, and I am glad of it. 
They needed it. We wanted to build the vessels in the United 
States. We had ingenuity enough; we saw that all needed, was en- 
couragement. We have been helping great iron works, Bethle- 
hem and Carnegie’s, by giving them contracts and a chance to 
make money, and thus get their plants together. It was a good 
thing todo. But there was a quiet man in the United States who 
did not call upon the Government for any help. Nobody in the 
Senate knew anything about what was going on at Newport News. 
One day I received an invitation to go down and seea ship launched 
at Newport News. I did not know there was a shipyard at New- 
port News; I had never heard of it. I went down there, saw a 
great iron ship married to the ocean, and it had been built in the 
finest shipyard in the world, equipped with every kind of con- 
ceivable modern machinery, costing $6,000,000. It employed thou- 
sands and thousands of men; it has enabled them to support their 
families; they have built themselves houses, and for the next half 
century it will support those men, educate and clothe and feed the 
children; and Huntington didit. Oh, cut off the appropriation for 
Newport News; he ought not to have it! Huntington ought to be 
punished for building that shipyard, which is to-day underbidding 
every shipyard in America and building the great war ships of 
the country. 

Cut it off from Norfolk, where he has a great line of steamers. 
The improvements there are a benefit. Cut it off from New 
Orleans. He runs 20 steamers into New Orleans. 

Oh, it is too paltry to undertake to stop any legislation with 
that cheap, demagogical cry that because Huntington has done it 
no help can be given to Huntington. He employs to-day 75,000 
men; pays them their wages when they are due, and there never 
has been a laboring man who has worked for him to whom he has 
not given his wages the day it was due; one instance I know, 
where a railroad was an utter wreck and owed the laborers $500,- 
000, and Mr. Huntington put his hand into his pocket, gave the 
$500,000 to the railroad, wrecked as it was, to enable it to pay its 
laborers, took the wrecked railroad as security, and then put his 
energy and courage into the railroad and brought it up to life, ac- 
tivity, and value. 

Mr. President, enough of this sort of paltering has been in- 
dulged in here. Let us come right back to the questions of 
where a harbor should be made, and whether it should be made at 
all. It has been said, and truly, that we sent a board of army en- 
gineers out there. I have called your attention to their report. 
I do not yield to any man in the Senate or anywhere else in my 
respect for the army engineers. They are gentlemen—thorough- 
breds. They are educated men and scientific men. Their integ- 
rity can be trusted without question. I would risk my life and 
my reputation and my money with the Corps of Army Engineers 
as quickly as I would with my own father. But, as the Senator 
from Missouri said, they are finite; they make mistakes; they are 
frequently overruled, They are fortification engineers, as General 
Craighill said in our committee room, not riparian engineers. 

It is said we can not overrule them: we must not overrule them. 
Your attention has been called to instances where we have delib- 
erately overruled them. We have overruled them three, four, or 
five times in this very bill which we are now considering, We 
sent either a board or an engineer down to Brazos River to see 
whether or not it could be improved and a great commercial har- 
bor made there. The engineers reported that it was an utter im- 
possibility; that the jetty system there would be anentire failure; 
that the river would fill up. Colonel Ernst afterwards made 
another report, and he more strongly said that it was an utter 
impossibility; it could not be done. We authorized acompany to 
do it, and in the river and harbor bill. That company sent for 
Mr. Corthell, this gentleman who perhaps may be doubted as au- 
thority because somebody paid his board. Mr. Corthell went 
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and made a plan and specification for a jetty system for the Brazos 
River. The company adopted it, and oe have 20 feet of 
water and the riveris scouring its channel. They want the United 
States now to take it up. They called upon us, and we concluded 
to have a commission to investigate. Did we appoint a board of 
army engineers as that commission? Not a bit of it. We disre- 
garded the Corps of Engineers and appointed outside men to make 
that investigation. Why? Any Senator can answer the question 
who pleases. 

In this same bill there was a proposition for a great harbor in 
Georgia, the harbor of Brunswick. There was a gentleman there 
who thought that with dynamite he could make all the channel 
that was nec I will say for myself that I never believed 
it. The army engineers laughed it to scorn, said it was an utter 
impossibility, and that it could not be done. We authorized, in 
spite of the army engineers, two or four years ago, this man to 
go on with dynamite and make his channel. He went on 
and claimed that he had made that channel of a certain th. 
Another board of army engineers reported to us that he 
not made the channel and was not entitled to pay, but we 
paid him $30,000. How about the army engineers being su- 
page authority with the Committee on Commerce? Again 

this very river and harbor bill, he came in for a ren 
of his contract, and we renewed it, the army engineers saying 
that the thing was an utter failure. He camein and 
divers persons, ship ca) and others, that it was not a failure; 
that he had that depth of water, and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce determined against the army engineers, 
said he had procured a certain th of water, and they not only 
renewed the old contract, but doubled it, they tripled it, 
and provided for the making of ac el three times as wide as 
in the first bill. Then they did not leave it to the army engineers 
to measure—think of it—to see whether or not he had gotten a 
certain depth of water and was entitled to $30,000. Who did it? 
We took a man outside of the army engineers, a Geodetic Survey 


man. 
In my experience with river and harbor bills, wherever Coogee the south 


ity of the committee wish to overrule the army ——S 
majority does it without the slightest compunction of conscience. 

A board of army engineers made its report, and I declare that 
never ina single instance did the first board of army engineers or 
the second board of army engineers, either one of them, con- 
demn Santa Monica as a harbor, and no condemnation of it 
can be found in their report. They simply expressed a preference 
for San Pedro and gave their reasons, and the most prominent 
reason was that it was better adapted to fortifications than was 
Santa Monica. That was the pe reason, and, as the Senator 
from Missouri has said, occupied more space in their report than 
did anything else. 

Another reason they gave was that it was impossible, the 
thought, to find the right kind of rock at Santa Monica. Now 
turns out that there is any quantity of rock at Santa Monica, of 
the very best kind of granite, 175 pounds to the cubic foot, which 
is about the best — ou can find, and any quantity of it, 
illimitable. The in their re that there would be 


of one r being able to c ge any price it pleased | than 


for hauling rock if it were hauled by rail I aes an 
amendment to the Senate amendment like this: “ ided, That 
whatever rock is transported by the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company, there shall be no charge for hauling higher than one-half 
cent a ton a mile”—the lowest rate known to ratiroads; and Mr. 
Hun n before our committee said that he would guarantee 
that it shouid be hauled for that. 

When the re was made to us in our Committee of Com- 


merce we the matter, and determined not ee well-fixed 
for a harbor at San Pedroatthat time. Shortly afte went 


out there. Now, the Senator from California [Mr. Wuarre], who 
is perfectly fair in his ape T admit, and both sides of 
the case, with so much fairness that every once in a while I felt a 
little weeps to whether he was not going to take a 
alluded to the ‘‘ distinguished navigator from Maine,” and 

to San Pedro somewhat sarcastically; but I'll forgive him. I will 
say, nevertheless, I went out there. I do know something about 
harbors. IThavecommon sense, I think; what they call in New Eng- 
land ‘‘ horse sense”; and I huve looked over a great many harbors 
in my life. I amable to forma general judgment. I think I could 
tell, ‘fev ee [indicating], which was the better _ 
for a harbor; and a ee who could not. I went 
there on that bluff fin cating] at San Pedro. 

Who took me there? The Pacific Railroad owned 
then, of course, because the president of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company took me there, and he had about a dozen of his 
Southern Pacific offivers with him. I think the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] was there with me, and the senior Sena- 
ae from Connecticut [Mr.PLatt]. Senator ee 
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pssomteene epee Yenc Sachs = chad = rel a 
commerce Ww: spring up there if they could only haveasafe har- 
bor. Floved dear Semnten Stnnior® witheel? may ieart: Ishould have 
Se ee Ware See ae am was 8 
kindly ten ee I stood on that pemcet- 
ting), s ut 70 feet high, the bluff down straight, 

and looked out into this proposed harbor. About the first question 


was sou , and the little waves were ae the 
rocky side of this bluff upon which I stood— the Sen- 
ator which was the troublesome wind there. He said it was the 
southeasterly wind. “If your bad wind is the southeasterly 


into the southeast, 


to be are you to put your w He 
said they were to put a wharf—Senators can see 
the little point out there about half an along the 


right side of that picture seer ewg  ry inside of that break- 
r, that wharf will not 
wind will take that wharf off’ — 
Sm can see the line there [indicating]—“ and any vessel that 
es there.” 
Mr. SRYE. This ie southeoss [indi ag 
i i ica b southeast 


wind comes right here where I am . 
by Mr. with The Senator is a tile Ditto of the s 


right oe tetieadingt At om (indicating). The a comes 
ere . any rate was no there 

to put what and no man on earth could find one. 
ortly afterwards they went to work on that wharf. They 
spent several hundred thousand dollars in building it, and got it 
out perhaps a hundred or a hundred and fifty feet, when they con- 
cl it was money thrown away and gave it up. Whether I 
am a “navigator” or not, I made up my mind very deliberately 
then that a safe harbor at San Pedro was an impossibility on ac- 


g, and I finally in 
Angeles le 
want a harbor they move their city down to San Dievo. 
Fhuse toa geot bacber there.” You ought to have read the Los 
Angeles papers that night. There was nothing on earth bad that 
I was not. I never got such a lecture in my life as from those 
newspapers, and some of them have kept it up ever since. 
eS to ames think it eater 
y; days I enjo gracious hospitality of one of 
the pleasantest homes which I ever visited in my life. The host 
was so much of a gentleman that he never mentioned harbor to 


me. But on Sunda: ory to do, I went prospecting on 
harbor business. Tlooked o vonto Senta Monten Bay ight from a 


ahigh bluff; right up here [indicating]. Here isSanta ica. I 
was right cones this bled and outinto this beautiful bay. 
ade petty wanna Niger ete entian  on opN I tI never 
had seen in my life a better place 


eae aharbor 
0 northeast 
wind, no north wind, no southeast wind,no southwest wind could 


touch it; it was a remarkably well-protected resting place, and it 
did not need a capendinte Seanad 


= safe, so it 
seemed tome. I have never divested m of that first opinion, 
which I formed then, reports of two boaris 
of army engineers; and the other which is now, if 


to the committee, and they 
Seta Rileipeedapene 3 penseerc’ 
suppose I possess«: 

Senate. 
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one Depart- 
ever to overrule another one, his predecessor; yo" 
Saeenebeeb omg overrule in = — 
army engineers. ou one on the boar’ 
the amendment and he een overrule the 
Engineers, who has been on one of the boar':. 
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The very essentially in 
this: They said that theharbor would not fill up th sand if there 
wasa breakwater from theshoreout. Theother said it 
would; Corthell said it would; Hood said it would. This board s:i 
it would not. AsI told youa while ago, they provided for wharv°s 


toa breakwater that would rise 10 feet above the level of 
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1896. 


the ocean . I 
= iThat emma made its report, and still the Committee on 
Commerce would not make the appropriation for San Pedro, and, 
in my judgment, never will. You send out a board now of Geo- 
detic Survey men and a naval oflicer without that provision, that 
if they decide in favor of San Pedro then the Secretary of War 
shall make the contract, and let that report come before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I will guarantee that that committee will 
not provide for an outside harbor at San Pedro. That is so; 
they would not doit. The inner harbor at San Pedro is enough at 
“CEs cou next? I am not conceited enough to set my 
judgment against Army engineers, not atall. I felt a good deal 
of anxiet shout this matter, and one day I heard that the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, which had been trying to induce 
me to favor San Pedro, had deserted San Pedro and gone to Santa 
Monica. I made some inquiries in relation tothat. I found that 
the name of their engineer was Hood. I wrote to Mr. Hood and 
asked him if it was true that the change had been made, to send 
me his report on which the change had been made. He sent it. I 
regard this as the strongest argument in favor of Santa Monica 
which can be made by anySenator. The Southern Pacific Railroad 





am sailor enough to know that that will not do, 
Senator here is sailor enough to know it will not 


instead of having invested $1,000,000 had invested $3,000,000 at 
at San Pedro. ey own nearly all the land on the north side of 
San Pedro. They had spent $900,000 trying to get wharves, and 


the time came when theircommerce was increasing to such an ex- 
tent that wharfage was an absolute necessity. 

Why do you suppose they selected Mr. Hood? To do their will? 
Not at all. Because he was a fool? Not at all. These great 
railroad corporations manage to secure the best talent there is in 
the world, and they pay the requisite salaries to obtain the talent. 
They had to pay my friend sitting there, the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON] a handsome salary to obtain his legal abili- 
ties in tele interest. They succeed in getting the best there is, 
and why not? When they are seeking an engineer for whom do 
they look? They look for a man upon whose judgment may de- 
pend the expenditure of millions and millions of dollars, upon 
whose judgment success or defeat lies. The Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company selected Mr. Hood, one of the best engineers in the 
country. Mr. Huntington said to Mr. Hood: ‘Mr. Hood, the 
time has come when we must make some expenditures. I want 
you toinvestigate the harbor of San Pedro thoroughly, completely, 
and make your report to me.” 

. Hood made the examination, ating all the necessary 
time. He made all the requisite soundings, found out all about 
the bottom of the ocean, found out all about the winds, found 
out all about the waves, looked it all over to see where wharves 
could be constructed. Then he made a report to Mr. Huntington 
that San Pedro could not be improved; that you could got make 
a safe harbor there; that it would, with the best breakwater that 
ever was built, be open to the southeast gales, and no ship could 
lie there in a southeast gale whether she was anchored off or was 
inshore at the wharf. He said that a large part of the area 
within the breakwater was upon rocky bottom and there was no 
proper ee anoend. The fact that kelp is growing there now 

the ter—and any Senator can see it if he goes there— 
iscloses ledges at the bottom just as certainly as the magnet is 
i when The report of Mr. Hood, their 
eer, was not made toinfluence the Senator from Delaware 
. GRay] atall. Nobody. knew that the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry] would ever see it or ever hear of it. It was 
made for the company, and the company alone. On that report 
the Southern Pacific Railroad deserted their $3,000,000 planted 
Pedro and went up and planted $1,000,000 in build- 
Monica, as the Senator says, the finest wharf or pier 
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be 


world, 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Maine allow me? How 
came the Southern Pacific Company to locate at San Pedro in the 
first instance? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. 

Mr. HILL. Did they have an engineer upon whose advice they 
then acted? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. 

Mr. WHITE. Hood was then their engineer. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know how they ever came to locate at 
San Pedro. 

Mr. STEWART. They bought an old road, and there was a 
small harbor there. a 

we Did they have their choice of the two places origi- 
“ WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. They bought an old road? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Permit me to correct the Senator from Nevada. 


The county of Los Angeles contributed a considerable sum of 
XXVITI—317 
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money to enable the completion of a railroad from the city of Los 
Angeles to San Pedro. There was a good deal of public money 
in it. 

I desire to correct the Senator from Maine in one particular. 
He stated that the Southern Pacific has deserted San Pedro. That 
is an error. They are running trains there regularly and are 
carrying a large amount of freight which they get upon their cars 
by means of the inner harbor at San Pedro to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. I mean they deserted it as a deep-sea harbor. Of 
course their tracks are there. Mr. Huntington said they had 
sacrificed two-thirds of their property in leaving it. 

Mr. WHITE. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. FRYE. He ought to know perfectly well. The pier at 
Santa Monica, built out a mile, has stood for three years, and not 
a bolt or plank has started. I say that no man, I care not how in- 
genious he may be, can make an argument that speaks with the 
power that single act does. 

I was not content. I saw Mr. Corthell one day—this man who, 
because his board was paid, would sacrifice, perhaps, his reputa- 
tion, which has been earned by lifelong service, and deliberately 
undertake to deceive Congress. Who is Mr. Corthell? He isa 
member of the American Society of Civil Engineers; the Ameri- 
can Society of Mechanical Engineers; the American Institute of 
Mining Engineers; the Canadian Society of Civil Engineers; the 
Institution of Civil Engineers, of Great Britain; the Society of 
Arts, of Great Britain; the Imperial Institute, of Great Britain; 
the Institution of Engineers and Shipbuilders, of Scotland; the 
French Society of Civil Engineers, corresponding member of that 
society for the Northwest of the United States; the Mexican 
Association of Civil Engineers and Architects; honorary member 
of the Geographic and Statistical Society of Mexico; the Ameri- 
can Geographical Society; the National Geographic Society, of 
Washington; the Boston Society of Civil Engineers; the Engineer- 
ing Association of the South; the Western Association of Engi- 
neers, at Chicago; fellow of the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science; second vice-president of the American 
Society of Civil Engineers in 1888; first vice-president in 1893 and 
1894; president of the Western Society of Engineers in 18:9. 

And yet for his board bill Mr. Corthell might sacrifice his rep- 





utation. What a proposition that is to make to the United States 
Senate! What a weak, silly foundation that on which to place an 


argument! He was Mr. Eads’s right-hand man for four yeers, in 
full, complete charge of the jetties in che Mississippi River. He 
was employed as the leading engineer for the Brazos ( Jompany, 
and made a success of it. Mexico heard of him. They needed a 
great harbor at Tampico. It was one of the most troublesome 
places in the world to make one. They had been trying for it for 
years. Theysenttothis engineer, Corthell. He went down there, 
and to-day they have one of the finest harbors in the world, a per- 
fect success. They sent for him out on the western coast of the 
Pacific, at the western terminal of the Tehuantepec Railroad. 
There the English propose to expend some $3,000,000 in creating 
a harbor. Corthell was sent for. He made a plan and specifica- 
tions, and in the English contract for the building of the harbor 
the Corthell plan is entered. To-day he stands at the head, or 
nearly at the head, of the civil engineers on the question of riparian 
improvements in the United States of America. 

I met him. I knew him. I asked himif he could not go to 
Santa Monica and San Pedro and make an examination and re- 
port. I was still uncertain. The engineers disturbed me as they 
disturbed others. I did not even yield to the fact that I had heard 
of the change which had been made. He said he was doing noth- 
ing and that he could go. I asked himif he would go. He sai! 
he would. Mr. Huntington undoubtedly paid his expenses. I 
did not and could not. My lean pocket is only enough for my 
modest necessities and not enough to pay engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. When did the Senator from Maine request Mr. 
Corthell to go there? 

Mr. FRYE. I can not tell the Senator. That,of course, is too 
indefinite to remember. I know I made the request. 

Mr. WHITE. More or less. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not the remotest idea. 
second board had reported, certainly. 

Mr. Corthell said S couldgo. Hewent. He spent a month or 
two months, I do not remember which, and he came back with 
his report. It was in favor of Santa Monica and against San 
Pedro, with reasons given from the first to the last, disagreeing 
with both boards in many particulars and uttering his disagree- 
ment in unmistakable language. He declared that you could not 
make a safe harbor at San Pedro, that there was no power on 
earth to prevent the southeast gales from sweeping square into 
San Pedro. He declared that a breakwater built as the last one 
is proposed to be built would certainly fill with sand. Hedeclared 
that no railroad track could be maintained on that breakwater an 
hour. He declared that no wharves could be attached to it, and 
that if they were no chips could live at the wharves when there 


It was after the 
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was a gale from the southeast and the waves came in from the 
southwest. He joined issue with these engineers in all those 
regards. 

As to Santa Monica and the present location, it must be remem- 
bered that the present location is one that has never been ex- 
amined by our ory A engineers at all, and when Mr. Davidson's 
letter was read and he talked about ruins on the shore and where 
he walked, Mr. Davidson was walking from way up here [indi- 
cating] around to Point Dume, here [indicating]. Point Dume 
is more than 17 milcs from the breakwater which is proposed for 
Santa Monica Harbor, and when my friend the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE] spoke of the depth of 270 fathoms, etc., he 
was reading the depth of water off Point Dume, more than 15 
miles to sea. 

Ze. WHITE. There are 200 fathoms of water within your 12 
miles. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, very well; within the 12-miles limit, occasion- 
ally. Here is the map, and any Senator can see it. The figures 
are all down here, showing exactly the depth of water. You 
po ta a line across there [indicating], and it would be about 15 
miles. 

Mr. WHITE. There seems to be some conflict in the record 
with reference to that. Mr. Corthell’s last statement is 12 miles. 

Mr. FRYE. Twelve miles, then. 

Mr. WHITE. It is in one place stated at 15 and in another at 
12 miles. I suppose it depends upon how it is measured with ref- 
erence to the two capes. 

Mr. FRYE. The course of the southwest wave line is that [in- 
dicating]. It is marked on the map. Follow the course of the 
southwest wave line from that breakwater out and this is an ab- 
solutely correct representation of the bottom of the sea—the red 
line, every inch of it. You follow it out from San Pedro ti) Point 
Firmin, which is only a little ways out there [indicating], and this 
| swag er is an exact representation of the bottom of the ocean 

ere [indicating]. If it had not been for that formation [indi- 
cating | in Santa Monica the wharves could not have stayed there 
ayear. That gradual decline [indicating] into the depths of the 
ocean is what saved the wharves, They could not have lived in 
San Pedroa year with 300 fathoms only 3} miles off, with nothing 
to break the force and the power of the waves. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? I 
ask for information. He stated that the harbor at San Pedro 
would be dangerous on account of the southeast gales, being open 
to them, and further that the swell came from the southwest. I 
want to know of the Senator whether any engineer has stated 
that the breakwater designed to keep off the swells at San Pedro 
could not be made strong enough under the specifications they 
have to resist the action of the waves? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Corthell stated in his testimony that he thought 
a certain portion of the last breakwater as it was practically ont 
in the open sea, had been made too weak to withstand the waves 
and probably would give way. 

Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that Mr. Corthell stated, on page 38 of the hearings, that 
he had spoken to Major Raymond about the matter, and that 
Major Raymond had said to him, which he had no doubt was 
true, that the breakwater was upon the same section as that con- 
structed in the Delaware, and that he was not therefore disposed 
to dispute that proposition. You will find it on page 38 of the 
hearings. 

Mr. FRYE. I remember he said it at some other place. I did 
not know ee about that. I shall return to the statement 
of Engineer Corthell again before I finish what I have to say. 

I said that the engineers had never condemned Santa Monica, 
and I said that San Pedro would be open to the southeast gales. 
The Senator from California a Waite}, in the minority report 
and in his speech, too, said that the army engineers found that 
this harbor was not in danger from southeast gales. If he had 
turned to page 11 of the same minority report he would have 
found a quotation from one of the engineer reports which says that 
the dangerous winds come from the southeast and south, sweep- 
ing directly up the coast, and that San Pedro Bay is directly exposed 
to the southeast seas. In another place he will find, on the same 

, that many vessels, a partial list of which is given there, 

ave been wrecked in that bay, aan conan there by south- 

easters. On page 23 he will find that the engineers say ‘‘ the loca- 

tion at San Pedro has natural protection from all winds and seas 
except from the southeast around to the southwest.” 

The Senator from California further says that the affidavits of 
40 shipmasters show that there is good holding ogee and I am 
glad he said in the roadstead at San Pedro. e roadstead is 
southerly and southeasterly from Wilmington, and is not within 
the harbor protected by the breakwater. 

Mr. WHITE. That 1 absolutely deny, for I have seen theships 
riding there myself, and know the locality myself, 





Mr. FRYE. As to Santa Monica, and condemning it—page 11— 
the remarks of the army engineers are as follows: 

On the other hand, Santa Monica Bay is entirely sheltered from southeast 
gales by the highlands of San Pedro Hill. 

These hills, on page 23, are reported to be 1,493 feet high; and 
these mountains, as they may well be called, now quoting from 
the report, furnish at Santa Monica ‘‘a more perfect shelter from 
wind and sea than can be afforded by any artificial structure.” 
So I was correct in my statement. You can not find in the army 
reports total condemnation of Santa Monica asa harbor. There 
is only a preference for San Pedro. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Maine is doubtless weary, and 
I suggest that we might defer the further consideration of this 
matter, if it be agreeable to him. 

Mr. FRYE. I confess I am warm. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis avery warm day. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a warm day, and it is very warm in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. MORGAN. As the Senator from Maine is about to yield 
the floor, I desire his attention for a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to go on to-morrow morning as soon 
as the Journal is read, and I ask unanimous consent that I may do 


80. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Maine, 
in order that he may be prepared to deal with the subject, that he 
explain to the Senate to-morrow whatever plan may exist for the 
ae of this breakwater; whether any plan has actually been 
made. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the plan has been made, 

Mr. MORGAN. And an estimate made? 

3 FRYE. Yes; the plan has been approved by the Secretary 
o ar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Approved? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. I think that plan (I do not understand that it 
has received the a of the Secretary of War; I never have 
seen it) should be brought from the obscurity where it may rest. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to observe in the presence of both Sena- 
tors that the Congress of the United States could hardly be ex- 
— to enter upon the construction of a breakwater on the 

acific Coast that is to cost millions of dollars—three millions, 
is it? 

Mr. FRYE. It has been submitted to the War Department. 
All the plans and specifications have been submitted to the Chief 
of Engineers. I have his report here, in which he says that it can 
undoubtedly be built for the money which is called for, and that 
it will give the necessary protection. 

Mr. ITE. Ihave seen the paper to which the Senator from 
Maine alludes. I should like to have it here to-morrow, so that 
Senators, several of whom have asked me about it, may be able to 
peruse it in the Recorp. 

Mr. FRYE. And the testimony of Colonel Hains is to the 
same effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire for my part to know something about 
that, because until we have the plan on which we are to spend 
the money, which has been surveyed by competent engineers ani 
= cost estimated, of course we are in the dark as to what we are 

oing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I submit an amendment which I ask to have 
read and printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 10, on page 100, insert: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
herein authorized to be made by apporti them in such way as not to 


obligate the Government under this act and all prior acts “ providing for the 


construction, repair, and preservation of certain _—_ works on rivers and 
‘or 
m 


d 
harbors, and for other ” which contracts beyond appro- 
priations made, for a case omccoting in aggregate "000,000" in any one 
a rere ee materials and work authorized to be contracted for in 
0 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of which the Sena- 
tor from Maryland gives notice will be printed. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
ee to the consideration of private pension bills on the Cal- 


endar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection te the roquest of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. The Secretary will announce the first pension bill 


on the Calendar. 
MRS. MARIETTA HAYES. a 
The bill (S. 1898) gran a to Mrs. Marietta Hayes 
was announced as first mig pth Usiendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 














The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ pension,” to strike out 
“law” and insert “laws”; so as to make the bill read: 

‘ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

4 5 Girocted ee on as penaien roll, subject to the provisions 
ona limitations of the laws, the name of Mrs. Marietta Hayes, mother 
of Wateon Hayes, late a private in Company E, Sixteenth Connecticut Vol- 
unteers. 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL PATTON, 


The bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at $20 per month, the name of Rachel Patton, of 
Pacis, Edgar County, ll., formerly the widow of John H. Patton, 
late captain of Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment [llinois Vol- 

rs. 
"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN 8S. COCHENOUR. 


The bill (H.R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Coche- 
nour was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension rolls the name of John S. Cochenour, late 
captain of Company EH, { a Vole 
fantry, and to pay 1 a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the 

nsion he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE H, VANDEVER, 


The bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Mrs. William Vandever 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Vandever,” to strike out 
“Mrs. William” and insert ‘‘Jane H.”; and in line 7, after the 
word “Infantry,” to insert ‘“‘and late brigadier-general, Ur:ited 
States Volunteers ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane H. Vandever, widow of 
Gen. William Vandever, late of Ninth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and late 
brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read again as to the amount. 

Mr. CULLOM., It grants $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. IT ask the chairman of the committee why the 
amount was not fixed at $50, the rate that has been usually granted 
in cases of this character? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply say in reply that the distin- 
guished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], formerly thechairman 
of thecommittee, reported the bill, and I do not at this moment recol- 
lect why the rate was fixed at $30a month. Itseems to be a bill com- 
ing from the of the country the Senator from Nebraska rep- 
resents, and eo there is some good reason for it, but I can 
not now state it. 

a — . Ithink the amount should be fixed at $50 a month 
at least. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave no objection to it at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. What was the rank, I inquire of the Senator 
from New Ham ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He was a brigadier-general. 

Mr. ALLEN. He wasa brigadier-general first, but later he was 


a brevet es gecessl. I think. 

Mr. G GER. He was a brigadier-general. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator was this lady his wife at 
the out of the war or during the war. 

Mr. G GER. That I can not state. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. Imove that ‘‘ $50” be inserted in place of ‘‘ $30.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Longe in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The In line 9, before the word “ dollars,” strike 
insert “fifty”; so as to read: 

At the rate of $50 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
The title we ested d: “A bill 

was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bi nting a pension 

to Jane H. Vandever.” seated 


to. 
to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
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SARAH L. HIVELY. 

The bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah L. Hively was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘* Colorado,” to strike out 
‘**Cooy” and insert ‘‘Cavalry”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah L. Hively, 
widow of Andrew L. Hively, late private Company C, Third Regiment Colo 
rado re eae and pay her a pension of $l2 per month from the 
passage of this act in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah L. Hively.” 

SILAS B, HENSLEY. 

The bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Silas B. Hensley, late private Com- 
pany K, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH E. COTTON. 
The bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Catton was considered 


oO” 


~ 


| as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the name “Sarah E.,” to strike out 
**Catton” and insert ‘‘ Cotton”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah FE 
Cotton (nee Sarah E. Thompson), late hospital nurse in the United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the passage of 
this act. 

inka 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Sarah E. Cotton.” 

ALBERT ELLIS. 

The bill (H. R.708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Albert Ellis, late of Company K, 


| Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at $24 per month, in lieu of 


the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IRA HARRIS. 

The bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira Harris was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Ira Harris, a lieutenant-commander of 
the Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT B. SIMPSON, 

The bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pensicn to Alfred B. 
Simpson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘“‘twenty”; and in line 7, before the letter 
“*B.”, to strike out ‘ Alfred” and insert ‘‘ Albert”; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $20 per 
month, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws, the 
name of Albert B. Simpson, late of Company C, Second Michigan Infantry, 
the pension hereby granted to be in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert B. Simpson.” 


MARIA E. WILSON, 


The bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “ pension,” to strike out 
‘**and that her pension be rated from the date of the soldier's 
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death as the widow of a captain instead of first lieutenant”; so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to es on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and liraitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria E. Wilson. widow of 
Matthew Wilson, late captain Company M, Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $a month in lieu of her present pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH COMLY. 

The bill (5.937) granting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Com!y, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘fifty’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five”; and in the same line, after the 
word “month,” to insert ‘‘the same to be in lieu of the pension 
now drawn by her”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ——— laws, the name of Sarah E. Comly, widow of 

. Clifton Comly, and pay her a pension of $35 per month, the same to be 
in lieu of the pension now drawn by her. 

The amendments were a to, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions the ground for the allowance of this amount? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unfortunately, the Senator asks me about 
bills that I am not quite as familiar with as those I reported my- 
self. 1 will say in regard to the a bill that the widow is 
receiving a — of $25 a month, which is the rate allowed by 
the pension laws of the United States to the widow of a major. 
There seems to be a good claim for some increase of pension, but 
the committee were of opinion that an increase of $10 would be 

uitable rather than the increase of $25 proposed in the bill. 

r. ALLEN. WhatI more particularly desired to know is the 
ground upon which the increased pension is asked and the dis- 
ability the lady herself is suffering under at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems that she is struggling to support 
herself and educate a young son, but I do not know that that was 
the whole ground upon which the increase is given. Major Comly 
seemed to have had a omg * meritorious service, and beyond a doubt 
the widow is in a very frail state of health and is in poverty. 
That seems to be established by the report. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to the bill itself, but I think 
at this time I will offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, also au 
thorized and directed to place the name of Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., 
invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth Regi- 
Saily pene o Bi rb Pal a otbor ponlons ar paid der the pen 
eral laws of the United States. w - ge 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Nebraska desire to 
address himself to the amendment, or may I be permitted to make 
a statement? 

~ ALLEN. I desire to make a statement briefly in this con- 
nection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I introduced some timeago the bill which I now 
offer as an amendment tothe pending measure and it was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. It was reported back unfavorably 
at some time tome unknown, I was not in the Chamber when 
the report was made, but I found afterwards that the Committee 
on Pensions made a rt, which I will ask the Secr to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be 5 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Baker April7, 
1896, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2285) t- 
ing a pension to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., invalid daughter of John 
ae deceased, late of Company D, ‘hth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, 
have considered the same, and report as follows: 

John Y. Cook enlisted on the 5th day of November, 1861, at Sabetha, Kans., 
in Company D. ae aren muminees, to corve Shares zentaes 


a, He was muste in at Fort Leavenworth November 9, 
ied of smallpox in the aye at Fort Leavenworth February 13, 1863, hav- 


served fi months four 
rina Cook, his widow, applied for and was granted a on at the rate 
of $8 per month, and $2 for each of her three minor children, one of which 
was the Alice V. Cook who now asks 5 
Alice V. Cook is now 38 years of age. was 2 years old she has been 
subject to epileptic fits, which has made it impossible for her to care for her- 
self, and needs the attention of another person. She has become insane, and 
inma asylum. 
at the rate of 
a 
his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ae ts , an vided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 
due feeling ke eres Se ee £m Y- e aee 
not see that there is any liability resting here, and therefore report iy 
a@ud ask that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


month 
snriieand 


Mr. CULLOM. I should be glad if the Senator from Nebraska 
would point out the number of the case and the e of the Cal- 
endar, so that I — be able to find the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. here it was rejected? I do not think it is nec- 


essary. 
Mr. CULLOM. Ithought the Senator was trying to have a bill 


passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; Iam trying to amend a bill that is 
now on its passage. The amendment—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Where is the bill now under consideration on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. ALLEN. The bill is Order of Business 822, as I understand 
it, a bill prneetinn a pension to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. 
Clifton Comly. I have offered as an amendment to that bill a bill 
I introduced some time ago and which was adversely reported by 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM. Order of Business 822 is a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; and I have moved to amend that bill 
by granting Alice V. Cook a pension of $25 a month. 

Mr. CULLOM. That seems to be adding another pension case 
to the one under consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; it is not an uncommon thing, however, to 
be done here, 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the first time I ever saw it done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never knew it to be done, 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor I either. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave been here fifteen years, and I do not 
think I have ever heard of it being done. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CockKRELL] shakes his head, and if there is anything 
of this sort he does not remember I do not know what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an anomaly; that is all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have heard the senior Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. ViLAs] say that one of the most important pension bills in 
t a ee came about by an amendment offered to a private 
pension bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is very true. It was an amendment 
as to legislation. I remember the bill very distinctly; but never 
when one private ion bill was pending has another private 
pension bill been added to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What distinction is there between one private 
pension bill and general legislation with reference to pensions? 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we had better take one bill at a 
time. As Order of Business 822 is under consideration, let us dis- 
= of it either by passing it or rejecting it or laying it aside. 

en, if the Senator from Nebraska another bill that he wants 
to get up for consideration and it is on the Calendar, we will see 
whether we shall take it up or not. — 

Mr. ALLEN. What harm is there, let me ask the Senator from 
Iilimois, in putting this amendment on the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Because I think it is taking an unfair advan- 

We do not know anything about the case. It is not here 
for consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. The report is here before you. 

Mr. COCKRELL. An adverse report, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is not the evidence with the chairman of the 
committee, as in the other case? 

Mr. CULLOM. I object to the consideration of the bill the 
Senator is trying to amend. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; then I will offer the amendment on 
the next bill that comes up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think it would be competent to 
object to the consideration of the pending bill. I think we had 
better see this matter out. 

Mr. ALLEN. If no measure is to pass here except by the con- 
sent of the Senator from Illinois, then I will try it upon every bill 
that comes up. ; 
eed eee ee re ae eee 2 te 

o . loffer it more particularly purpose 0 
emp ng a thing that is apparent and that has been apparent 
here from time to time. The only statement the Senator from 
New has made with reference to the bill to pension 
Mrs. y at $50 a month is that she is the widow of Maj. 


pshire 
soldiers’ widows and soldiers’ orphans. 

Now, what distinction is there between the case of Mrs. Comly 
and the case of Alice V. Cook? Alice V. Cook was not the child 
of an officer of the Army. She was the child of a private soldier, 
and so far as the evidence is now before the Senate her case 15 
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port. She became and is now a hopeless invalid 
apres of . She has been and is now in a condi- 
tion where she needs the constant personal attendance of one 
rson to minister to her wants. It is true that her mother afew 

es death of her first husband remarried, but the evi- 
Sane before the Committee on Pensions shows that the mother 
is in a worse condition in consequence of her second marriage 
than she probably would have been if she had remained a widow. 
The mother and the father are absolutely unable to furnish 


eans to su this gir] as she should be supported. She is 
a hopeless in . 1 took occasion in this Chamber but a few 
weeks ago in a case like this from the State of Missouri that was 


rted favorably from the Committee on Pensions, as my hon- 
orable friend at my right [Mr. CockRELL] will remember, to ask 
that the pension be i from $12 to $24 a month; which was 
done. I never yet have had an explanation from the Committee 
on Pensions—-I do not mean privately, because they do not owe | 
that to me—I have never yet seen a member of that committee | 
stand in this Chamber and offer a reason why the bill to pension | 
this girl, Alice V. Cook, was reported adversely. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It never has come up. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have always supposed it was a reasonable | 
courtesy to call the attention of a Senator who was the author of 
a bill to the fact of its adverse report, so that it might be placed 
on the Calendar if he desired, instead of being indefinitely post- 
poned, but that was not done in this case. 


, 


What merit does this bill for the relief of Mrs. Comly present 
to this Chamber which is not met and overcome in the case ot 
Alice V. Cook? What reason is there for granting her a pension 
which does not apply with double force to the case of Alice V. 
Cook? 

It may be an anomaly to have two persons pensioned in one | 
bill, but I know of nothing in the rules or practice of the Senate, 
I know of nothing in the Constitution, which prohibits it, and I 
shall insist the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A single word, Mr. President, before the 
vote is taken. The bill introduced by the Senator from Nebraska 
was reported ee the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baker]. 
My impression is, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska frank) y, 
that had the bill been in my hands I might have made a different 
disposition of it. I do not recall the circumstance of it having 
been considered in the committee. 1 may huve been absent at the 
time. I should not have voted for $25, but very likely might 
have voted in favor of $12, which is the amount we uniformly 
report in favor of invalid daughters when we think they ought to 
have anything. 

There is this to be said in the case in which the Senator is in- 
terested: This woman seems to be in an asylum, and presumably 
is being cared for. As I understand from the report, her mother 


is caring for her. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The report in the case, if the Senator will 
examine it, reads: 


Shortly after the death of the soldier, his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ant, remarried, and has provided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 
eum Saiesiiie to th oes Te — ie on a oer 

t 6 report. ere may other facts of | 
which the committee was not in ion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Somebody must provide for her. Of course she 
has not been permitted to starve, or to go absolutely naked, but it 
Mie, GALLING 

Mr. G GER. I desire to say to the Senator that, so far as | 
the bills are concerned which he has submitted to the Committee 


on I have personally interested myself to see that they 
have been ly considered, and if injustice was done to the 
claimant in this case, certainly the chairman of the committee is 


not responsible for it. It was unfortunate, perhaps, that the Sen- 
ator was not t at the time the rt was made to ask that 


F 
le 


had the bill placed on the Calendar. 

furthe”. in d to the Senator’samendment. I 

tor will 1:0t insist upon his amendment to the bill. 
reason why it should not be adopted, which, per- | 

Senator’s attention, as to granting two pen- 

The President of the United States is in the 
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upon the Calendar. I had had any knowledge | Arm 
desired that ition of the case, I should have inter- | 





i 


vate pension bills, and it may be that the | 
mator urges may attract the attention of 


the Chief Executive, and he might want to veto this bill, and he 
could not veto it without vetoing the Senator's bill at the same 
Mr. ALLEN. I think my bill will be the salvation of the com- 
mittee's bill | 
other bill be the destruction of the Senator's bill. I think | 
the Senator will see that thereisan insuperable objection to amend-_ 


bill by adding another pension bill toit; and | 
not insist on it. easier way, perhaps, would | 


i 


: 
é 


his bill and send it to the committee; and I will | 


o061 


guarantee that it shall have very careful consideration, and that 
the chairman, at least, will take a personal interest in it, because 
the chairman desires always to be just and generous toward the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator takes a broad view of pension 
matters, especially regarding the unfortunate children of soldiers, 
and of the private soldier particularly, and in that I sympathize 
deeply with the Senator from Nebraska; but I trust he will not 
obstruct the consideration of these bills by offering an amendment 
which seems to me such a one that it ought not to be offered toa 
private pension bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say just one word, and then I will let 
this matter come to a vote. I can not understand—it may be 
that I am so obtuse that I can not understand it—why there should 
be any objection to receiving this as an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLincer}, 
to whom I am pleased to give credit for always being faithful in 
the discharge of his duty on the Committee on Pensions, and who, 
I believe, sympathizes with those who are entitled to rec 


yenition 

at the hands of the Government, has yet failed to state the pre- 
cise thing for which Mrs. Comly is being pensioned. It is said 
that she is in feeble health. How far that feeble health goes, to 
what extent it incapacitates her from discharging ordinary house- 
hold duties or earning 2 livelihood or assisting in earning a liveli- 

| hood for herself and her son, has not been stated. It is said that 


in consequence of her ill-health and in consequence of her desire 


to educate her son this bill is offered and recommended. I am in 


| entire sympathy with the bill; I do not want it defeated; and am 


the last man in this Chamber who would undertake to defeat it. 


| I have within a few moments moved to increase the committee 


recommendation in a bill which | believe to be meritorious: but, 
Mr. President, here comes the distinction which has marked the 
proceedings of this Chamber ever since I have been here—an 
invidious distinction, a distinction which no man ought to make, 
and especially the Senate of the United States ought not to make, 
that in the one case the proposed pensioner is the wife of an officer, 
and in the other case the proposed pensioner is the helpless invalid 
daughter of a private soldier. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, if he will 
follow these bills as they are considered to-day—and I trust they 
may all be considered—he will find the committee have recom- 
mended increases in the cases of widows of private soldiers and 
in the case of private soldiers themselves. The committee has 
tried to be just in these matters. The Senator, I think, is rather 
unjust sometimes in his criticism of the committee, especially in 
his evident purpose to hold the chairman responsible for pretty 
much all that is being done by the committee. 

I want to say that the distinguished Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
BrIcE} made the report in this case, and, I presume, considered 
it with great care, and having been a soldier himself, I take it 
the committee was somewhat governed by his conclusions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis not my desire to hold the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions responsible for everything the committee 
does or fails to do. Ihave very great appreciation of the serv- 
ices the honorable Senator has rendered pensioners; and I believe, 


| as I said a moment ago, that he is in hearty sympathy with the 


policy of making reasonable and necessary pensions. 

Now, let us look for a moment at this Calendar. Passing from 
this bill I come to Order of Business 863, a House bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why skip Orders of Business 860, 861, and 
862? 

Mr. ALLEN. Because I know nothing about them, only as I 
see them by their titles; but Order of Business 863 by its title 
discloses a remarkable fact. It is a bill (H.R. 4182) granting in- 
crease of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, dependent mother of 
Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late surgeon, United States 
y. There is the mother of Major Hall to be pensioned. I 
have no doubt that the recommendation of the committee is per- 
fectly proper and that the mother is entitled to a pension; and I 
would not antagonize it unless [ was convinced by evidence be- 
fore me to the contrary; but certainly in this case, Mr. Presi- 
dent, this lady did not sustain any closer relation to Maj. John W. 
Williams than Alice V. Cook sustained to her father, who died, 
and whose death forms the ground of a pension for her. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator, of course, is aware of the 
fact that a dependent mother has a pensionable status under the 
general pension law which a daughter has not. There is that 
great distinction, which the Senator ought not to lose sight of. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know why it should be so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But it is so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Calendar Order 871 is a House bill for the relief 


GALLINGER. That might possibly be the case, but the | of Mary Jane Lynn, the daughter of John R. Lynn, a Revolution- 


ary soldier. I presume that the mother has a pensionable status 
that the daughter does not sustain, according to the existing gen- 
eral law, and it would apply to this case; and yet the committee 
have reported a bill in her favor. 

I turn to Order of Business 913, being a bill (S. 2357) granting 
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a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip 


Mr. President, what 
distinction is there between the relation of Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny to her father and the relation existing between Alice V. 
Cook and her dead father? 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Nebraska wants imforma- 
tion upon that maps I will give it to him. 

Mr. ALLEN. ow is that? 

Mr. SEWELL. Miss Kearny is the daughter of the late Gen. 
Philip Kearny, one of most distinguished soldiers in the United 
States Army. This is the first pension that it has ever been pro- 
posed to give toa member of his family. His widow never re- 
ceived a pension, and never asked for one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And General Kearny was killed on the 
battlefield. 

Mr. SEWELL. Yes; he was killed on the battlefield, and I 
was present on the occasion. 

As to the case of Major Comly, he was one of the most distin- 

ished soldiers of the late war; and so great was his administra- 

ive ability that he was placed in charge of the Government ex- 
hibit at C ~~ He was one of the best officers we had in the 
service of the United States. 

In the case referred to by the Senator from Nebraska, he pro- 
— to change the law entirely. You may give a gratuity to 

t poor woman, now 88 years of age, but she was only pension- 
able up to the age of 16 or 18, whatever the general law may be—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Sixteen years. 

Mr. SEWELL. So that the Government has given everything 
it ever promised in that case. I do not think it is fair for the 
Senator from Nebraska to undertake to put the beneficiary named 
in the bill which he has advocated onto another pension bill. If 
the Senator will bring it in as a separate measure, and make out 
a good case, I for one would be rather in favor of making an 
exception of it; and I su that the great State of Nebraska, or 
wherever she lives, ought to take care of unfortunates of that 
kind. The Government has done its duty fully in the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask attention also to Calendar No. 919, bein 
the bill (S. 2983) a a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter o 
the late Thomas Emmott. I should like to have some Senator ex- 
plain, if he can—I know Senators can do a great many things— 
what distinction there is in the natural relation between Ida 
Emmott and her father, Thomas Emmott, which does not exist in 
the case of Alice V. Cook and her dead father? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I should like tosay with reference 
to the claim of Alice V. Cook that there is no legal obligation 
resting upon the Government of the United States in any respect 
whatever. Shecomes here asking relief purely and solely because 
her father at one time was an honored soldier, not because of any 
legal relation to the Government or any obligation imposed by the 
Government, but simply as a gratuity. Now, when she comes and 
asks relief merely as a gratuity, she should show that she is in a 
condition to justly receive the gratuity. There was no evidence 
before the committee that her mother was not in a —— condi- 
tion and amply able to take care of Alice V. Cook. There was not 
a particle of evidence showing that her mother by her second mar- 
riage had not married a man in circumstances; there was not 
a particle of evidence showing that the mother was not amply able 
to take care of thechild. The report in that case specifically finds 
and states that— 

Shortly after the death of the soldier his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ant, remarried, and has provided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 

There is not a particle of evidence in the record that was sub- 
mitted to the Pensions Committee that this woman was not still 
able and willing to take care of this child. 

If the Senator had come before the committee, or presented his 
case, showing by this second marriage the condition of the woman 
was no better them by the first marriage, and that she was not 
able to take care of her daughter, then he might have put himself 
in a position to call upon us for some clemency; but he did not do 
that. Ido not know but that the mother of this child is to-day 
worth more than the Senator from Nebraska or myself, and is 
better able to take care of her than either one of us would be. 
So when the Senator comes and asks a tuity, let him furnish 
his proof, and I have no doubt if the Senator will furnish the 

f of the proposition that the mother is not able to take care of 

e child, and will ask the committee to reconsider this matter, 
perhaps then they will be willing to allow the usual sum of $i2 a 
month. In the absence of all proof they could do nothing else 
than to rt adversely on claim,as there was no lia- 
bility and no showing that the mother of the child was not 
or ALLEN. ‘Mr. President; itis tifying to me to be 

" ‘ * very gratifying to me 
informed by the Senator from Kansas as tu the course I should 
pursue. Really I do not know what I should have done in the dis- 
charge of my duties if the Senator had not made his advent into 
the Chamber recently to inform me. 

The Senator from says there is no evidence as to the con- 
dition of the mother of this girl. I introduced evidence, and sent 


it to the committee, as to her condition. I think I understand 
quite as well as the junior Senator from Kansas what constitutes 
legal evidence and what evidence the committee is warranted in 
acting upon; and I say there was before that committee the char- 
acter of evidence which is acted upon by it a showing that 
Mrs. Jones, the mother of Miss Cook, was incapable of supporting 
her; showing that she and her husband were themselves strug- 
gling for a livelihood; and while they did pees. in a way, this 
invalid daughter, Alice V. Cook, they were ill able to support her, 
and were not able to procure her the medicines and medical attend- 
ance and matters which an invalid or a sick person should have. 
I say that the evidence shows conclusivel y—— 

r. COCKRELL. She is in an asylum, where she is certain to 
be cared for. 

Mr. ALLEN. My friend suggests that she is in an asylum, 
where she is bound to be caredfor. I recollect no evidence before 
the committee that this girl is in an asylum at this time; it may 
be so, and I will not say that the evidence is not there, but what 
excuse is that? Suppose this a is in an asylum; it is in conse- 
quence of this Government failing to disc its duty to her. 

The Senator from Kansas informs me, and I am grateful for the 
information, indeed, that it would be a gratuity to ere Alice \. 
Cook a small pension under these circumstances. r. President, 
what is it to be in the case of the daughter of General Kearny? 
ae = a gratuity there, I ask the honorable Senator from 


nsas 

Mr. BAKER. In the case of Miss Kearny the evidence before 
the committee is that she is in a destitute and enfeebled condition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And almost blind. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes. There was no such evidence, according to 
the statement of the Senator, in the Alice V. Cook case. 

Mr. ALLEN. What evidence is there in the case of Ida 
Emmott? 

Mr. BAKER. I do not know anything about that case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ida Emmott is in avery deplorable condi- 
tion, I will say to the Senator; which will be explained when we 
reir, ALLEN, Tt isa gratui 

r. ; a ——: 

Mr. GALLINGER. Bndoubteaty, 

Mr. ALLEN. It isa gratuity when it is applied to Alice V. 
Cook, the humble daughter of an humble soldier; but it is not a 
gratuity, it is a just debt upon the part of the Government, 


when it is lied to the widow of Comly or the daughter 
of General Kearny or the daughter eta ott 2 


Mr. GALLINGER. I we shall come toa vote. I willsay 
to the Senator from Ne that the next case on the Calendar 
is one of the most deplorable cases I ever considered—of a private 
soldier—and we ought to pass his bill to-day, so that we may get 
it ers 3 the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not antagonizing this bill. I said at the 
start I was ectly willing to support it and vote for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We understand that. 

Mr. ALLEN. But when I undertake to amendit in behalf of a 
girl who has been demented, and who is dependent upon public 
charity, I find because she is the daughter of a private soldier 
that distinguished Senators are arraying themselves here against 
her, when they are advocating the pensioning of others under 
like circumstances. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to my good friend from Nebraska 
that this lady would get no t from a pension. It is no 
charity to her. She is insane and in an insane asylum, ani is 
bound to be provided for there with necessaries and luxuries. 
She can not be taken home to enjoy them, and there would be no 
enjoyment to her. She would be unconscious of anything that 
could be done for her, and she is there as well for as she 
could be anywhere on this earth, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is no argument at all; and usually I listen 
with great interest to my honorable friend from Missouri. She 
is in an insane asylum and can be cared for there, Mr. President. 
as a subject of public charity. What would be thought of me if 
I were to say that the ter of General Kearny can go to th» 
poorhouse and be cared for there? What w be thought of 
me if I should say the daughter of Mr. Emmott should go to the 
poorhonse and be su there? I would not say it; I would 
not argueit. Isay, ee ae adequate to their needs 
and the services fathers. ve to this girl A) omagee ade- 

distinguished services of her father, 

have been. 
. Thequestion is on gtothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska ALLEN}. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lettheamendmentberead. I should like 


tary read the amendment. 
Mr. ALLEN. I wish to suggest one amendment to the amen(- 
ment, and that is to insert the words “‘late a private of,” before 
the words, “ een D 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be agreed to. 











ALL Let us have a vote now. 
The CNG OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska as amen ed. 
ALLEN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
: . Before the mation of the Senator from New 
Ham i t I rise toa iamentary inquiry. 
ThePRE 31 ING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 
— ip wish to knot the = of - case as applied 
emand for the yeas and nays before we'adjourn. 
Othe RESIDING OFFICER. Pending the demand for the 
yeas and nays the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. GALLINGER] 
moved that the Senate adjourn—— ; 
Mr. GALLINGER. ch is always in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. And only that motion isin order. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion to adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 34 minutes 
.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 12, 
i , at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, May 11, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CouDEN. : ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to a violation of the privilege of printing in the Rrc- 
orD, but as I observe that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] is not in his seat at this time, I give notice that later 
in the day, when I hope he will be present, I will bring the mat- 
ter to the attention of the House. 


MOUNTAIN VIEW CEMETERY, OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 15) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Mountain 
View Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to donate and deliver, 

er such cantiiens as he may deem weeny in order to insure the pro- 
fulfillment of the of this resolution, to the Mountain View 
etery at d, Cal., such old and unused cannon, mus- 
kets, swords, and other implements of war, of copper, tin, bronze, iron, and 
steel, as are not now and will not hereafter be required for naval uses, for 
the purpose of used for parades, anniversary celebrations, and salutes: 
i articles only be donated, under the authority herein 
contained, asin the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy may be spared 
without detriment to the public interests: Provided further, That the United 
States shall mgd 3 sub; to any expense in connection with the donation 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, i ask the gentleman whether this is a soldiers’ cemetery 
or no’ 

Mr. HILBORN. These cannon are to decorate the soldiers’ 
plat, where there is a monument. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs recommended an amendment, 

iking out all after the word “‘ California,” in line 7, down to 
the of line 11, and inserting: 


Six pep Semen’ six pevenaite of ootemned onaes balls for the 
purpose decorating Arm ,» reserv or e buria 
of soldiers and Clore of ‘the Union, and to be placed 
around and near the soldiers’ monument already erected there. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


§. 584) for the relief of L. A. Davis; 
S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of California; 
S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
Ss. 


(S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
deceased; 


estate of James L. Day, ; 
bill (8. to remove the charge of desertion against Philip 
, late a G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry; 
762) for relief of Henry Lane; 

bill to establish a classification division in the United 
resolution 3 R. 27) rmission for the erecti 
.R. granting on for the erection 
& monument in W D. 5 for the ornamentation of 

national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann; 
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A bill (S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.; 

A bill (8. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin; 

A bill (S.21) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney 
General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of 
the Knoxville Whig for advertising and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found by 
the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due; 

A bill (8. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, 
Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal rep- 
resentative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased; 

A bill (8. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co.:; 

A bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha Railway 
Com y to construct and operate a railway through the Omaha 
and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (8. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson; 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator 
of Henry Van Vleck, deceased; 

A bill (8S. 2978) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Menemsha; 

Joint resolution (S.R.7) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed; 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington: 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make parents the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (5.981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medi- 
cine and surgery, tolicense physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Colum- 
bia, asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. McMILLAN, and 
Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder; 

A bill (A. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of ref- 
ugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of Montana and their 
delivery to the Canadian authorities; and 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6398) to define the rights 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress 
“es April 20, 1871. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a sale of the road, equipment, lands, 
franchises, privileges, and other rights and property of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company is made by virtue of any mortgage or other power 
authorized by act of Congress, the purchasers at such sale, and their asso 
ciates or assigns, shall constitute a new company, which shall have and shall 
be entitled to exercise the same rights, powers, privileges, grants, and fran- 
chises, including the franchise to be a corporation, granted by the act of 
Congress approved July 27, 1866, incorporating the Atlantic and Pacific Rail 
road Company, and by acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, 
and the incorporation as hereby provided shall be completed and become 
effective whenever the said purchasers and their associates or assigns shall 
file with the Secretary of the Interior a certificate of incorporation here 
under, duly acknowledged, specifying the name of such new corporation. its 
president, and the names of its directors, the amount of its proposed capital 
stock and bonds, not exceeding the amounts which the said Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company by said acts was authorized to issue, and with like 
effect, together with certified copy of the decree or decrees ratifying such 
sale; but nothing in this act shall make such purchasers and their associates 
or such new corporation liable for any debts or claims or contracts of the old 
co —e not expressly assumed in their contract of purchase at said judi- 
cial sale. 


The Committee on Pacific Railroads recommended an amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That whenever any mortgage made by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company under and by virtue of acts of Congress is foreclosed in any court 
of the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof, and any sale of the 
read, equipment, lands, franchises, privileges, and other rights and property 
cove’ by said mortgage is made under a decree or decrees of such courts, 
the purchaser at any such sale or sales, and their associates or assigns, shall 
constitute a new company, which shall have and shall be entitled to hold and 
possess the franchises and property so sold, and to exercise the same rights, 
powers, privileges, grants, and franchises, including the franchise to be a 
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corporation, 
rating the Atlantic azd Pacific Railroad Company, and by acts en 
thereof and supplemental thereto, which were owned and possessed by sai 


nted by the act of Congress approved July 27, 1866, incorpo- 


Atlantic and atic Railroad Company or said mortgagees at the time of 
such decree of foreclosure; and the incorporation as hereby provided shall be 
completed and become effective whenever the said purchasers and their asso- 
ciates or assigns shali file with the Secretary of the Interior a certificate of 
incorporation hereunder, duly acknowledged, penerns the name of such 
new corporation, its presiden and the names of its directors, the amount of 
its proposed capital stock and bonds, together with certified seas of the de- 
cree or decrees ratifying such sale: but nothing in this act shall make such 
purchasers and their associates or such new corporation liable for any debts, 
or claims, or contracts of the old corporation not expressly assumed in their 
contract of purchase at said judicial sale: Provided, That the amount of the 
proposed issue of stock of such new corporation shall not exceed the aggre- 

ate amount which the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company has already 
ssued and is now outstanding, except that said corporation may issue an 
additional amount of stock which, with the stock heretofore issued, shall not 
exceed the aggregate amount heretofore authorized py Congueen, and such 
additional stock shall not be issued except for money, labor, or property, esti- 
mated at its actual cost value, in exchange for such stock at its full or 
value: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
making any additional grant of lands or other franchises to such successor 
corporation, or as a waiver of any rights of the United States now ie 
to enforce any forfeiture of lands heretofore granted to the said Atlantic 
Pacitic Railroad Company, or as in any manner affecting the vested rights of 
any settler or settlers on any of the lands heretofore granted to the Atlautic 
and Pacific Railroad Company or of any purchaser or purchasers of said lands 
from said company. 

“Sno. 2. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, 

or repeal this act.” 


poe oe Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
pending an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BLUE. SodolI, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. POWERS. This bill is for the single purpose of enabling 
the bondholders under the first spoctenne of the western division 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroa mpany to purchase the 
property, which is soon to be sold at foreclosure sale, and to organ- 
ize a new corporation with a ree the same privileges as the 
old company. That is the whole scope and purpose of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I dislike very much to object, but it seems to 
me that this is too important a bill to go through the House by 
unanimous consent. I would suggest to the gentleman to try to 
have some time set apart for the consideration of the bill,so that 

‘it can be discussed and, if n , amended, 

Mr. POWERS. There is very little to discuss about it, and if 
the genvleman will give his attention to the reading of the report, 
I think he will be satisfied that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This bill looks to the organization of a new 
company and to a variety of thi which it seems to me ought 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole with reference to 
the amendment of the bill, if necessary. 

Mr. POWERS. This is nothing in the world but a bill to ena- 
ble the mortgage bondholders of western division of this road, 
running from Albuquerque west to California, to reorganize into 
a@ new company after the foreclosure sale. The road is already 
n of the Santa Fe system and there is a foreclosure pending. 

road was chartered by Congress, and therefore it is neces- 
sary that authority shall be given by Congress for the organiza- 
tion of the successor company. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. But why not take the bill up in Committee of 
the Whole and discuss it and, if necessary, amend it? 

Mr. POWERS. The difficulty is that the foreclosure sale takes 
place in a very short time and the bondholders will be all afloat 
unless some legislation of this kind is had. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In making ~ suggestion I do not contem- 

late the postponement of the bill beyond the present session. 
Thesis 4 one that 6 melaies be taken up some day this week and 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, the gentleman is aware of the pressure 
of business, and I think if he will listen to the reading of the 
as vig hg ew, y satisfied. 

. HOPKINS. But the point with me, Mr. Speaker, is that 
this is a matter of too much importance to go through the House 
by unanimous consent. I think that the creation of a great cor- 
poration like this, with the powers contemplated in the bill, isa 
matter of so much importance that it ought to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, instead of being passed through here 
ss 7 unanimous consent. 

Mr. I think the gentleman misapprehends the 
of this bill. It is not a bill to charter a great corporation, as 
gentleman says. The Atlantic and Pacific Railway was chartered 
to run from Springfield, Mo., west to California. That lineismade 

up of several constituent roads and companies. This is one of 
those little companies, and the purpose of this bill is simply to 
enable the mortgage bondholders to continue the o p of 
the property after the foreclosure sale which is now pending; and, 
as I have aheady said, they must have authority Congress 


to organize a new com for purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ime , when we come to it, to consider 
this bill on its merits, but I think that the bill is of such a 
character that it ought not to be passed h here by unani- 


mous consent. It looks to the reorganization of this company, or 


to the organization of a new company and the extinguishment of 
the old company, with the various incidental claims connected 
with it, which will drop out of existence when this new company 
is chartered. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam quite sure that my friend from Ilinois 
would not like to throw a straw in the way of the passage of a 
proper measure. 

. HOPKINS. No, sir; certainly not. 

Mr. POWERS. And if he will be kind enough to listen to the 
reading of the report, I am quite sure that his objections to the 
Sl scneaaiie the ee vanish ’ = It is a mere for- 
mal proceeding, to permit owners 0! is property to get it 
into such shape that they may take by legal title. 

Mr. HOP S. Well, we can take any day during the week to 
consider the bill, and if the gentleman wants me to do so, I will 
join with him in a petition to the Committee on Rules to have its 
consideration fixed for some special day. But I do not think it 
wise to permit matters of such —— and possible far-reach- 
ing consequences, to be conside by unanimous consent. It is 
a question of too much importance. 

r. POWERS. My dear sir, pardon me; it involves nothing of 
the kind. It is a matter the gentleman himself would not object 
to if he would take time to consider the report. Why, on the very 
first day of the session he himself, if he will permit me to call his 
attention to the fact, called up a bill of much more importance 
and had it put through by unanimous consent. Now, I joined 
with him in that. It was a proper thing todo. If it is a proper 
bill there can be no objection to this method of consideration. It 
does not es delay, such as the gentleman intimates, and he 
maar will not insist upon it if he would but listen to the reading 
o report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the difference between my bill and this 
one is that that related to a single m and did not affect the 
rights of any other individual or the rights of the Government. 
This , on the a may affect the rights of thousands of people 
and does involve millions of money. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken about the 

of the bill—— 

r. HOPKINS. I think I will have to insist on my objection. 
I do it of course with reluctance. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the wa conferees 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 2221) 
for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific indemnity lands: 
Mr. Lacey, Mr. WiLson of Idaho, and Mr. UNpERWoop. 

PASSAGE OF ENGROSSED PENSION BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House at this 
time, as a part of the regular order, certain bills which have been 
heretofore by the House and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and laid aside on a demand for the reading 
of the engrossed bill. 

The Clerk will now read the engrossed copies of the bills. 

SOPHRONIA S. STOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5996) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell was 
read the time and 
Mr.ERDMAN. Has debate been closed on all these bills? 

The SPEAKER. The question has been ordered on 


them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, there is on the table a Senate 
bill identical with the House bill just passed. I refer to the bill 
of the Senate No. 2790, and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
Mr. ERDMAN. [I object. 


Some time subsequent] 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker objection has been withdrawn 
substitution of 


to the — I made for ‘bsti' the Senate bill for the 
House . 

So, there being no further o' the bill, S. 2790, of the same 
title, was substituted for the House 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the House bill, No. 5996, 
will be ordered to lie on the table. 

It was so 

BILLS PASSED, 


Engrossed bills of the following titles were severally read the 
third time and namely: “a 


The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl; 

The bill TL 1900) Ge nembe to Miriam V. Kenney; 

= te R. 1299 Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor . 

The Mil (H. B. 4808) granting » to Mary Cray; _ 

Sue Sea Aen one remove the charge of desertion standing 


— vid Mosten; 
bill (H. R. 8524) for the relief of James McGowan from 
of desertion; 
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i . R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward 
Pigg det a a a in Company H, Thirty-second New 


; ; and 
= nt ie TK pension Hannah Yazell. 
Mr. PI Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the several 


votes by which these bills have been passed, and also move to lay 
that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


. Mr. Speaker—— 

The LACARER. The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Kem], who made the demand for the regular order has 

i it. 
Win PEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
whether he will not withdraw the demand for a few moments? 

Mr. KEM. I will do so. 


DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take from the Speaker's table and consider at this time the bill 
(S. 2488) to extend the charter of the Denison and Northern Rail- 
way Com . This bill of the Senate is precisely the same as a 
House Dill which has been considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this Houseand unanimously reported. The measure is 


carefully guarded in every respect. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enac , That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled “An 
aa Denison nA Northern Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railwa: through the Indian Territory, and forother purposes,” 
approved July 30, be, and the same hereby are, extended fora further | 
period of two years from 


the e of this act. 

Sxo. 2. That section 2 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Seo. 2. That a right of way of 100 feet in width through said Indian Ter- 
ritory is hereby granted to the Denison and Northern Railway Company, 
and a strip of land 100 _ a —_ _— of Seer Sees = addi- 
tion ht of way, is gran or suc ions as may be established, 
jae = shall be allowed but once for every 10 miles of the road, no 
of which shall be sold or leased by the company, with the right to 


h additional grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be | 
cone for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not Gael: | 


ing 50 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as 
may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition 
of land shall be taken for anyone station: Provided further, That no part of 
the lands herein granted be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient 

ration of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line, and when any por- 

‘on thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 

Sec. 3. That section 6 of said act be amended by striking out all after the 
word “ Provided,” and inserting the following: ** That a map of definite lo- 
cation showing the entire route of said road through the Indian Territory 
shall be filed and aves by the Secretary of the Interior before any part 
of the said road be constructed.” 


Mr. KEM. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Texas 
whether this bill is in the usual form? 
Mr. PENDLETON. It is in the usual form; and all the re- 


strictions which are ordinarily imposed by the present Committee | 


on Indian Affairs have been incorporated in this bill. 

Mr, KEM. _Is this the renewal of an old grant? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is an old grant renewed, with some ad- 
ditional restrictions. 

Mr. KEM. Restrictions upon the company? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Upon the company. 

There no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of beaten 

On motion 


last vote was laid on the table. 
DENVER, CRIPPLE CREEK AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 8590) gran’ to the Denver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern 
Comaeny a it of way for a railroad through the South Platte 

and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colorado. 
Beit enacted, etc., That the Denver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern Rail- 
road Company, a corporation incorpora 
of laws of the State of Colorado, is hereby authorized to construct 
@ railroad over and through the South Platte Forest Reserve 

Forest Reserve. 


F. 


SEBE 
H 


Creek ,in the State of Colorado, heretofore 

and established as forest reservations by proclamations of the 
respectively, December 9, 1802, and June 23, 1892; said rail- 

ee reservations at the junction of the North and South Forks 


tte River, in section 25,in township7 south of range 70 west of 
meridian, and to run thence along the water course 


g 


of of the South Platte River to section 3, in township 13 south 
ot ey wey wae also to oe ram seein 7m township 9 
south of range west, along wa courses 0 orse anc rout 
Creek, in the Plum Creek Forest Reserve, to section 34,1n township 10 south 
of range 69 west; said of way to be ted subject to the rights, privi- 


of entitled “An act granting to railroads 


lands of the United States,” approved 


the 
act ia made licable to the right of way 
said a ety = id 
eeveiinas euidiae cf the lain of el cat te Po 


F 


an act 
blic 


R 





; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
& | 
Mr. PENDLETON, a motion to reconsider the 


and organized under and by vir- | 


| There being no objection, the House proceeded to the censidera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| Jn motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H.R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of 
Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls was 
read. 

The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

| Mr. EVANS. I object. 
PIPE LINES IN AND WYOMING. 
Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
| sideration of the bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the pub- 
lic domain for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way through the public lands and reser- 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


COLORADO 


vations of the United States situate in the State of Coloradoand in the State 
ot Wyoming outside of the boundary lines of the Yellowstone National Park 
is hereby —— to any pipe line company or corporation formed for the 
| purpose of transporting oils, crude or refined, which shall have filed or may 
Covestiinr file with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of its articles of in- 
corporation, and due proofs of its organization under the same, to the extent 
of the ground oceupied by said pipe line and 50 feet on each side of the center 


line of the same; also the right to take from the publie lands adjacent to the 

line of said pipe line material, earth, and stone necessary for the construc- 

tion of said pipe line: Provided, That no such right of way shall be so located 
| as to interfere with the proper occupation by the Government of any reser- 

vation; and all maps of location shall be subject to the approval of the Depart- 
ment of Government having jurisdiction of such reservation 

Sec. 2. That any company or corporation desiring to secure the benefits 
of this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of the 
pipe line, if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if the same be upon unsur- 
| veyed lands, within twelve months after the survey thereof by the United 

States, file with the register of the land office for the district where such 
| land is located a map of its line, and upon the approval thereof by the Secre- 

tary of the Interior the same shall be noted upon the plats ia said office, and 
thereafter all such lands over which such right of way shall pass shall be dis- 
posed of subject to such right of way. 

Sec. 3. That if any section of said pipe line shall not be completed within 
five years after the location of said section the right herein granted shall be 
forfeited, as toany incomplete section of said pipe line, to the extent that the 
same is not completed at the date of the forfeiture. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall authorize the use of such right of way 
except for the pipe line, and then only so far as may be necessary for its con- 
| struction, maintenance, and care. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
| were read, as follows: 

| In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “and reservations.” 

| 

| 

i 


In line 12 strike out “fifty ’ and insert “ twenty-five.” 
At the end of section 1 strike out these words: 
“ Provided, That no such right of way shall be solocated as tointerfere with 
the proper occupation by the Government of any reservation; and all maps 
| of location shall be subject to the approval of the Department of Govern- 
ment having jurisdiction of such reservation.” 


| There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
| tion of the bill. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, read the 
; third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. MONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
| vote was laid on the table. 
FLAGSTAFF AND CANYON RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. LACEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Company right 
of way for railroad purposes through the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve in 
northern Arizona. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Company, a cor- 
ration created and existing under the laws of Arizona Territory, is author- 
| ized to construct and maintain a railroad over and through the Grand Canyon 
Forest Reserve (heretofore reserved from entry or settlement and set apart 
us a public reservation by Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, 
by proclamation of date the 20th day of February, 1893), said railroad to enter 
| the said Grand Canyon Forest Reserve at or near Moqui Station, Coconino 
County, Ariz., and to run thence by the most practicable route to a point at 
| or near Cameron Ranch, near the Grand Canyon of the Colorado; said 
of way to be granted subject to the rights, privileges, rules, and restrictions 
of an act entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of way through the 
ublic lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1475, said act being 
ereby made applicable to the right of way hereby granted 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 

“Provided, That no timber shall be cut by said railway company for any 
purpose outside of the right of way herein granted.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire whether this bill has been 
submitted to the Interior Department? 

Mr. LACEY. It has been. 

Mr. McMILLIN Will the gentleman have read the recom- 
mendation of the . spartment? 

Mr. LACEY. The letter of tae Department asks that the privi- 
lege of cutting timber be limited to timber within the grant. 
Under the general railway law the company could take timber 
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anywhere for the building of the road; but on account of this land 
having been withdrawn and put in a state of reservation, the 
company can not build under the general law. This bill simply 

ives the company the right of way, limiting the privilege of cut- 
Ge timber in accordance with the recommendation of the De- 
partment. 

There being no objection, the Heuse proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask that the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be printed in the Recorp in connection with 
the action on this bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I will send it up. 

The letter of the Secretary of the Interior is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 22, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to hand you herewith a report from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on H. R. 7578, entitled “A bill granting the 
Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Company right of way for railroad purposes 
through the Grand Cenyos Forest Reserve in northern Arizona.” 

I concur in the Com joner’s conclusion that the bill in its present form 


should not be passed, but that it should be amended as su by the Com- 
missioner, in order that the purpose contemplated by eal reserve may not 


be soqgeratned. 
ery respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 

Hon, Joun F. Lacey, 

Chairman Committee on Public Landa, House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NATIONAL FLOWER, PLANT, AND FRUIT GUILD. 

Mr. SURANTON,. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8497) to incorporate the National 
Flower, Plant, end Fruit Guild. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, Ishould 
like to ask, What is the object sought to be attained by this bill? 
If anyone fathers the bill, I should like to know what the purpose 
is in coming to Congress? 

The SPEAKER. The ‘ een from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ScraNTON] presents the bill. 

Mr. SCRANTON, The object is to give them a legal organiza- 


tion. F 

Mr. LOUD. But Iwill ~ to the gentleman that they can in- 
corporate under the laws of any State. Is it not a dangerous 
precedent to ask Congress to grant charters of this ‘or any other 
character? 

Mr. SCRANTON. This is a purely philanthropic and benevo- 
lent association. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh,I understand that; but what precedent has 
been established for this? Of course I know that if this passes, it 
will be one precedent; but I should like to know what precedent 
has been established heretofore. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Iam unable to answer that question. 

Mr. LOUD. I ay ge the fact that this seems to be a very 
worthy object, and if there was no other way of incorporating 
mg Fe by coming to Congress I should raise no objection to it; 
but I think it is a very nee precedent to come, even with a 
simple proposition of this character, to ask Congress for incorpo- 
ration, ane there is an abundance of power under the laws of 
any State to incorporate, and accomplish the same object sought 
to be attained here. 

Mr. SCRANTON. This bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and that committee have reported unanimously. 
Their report is here. It is very short. 

Mr. LOUD. I think I shall have to object. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 


— 
e SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
CONDEMNED CANNON FOR LANCASTER, WIS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to 
the Grant County Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Asso- 
ciation of Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., the of the Navy be, ‘ 
eothl teria trace ate er ee 

s 0 
Biers’ Monument and ‘Memorial Association of Wisconsi m for he ornamen- 
tation of the soldiers’ monument in the city of Lancaster: Provided, That 
the same can be spared without detriment to the service, and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR G, A. R. POST, BOONTON, N, J. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8495) granting 
to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon 
and 20 cannon balls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate to John Hill Post, No. 86, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls for 
the decoration of the soldiers’ monument in said city: Provided, That the 

be without detriment to the service, and that no expense 


same can 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the River of the North. 

The bill was . It provides that the North Dakota and Min- 
nesota Central Railway Lean , a corporation organized, cre- 
ated, and existing under and by ue of the laws of the State of 
Minnesota, is hereby authorized to construct, operate, and main- 
tain a bridge and arene thereto across the Red River of the 
North, at a point to be selected by said oomnenr and suitable to 
the interests of navigation, in township 148 north, of range 4) 
west, of the fifth principal meridian. d bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at tho 
option of said corporation, may be so constructed as to provide for 
the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot 

n , for such reasonable rates of toll as may be approved 
y the Secretary of War, etc. 

The SPE R. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man whether this bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. EDDY. It has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has it received the recommendation of the 
Department? 

r. EDDY. It has. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; and 

it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of . EDDY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


CLAIMS PENDING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND STATE OF TEN- 
NESSEE. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure but the matter [ 
desire to call up would be privileged, but at any rate it would 
only take a minute to dispose of. I will submit it, and if there 
be any controversy I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I withdraw the demand for the lar order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Senate joint resolution 91, providing for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States inst the 
State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of Tenness: 
against the United States, passed the Senate some time ago, \!r. 
Speaker. I then asked consent that it lie on the Speaker's talle 
until a similar resolution, pending before the House Committ: 
on Claims, should be disposed of. They have since been consi(- 
ering it, and I understand that it will be amended, or it is desire 
to amend it. I therefore think the better course is to refer thie 
Senate joint resolution 91, and let it be acted on in the committee 
instead of the House bill. I ask, therefore, that it be referred to 
the committee now. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reference will be made. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ba®- 
Cock] calls for the ao order, which is business of the District 
Committee. What does the gentleman propose to call up? 

% . The dumael for the teqelar order is with- 


wh. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I withhold it a moment. 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF LEAVENWORTH SOLDIERS’ HOMF. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent for the 


unanimous 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the des«. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the is hereby saereaa te t mittee of 
au a.com 
five members, Seeuemn Waco examine aad report to this Hoos 
pon 


wu She Sinp, preskiens 
for Disabled teer Soldiers, and complaints which have been 
made as to the workings ond Management of any or all of the Homes, and 
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and to recommend, by bill or otherwise, what 
necessary to insure the most effective, economical, 
of the funds annually appropriated by Congress for 


said Homes; and for that pu said committee is authorized 

my Ss aa of the House and ae the recess of Congress, at 

place in the United States, to examine such of the Homes as it may deem 
ecessary, to send for persons and papers, also the books, accounts, papers, 
aa all other matters and things rtaining to said Homes and the conduct 

f any manager or officer thereof, ae See ar and - ee -—_ 
assistance as ma ul or work. e Clerk o 

clerical and a order of the caekeunen of said committee, shall advance, 

+t fund of the House, such sums as may be required to 


current expenses for clerk hire and other services, traveling and 
meet the ing $5 


nses, not ex: .000, said amount to be promptly accounted 
S by proper youchers duly certified by said chairman. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 

strike out the word “Homes” and insert the word “ Home"; in 
ties passe the word “Soldiers,” insert “at Leavenworth, Kans."’; in line 7, 
after the word “ management,” strike out the words “of any or all of the 
Homes, and y the Western Branch " and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “of said Home”; in line 12, strike out the word “ Homes” and insert 
the word “ Home”; in line 14, strike out the words “any place in the United 
States” and insert the words “ Leavenworth, Kans.”’; in line 15, strike out 
the words “such of the Homes as it may deem necessary” and insert the 
words “said Home”; in line 18, strike out the word “ Homes” and insert 
the word “ Home.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? - , , 

Mr. HALL. Iwant an explanation of the resolution, reserving 

ight to object. 

OTE TRACE . Mr. Speaker, the resolution as amended refers 
solely to and includes the Home at Leavenworth, Kans. There 
has been so much said about the management of that Home that 
it would seem to everyone whose attention has been called to it 
that there ought to be an investigation, both in justice to the men 
charged as well as in justice to the inmates of the Home; and I 
trust there will be no opposition to the consideration and passage 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from a hurried reading of the 
resolution that it limits the expense to $5,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I want to suggest that the last inquiry of 
this nature, which was also limited to $5,000, cost $11,500 before 
they gotthrough, That was an investigation held in 1883—a sim- 
ilar one to this. 

Mr. TRACEY. That was an examination much more extensive 
than this. This is confined to a single Home. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That was confined to a single Home. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do notsee how they could expend the money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It is not. 





BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR BOONVILLE, MO, 


Mr. HUBBARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2843) to authorize the con- 
ee of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Boon- 
ville, Mo. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and " 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON EXCURSION STEAMERS. 


Mr.BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the Senate bill 2642, to provide for the 


safety of ngers on excursion steamers. 
The tel wes read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide for the safety of passengers on 
excursion steamers oarsmen taking part in regattas, amateur or pro- 
f that may hereafter be held on navigable waters, the Secretary of 
the be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered in his discre- 
tion to revenue cutters to enforce such rules and regulations as may 


be alopted to Seite eae a on said excursion steamers and 
dam amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Ows: 


In line 4, after the word “steamers,” strike out the word “and” and insert 
the word “ yachts’; in same line insert the words “and all craft, whether 
as observers or ts”; in line 11, after the word “steamers,” strike 
out the words “and the” and insert the word “ yachts”; also, in same line, 
insert the words “and all craft, whether as observers or participants.” 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
resolution? 


of the a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


[After 
Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. Is this mandatory, or simp] 
authorizes the - = 


of the Treasury? 
aon BENNETT. It is left in the discretion of the Secretary of 
The I 
The 


The Chair hears no objection. 
amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


to a third reading; and it was 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. What bill does the gentleman propose to 
take up? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the bill H. R. 5731, with Senate 
amendments that came over to-day. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. This is a House bill; the amendments 
of the Senate can be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). 
may be reported. That is all that is necessary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman that, while 
the bill is a little long, it has been the custom so persistently to 
have all bills read, however small the importance, that it would 
be well that this bill should be read. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has it been read once? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is a House bill with Senate amendments, 
and therefore it does not require to be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ah, the situation is different. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wholly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin desire to have all of the amendments reported and voted 
upon in gross? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, after “‘ physicians,” 
the law.” 

Page 1, line 12, after “ remove,” insert “after due notice and hearing.” 

Page 2, section 2, line 14, strike out ‘‘and "’ where it occurs the first time 

Page 3, section 3, line 1,strike out ‘ passage of this act" and insert “Ist day 
of July, 1895." 

Page 4, section 4, line 5, strike out “twenty " and insert “‘ ten.” 

Page 5, section 5, line 24, after “ of,’ insert “ either of.” 

Page 5, section 5, line 24, after “‘ have,”’ insert * been.” 

Page 6, section 5, line 44, strike out “or of both, as the case may be,”’, 

Page 6, section 5, line 3%, strike out “ or societies.” z 

Page 6, section 5, line 37, strike out “ said boards” and insert “ either of the 
boards named in this act.” 

Page 6, section 6, line 9, after “ and,” 

Page 6, section 6, line 9, strike out ‘“ other.” 

Page 6, section 6, line 11, strike out “of medical examiners.” 

Page 7, section 6, line 12, strike out “examination” and insert “ meeting.” 

Page 7, section 7, line 13, strike out “department” and insert “ depart- 
ments.”* 

Page 8, section 7, line 22, strike out ‘“‘ examination.” 

Page 8, section 7, line 22, strike out “of” and insert “attained by.” 

Page 8, section §, lines 13 and 14, strike out “a graduate of any medical col- 
lege in good standing.” : 

Page 8, section 8, line 16, strike out all after “ act’ down to and including 
“licenses,” line 24, page 9, and insert “and to physicians who may change 
their residence to the District of Columbia from any State or Territory where 
medical laws and medical examining boards exist. the presentation of a cer- 
tificate or license from a medical examining board, if found upon due in- 
quiry to be true and genuine, being sufficient evidence of right to registra- 
tion and certification under the provisions of this act: Provided, That the 
medical laws and examining boards of such States and Territories grant 
equal rights and recognition to the licentiates of the board herein created." 

Page 10, section 10, line 8, strike out “ and persistent.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 17, strike out “* Board of Commissioners" and insert 
“court of appeals.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 18, strike out “its” and insert “the.” 

Page 16, section 10, line 18, after “ decision,”’ insert “of said court.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 23, after “ him,” insert “ or her.” 

Page 11, section 11, line 6, strike out “ recording.”’ 

Page 11, section 11, line 6, after “clerk.” insert “ of said court.” 

Page 11, section 11, line 9, after “and,” insert “shall.” 

Page 11, section 12, line 7, after “* Columbia,” insert * nor to medical students 
who have matriculated in any medical college in the District of Columbia 
prior to January, 1896.” 

Page 11, section 12, line 8, after “ to,”’ insert “the practice of massage or the 
so-called Swedish movement cure, nor to.” 

Page 11, section 12, line 9, strike out “any.” 

Page 11, section 12, lines 9and 10, strike out “ being given in return therefor.” 

Page 12, section 13, line 6, strike out ‘to do so.” 

Page 12, section 13, line 9, strike out “or both.” 

; Page 12, section 13, line 18, strike out all after “ act,’ down to and including 
ine 2. 

Page 13, section 14, line 8, strike out “said board” and insert “the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia.” 

Page 13, section 16, line 2, strike out *‘ now existing.” 

Page 13, section 16, line 3, strike out “‘ or inconsistent therewith.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. _Is there objection to considering 
the Senate amendments to the House bill in gross? 
There was no objection, and the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 
STORAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3462 


The amendments 


The Clerk will report the Senate 


insert “one of whom shall be learned in 





insert “ other meetings shall be held.” 


‘* To regulate the business of storage in the District of Columbia,” 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 
The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 
Page 1, section 1, line 8, strike out all after “thereon” down to and includ- 
ing “ property,” on line 10. 


2, section 2, line 6, strike out “and” and insert 
whose instance such change of 


“by the person at 
on is so ordered, and who ehall be 
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entitled to recover such povmens as part of the costs in such proceeding, or 
if defeated therein he shall be credised with such payments in taxation of costs 
againsthim. And”’ 


The amendments were concurred in, 
PIPES FOR PETROLEUM. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2876) to 
permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a certain street in the 
city of Washington. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to grant to Rene C. Baughman permission te lay pipes 
for the transmission of petroleum and its products in the following-named 
streets in said city of Washington, to wit: From north block No. along 
the unpaved portion of Half street southeast a distance of 3,000 feet ina 
southerly direction to the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River; that said 
pipe line shall be laid under the direction of the Commissioners of the Dis- 

ct of Columbia. K 

Sxc. 2. That said Rene C. Baughman shall furnish said Commissioners with 
bond or bonds, or such other security as they may require, to guarantee the 
strict compliance with the permit that may be granted said Rene C. Baugh- 
man, and to insure the complete restoration of said unpaved portion of Half 
street disturbed in laying said pipe line as aforesaid. 

Sze. 3, That said Rene C. Baughman shall also lower or re-lay any pipes 
whenever directed to do so by said Commissioners, by reason of a change in 
ine grade of the street above named or the construction of any public work 

erein. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


TESTIMONY OF PHYSICIANS IN COURTS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the bill (S, 981) relating to the tes- 
timony of physicians in the courts of the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the courts of the District of Columbia no physi- 
cian or surgeon rmitted, without the consent of the person afflicted. 
or of his legal representative, to disclose any information, confidential in its 
nature, which he shall have acquired in attending a a in a professional 
capacity and which was necessary to enable him to act in that capacity, 
whether such information shall have been obtained from the patient or from 
his family or from the person or persons in charge of him: Provided, That 
this act shall not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is 
charged with causing the death of or inflicting injuries upon a human being, 
and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of public justice. 


The report (by Mr. Huick) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2647) es > the testimony of physicians in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, have given careful deration to the same and recom- 
mend the passage of the with an amendment as follows: 

After the word * any,” in the fifth line, and before the word “ information,” 
in the sixth line, insert the word “confidential”; so that the bill wil] read: 


“A bill relating to the testimony of physiciaus in the courts of the District 
of Columbia. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That in the courts of the District of 
Columbia no physician or surgeon shall rmitted, without the consent of 
the person c or of his legal representative, to disclose any confidential 
information which he shall have acquired in attending a patient in a profes- 
sional us and which was necessary to enable | to act in that capac- 
ity, whether such information shall have been obtained from the patient or 
from his family or from the person or perscns in charge of him: ided, 
That this act not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused 
is charged with causing the death of or inflicting injuries upon a human 
being and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of public justice.” 

The bill as thus amended receives the unanimous indorsement of com- 


ttee. 

The object of this bill is to place a physician in the same legal relation to 
his patient concerning communications made to him by his patient of a con- 
fidential nature as that recognized by the common law and enacted into statu- 
tory law by almost if not every 5 in the Union between an attorney and 
his client concerning communications made to him by his client in that rela- 
tion, or his advice to his client. The reason for the latter applies with equal 
force to the former. m 

Many of the States have extended this privilege to clergymen and priests 


concerning confessions made to them in their a character. All 
such legislation is based upon public policy. e bill under consideration 
does no so far as to include clergy and protect them. 


The information thus acquired by the physician must be confidential in its 
character, ctherwise it is not _— > 

This bill was referred to Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who submitted it to the District attorney, to the justices of the su 
ore * ene of Columbia, and to the presidenj of the Medical 

The following is the letter of President Ross on the subject: 


“Orrick COMMISSIONERS OF THE DtsTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, January 13, 1896. 
“Dear Str: The Commissioners have the honor to make the fol re- 
mse to your reference to them for their examination of and report on House 
eon ne to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District 
Solum . 

“Upon receipt of the bill they conferred with the advocates and ents 
of the measure, and ultimately submitted the subject tothe justices 
of the Serene court of the District of Columbia and the president of the 
Medical iety of the District, and to their attorney. The Commissioners 
have no especial qualifications or experience that would render their conclu- 
sions on the subject of exceptional value, and therefore take the liberty of 
transmitting copies of the opinions of the justices of the supreme court of the 
District, of president of the Medical y of the District as the repre- 
sentative of that society, and of the attorney for the District, as the t 
manner of getting before you the views of the most authoritative exponents 
of both sides of the question. 

“Very reapecttelly, 
“JOHN W. ROSS, 
“President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 

“Hon. J. W. Bancock, 

“Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
“House of Representatives.” 


The district attorney favors the measure, as expressed in the following 


letter: 
“OFFICE ATTORNEY FOR THE DisTRIcT oF CoLUMBTA, 
“Washington, D. C., December 23, 1895. 

“GENTLEMEN: I have examined Senate bill (8S. 981, Fifty-fourth Congress, 
first session) relating to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which refe to me for opinion. 

“The object of this bill is to place physicians on the same plane with law- 
yers as to confidential communications in the course of their employment. 
Atcommon law (which prevails in this District) confidential communications 
made by a patient to his physician are not vileged. This rule has been 
cha by statute ina rity of the States so that communications made 
by a patient to his physi or surgeon and information acquired by him 
while attending a _— in a professional capacity, which are important 
to enable him to act, are a. 

“Judge Cooley (Torts, 619, G20), after observing that the common law does 
not extend to the confidence bestowed upon a physician the same protection 
which it gives te the legal adviser, says: 

“* Vet reasons in support of it are largely the same, and ought to havo 
been recognized as sufficient. The disclosures made to any the three 
(physicians, clergymen, and law =e) may in a measure be ey. and 
what is extorted can never tfully be made use of except for the very 
purpose for which it is obtained. The competent physician does not under- 
take to make cures where he knows nothing of the causes; and he may need 
to know the history of an ailment before he is able to determine the family 
to which it belongs, or the remedies likely to be available for its cure. Ho 
demands this; and in the mind of the patient the alternative to disclosure 
may be that he will be wrongly and prejudicially treated. But the disclosure 
that may be useful for treatment may be damaging otherwise if placed be- 
fore the public; and if the lips of the physician are not sealed the patient 
may elect to deceive him rather than to have his body cured at the expense 
of his liberty or his reputation.’ 

“The bill an properly excepts evidence in criminal cases where the ac- 
cused is char with ca e death, etc., and the disclosure is required 
in the interest of public j 

“In my — the measure is one that is entitled to be favorably recom- 
mended to Congress. 

“The bill is herewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, 


“The COMMISSIONERS, etc.” 


The justices of the supreme court of the District recommend unfavorable 
action thereon by Congress in the following communication: 


“SUPREME COURT OF THE DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington, January 17, 1896. 

“DegAR Str: In response to your request for our views as to the desira- 
bility of the pespened legislation, we have examined and considered Senai» 
bill No. 981, relating to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and suggest that you recommend unfavorable action 
thereon -? Congress. 

“ The privilege thus proposed to be extended to physicians, exempting and 
prohibiting them from disclosure, in the courte, 3 information obtained in 
attending a patient in a professional capacity, did not exist at common law. 
and in a more or less restricted form exists by statute to-day in only 20 
of our States and Territories. Of these, New York is the Atlantic Coast 
Eively recent, and of the Gust adopting wate ques Sees those 

vely recen tes are q ‘oung except those 

ust mentioned and California, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, 
issouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

“The privilege extended to communications between aes obviner and 
client at_ common law was based upon public and had reference 
to the administration of justice w red ‘the aid of men skilled in 

Fats and obligations which form thevuktestet sil judieial p proces dings’ 

w orm su a dings.’ 

The reason for the rule was said to be that out it no man ‘ would dare 
consult a essional adviser with a view to his defense, or to the enforce- 
ment of rights.’ No such reason exists or a: as to communications 


made bz patient to eee. and it clearly with reference to know!- 

edge derived by the physician from observation. There is ( 

e goovaten excl intormation obtained from the family or others at- 
z tad patient, for the rule of evidence as excluding hearsay testimony 


“ The enactment sought by this bill would be a serious obstruction to justice 
in contests over life insurance, personal inj from negligent or ul act, 
wills, and others in which mental capacity is involved. In such cases, facts 

of the ysician are generally of 
ce, and in cases invol q of mental 


“Ss. T. THOMAS, 
“ Attorney District of Columbia. 


first importan: capacity the 
opinion of the physician, based in whole or in part upon communications 
made to him by the it, is the most important evidence aii- 
es. Ss are not of his Pogal ropres eee within 

power - person afflicted, or representative’ to per- 
mit or deny. It is not to be anticipated that eee consent 
to the examination of a physician peer = expected to be adverse 
to him, and the other to the litigation, and court as perhaps 
with full know the situation, in such instances 


parties to a cause are competent 
and compellable witnesses in behalf of other, as well as competent wit- 
nesses in their own behalf. They ought not to be permitted to exercise con- 
trol over the know! of others. 

“We think that this bill oaght not to become Jaw in its present shape; that 


£8 tp not cencegte St eee Saeneees as wae the objections stated: 
and that such legislation would be detrimental to the administration of 
“Very respectfully, “E. FP. BINGHAM. 
“A. B. HAGNER. 
“A. OC. BRADLEY. 
“L. BE. McCOMAS. 
“CHAS. C. COLE. 
“WALTER 8. COX. 
“Hon. Joun W. 


‘President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia.” 


The committee hold in high esteem the and judgment of this emi- 
nent tribunal and the force of argument against the bill in 
its form, but their objections are met by the amendment sus 

the committee. 

The thus amended privileged only such “ confidential informs 
tion which he shall have acquired in attending a patient in a profession 











with the learned justices when speaking of the 


We respectfully attorney and client, that “‘no such reason exists or 
ple as applied to = tient to a physician.” 


princi made by a 
a poses = comamnal 7 xr force where the character and 


.— ee ee ortte of the nt are involved. The issues of life 
imi death A ant be bs sted. physician. The 


in the hands of the trusted famil i 
should freely, truthfully, unreservedly make full disclosures 
ithe doctor. and ho tn, tar shold oon the disability that would enable 
- u the disability that would enable 
de all the is the case + B ely the remedy, without being com- 
res thereof in ee meseuten 
tten among the m profession that forbids any 
phanlnn to close what he has learned about his patient that would reflect 
upon his re 
eed weston say further, “and it (the reason) clearly fails with 
ference to knowledge derived by the physician from observation.” 
= der this bill knowledge derived from observation may or may not be 
vileged. That will be a question for the court to determine from all the 
Pricumetances in particular case. The knowledge obtained, whether 
from or observation, must be confidential, otherwise the rule 
does not apply. 


The common-law rule as applied to attorneys is modified by this bill in its 


i < Mication #275 not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is 
with causing the death of or inflicting injuries upon a human being 

and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of public justice.” _ 
This important modification seems to have been overlooked by the justices 
i oe see tohie attorney by the veriest criminal are privileged. 


this by communications made by the patient to his physician, 
Ne sowe ee Cuarged with causing death or inflicting indestes ona 
n 4 ; 

universally ask this legislation, not in their own in- 

ecm Sater the protection of the reputation, health, and lives of their 
patients, as well as for public justice. , ; 

We subjoin the very able communication of the president of the Medical 

Society of the District of Columbia, which clearly expresses the views of the 

profession upon this question: 


145 I Street NW., 
Washington City, D. C., February 11, 1396. 
Srr: The bill (H. R. 2647) entitled “A bill relating to the testimony of phy- 
of the District of Columbia"’ has been drafted and pre- 
lens 5 direction of the Medical Society of the District of 


ee ie of S oe 











stantiall same as laws in force in twenty States and one Terri- | 
of ee the first of which was enacted by the State of Oregon 
in iste, and the latest in 1887 by the States of Indiana, Wyoming, Montana, 
onthe follo list includes the States, with the year, page, and section of 
the statute books in which the law is to be found: 
State. Statute book. | Year. | Page. | Section. 
a dtntibnnisese caster re 1883 625 2862 | 
RE Le BE DB cccoccas Drennan 1881 | 
OabePORD «wanda cdbsscscn<cceccc.- Gen. Stats........ 1883 1082 4 | 
Dante «canted denddtinocevccccs Comp. Laws ..... 1887 910 531: 
VeRO. -ndnectin nibneeswensene Revised Stats....| 1887 a 
TRGIOMB.. ..ccaccdecocvce ccccce o00- Rev. Stat......... 1887 579 497 
WG. cnc eee eaaie sacs cccccs Rev. Code........ 1884 ——ti«d) Roe 
pee a ae eee Comp. Laws ..... 1885 645 323 
on Gen. Stat........| 1882 | 1880 | 7516and 86 
1881 Te | 10} 
1879 960 47 
1887 | *230 60 
1885 833 3406-3454 
4 SAS Sree | S34 
18st | 1096 524 | 
1872 SE Ratpaneiendpanidiain i 
1876 St Rempsennnitiihln 
188) 102 | 302 
1878 yor 4075 
1887 590 2589 





ee) Oe ee eee eee ee eee 





* Civil Code. 


The opposition to the enactment of this bill is set forth in the protest of six 
ey the supreme court of the District of Columbia now on file with the 
Commissimers of the District of Columbia, to which I am directed 

of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia to make 
profession of this District holds in high esteem the justices of 
court of the District of Columbia, as well for their learning and 
and integrity, but it is surprised 
suet the enactment of this bill, 
citizen of the liberty of privi- 
his a in the enjoyment of the right 
confession to his physician, now denied him 
enforced by the said six 

justices of Ln mown court of the District of Columbia. It is quite reason- 
able to suppose are many men who, for the 


| 


> ae on of the jus- 
contrary notwithstanding, and it will continue to 


or popular, has bee 
States in which such statutes exist, 
them, or that any conflict exists 

$ a a 7 least » oaterres 
protection ysicians rom entore dis- 

confidential communications of Fatients has been established, 


“rae Caras nly to extend such ion to less favored communities. 


from the compulsory disclosure 
ina eeeinibael Gecectty. and which may be neces- 
Manage cases of 


sickness with intelligence and suc- 
will conceal im t, and some- 


will deny the 
or conditions 
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alleged by the pivcicion. until admission or confession is 
; 
ad prove 


statement of the physician that longer concealment 
dangerous and perhaps fatal 
It isa recognized principle of law that a witness can not be forced to crimf- 


r denial wou 


nate himself. Surely information extorted by a physician, or communicated 
to him in the confidence of a confiding patient, should be equally inviolable 
as information known only to the witness himself. If a witne n not be 
| compelled to criminate himself directly by confession in open court, is it not 
gross injustice to compel him to criminate himself indirectly by th mpual 
sory disclosure of his confession or confidential communication to his physi- 
cian made under duress, fright, or emotional impulse? If a man unwillingly 


| enable that physician to treat an exist 


tation or character, under the penalty of dishonorable dismissal | 


confesses some circumstance, incident, or vice of his life to a physician to 
ing ailment with intelligence, is it 
ight of refusing permission to such 





more than exact justice to grant him th« 





payin to disclose in open court such confidential communicatio: The 
sill is intended to protect the patient from such indirect and involuntary 
crimination of himself, and compulsory disclosure of a secret confided to his 
friend and physician. 
The second paragraph of the protest of the six justices sets forth three 


after the law of the State of New York, and is sub- | 


| ciently advanced in civilization to know how best to protect her 


| sult a professional adviser with a view to his defense or the enfor 





} 


| 


averments in opposition to this bill: — 
law “New York is the only Atlantic Coast State” that has adopted sucha 
w. 


(2) “Arkansas is the sole Southern State" in which such a statut 





» exists. 

(3) “The legislation is comparatively recent, and of the States adopting it 
all are quite young, except ess just mentioned (New York and Arkansas) 
and California, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, 
and Wisconsin.” 

The third averment carries with it the emphatic contradict the 
averment of recency, because of the admission that it i il 
of the 2) States in which such statutes exist. If the averment of cency 
were true, how would such fact disprove or lessen the wisdom and justice of 
such laws? On the contrary, it would seem to establish the equity of such 
legislation, because in evidence of the progress of a higher civilization and 
broader conception of private rights and privileges. The progr of civili- 






zation during the past twenty-four years (the first law dates bac » 1872) has 
not been more clearly shown than in the many recent statutory moditica- 
tions of and exemptions from legal traditions—than by such legislation in 
the States named, which has exempted 27,000,000 (census of 1890) citizens of 
this country from such compulsory disclosures. 

The citation of one Atiantic Coast and one Southern State is even more fal- 
lacious, and partakes of the nature of a derisive appeal to geographi 
tional, or local prejudices. New York is the largest, most populous, and 
wealthiest of the original thirteen States. Why, then, may not her statute 
of exemption be accepted as testimony in support of the justiee of such leg- 
islation; all the more strongly so because as yet there has been neither judi 


cal, sec- 


cial nor popular remonstrance against such statutory protection of physicians 


from the compulsory disclosure of the confidential communicatio1 
sick citizens? And surely Arkansas is old enough and her citizens 
their private rights and privileges. So far, then, these 
cited as exemplars worthy of the emulation of other sister States stil 
in the tradition of the common law transmitted to us from English des« 
The Medical Society of the District of Columbia, as does the medica 
fession at large, admits (see third paragraph of protest) the justice of 
exemption of legal advisers from enforced disclosure of the secrets of 
clients, but it can not be admitted that such confidential communications are 
more sacred than the confidences of sick people. egal advisers and attor- 
neys are for the most part concerned with litigants, and their confidential 
information relates mainly to business matters and property values. Tho 
confidences of the physician refer most especially, and in most instances ex- 
clusively, to personal conditions, character, temperament, idiosyn¢ rasies, 
vices, indiscretions of life, family history, inherited predispositions and dis- 
eases, and avoidable and unavoidable afflictions, social as well as pathologi- 
cal; and all this in the interest of health, longevity, and life. If these two 
widely different classes of confidences could be measured by any common or 
uniform standard, those of the physician would rise far above those of the 


two State 





| attorney on the scale of inviolability. 


It is stated in the same paragraph that if the privilege was not “extended 
to communications between legal adviser and client no man would dare con- 
cement of 
his rights.” The predicate and postulate are both conceded, and it is equally 
true that “no man would dare consult” his medical adviser with a view to 
the treatment and cure of disease if he knew that his confidential communi- 
cations and confessions would be disclosed in open court. “The privilege 
extended to communications between legal adviser and client at common 
wis 1 upon public policy, but that fact can not justify the limitation 
of the privilege exclusively to the legal profession, nor is it believed that popu- 
lar judgment, always the safest depository of power, will sustain such con- 
tention. 
Under the common law the physician can not protect himself from com- 
palesy disclosure of confidential communications, nor can the common law 
» amended; relief can therefore only be obtained by statute law enacted by 
the legislature. The patient should be protected in the unreserved and 
fearless statement of his ailment and its cause. Suppose, for instance, an 
erring man by a candid confession aided his physician in the diagnosis of 
syphilis contracted by illicit intercourse, and is treated to his own advantage 
and to the protection of his wife and unborn children. If he knew his med- 


ical attendant could be compelled to convict him of adultery, he would hesi- ~ 


tate to make such confession to his own destruction and ruin of his family. 


homens to the census of 1890, 27,472,296 citizens of this country have been 
exempted by State legislation from such compulsory disclosures as are set 


forth in the bills H. R. 2647 and 8.981. These bills seek to guarantee to this com- 
munity thesame protection. The original bill was prepared by a distinguished 
attorney of the local bar, after a careful examination of the statutes in the 
twenty States. This simple statement of facts is a conclusive answer to the 
ee ee the six justices and establishes the wisdom and justice of such 
egislation. 


I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
. SAMUEL C. BUSEY, M. D., 
President of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia. 
Hon. Jonw W. Ross, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The attention of the Chair has 
been called to the fact that this is a Senate bill which has not been 
—— by any committee of the House. 

ir. BABCOCK. The House Committee on the District of 
Columbia has reported an exact duplicate of this bill, which is on 
the Calendar. he report was made by the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Hvutick]}, who will explain the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. The House Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia directed me to report a similar bill to this. The original 
bill reported to the House is identical with the bill passed by the 
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Senate, but the House committee have recommended an amendment 
to its bill. Upon last Saturday, however, the Senate passed its 
bill with an amendment similar to that proposed by the House 
committee, and I wish to call attention to the amendments that 
are proposed by the House and Senate, respectively. In order to 
make the matter clear, I will first ask to have House bill No. 2647 
read with the amendment proposed. 
The bill (H. R. 2647) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the courts of the District of Columbia no physician 
or surgeon shall be permitted, without the consent of the person afflicted, or 
of his legal representative, to disclose any confidential information which he 
shall have acquired in attending a patient in a professional capacity and 
which was necessary to enable him to act in that capacity, whether such 
information shall have been obtained from the eee 9 or from his family or 
from the person or persons in charge of him: Provided, 'That this act shall 
not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is charged with 
causing the death of or ptheting injuriee upon a human being and the dis- 
closure shall be required in the interest of public justice. 


Mr. HULICK. It will be observed that the amendment pro- 

by the House committee has the word ‘‘ confidential” before 

e word *‘information.” The bill as amended by the Senate has 
after the word ‘‘information” the words ‘confidential in its 
nature.” Now, it isfor the House to determine whether they will 
accept the bill as it comes from the Senate or will adopt the amend- 
ment recommended by the House committee, Although there is 
not very much difference between the two,I would prefer the 
amendment of the House committee, and if the Senate had not 
already passed the bill in this amended form I should be inclined 
to insist upon our amendment. The expression ‘ confidential in- 
formation ” is a fixed term, and the court would have to interpret 
it according as the facts and circumstances in each case should 
warrant. e language of the amendment made by the Senate, 
‘information confidential in its nature,” might be regarded as 
indefinite and uncertain, and I think it would be better to adopt 
the language recommended by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the House to the fact that the Senate bill is before the House as 
an original bill, and the House bill is not before the House. 

Mr. HULICK. The House bill has been reported and is on the 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the Calendar, but it has 
not been called up. The Senate bill has been called up. 

Mr. HULICK. Well, in connection with the Senate bill, I will 
ask that the House bill be taken up, so that both may be consid- 
ered together. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Banscock] has called up the Senate bill, and of course only 
one bill can be considered at a time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill has already the Senate. 

Mr. HULICK. That is true, but the House bill is on the Cal- 
endar, and while both bills can not be formally under considera- 
tion, yet the House may have before it at the same time the two 
amendments proposed, the one by the Senate and the other by the 
House, for the purpose of comparing them and determining which 
is preferable. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill only is before the 
House, but an amendment to that bill would be in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the gentleman from Ohio can 
— the object he has in view by moving to amend the Senate 
bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
in view of the parliamentary situation the better way would be to 
consider the Senate bill and allow the House bill to be afterwards 
tabled. Otherwise the bill would have to be sent to the Senate 


Mr. HULICK. I recognize the parliamentary situation, and in 
view of the fact that there is merely a shade of difference between 
the Senate amendment and the one recommended by the House 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and as the Senate has al- 
ready passed the bill, I think I shall not insist upon the House 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question, then, is on concur- 
ring in the Senate bill. 

r. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, there is one matter to which I 
wish to call attention, in connection with my remarks, 
judges of the supreme court of the District of Columbia have 
signed a protest, or rather an ar ent, as will be observed in 
the report, against the passage of this bill. The committee, of 
course, have great respect for the opinions of that court and for 
the judges —- it. I know one of the judges personally, 
having practiced before him in Ohio. It is unnecessary to say 
that the opinion of the judges is a matter to which the committee 


have felt bound to give very full and careful consideration. This | to 


legislation is in derogation of the principle of the common law in 
regard to information or knowledge received by a ate from 
his patient. Hence the committee have felt that they should act 
deliberately in recommending the adoption of any measure not 
consistent with the opinion of acourtof so highstandi Never- 


theless the amendments which have been suggested to the original 


bill will, we think, overcome the objections which have been 
offered by the judges of that court. 

In this connection, I wish to have printed in the Recorp a brief 
summary of the statutes adopted by the different States in regard 
to the matter embraced in this bill. I call attention to the fact 
that but one State has adopted in its statute the term “ confiden- 
tial” in reference to information thus obtained by a physician. [ 
think that the point the judges had in mind was that the privi- 
1 should not be, so as to cover ev communication 
which might be made by a patient to his physician, or informa- 
tion obtained bef him; they doubtless thought that the infor- 
mation intended to be protected by this privilege should be in- 
formation confidential in its nature—such as was in fact intended 
by the patient to be confidential. ee the 21 States and Ter- 
ritories that have adopted laws of this kind only one—the State 
of Iowa—has inserted in its statute the term ‘‘ confidential infor- 
mation.” There are four States where this privilege applies only 
to civil actions. In those States in criminal investigations, where 
the death of a human being results, or where public justice ro- 
quires the disclosure of the information, exceptions are made as 
we propose to make exception in this bill. I repeat that I think 
the suggestions made by the judges of this District in reference 
to this measure are met by the amendments of the committee 
which have been incorporated in the bill—amendments limiting 
this privilege to coufidential information and also excepting from 
its Pe negerene criminal cases such as I have described. 

the physicians of the District, or at any rate the most prom- 
inent ones, who have been ted concur in indorsing this 
bill. They think that some measure of protection like this ought 
to be adopted so as to reenforce what is already the unwritten law 
of the profession, regarded among honorable physicians as equally 
obligatory with a statutory provision making information of this 
character privileged. 

Members will remember the great case which recently created 
so much interest all over the world—a case which was decided 
only a short time ago in the English courts—the case of Dr. Play- 
fair, who was required to pay a judgment of $40,000 for divulg- 
ing (inadvertently, eetene information confidentiaily obtained 
which involved the c ter and reputation of one of his patients. 
This doctor, who was a physician to the royal family, was attend- 
=e sister of his wife, and in that relation obtained information 
relative to the disease or disability of his patient which he after- 
wards revealed (inadvertently, poet) = his wife, by whom it 
was communicated to other husband of the lady 
aggrieved brought suit against the doctor, and after a long litiga- 
tion judgment was rendered t him and he was compelled 
to pay ,000 for his indiscretion. In that case the doctor sim- 
ply eaten the information to his wife. It has sometimes been 
sug. among members of the bar that the introductory woris 
of so many | documents, ‘‘ Know all men by these presents,” 
might be amended to read ‘‘ Know one woman by these presents,” 
because in that case everybody else would be sure to find it out. 
It is on that theory that a member of the medical profession is 
not permitted, by the rules of his profession or the unwritten law, 
which is as unchangeable as that of the Medes and Persians, as he 
will not be permitted by this statute, to communicate information 
thus confidentially obtained, even to his wife. 

The object of this statute is to protect both the doctor and the 
patient; and the committee eve that the bill as framed and 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio { Mr. 
Hu ick] asks to have printed with his remarks certain statutes. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The statutes ref: to are as follows: 


ARKANSAS. 
Confidential communication to ener —No person authorized 
to A pig teged physic or seat compelled to disclos» any information 
which he may have acquires from his patient while attending him in his 
essional and which information to enable him 


rescribe physician do act for him (Section 2919, 
asa or doan ‘or as a surgeon. jon 2919, 
page 768, revised statutes, Arkansas, 1804) 


CALIFORNIA. 


A licensed or can without the consent of his patient, 
The he eS Se Tats 


tient which _ an: eee ing = 
Section 1 him to prescribe or act for the paticut. 
PSection 1881, page 621, 4 Code ©. P., California.) 


COLORADO. 


A aces or surgeon duly authorized to practice his profession under the 
laws a this State shall oy ithows the consent of his patient, be examined 
as to an 


information acqu in attending the patient which was necessar 
cuntie him to or act for the patient. (General statutes, 15°, 
page 1062, section 
DAKOTA. 
A or can not, without the consent of his patient, be ©x- 
saith sasnk Sa to ae ielproeagion soueared in atten the pa- 


ding 
tient which was necessary to onable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
(Comp. Laws, 1887, section 5313, page 910.) 
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IDAHO, 


not, without the consent of his patient, be ex- 

ao tivil ac > any information acquired in attending the pa- 

t es necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
Cent ya a tatutes, Idaho, 1887, page 679, section 5857.) 


INDIANA. 
Witnesses who are incompetent.—The following persons shall not be compe- 
tent witnesses: 
1. se ¢ 
2. * * 
3. * * * 


matters communicated to them as such by patients in 
the ae their professional business, or advice given in such cases. 


IOWA. 
practicing cian shall be allowed in giving testimony to 
aie an ng Ty ential Semandention properly intrusted to him in his 
fessional capacity, and necessary and proper to enable him to discharge 
* functions of his office according to the usual course of practice or disci- 
pline. (Revised Code, Iowa, 1884, page 860.) 


This State, as to confidential communication, etc., is the only 


one with that provision in it. 
KANSAS. 
cian or surgeon concerning any communication made to him by his 
A phywteh reference to any physical or supposed physical disease, or any 
Enowledge obtained by a personal examination of any such patient. (Comp. 
Laws, Kansas, page 64.) = 
MICHIGAN. 
No person authorized to ice physic or surgery shall be allowed to dis- 


ormation Ww’ he may have acquired in attending any patient 
ne Oe eal character, and which information was necessary to enable 
him to prescribe for such patient as a physician, or to do any act for him as 
asurgeon. (General Statutes, Michigan, 1882, page 1889, section 7516.) 


MINNESOTA. 


regular physician or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, 
be exnained | = a civil action as to any information acquired in attending the 


tient which was necessary toenable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
Statutes, Minnesota, section 5662, page 1541.) 


MISSOURI. 


Persons incompetent to testify.—Fifth. A physician or surgeon concernin 
any eroraantion whadh he may have acquired from any patient while attend- 
ing him in a professional character, and which information was necessary to 
enable him to prescribe for such patient as a physician, or do any act for hi 
as a surgeon.—(Revised Statutes, Missouri, 1579, page 690.) 


MONTANA. 


licensed physician or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, 
ee a civil action as to any information acquired in attending the 
tient which was to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
Montana Codes, 1895, page 679, section 3163.) 


NEVADA. 


A licensed physician or surgeon shall not, without the consent of his pa- 
tient, be ae as a witness as to any information acquired in attending 
the patient which was necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the 
patient: Provided, however, In any suit or prosecution against a physician or 
surgeon for . if the patient or party suing or prosecuting shall 
require or give such consent, and any such witness shall give testimony, then 
such physician or surgeon defendant may call ony, other physicians or sur- 
geons as witnesses on belialf of the defendant without the consent of such 


tient or or prosecuting. (General Statutes, Nevada, 1885, 
Be “—_* P page 


NEW YORK. 


tial communication to physician or surgeon.—A person duly au- 
thorized to practice physic or surgery shall not be allowed to disclose any 
information which he acquired in attending a patient in a professional ca- 
to enable him to act in that capacity. 


: which was necessary Sec- 
ee page 1015, Revised Statutes, New York.) ‘ 
OHIO. 


Sro. 5241.—Privileged communications and acts.—The following persons 


shall not in certain respects: 1. An attorney concerning a communi- 
cation mado to him by his client in that relation, on bis advice to his client; 
ora p 

that 


E 


g acommunication made to him by his patient in 
or his advice to his patient; but the attorney or physician may 
testify by express consent of the client or patient, and if the client or patient 
~_ testify, the attorney or physi may be compelled to testify on 


same subject. 
Mr. HULICK. Mr. 8 er, an examination of the statutes of 
the several States will the tendency of legislation in the 


direction of this bill. We have not sought to go as far in this 
bill from the common-law doctrine as many of the States. The 
majority make any and all information derived from the patient 
pri both in civil and criminal proceedings. This bill makes 


ex criminal cases and confines it to confidential informa- 
tion. Doubtless it will be but a short time when every State will 


— statutes similar to the one under consideration. 
. CURTIS of Iowa. The gentleman assents to the Senate 
; it will facilitate the passage of the bill. 


Io 
amended? 
Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes 
BABCOCK. I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 
bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


Mr. HULICK. I now ask that House bill 2647, correspond- 
— provisions to the Senate bill just passed, lie upon the 


made, 


S071 


The SPEAKER. In the absenceof objection, that order will be 





RIGHTS OF MARRIED WOMEN. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I now call up the bill (S. 1659) to amend the 
laws of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make 
parents the natural guardians of their minor children, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Has a House bill substantially the same as 
this been reported and placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. BABCOCK. ' The committee has made a report, but the 
report is not yet on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, then, the bill could not come 
up except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam instructed by the committee to call up 
the Senate bill this morning and request its passage. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the bill has been 
favorably reported to the House, in which case it will be in order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the property, real and personal, which any woman 
in the District of Columbia may own at the time of her marriage, and the 
rents, issues, profits, or proceeds thereof, and real, personal, or mixed prop- 
erty which shall come to her by descent, devise, purchase, or bequest, or the 
gift of any person, shall be and remain her sole and separate property, not 
withstanding her marriage, and shall not be subject to the disposal of her 
husband or liable for his debts, except that such property as shall come to 
her by gift of her husband shall be subject to, and be Viable for, the debts of 
the husband existing at the time of the gift. 

Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 
bargain, sell, and convey her real and personal property, and enter into any 
contract in reference to the same in the same manner, to the same extent, 
and with like effect as a married man may in relation to his realand personal 
property, and she may, by a promise in writing, expressly make her sepa 
rate estate liable for necessaries purchased by her or furnished at her request 
for the family. 

Sec. 3. That any married woman may carry on any trade or business, occu 
pation or profession by herself or jointly with others, and perform any labor 
or services on her sole and separate account, and the earnings of any married 
woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or services 


shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and invested by her 
in her own name. 


Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall invalidate any marriage 
settlement or contract. 

Sec. 5. That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife's 
antenuptial debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such debts, to be enforced against her and her separate property as if she 
were unmarried. 

Sec. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural guardians of the 
person of their minor children. If either dies or is incapable of acting, the 
natural guardianship of the person shall devolve upon the other: Provided, 
however, That in case of the death of either parent from whom the said chil- 
dren may inherit, or take by devise or bequest, the said parent may, by deed 
or last willand testament, appoint a guardian of the property of the chil- 
dren, subject to theapproval of the proper court of the District of Columbia. 

Sev. 7. at thesnrvivor may by last will appoint a guardian of the persen 
and property of any of the children, whether born at the time of making the 
will or afterwards, to continue during the minority of the child, or for a less 
time, subject at all times to removal for cause and appointment of another 
by the proper court. 

SEc. &. at dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker,I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill a question for information. It occurs 
to me from the reading of it that some mistake has been made in 
preparing the bill. You speak of the estate of married women 
and provide,as most of the State laws do, that she shall have 
power to dispose of the same; that it shall be and remain her sole 
and separate property, notwithstanding her marriage, and so on; 
but you say that a married woman may bargain or sell and convey 
real or personal property or make contracts ‘*‘ while the marriage 
relation subsists.” Now,if, for instance, a woman be divorced on 
accountof the faultof the husband, onstatutory grounds, although 
she be the owner of property, under this provision it might be 
construed that she would have no right,the marriage relations 
no longer existing, to enter into contracts to sell property or to 
convey any kind of estate. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman desire the information 
for his own use or for the benefit of the House? 

Mr. FISCHER. Well, let us have it forthe benefit of the House. 
Probably it would help them. I would like to get the information 
anyway. ‘henahher] 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will state in reference to the bill under con- 
sideration that the whole object of the bill is to frame a law which 
will permit the marriage of a woman who is encumbered by debt, 
and prevent the debt being assumed by the husband. 

I would say to the gentleman from New York that unfortu- 
nately at this time there are several gentlemen who are anxiously 
awaiting action by the House on such a bill as this. He may ap- 
preciate, therefore, how he would feel himself under such circum- 
stances, as he would not perhaps like to assume an indebtedness 
of from one hundred to two or three hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. FISCHER. Well, I am speaking for the married women, 
not for myself. I wish simply to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the language of section 2, which provides that a married 
woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may do so and so. 
Perhaps that means while the marriage relation ‘‘ exists.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; subsist is the proper word. 
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Mr. FISCHER. Very well; either way. But while the mar- 
riage relation subsists she may bargain, sell, and convey her real 
and personal property or enter into acontract,andsoon. Suppose 
she owns property and the marriage relation does not subsist, still 
by a construction which could be given to this bill she would have 
no right to dispose of any of her property or make title to any real 
estate. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; she would not be affected at all. 

Mr. POWERS. She can do that at any time if she owns the 
property—that is, she can make a title to it if she is not married. 

Me. HULICK. Under the common law she would have that 
right. 

r. FISCHER. But you are undertaking to confer certain 
rights now in certain contingencies—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. If she is an unmarried woman she can dis- 

of her own property. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does not she become a femme sole the moment 
she is divorced, and then has all the rights pertaining to any woman 
who is not married and who owns ee 

Mr. FISCHER. That would depend upon the character of the 
divorce. If she is divorced on statutory grounds, then the mar- 
riage relations no longer subsist; but suppose that it is a divorce 
from bed and board—a separation—it might be held that the mar- 
riage still subsists, and she would be prohibited from making any 
disposition of her own estate. 

r. BRUMM. ‘The gentleman thinks there would be a differ- 
ence in her status under the bill between a divorce a vinculo matri- 
monii and a divorce a mensa et thoro. 

Mr. FISCHER. What I want is that in the passage of sucha 
bill she can have the right to dispose of her own estate under 
either kind of divorce. 

Mr. BRUMM. But let mesuggest tothe gentleman that if she 
is divorced absolutely she would come under the common law. 

Mr. FISCHER. But if she isdivorced from bed and board the 
ae relation would still subsist. 

Mr, BRUMM. Divorces for adultery or on statutory grounds 
are always absolute. 

Mr. FISCHER. Certainly; but there are other characters of 
divorce where the marriage relation might be held still a subsist- 
ing relation. 

r. BRUMM. The bill covers that case, the gentleman will 
find, just as well as the other. 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam only suggesting that there is some am- 
biguity about the language. I am not particularly anxious one 
way or the other. 

r. POWERS. Does this bill provide a remedy for the wife 
with reference to her separate estate? Does it enable her, in other 
words, to rk her estate in her own name? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; in relation*to her own property she 
has that right. This bill was intended largel meet the very 
su on of the gentleman from Vermont {Mr. Powers]. 

r. POWERS. The bill is in the right direction. 

Mr. HULICK, It agrees with the laws of the States as a rule 
with reference to the separate property of married women. 

Mr. POWERS. Does it provide that she may sue at law, or 


eo uity? 
Mr. H OK. ion 8 provides— 
woman may carry on any trade or business, occu 
or jointly with and perform any labor or 


of any married 
business, a. 


ion, bor, or services 
separate property, and may be used and invested by 


Mr. POWERS. What will she doin the event some one under- 
takes to violate her right of property? Does she have the right 
of action? I do not notice any remedy 
the woman. She certainly d have the same right 
to sue at law and equity as if she were a femme sole. That is the 
legislation in most of the States with reference to the property 
of married women, as far as I know. 

Mr. HULICK. That would seem to follow more by implica- 
tion than a owe provision in the statute. 

Mr. PO . Now, that being so, I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio to the fact that the only way in which a 
married woman can sue on general principles, in the absence of 
legislation, is in a court of equity: and that is on the ground that 
the court of equity, long before there was any legislation on the 
subject, worked out an equitable right for a woman to her own 
separate estate. It seems to me that this bill should provide that 
in case the os a married woman is imperiled she shall 
have the same right of action at law that she would have if she 
were femme sole. I suggest to the gentleman that some such 
amendment should be offered. ; 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. § , I think there is a good deal of 
force in the suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont. While 
this bill gives to a married woman the pro , real and personal 
which she owns at the time of her , and the rents and 
profits of it, and property which may come to her by purchase, 


descent, or bequest, and it remains her sole and separate proper 
not subject to the disposal of her husband, etc., yet I i ao nh 
any express ar in regard to her right to sue and be sued in 
the courts of the District in relation to her property. That pro- 
vision generally follows the statutes that have been enacted in that 
respect which take the place of the common-law provisions. This 
gives her the right to control all these interests, and makes them, 
her sole and separate property, but it falls short of what it ought 
to attain, because there is no provision by which she can sue and 
be sued as if she were femme sole. 

Mr. POWERS. She should have the same authority exactly, 
and I suggest to the gentleman that it would be well to lay this bil] 
aside and perfect it in the way which has been suggested. 

Mr. HULICK. This is a bill which comes from the Senate, 


It has not been submitted to our committee. I think it ought to 
be referred to the committee for just such an amendment as suv- 
gested by the gentleman from Vermont. I had not read the bill 
before until he asked the question. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the bill until an amendment can be perfected covering this point. 
on SPEAKER pro tempore. 


e gentleman withdraws the 


HARBOR REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8539) 
to establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Columbia, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any owner or occupant of 
any wharf or dock, any master or captain of an l, or any person or 
persons to cast, throw, drop, or deposit any ballast, rt, oyster shells, or 
ashes in the water in any part of the River or i taries in the 
District of Columbia, or on the shores of said river below high-water mark, 
unless for the purpose of ma a wharf, after permission has been 0))- 

from the Commissioners of District of Columbia for that purpose, 
which wharf shall be sufficiently inclosed and secured so as to prevent injury 


to ee. 

Seo. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any owner or occupant of any wharf 
or dock, any —— or master of any vessel, or any other person or persons 
to cast, throw, deposit, or drop in dock or in the waters of the Potomac 
River or its tributaries in the Dist of Columbia any dead fish, fish o/fal, 
dead animals of any kind, condemned oysters in the shell, waterme|ons, 
cantalou vegetables, fruits, shavings, hay, straw, ice, snow, filth, or trash 
of any kind whatsoever. 

Sue. 3. That any person or persons violating any of the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in 
the — sud 7 the i Be pan oh eg as 2 fine not 
exceeding or by im: ment not ex months, or by both such 

i in the discreticn of the court. 
this act contained shall be construed to interfere 
with the work of improvement in or along the said river and harbor, under 
the supervision of the United States Government. 

—- That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 


re 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SIDEWALKS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7459) 
for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, 
and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc:, That the owner or tenant of each house or other build- 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, and 

of So eee Columbia ee eemissioners 

time designate, shall, within the first four 

fall of snow, cause the same to be removed 

walks each house, building, lot, or 

such neglect, to be paid 

t shall, under a like 


dirt, sand, gravel, 

y paved sidewalk, 
town and in 

as the Commissioners 


red with ice the owner or tenant 
and George- 

lumbia as the 
pastieunad the adtwalk op p°- 
ved jewalk oppo- 
sand, sawdust, or 

bute to the safety of 

neglect, to be paid 


g sections 

of Colum- 

vel from 

ashington and rgetown, 

of Columbia as the Commis- 

, wherever there 

of the owner or ‘oresaid to remove 
orderand under the direction of 
the property to 

this act, and the 

of the District 

for the collection of 


um 

tte h 
2s th of 10 feet 
of Columbia as the 








. cross walks and gutters shall be kept clean and free 

ut; and oe —t in case the cross walks are covered with ice it shall be 

os to cause such cross walks to be liberally sprinkled with sand or 
Se such material as will insure safety to pedestrians. 


‘The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) is as follows: 


District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
ak Committee ofA bill for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
a lis, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that 


t amendment. 
said bill do pase etter from the District Commissioners will sufficiently ex. 
plain the purpose of the bill: 


“ MMISSIONERS OF THE DisTRict oF ConumsBrA, 
Gnem Os “ Washington, February 26, 1896. 
: Gemmietoacce of the ee of Pieniie pave we hence 

recommen t ‘An act for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
ann cross Sanovent gutters in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, 
and for other * approved March 2, 1885 (U. 8. Stat. L . volume 28, 
page 800), set ee deh oo'thet the title and the first, second, third, .nd fourth 
sections shall read as follows: 

Here follow the sections as set forth in the bill above. ] 

‘This pro. amendment would embody three modifications of the 
present law: 

“ ~ vide for the removal of dirt, sand, gravel, and other refuse 
ume ean well as from the sidewalks, etc. 

“Second. To extend the scope of the law, which now applies to the city of 
‘Washington only, tosuch other part or parts of the District of Columbia as 
the Commissioners of the said District shall from time to time designate, 
where the conditions are such as to render it necessary. 

“Third. Tocorrect an inadvertence in the third section of the original law, 
by providing that the assessment therein mentioned shall be carried on the 

tax roll of the District of Columbia, instead of ‘the cities,’ as now 
mentioned’in said section. 

“The reason for adding the word ‘ swe * is that sand, gravel, and other 
refuse is washed from property the grade of which is higher than that of the 
contiguous street upon the roadway of the street, particularly on streets 
where there are no sidewalks. The cost of removing these accumulations 
from roadways is now acharge upon the street-cleaning department. There 
is no good reason why such material should not be removed at the expense 
of the owners of the abu property, as the accumulation is due to their 
failure to ie the property down, or to provide means to prevent the wash- 
ing or of material therefrom upon the eee, 

“4 draft of the amendment suggested is inclosed, with request for its intro- 
duction in the 


in Senate. 
“Very respectfully, “JOHN W. ROSS, 
— “President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


“Fon. J. W. Bascock, 
“Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives.” 


The bill was ordered to beengrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOTS 13 AND 14, SQUARE 059, WASHINGTON, D. C, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present for the con- 
sideration of the House the bill (H. R. 4356) to confirm title to 
lots 13 and 14, Ln spe 959, in Washington, D. C, 

The bill was , as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, and interest, whether legal or 
of the United States of America in and to all those lots or parcels 
situate in the city of Washington, D. C.,and known on the ground 

aioe numbered 13 and 14, in — numbered 959, be, and the 
same is, released and quitclaimed to Thomas Yates, the present owner 
of the equitable title to said lots, and to his heirs and ass1 forever. 

Thisact shall have the effect only of a quitelaim of all the right, title, and 

interest of the United States therein, but shall not affect an adverse title to 
said land, if any, nor create any liability on the part of the United States. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I should like some explanation 
of this bill. = 


Mr. HULICK. I call for the reuding of the report. 


The Clerk to read the report. During the reading, 
Mr. said: Mr. Speaker, this is an adverse report upon 
this bill. report was made quite full, so that there would be 


a record . the claimants and any other person or persons 
who might set up claim to this a. As the report is quite 
in the 


L that it be prin ReEcorD, and that the 
ofit be dispensed with. 


Tk3 pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the report be printed in the Recorp. 


The report (by Mr. Huuicx) is as follows: 


the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 

R. to confirm title to lots 13 and Min oquere 959, in Washington, 

given full consideration thereto, and fully concur in the opinion 

of the United States and the United States attorney 

for the of Columbia that in the division made between the original 

atne areee said lots aaa naeee in the 

a and such title is now in the Uni States, 
and that Thomas Yates no title, legal or equitable, in the same. 

As of this report the letter of the United States attorney for the 

of Columbia of March 2 instant is referred to, together with the 

of his assistant, therein mentioned, relating to the ownership of said 

The following is the letter: 
“WASHINGTON, D. C., March 2, 1890. 


“Sie: In response to your letter of February 20, 189%, transmitting to me 


= of eae to confirm — oe tots 13 and 14, = square 950, 
., and rece y you from the committee 
Sy Weaington. DCs other papers recived by yorum ie comin 
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report.upon the condition of the title to said lots, I have the honor to state 
that Assistant District Attorney Taggart had, by my direction, made such 
examination, and his report in the premises is respectfully transmitted here 
with. Lhave carefully considered the report of Mr. Taggart, from which it 
is clear that the title to said lots became vested in the United States in fee 
simple upon the allotments which took place originally between the pro 
prietors of the lands upon which the city was laid out and the United States 
authorities. The property has never been disposed of by the United States, 


| and title still remains in them to the property. 


“ Very respectfully, “A. A. BIRNEY, 
“ United States Attorney, District of Columbia, 
“The ATTORNEY-GENERAL.” 


‘The following is the report of the assistant District attorney, whi 
discloses the title of said lots: 


“Notes of title, as disclosed by the public records, to lots 18 and 11, in square 949. 


“ Prior to the laying out of the city of Washington, all of the lands which 
fell within the proposed limits were conveyed by the original owners or pro- 
prietors to two trustees, viz, Thomas Beall, of Gorge. and John M. Gantt, 
upon certain trusts, and among them that the said lands should be iaid out 
‘for a Federal city, with such streets, squares, parcels, and lots as the Presi- 
dent. of the United States for the time being shall approve, and that the said 
Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt, or the survivor of them, or the heirs of 
such survivor shall convey to the Commissioners for the time being ap- 
pointed by virtue of an act of Congress entitled “‘An act for establishing the 
temporary and permanent seat of the Government of the United States,” 
and their successors, for the use of the United States forever, all the said 
streets and such of the said squares, parcels, and lots as the President shall 
deem proper for the use of the United States, and that as to the residue of 
the lots into which the said lands hereby bargained and sold shall have been 
laid off.and divided, that a fair and equal division of them shall bx 
between the original owner of the land and said Commissioners,’ ete 

“In aceordance with the trusts so declared the various squares appearing 
upon the:plan of the city were divided between the United States and the 
proprietors of the land upon which they were respectively located; the divi 
sion took place by lots, into which the squares were subdivided. In aceom- 
plishing divisions and partitions of squares between the public and the pro 
prietors,and for the purposes of perpetuating the evidence of such divisions 
and partitions, the agreement between them was committed to writing and 
signed by such proprietors or their representatives and by the Commission 
ers appointed under the act of Congress referred to in the deed 
papers were signed in duplicate, one being given to the proprietor 
other being retained by the Commissioners, and seourd 
Commissioners’ office entitled * Register of Squares.’ 

“ In suits affecting title to lets in the squares of the city, the allotments 
made by these instruments are considered to be the foundation of titles be- 
yond which it is not necessary to go in proving record titles 

“George Walker, Notley Young, and the heirs of Abraham Young were the 
proprietors of adjoining tracts upon a portion of each of which the square 
059 was laid out, and the following is a copy, from the public records, of the 
instrument executed by them in making a partition or disposition of the land 
in this square under the provisions of the respective deeds executed by them 
to Beall and Gantt in trust. 

“At the request of the Commissioners sppointed under the act of Congress 
four establishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government of 
the United States, the following square in the city of Washington was re- 
corded the 12th day of January, i801: 

* Bounded on the north by H street north, on the south by G street north, 
231 feet Y inches; on the east by Eleventh street east, on the west by Tenth 
street east, 380 feet 6 inches. 

“As per return dated June 12, 1795. 


th fully 


made 


rhese 
and the 
ed in books of the 


“THOMAS FREEMAN.” 


“OCTOBER 26, 1799. 
“R. Kuna. 

“The Commissioners and George Walker, Notley Young, and the heirs of 
Abraham Young, deceased, the original proprietors of this square numbered 
050 in the city of Washington, have agreed on the division thereof in manner 
following, to wit: Lots 1, 2, 15, and 16 are to remain to the said heirs. and lots 
7, 8, 9, and 10 are to remain to the said Notley Young, and lots 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 
13, and 14 are subject to be sold agreeably to the deeds of trust concerning 
lands in said city. 

“Witness our hands this 20th day of October, in the year 1800 

“GUSTS. SCOTT, 
“WILLIAM THORNTON, 
“ALEX. WHITE, 

“GEO. WALKER, 

“SAML. YOUNG, 
“NOTLEY YOUNG 

“ Commissioners. 
“ Witness: 
“Wa. BRENT.” 


“Samuel Young, whose name is signed to the foregoing division of the 
square, was appointed guardian in certain proceedings between the heirs of 
Abraham Young, by the Maryland high court of chancery, and authorized on 
behalf of said heirsto represent them in divisions with the Commissioners of 
the city of the estate that belonged to said Abraham Young 

“Title in fee simple to said lots 13 and 14 thus became vested in the United 
States, and the public records fail toshow that the United States has ever 
disposed of the same. The public authorities have always treated said lots 
as the property of the United States. The commissioner of public buildings, 
who was the successor in office of the original Commissioners under the leg- 
islation of Congress, wrote to the Secretary of the Interior, under date of 
June 17, 1864, in regard to the lots in the city belonging tothe public. From 
this letter the following paragraph is abstracted: 

“*T will mention two Ete which stand upon the books of this office as clearly 
the property of the United States, viz, lots 13 and 14 in square No. #59. Mr. 


William B. Todd has a title to them, as he says, from Notley Youn if fifty 
years’ standing. A large number of lots are, however, unquestir ily the 
property of the United States. I respectfully recommend that those to 
which there is no claim by adverse title be advertised and sold at public auc- 


tion. There is now much paving and other work necessary to be done about 
the city, to which, by law, the avails of the city lots is applicable, and it will 
be better to dispose of these lots now, when real property is in demand, than 
to let them lie idle to be squat upon, and the United States eventually lose 
them or grant them to individuals for a song, as has already been done in 
some instances.’ 

“In a report by Colonel Casey, Corps of Engineers, to General Humphreys, 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated June 30, 1878, in regard to the 
public grounds of the city, he says, among other things: 

“* The title of the United States tolots ldand M, square 959, was established, 
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and these lots were graded and filled to the level of the sidewalk, removing a 
stagnant pool of water of great injury to the people living in its vicinity.’ 

* The filing referred to by Colonel Casey, it would seem from certain pepere 
on file in the office of the Chief of Engineers, was done after a report had been 
received from Mr. Wells, then United States attorney for the District, dated 
April 24, 1878, declaring the titles of the lots to be in the United States. 

‘Through some inadvertence or error on the part of the tax officials of the 
former corporation of the city of Washington, these lots 13 and 14 were en- 
tered in 1824 on the tax books in the name of Nicholas ae. et al., who had 
no title to them or interestin them. Since that time the following deeds of 
conveyance of the property have been recorded in the office of the recorder 
of deeds of the District: 

“ Notley Young et al. (described as heirs at law and legatees of Nicholas 
Young) to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 3, 1851, and recorded 
dune 4, 1852; Liber J. A. 8., 38, folio 171. In consideration of $450 grantors 
convey lots 13 and 14, in square 959, together with many other lots in various 
squares. 

‘Edward W. Young et ux. to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 6, 
1871; recorded November 8, 1871; Liber 666; folio 93. Confirms the above 
deed; grantors having been minors at the time of its execution and having 
since become of full age. 

“Edward W. Young et ux. to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 6, 
1871; recorded September 14, 1874; Liber 760, folio 271. This is a rerecord of 
the qrowans deed. 

* The heirs of Nicholas Foun by three several deeds, two of them dated 
July 9, 1853, and the other dated November 5, 1853, and recorded, respectively, 
in J.A.8. 71, at folios 306, 402, and 404, convey certain real estate to rge W. 
Young; George W. Young and wife conveyed it to John Carroll Brent, by 
deed dated November 8, 1856, and recorded in Liber J. A. 8., 24, folio 222; Etta 
Brent, as only child and heir at law of John Carroli Brent, conveyed it to 
Mary D. Denman by a quitclaim deed dated December 1, 1877, and recorded 
in Liber 875, at folio 268; but these several deeds have no specific relation to 
said lots 13 and 14 in said square 599. 

“Elizabeth G. Todd et al., widow and heirs at law of William B. Todd, to 
James L. H. Robinson. Deed dated ~*x 13, 1892; recorded May 24, 1892: Liber 
1690, at a 330. In consideration of $10, grantors convey lots 13 and 14 in 
square 959. 

“James L. H. Robinson et ux. to Frank L. Calhoun and John E. Benton. 
Deed of trust dated May 19, 1892; recorded Her = 1892; Liber 1690, at folio 333. 
Grantors convey said lots in trust to secure William Mayse in $1,200, in four 
notes of $400 each, pense in six months, with interest, with power to sell in 
case of default in the payment of said notes. 

“Under this deed of trust the property was sold and conveyed to William 
Mayse by a deed which is herei rnoted. By this sale and conveyance the 
following deeds became inoperative: 

“James L. H. Robinson et ux. to Rufus A. Morrison. Deed dated May 24, 
1802; recorded May 24, 1892; Liber 1600, at folio 336. Grantors, in considera- 
tion of $10, convey said lots 13 and 14. 

“Rufus A. Morrison to Agnes Robinson. Deed dated November 1, 1892; 
recorded January 27, 1803; Liber 1774, at folio 246. Grantor, in consideration 
of $10, conrors the saine property. 

“Agnes Robinson to Jay B. Smith and Rufus A. Morrison. Deed of trust, 
da Janu 26, 1898; recorded January 27, 1893; Liber 1774, at folio 248. 
Conveys said lots 13 and 14 in trust to secure Tracy L. Jeffords $250; note 
payable with interest on or before one year after date, with authority to 
sell in case of default. 

“Agnes Robinson to Susan A. Ruffin. Deed dated January 30, 1893; re- 
corded February 9, 1893; Liber 1783, folio 115. In consideration of $11,000, 
conveys said lots 18 and 14. 


“Susan A. Ruffin et vir. to Edward A Gunson. Deed dated February 7, 


1893; recorded March 17, 1893; Liber 1 folio 13. In consideration of §11,- 
245.57, grantors convey said lots 13 and 14. 

“Edward Q. Gunson et ux. to George W. Stickney and Robert R. Roberts. 
Deed of trust; dated February 7, 1893; recorded March 7, 1803; Liber 1804, 
folio 15. To secure debt of $7,498.23 to Susan A. Ruffin in five notes, one for 
$250, or in one year with interest; one for $4,000, payable in two years 
with interest; one for $1,500, payable in two years with interest; one for $1,200, 
payable in two years with interest; and one for $443.23, payable in two years 
with interest, conveys said lots 13 and 14 in square 959. e deed provides 
that Gunson, his heirs or assigns, may subdivide the lots 13 and 14 into six or 
feven sublots, and to have this trust released and a new trust placed upon the 
property as subdivided, the indebtedness to be pro rata, etc. 

“Frank L. Calhoun and John E. Benton, trustees, to William Mayse. Deed 
dated June 27, 1893; recorded July 7, 1893; Liber_1828, at folio 302. Conveys 
said lots 13 and |4, reciting the trust from James L. H. Robinson to grantors, 
dated May 19, 1892, and recorded in Liber 1690, at folio 333; that default was 
made in the payment of the debt mentioned in that instrument, and that the 
paogerty had been sold to the — at public auction for $1,275. 

* William Mayse et ux. to Thomas Yates. Deed dated July 27, 1893; re- 
corded July 24, 1893; Liber 1815, at folio484. In consideration of $1,300, grantors 
convey said lots 18 and lM. 

“Thomas Yates et ux. to Charles F. Benjamin, trustee. Deed in trust 
dated May 10, 1895; recorded May 20, 1895; Liber 1997, at folio 457. Grantee is 
to hold the property by the terms of the deed, and to convey the same as 

rantor, bis heirs, or assigns may direct, after grantee is paid for all expenses 

peurred in clearing the title from defects ‘caused by their apparent con- 
wees to the United States at the time of the division of lots in said square,’ 
ete. 

“Thomas Yates to Frederick T. F. Johnson. Agreement dated December 
14, 1894; recorded December 11, 1895; Liber 2067, at folio 421. Recites that 
Yates is the owner of lots 13 and 14 in square 959, subject to such title as may 
be outstanding in the United States, which outstanding title said Yates de- 
sires to secure and obtain, to which end he is desirous of securing and retain- 
ing the assistance and professional services of said Johnson, etc. Said Yates 
agreos to pay for such services and assistance a fee equal to 35 per cent of the 
market vaiue of ne srapeety at the date when the title of the United States 
becomes vested in said Yates. 

“The foregoing comprises all the information which I have been able to 
obtain from the public records bearing upon the title to said lots 13 and 14, 
in square 959. It establishes the fact conclusively that the fee-simple title 
to said lots is in the United States. Evenif actual possession had been taken 
of the lots by the heirs of Nicholas Young, who was one of the sons of Notley 
Young, the original = of the land, and that possession had been con- 
tinuous on the of every person mentioned in the chain and deriving 
title from said heirs, such possession could not avail against the United Sta’ 

nst whom the statute of limitations does not operate. The fact disc] 
that the lot was filled by the public authorities in 1878 would indicate that 
down to that time there had certainly been no such ion. 
“HUGH T. TAGGART, 
“Assistant District Attorney. 
“A. A. Breney, Esq,, 
“United States District Attorney.” 
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May 11, 


This report was submitted to the Attorney-General of the United States, 

ouse on the 3d of March last he submitted his opinion thereon in the following 

etter: ; 
“DEPARTMENT OF JusTICE, Washington, D. C., March 3, 1890. 

“Srr; I have the honor to return herewith a copy of House bill No. 4356, to 
confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in square No. 959, in Washington, D. C., which 
was referred to me by your directions on the Ist ultimo, and also to transmit 
herewith, for your information, a ont of a letter received from the United 
States attorney for the District of Columbia, dated the 2d instant, together 
with the report of his assistant (Mr. Taggart) therein mentioned, both of 
which relate to the ownership of said lots, and exhibit the result of investi 
ai See such ownership made pursuant to instructions of this 

ent. 

“The aforesaid report gives a full history of the title to said lots, as shown 
by the records of the District of Columbia; and upon consideration thereof | 
concur in the opinion expressed by the United States attorney in his letter, 
namely, that in the division made between the original Peers and the 
Commissioners on the 20th of October, 1801 (which is set fo: in said report), 
the title to said lots became vested in the United States in fee simple, and 
that such title is still in the United States. 

“Tam, sir, very respectfully, “JUDSON HARMON, 
“ Attorney. General. 


“Hon. JosepH W. BABCOCK, 
“ Chairman of Committee on the District of Columbia, 
“ House of Representatives.” 


Upon a full and fair consideration of the facts stated in said report, the con- 
clusion is irresistible that the title, legal and equitable, to said lots was, on 
the 29th day of October, 1801, in the division e between the original pro- 
prietors and the Commissioners, vested in the United States in fee simple, 
and that such title is now in the United States. 

The committee therefore report adversely to said bill, and recommend that 
it do lie upon the table. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LOT 5, IN SQUARE 1118, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the 
United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to grant and convey unto D. Orme, of the 
city of Washin: , and his heirs and all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to acertain lot of land in the city of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, known upon the plat or plan of said city as lot 
No. 5, in square ao the payment by the said Frank D. Orme into the 
Seseeers of the Uni States of the sum of $1,000, the assessed value of the 
ot. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill the words: 

** Provided, That before the said conveyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that all taxes and assessments 
against such lot have been paid.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report on this bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 
r. CURTIS of Iowa. This report is quite long, and if desire) 
I can explain the nature of the bill. I ask that the report le 
rinted. It fully sets forth the reasons for the ge of the bill. 
t is nof necessary to consume the time of the House in reading it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimois 
consent that the report on this bill be printed in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Lowa) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill CH. R. 6172) entitled “A bill puticstmng ee sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washin, ” beg leave to submit 
the following report, and recommend that said 
ment as follows: 

Add after the last word in section 1: 

“Provided, That before the said conveyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that all taxes and assessments 

inst such lot have been paid.” 
e reasons for the paewts of the bill are very clearly set forth in the Sen- 
ate report on Senate which is a duplicate of House bill 6172, which 
report is adopted as the report of your committee. 


[Senate Report No. 795, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The bill was sent to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and at 
their instance was referred to the pecan Seog. who reports that the 
title to the lot in question is in the United States. The rt of Hon. Hugh 
T. Taggart, assistant United States district oe which is given in con- 
nection with this report, shows that the Governmen holds this lot not as the 
sovereign, but as a landowner, as any individual own land, such owner- 
ship coming from the division of the lots in the city of Washington between 
this partioalar 1ot, with qabere, 60 peivata partion, bus tat through fa io of the 

uU o e 
the transaction tceorenos e lots restore: 
had been tedly assessed 


to the United States. However, the property 
be’ to individ and in 1841 was conveyed Ay oy 


as corporation of 
the city of to James McCormick, jr., from whom the chain 0! 
title phe a ~F D. ie to whom the lot was conveyed July 1, 18's. 

a 


Such conveyance was of the equity court on December 


do pass, with an amend- 


Mr. in ounemning up, says: “ Limitations, of course, do not run 
— e United stat SDionniine that there bes been such an actual 
verse possession of the lot Frank D. Orme and those under whom |i: 
claims as would bar a private vidual, a court ht decide, under the 
peculiar circumstances of this that it was one in which to enforce it 
against the Government. Under peculiar circumstances, I am of the 








1896. 





ted is a proper one to compromise by the relin- 
opinion that the Government's title for a suitable consideratic n. 
qu goed valuation of the lot is $1,000, but it already has cost Mr. Orme 
’ times that amount, and the uities of the case are entirely with him. 
In tl e opinion of the coramittee, therefore, the Secretary of the Interior 
hou'd be authorized and directed to grant and convey to him all the right, 
title and interest of the United States in and to the said lot on the payment 
by him of $1,000. 
recommend, however, that the bill be amended by provid- 
saThe committee r sha!!-first satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that the 
taxes on the lot have been up to the time of the conveyance provided for. 
The reports of the Commissioners, of the Attorney-General, and of the dis- 
trict attorney and assistant district attorney are given below. The report of 
Mr. Taggart is of decided historical value, as well as being a strong presenta- 


of questions constantly arising in Congress—the title to lots in 
Hone fet of Columbia claimed by individuals, but by error retained by the 
Government. 


Orrick COMMISSIONERS OF THE DiIsTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 26, 1896. 

R: The Commissioners have the honor to suggest, with reference 

to Senate bill 08, authorizingthe sale of the title of the United States in lot 5, 
square 1113, in the city of Washington, which was transmitted to them at 
your instance for their examination and report, that inasmuch as the mat- 
ters mentioned therein concern the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in the property involved, the ee more directly pertains to the 
urview of the Department of Justice. They therefore recommend that the 
bi be submitted to the Attorney-General of the United States with the object 
of obtaining a report thereon by the United States attorney for the District 
of Columbia, who is the official upon whom the making of such investigations 


devolves. 
customarily JOHN W. ROSS, 


y. 
wer President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


tor JAMES McMILLAN, 
nen Committee on District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF JusTiIcE, Washington, D. C., April 11, 1896. 


| 

| 

S1r: Ihave the honor to return herewith a copy of Senate bill No. 2083, | 
authorizing sale of the title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the 
city of Washington, which was referred to me by your direction on the 20th 
of February last, and also to transmit herewith for your information a copy 
of a letter received from the United States attorney for the District of Co 
lumbia, dated the 9th instant, ether with a copy of the report of his assist- | 
ant (Mr. ) therein mentioned, both of which relate to the ownership 
of said lot and exhibit the result of investigations concerning such owner 
ship made pursuant to instructions of this Department. The report gives a 
history of the title to the lot as shown by the records of the District of Co 
lumbia, and from the information thus furnished I am of opinion that the | 
United — has a good —- title to the premises. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, 
JUDSON HARMON, 


Attorney-General. 
Hon. James McMILLAN, 


Chairman of Committee on the District of Columbia, 
Jnited States Senate, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to state that, in accordance with the directions con- 
tained in your letter to me of the 3d ultimo, I have made an investigation 
with a view to ascertaining “the right, title, and interest" of the Govern- 
ment in and tolot 5, in square 1113, being the lot referred to in Senate bill No. 
2083, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

The condition of the title to the lot is shown in a report made to me by As- 
sistant District Attorney Taggart, which is inclosed herewith. From this 
report it appears that the legal tithe to the lot passed from the Government to 
James G@ by a certificate granted to him under date of July 10, 1794, 
and which was duly recorded among the land records, and that it remained 
outstanding in Greenleaf and his assignees until restored to the United States 
by a decree of court passed in the year 1831; that immediately it was listed 
for taxation, for the nonpayment of which it was sold and a tax deed issued. 

The only title of Mr. Orme is traceable to this tax deed, and the question 
presented is whether in the event of asuit an adverse possession under it 
could, the circumstances considered, be successfully set up as a bar against 
the United States. I have carefully considered the views expressed by Mr. 
Taggart, and concur in his opinion that the conflicting claims of the Govern- 
ment and of Mr. Orme in the premises make the case a proper one for adjust, 
ment th h compromise, and that the interest of the United States should 
be relinqu Re the poynest of a suitable sum. 

The condition of the title to this lot is substantially the same as that of the 
title to lot 1 in the same square, in respect of which I recently made a like 
recommendation. 


a transmitted to me with your letter are herewith returned. 
ery respectfull 


- A. A. BIRNEY, 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Notes of title as disclosed by the public records to lot 5 in square 1118. 


Through agreements with the original proprietors of the land and convey- 
ances by them to two trustees, Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt, the United 
States became entitled, upon the founding of the city of Washington, to one- 
half of all the building lots in the squares laid out within the limits of the 


cit 

partition of lots in any square between the United States Commission- 
ers, appointed under the act of July, 1790 (providing for the establishment of 
the Permanent seat of the Government), and the original proprietors of the 
land upon which the square was laid out was usually accomplished by 
arrangement between the es; prior to such partition the land in any 
Square was held by the public and the individual ix. equally undivided parts. 
By the partition each took in severalty the lots assigned to them respectively. 
In some instances the whole square would be assigned to one or the other, 
and the title toa ular square or lot is traced to the United States or to 
an individual, as it went to the one or the other on the partition. 
ot ~ of square 1113 the whole of it became the property of the 
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The following is a copy of the instrument in relation toit, which was signed 
by the parties and recorded: 

“At the request of the Commissioners appointed under the act of Congress 
for establishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government of the 
United States, the following square in the city of Washington was recorded 
the 27th day of May, 1800: 


F9OW STREET EAST 


SOUTH QO STREET. 





78! STREET EAST. 


“SQUARE NO. 1113, CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

“Bounded by the south by D street south, 413 feet 4inches; the east by Nine 
teenth street east, 39 feet 6 inches: the west by Eighteenth street east, 24 
feet 6 inches; the northeast by Massachusetts avenue, 464 feet 7 inches. 

“ As per return dated November, 1793. 

“JAMES R. DERMOTT.” 


MAY 27, 1797. 
The Commissioners and heirs of William Young, deceased, original propri- 
etors of this square, numbered 1113, in the city of Washington, have 


agreed 
the whole of the said square sball be subject to be sold agreeably to the deeds 
of trust concerning lands in the said yity. Witness our hands this 28th day 


| of September, 1797. 


GUSTS. SCOTT, 
WILLLIAM THORNTON, 
ALEX. WHITE, 
Commissioners. 
Witness: 
T. MONROE. 
JAMES R. DERMOTT. 
RUTH ANN YOUNG, 
For herself and as mother and natural guardian to Alexander, Manduit, 
Mary, and Nancy Young, infant children of William Young, deceased. 
By JOHN OAKLY, 
Their Attorney. 
ABEL JENNER 
WILLIAM YOUNG, 
Heirs of William Young. 
The records of the early Commissioners of the city and those in the office 
of the recorder of deeds show that on September 23, 1793, said Commissioners 
entered into an agreement with James Greenleaf for the sale to him of 3.000 
of the lots belonging to the United Sta 






s,and that they also agreed with 


Robert Morris for the sale to him of 3,000 of said lots. These agreements 
were consolidated by one of December 24, 1793, making a sale to said Green 
leaf and Morris, jointly, of 6,000 lots upon certain terms: 4,5000f the lots were 


to lie southwest of Massachusetts avenue and the remaining 1,500 tolie north 
east of said avenue, etc. The lots were to be selected from those belonging 
to the public, and they were excluded from making selections in certain 
squares mentioned, square 1113 not being among them 

On July 9, 1794, the Commissioners entered into an ‘agreement with said 
Greenleaf, which recited that Greenleaf was negotiating aloan in Holland of 
£300,000 current money of Maryland, to be secured by a mortgage on lots in 
the city; that the Commissioners desired to increase their funds, and had 
agreed to take one-third of the loan, and had given Greenleaf a certific: 
1,000 lots to make up their one-third of the security by which the le 
would be put in Greenleaf for that purpose. The agreement also recite: 
that certificates had been given to Greenleaf for other lots, for which the 
Commissioners had taken the bond of said Greenleaf and John Nicholson; 
and the agreement provided for aredemption and reconveyance tothe Com- 
missioners of the lots to be pledged as their part of the security for the loan, 
ete. 

By one of the certificates from the Commissioners to said Greenleaf, dated 
July 9, 1794, and recorded in Liber B, at folio 44, of the land records, the title 
to 500 lots is transferred in fee. the lots in square 1113 being among them 

Greenleaf, with a view to obtaining the loan, conveyed to Rutger Van 
Schimmelpfennick, Peter Godefroy, and Robert Daniel Crommelin, of Am 
sterdam, in the United Netherlands, by deed dated July 28, 1794, (B, folio 65), 
a great number of lots and squares, and among them square 1113 

The negotiation fell through and the grantees reconveyed the property to 
Greenleaf by deed dated June 26, 1795. (B, folio 493.) 

He then apparently negotiated the loan with the house of Gilles Groenveldt, 
Rudolph Mées, and Peter van der Wallen van der Hoven, of Amsterdam, and 
conveyed to them by deed dated July 29, 1795 (B, folio 496), a great number 
of lots and squares, including square 1113. 

By deed dated May 13, 1796 (B, folio 532), Greenleaf conveyed all the lots to 
which he derived title by the certificate of July 9, 1794 (B, folio 44), to Robert 
Morris and John Nicholson as tenants in common 

Greenleaf, Morris, and Nicholson were engaged in large speculations in 
ee in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and all became bankrupt 
and made assignments for the payment of debts. Their business relations 
with the Commissioners were the cause of great embarrassments to the lat 
ter, and it would serve no useful purpose here to detail the complex and in- 
tricate history of them. 

Greenleaf, Morris, and Nicholson conveyed to Henry Pratt and others 
their lots in Washington, in trust to secure payment of their debts, by deed 
dated June 26, 1797 (C, folio 204); Notley wt dox, sheriff of Prince George 
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County, conveyed to William H. Dorsey square 1113 and other squares 
which , Ma sold under executions issued on judgments against Greenleaf, 
deed dated January 31. 1799 (D, folio 298), and I ia Ch talo the same 
tosaid Henry Pratt et al. by deed dated January 26, 1 a folio 263), to hold 
upon the trusts in the deed to them from Greenleaf et al. of June 26, 1797, 
and reciting that the purchase mone had been paid bee oud Pratt et al., and 
that he (said Dorsey) anny held in trust for them. 

Gillis Groenveldt et al. filed in the old circuit court of the District of Co- 
lum bia their bill in equity January 17, 1808, against James Greenleaf, Henry 
Pratt, et al., and Thomas Monroe, the su uperintendent of the city of Washing- 
ton (who had succeeded to the powers of the Commissioners under the act of 
Congress), setting forth the deed oes — from Greenleaf, that a large part 
of their debt was mapas. -_ prayin ig for a foreclosure of the mortgage. 

By the decree his cause March 21, 1831, the parties were directed 
to convey to the Guited "states, among other property, the square 1113, and 
it was provided that if such conveyance was not made within the ‘time 
limited, then the decree should stand as such. 

In one of the books of the early Commissioners the six lots in this square 
are marked as “ selec by Morrisand Nicholson."’ The certificate given by 
the Commissioners gi Greenleaf oe 9, 1794 (B, folio 44), recites that the 500 
lots transferred had been paid for b Greenleaf, and that he was entitled to 
hold them in fee simple. 

Whether the title of Greenleaf was originally a perfect one to the lots in 
the square or not, the fee simple as nst him and his grantees and the 
trustees under his ‘assignment or the benefit of cramnere, and as inst the 
Spence mortgage, became by the decree of 1831 vested in the United 


Sta 
The: Papers and books relating to “ mere, sales of lots, etc., are now in 
charge Jol. John M. Wilson, ngineers, United States Army, and 
I am Pickammed at his office that t ws i nothing there indicating that the 
United States has ever disposed of its interest in lot 5 in this square. The 
land records of the recorder’s office contain nothin = to indicate it. It may, 
therefore, be safely assumed that the title of the United States is a good one 
in fee simple to suid lot 5 in square 1113, subject only to such rights as 
may have been acquired under deeds issued by the late corporate authori- 
ties of the city of Washington in pursuance of sales for delinquent taxes, 
under which arise and upon which are predicated the rights of the present 
BT nty of th ign isnot subj 
a genera ncip) e property @ sovere not subject 
to tamation or its incidents, unless authority is specifically ted for that 
pu to subordinate agencies, in the ter of municipal rule. It is also 
clear as matter of law that in many instances where the ernment ate ps 
down from the high pedestal of sovereignty and becomes a property ower 
after the manner of an individual, its ownership of property not nec_ssary 
for the purpose of government is ‘to be treated in the same manner as the 
Bere, of ye! dual would be under like circumstances. The only ques- 
therefore, in the present case is whether the facts shown make it a 
proper one for the —aa cation of the rule. 
By the the United States commissioners of Jul 2, = 
SoS SSS vested of record in James Green] — 
conveyance to Gilles Groenveldt et al. it became vested in them; by his eed 
to qeerie and N his interest passed to them, and by the assignment 
to Henry Pratt et al ek it became vested in an at least in so far as the equity 
of redemption was concerned. Enereepe rty was, under these circumstances, 
yaey peeeatty. , in my opinion, listed for taxation, and in the year 1803 it was 
listed in the name of Henry Pratt " al.; in 1819 it was listed for taxation in 
the name of Gillis Groenveldt et al. 
nally it was oo by the ony soration of the city for delinquent taxes as- 
ae —— it ee Fae Greenveildt et S a the years from 1827 to 
it was con ration to James 
dated May 12, ae 21, 1841, in 
liber W. B. at Cecile | 14. Tax deeds of ‘that date are at defective by 
reason of informalities in comeny ng w with the law. 
the - armen 8 real estate among his 
January 9, 1846,and recorded March 14, 1849, B Se heer <A, 3, 
folio 1, it was assigned to Caroline H. i MeGormick. The proceed 
Re Someone ees ee Saas ty, Md., 
ordinarily could not affect tion. ' Caroline x alee 
mick intermarried tly wit. tare. and by deed dated June i5, 1849, 
1849, in’ Liber J. A. 8. 5, folio 203, conveyed the lot to 


Nfld cosweyed to Lampkin by deed dated Octoer 8 1851. (J.A.8.31, folio 
Lampkin conveyed to Beall by deed dated August 2,1858. (J.A.8.159, folio 
deed dated February 18, 1859. 2. 2+ 8.170, folio49.) 


June 9,1859. (J.A.8.177,f 
alian February 22, 1860. (AB. 10, folio 408.) 
So ieuben dn Least Aovecdine ake © February 23, 1860. 


er the trust and conveyed to Bratt January 11, 1861. 


8 
Press 
Bratt pesmveges te Ne se S. 1864. (N.C. T.41, folio 385, 


) 
Mitchell conveyed to William B. Todd 4 1864. eee, 
eae tee a Bath a of his ; 


children 
5 Ser aied nyaety ee pee thy Ce. a 


his adult heirs, together with Georgie 

Sh said lot 5, square 1113, to Thomas 
Walker 35, 1676, folio 826 
nove tole 436). . 

tonin trust, tosecure 
rath i 1893 § (1B, folio 346). 


ses Cal- 


wards and 
Limi an do t remagainst the United States, but t assuming 
imitations, of course, not run 
that there has been s ach an actual adverse possession of the lot by Frank D. 
Orme, and those under whom he claims, as would bar a private individual, a 
court circumstances of this case, that it was 


reumstances, I am of the opinion that the case pre- 
sented is a proper rene to compromise byt the relinquishment of the Govern- 
table consideration. 


amen?t’s title for a 
HUGH T. TAGGART, 
United States 


A. A. Brevey, r Eeq.. 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed and read q 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of on a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Patt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


req 
A bill (S. 2889) to aid and oNaabellie holding of the Tennes- 
see Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., in ‘the year 1897, 
and making an appropriation therefor; 

A bill (8. 2519) to amend section 4746 Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (8. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and the Marine ee 

". bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act June 27, 1890, as to 


pensions; 
aa bill (S. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in pension 
A Ail (8. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 


A wank bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar-Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry; 

A bill (S. 2047) extending the time within which the University 
of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted to it; 

A bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 
: = within which <o make a final homestead entry upon certain 
an 

A bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak.. the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
in the Missouri River; 

A bill (8. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Ri 

A bill (S. 1609) for the erection = a statue - John 
D. Sloat in the of ss 

A bill (S. 1555) for the of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 


chusetts; 
A bill (s. 1188) to provide for the erection of a monument to Gen. 
Nathaniel Greene on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House. 
A bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased; 
A bill (8S. 814) for the relief of J ohn W. Gummo; 
A bill (8. 589) for the:relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; 
A bill (8. 488) for the tae of the legal representatives and 
ania of James W. wiry “F 
A bill (8. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson; 
A bill (8. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner 
of a er Bros., and others; 
(8. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing ie Butte City, Mont. ; 
A bill (S. 80) for the relief of John F. w. Dette; and 
Joint resolution (8. R. a directing and authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to ascertain the cost of securing for the United States 
the channel in ee y, Louisiana. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
. meniment bills of the following tities: t k 
A au ar to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 
rt . R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 


Wi 
A bill (H.R. 1980) to e a life-saving 
A bill EA Som) ranting nen to te of Calis hill; 
( noTnnl 
a Sen te Fort 
eservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 


ca to pay Peter P. $1,765; 
7824) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to —— the Fort Sully Military rvation in said State 
the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
the admission of South Dakota into the 
ed on oe 1889, and for indemnity school 


Joint resolution Son Res. 167) authorizing a. exhibitors at 

the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to in Nashville, 

Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from thet 
purpose. of 


at or near 


respective countries for the for and making 
exhibits, and from foreign coun- 

tion to be im- 

by the Secretary 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6249) ‘making appropriations for the current 











1896. 


tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
cod oman with various Indian tzibes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes.” ee 
Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman desire action on this bill 


now? 






Mr. SHERMAN. I do, Mr. Speaker. It is not a final report, | 


however. We ask for a further conference. This report does 
not reach a conclusion so far as such matters as sectarian schools 
and the Old Settlers’ claims or some other matters about which I 
think there might be some controversy are concerned. I think 


there is nothing in this report that would create any difference | 


inion upon the floor. 

Te RICHARDSON. I would ask the gentleman, if it should 
provoke such controversy, would he withdraw its consideration? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In that event I have no objection to allowing 
it to be printed and let it come up to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make that request in order that we may 
go on with our business. b . : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I am entirely satisfied for it to take that 


ne. CANNON. Is there much in it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not for the gentleman from [linois. For 
him I think there is nothing “in it.” [Laughter.]} 

Mr. CANNON. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that it be read, and if any gentleman 
insists on its preng Stated, I shall not insist on action now. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before that is done I wonld like to ask the 
gentleman a question, whether he can refer to an item in the bill 
with reference to the appointment or the creation of a commission 
for the pu 
the Klama Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the question of that commission my rec- 
ollection is we have not agreed in conference. We propose gen- 
erally in such matters not to have a commission, but to leave the 
questions to be settled by the Indian inspectors through the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr HERMANN. I understand, however, that in the report 
which is nowsubmitted this is among those items not agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thatisso. There are fifteen or twenty items 
that we did not a to, and upon which we ask a further con- 
ference, and this is one of them. 

Mr. CANNON. This is not a final report, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is nota final report. 

Mr. HERMANN. I made this inquiry to find out whether it 
was a final report. And I desire to say that the delegation wish 
to submit to the conferees certain facts in regard to this matter, 
provided it is not a final report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not a final report, and we will be glad 
to have any facts submitted to the committee. 

The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the di gz votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations 
for current and con mt expenses of the Indian ent aad fufilling 
a various Indian tribes for the | year ending June 
30, , and for other pu having met, after full and free conference 
bevonasens to and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


‘ollows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6,7, 11, 21, 22, 29, 
oe =. 

That House recede from its ieegrocmans to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 32, 36, 38, 30, 
40, 41, 4, 44, 60, 98, Sd, 56, 58, 50, 60, G1, €2, 65, 72, 73, 74, 1, 79, 80, 81, 8, 8, and 89, 


same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 19, Mot the bill, the word “ Kickapoos,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the “ Kickapoos in Kansas,” and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make improve- 
ments upon said allotments as fast as accepted and to purchase seed mand 
subsistence for said Indians, $5,000, to be immediately available. © sum of 
money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to said Indians 
shall be retained asa permanent fund, upon which the Treasurer shall pay 
nee Indians annually interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from 


agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
py ny ee pete agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
amendment the Spee: “And sections 669, 670, 671, of 
chapter 27, of pe of the Lawsof Arkansas covering deeds, mort- 
instruments of wri rtaining to real estate, are hereby 
in force in sai apaw Agency, Indian Territory. 
the allottees of said land within the limits of said Quapaw Agency are 
thorized to lease the same for a term not exceeding three years for farm- 
or five years for mining or business purposes”; and the Senate 


from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
20, and to the same with amendments as follows: 


ee 
f 
& 


fi 
i 
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That House recede from its d nt to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered and agree to Fp ng 9 an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of amendment the following: “and against any 


eee A ey ey ae 
States”; and the Senate agree to the same. 


ff 
E 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


of settling a boundary dispute with reference to | 
| and insert in lieu thereof the words “ this section”; and the Senate 


mt the word “Santee,” and add at the end of | 
following: “and North and South Dakota”; and the | 


D077 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in line 12, page 38, of the bill the word “divided” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “expended”; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
| at the end of said amendment the following 
“And not exceeding $1,400 for necessary traveling and incidental expenses 
of such persons. 

“For completing the work of the Puyallup Indian Commission appointed 
under the act of March 3, 1893, to select and appraise such portions of the 
allotted lands within the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not re- 
quired for homes for the Indian allottees; and also that part of t) 
| tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not needed for school pur} s, and 
| : Commission. $4.000. to be 


{ the sale of the age 


» agency 





for the purpose of defraying the expenses of 
reimbursed to the United States out of the pro 
tract ami allotted lands, as provided in said act, t nim y ava 
and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or | 


, . +) 
pelore tae 









lst day of December, 1896." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to negotiate through 
the Indian inspectors of his Department with the Indians residing on the 
Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, and with the Indians 
residing upon the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender 
of any portion of their respective reservations, or for such moditk 


ation of 
existing treaties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and t 





Loe Ppecre 
tary of the Interior, any agreement thus negotiated being subject to subse- 
quent ratification by Congress.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word “three” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “two”; and strike out,in line 42 of said amendment,the words 
“sufficient proof" and insert in lieu thereof the word “ conviction’; and 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
| at the end of said amendment the following: *,and said swum sha!! be in full 
payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his represent 


the 


atives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of said 
Campbell for said sum shall so specify"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 91, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words “section 2Zof 


this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section’’; and add at the 
end of said paragraph the following: 

“ Provided, however, That any person who in good faith prior to the passage 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other min- 
eral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
vided for by this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 92, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words “ section 2 
of this act’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section”; and add at 
the end of said paragraph the following: 

“ Provided, however, That any person who in good faith prior to the passage 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other 
mineral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and 
} after the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey 

provided for by this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 93. and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out, in line 4 of the last agraph of the amendment, the words “ section 2 of 
this act”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section”; and in line 12 
of said paragraph, after the word “ opened,” insert the words “or located”; 
and strike out, im the last line of said paragraph, the words “ section 2 of this 





agree to the same. 
On amendments numbered 33, 37,46, 47, 48, 49. 52, 56, 64,66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 
83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 94 the committee of conference has been unable to agree. 
J. 5. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
GBRORGE C. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. BABCOCK (during the reading of the report). Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the confer- 
ence —— be dispensed with. aes 
Mr. X9KERY. Mr. Speaker, this is too important a matter 
to have the reading dispensed with. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I do not understand that the gentleman in 
charge of the report desires to dispose of it at this time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We desire to dispose of it if we can. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to dispensing 
with the further reading of the conference report? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 
The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was 
| read, as follows: 
STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY CONFERENCE REPORT ON HOUSE BILL @™M. 
| The following Senate amendments, to w! 
| agreed, are purely formal, consisting of 
| of errors, and the like: Nos. 1, 2, 5, 12, 15, 
83, 84, 85, 88, and 89 
| The Senate recedes from its amendments, leaving the bill in those particu- 
| lars as it left the House, as follows: Nos. 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 20, 30, 34, 35, 46, 62, 
and 90. 
| The House recedes from amendments 8 and 9. These amendments relate 


1 the House confer 





mn hraseology. corres 


26, 28, 36, 40, 41, 44, 47, 48, 72, 82, 





to the pay of Indian inspectors. The House fixed the salaries at $3.00 each 
perannum. The Senate replaced them to the figures in the last bill, $2,500, 


end.” 
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No. 10 limited the time within which inspectors remaining in Washington 
under orders from the Secretary of the Interior have their expenses paid to 
twenty days. There was no time limit as the bill passed the House. 

No. 13 strikes out the appropriation for the second paren of the Chero- 
kee Outlet, the Secretary of the Treasury having decided that he was au- 
thorized to make the payment with the appropriation and having already 
made said payment. 

No. 14 reads as follows: “To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist 
the Kickapoo Indians of Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their 
allotments to make improvements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, 
and to purchase seed grain and subsistence for said In:ians, $5,000, to be im- 
mediately available. The sum of money now in the Treasury of the United 
States belonging to said Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon 
which the Treasurer shall Pk to said Indians interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum from July 1, 1895.” 

No. 16 provides “ that all deeds and instruments of writing pectaiegn to 
reai estate within the Quapaw Agency and the town of Miami, in the Indian 
Territory, shall be recorded at the said town of Miami by the clerk of the 
United States court in and for the northern district of the Indian Territory, 
or his duly appointed deputy, in a book or books kept for the purpose; and 
sections 669, 670, and 671 of chapter 27 of Mansfield’y Digest of the Laws of Ar- 
kansas, covering deeds, mortgages, liens, and instruments of writing pertain- 
ing to real estate, are hereby extended over and put in force in said Quapaw 
Agen, Indian Territory. 

o. 17 authorizes a transfer on the books of the Treasury of a part of the 
funds of the Sac and Fox tribes in Mississippi to the same tribe in Iowa. 

No. 20 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to pay in 
money instead of kind to the Santee Sioux under treaty. 

No. 28 extends to certain Indians not on allotments the same benefits under 
treaty as though they were. 

No. 24 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to pay in 
money instead of kind to the Sioux and Poncas under treaty. 

No. 25 gives the option to Lower Brule Indians to choose new allotments. 

No. 27 carries out the provisions of the act of February, 1895, on the subject. 

No. 31 provides for the distribution of the amount to the Poncas after pay- 
ing emp oyees authorized by law. 

oO. ds the members of the said tribe in South Dakota. 

No. 38 provides for setting up and operating machines already owned and 
on the ground. 

No, 38 provides for surveying certain ceded lands in Idaho. 

No. 42 provides ** That the retary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to ascertain and determine the amounts due various merchants 
of Cloquet and Fond du Lac, Minn., from certain Fond du Lac Indians, not 
exceeding in the te $6,600, for supplies furnished to said Indians, at 
the request of the Indian farmer, during the years 1888 and 1889, or upon 
orders approved by the Indian farmer drawn =. and noes by certain 
contractors for the purchase of pine timber on lands allot to or selected 
by said Indians or claimed by them, and to pay said merchants the amount 
found due them, or each of them, their proportion of said sum out of any 
money on hand paid the United States by said contractors, or any of them, 
in settlement or satisfaction for pine timber cut upon such lands.” 

No. 45 authorizes the temporary employment of persons of practical expe- 
rience in irrigation work. 

No. 50 provides “‘ That the homestead settlers on all ceded Indian reserva- 
tions be, and they are hereby, granted an extension of one year in which to 
make prreene as now provided by law.” 

No. 51 is agreed to with an amendment which strikes out the appropriation 
and requires that the work be done by the Indian agents. 

Nos. 53, 54, and 55 together increase the amount of the appropriation $16,000 
and more specifically name the work to be done, 

No. 57 provides for the continuance of the survey of the Indian Territo: 
and ghee penalties for interference with the work. It is agreed to 
that the appropriation be reduced from $300,000 to $200,000. 

No. 58 reads as follows: “In pa mt, under direction of the Secre of 
the Interior, to certain Chippewa Indian allottees of the Isabella Reservation 
in Michigan, as their interests may appear, —— the sums recovered by the 
United States as judgments against certain es for timber depredations 
committed within said reservation upon lands which have been allotted and 

— Po aoe Indians, and covered into the Treasury of the United 

tates, $1,121.62." 

No. 59 provides: “That any adult Peoria or Ottawa Indian, an allottee 
under any act of Congress, may, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, sell a: d convey to the Miami Town Company, a company chartered 
under the laws of Kansas, 40 acres of ground near M i, Ind. T., to be used 
exclusively for cemetery pu and no other: Provided, That 40 acres 
shall not exceed half of his or her allotment. 

No. 60 readsas follows: “To reimburse N. J. Cramer, of Yankton, S. Dak. 
amount paid by him to the United States as stum for 400 cords of wood 
furnished to the Government at Fort Bennett, 8. ., in 1878, $306.” 

No. 41 reads as follows: “To pay Josephine Lofland, an Indian woman, for- 
merly assistant matron at the Seneca, Shawnee, and Wyandotte school, her 
heirs and representatives, such sum as the Secretary of the Interior shall as- 
certain will com te her for loss sustained - | reason of the sarang of the 
school building in which she was employed, not exceeding the sum of $200.” 

No. 63 provides: “ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ascertain and to Louis Mazawakinyena, Lou 
De Coteau, and James W. Lynd, of Sou ota, such sum as he shall find 
rey due them for property lost and Goptrezed y the Sioux Indians on the 

ioux Reservation | the outbreak in ‘or the purpose of carry- 
ing out the provisions of this act there is hereby appropriated, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a ria asum of money - 
cient to carry out the provisions of this ach ae exceedi ” 

= oS prone for locating the absentee Wyandotte In: in accordance 
with treaty. 

No. 67 is agreed to with an amendment to prevent any further claim. A 
treaty seems to compel this payment. 

No. 73 provides for the erection and in of suitable buildings, in- 
cluding furniture of all kinds for the same, for an industrial boarding school 
at or near the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indians in Tama County, Iowa, 
and for the purchase of a suitable site for the same, > 

No. 74 increases the appropriation for the Carlisle School, Carlisle, Pa. 

Nos. 79, 80, and 81 increase the appropriation for the Genoa School. 

Nos. #1, 92, and 98 are ratifications of treaties. 

On amendments 33, 37, 3%, 46, 49, 52, 58, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 86, 87, and 94 
the conferees did not agree and the House conferees ask a further conference. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, i move that the conference re- 
port be adopted, and that the conference be continued as to the 
amendments which have not been agreed upon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] would state briefly what matters are 
left unsettled, as well as the most important matters that are 


settled by this report. He can no doubt state them in much 
shorter time than would be required for members to ascertain by 
an examination of the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to the matters left unsettled, in the first 
place the question of sectarian schools is one, and the question of 
appropriations generally for Indian schoolsis another. e specific 
appropriations for particular schools, like that at Carlisle, for 
instance, have been acted upon, but the question of appropriations 
for schools generally is left for further conference. e question 
of the payment of the Cherokee Outlet money is left for further 
conference, as well as the Old Settlers attorneys’ claims, the con- 
tinuance of the Dawes Commission, and several other matters 
which are not of general interest. There are some cases where 
appropriations have been increased, for specific schools, for in- 
stance, or for other purposes, which are still left in conference, 
but I think the question of sectarian schools and the question of 
the old Cherokee claims and the other matters I have specified are 
the main matters of general interest that are left unsettled, and 
in regard to them we ask that the conference be continued. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move to amend so as 
to except from the motion of the gentleman from New York to 
concur the Senate amendments numbered 47 and 48, because | 
desire to bring the matters involved in those amendments again 
before the conferees. Ido not believe the chairman of the com- 
mittee will object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What are those matters? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The amendments are in relation to nego- 
tiations for the purchase of the lands of the Yakima Indians, 
One of the conferees assured me that the matter had been ar- 
ran to the satisfaction of the people interested in the subject. 

r. DOCKERY. Of course the gentleman understands that a 
conference report can not be amended. The only thing to be 
done with such a ropa is to either approve it or reject it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The House can do it, I suppose, and I de- 
sire another opportunity to appear before the conferees in relation 
to this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thereis only one way for the gentleman to 
attain his object, and that is to have theconference report rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suppose the House has the power to reject 
some part of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the parliamen- 
7 ee a conference report must be accepted or rejected as a 
whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
there has been an agreement in part as to certain amendments 
and a di ment as to others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the conference report shoul 
be agreed to, all the amendments that have been agreed to in con- 
ference would, of course, be removed from further considerat#on, 
and so far as the conferees have agreed those amendments can 
not now be amended. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, this places me in avery pecu!- 
iar position and I feel there is some injustice in it, because one 
ef the conferees informed me that the agreements were in accord- 
ance with the terms of the House bill; but now when the report 
comes in I find that such is not the case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the same except as to the appropriation, 
which is stricken out. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the only way 
in which amendments that have been to in conference can 
be reached again is by a rejection cf the conference report. 

The question being taken, the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
conference report was adopted, and also moved to lay that motion 
on the table. 3 

The latter motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. SHER , a further conference was ordered. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the House the bill H. R. 8495. 

Mr. HILL. Was not a motion to reconsider made and laid on 
the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to reconsider has ben 
entered by the gentleman from Kentucky. If the motion to r- 
consider was made and laid on the table after the passage of tlie 
bill, of course another motion to reconsider would not be in ord:r. 
The Chair will have the Journal examined as to that. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the eeee of considering 
5 bills ot 6713, H.R. oe => 4149. Sascived 

e motion agreed to. ouse accordingly re 
iteelf into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
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EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET, WASHINGTON, 


N. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
f Te Oe considering the bills indicated by the gentle- 
man from isconsin. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


The Clérk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


i ., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
h De henmeted, open and grate North Capitol street from T street to the 
Soldiers” Home, and are hereby authorized and directed to condemn, accord- 
ing to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia for opening highways, such of the lands of the Prospect 
Hill Cemetery and of Annie E. Barbour as may be necessary for the exten- 
sion of said street; and the amount Seay Seenaey to pay the judgment 
of condemnation and the cost of grading is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provi- 
sions of this act, but the cost of grading shall not exceed $10,000: Provided, 
That one-half of said sum shall be charged to the revenues of the District of 
Columbia: And provided Surther, That this appropriation shall be imme- 
diately available. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered the bill (H. R. 
6713) to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home, and report same 
with the recommendation that it do y=. are 

The Commissioners of the District have not favored the passage of this bill 
because, as they say, its may imperil the passage of a general high- 
way act. They advan this reason in the Fifty-third Congress, but the 
committees of the Senate and House did not agree with them, and recom- 
mended the of the measure, and Congress passed the bill. The com- 
mittee are of opinion that the opening of this highway will be of great public 

fit. 
etorth Capitol is one of the main avenues of the city, leading directly north 
from the Capitol to the Soldiers’ Home, a distance of about 3 miles, and width 
190 feet. Beyond the city limits the land was donated in 1889 for a distance 
of nearly 2,000 feet, and from the Soldiers’ Home southward for 2,200 feet, 
there remaining an intervening space of about 2,000 feet, occupied by the 
Prospect Hill Cemetery and the rbour estate, the latter being in ltiga- 
tion; the nee rons these two properties it is impossible to obtain except 
condemnation. 

n December, 1893, Congress passed the act hereinbefore mentioned, appro- 
riating the money for this purpose, to be condemned according to laws for 
Righways prior to March 2, 1893 (the date of the general highway act), the 
intent being to condemn the land under chapter 11 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, but the proceedings were 
had under the Printing Office sitelaw. The jury returned a verdict that was 
considered excessive by the Commissioners, and they secured legislation in 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill August 7, 1894, ordering the ver- 
dict set aside and new puoceedings of condemnation under chapter 11, Re- 
vised Statutes. The owners took an appeal and the court of appeals enjoined 
the Commissioners from proceeding under chapter 11, and also refused a 
mandamus to compel the District to pay the award under the Printing Office 
site law; so by reason of the operations of the courts and the District Com- 
missioners the law stands a dead letter to-day, and there is no way to open 

the street except under the operations of a new law. 

The opening of this street will be followed by railroad facilities and result 
in the rapid improvement of this section, which is now blocked for want of 
street roads and other facilities of growth, and will be of general public 
good. The certain opening of this street is hurtful to the interests of the 
cemetery, and condemnation proceedings should be no longer delayed; there- 
fore your committee urge the prompt passage of the bill. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Since this report was submitted the 
committee have agreed upon two amendments, which I will read for 
information and then send to the Clerk’s desk. The first amend- 
ment is as follows: 

Strike out in lines 6,7. and 8 the words“ iapter ll of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia for opening high- 
ways” and insert “the act approved March 2, 1893, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide a permanent system of highways in that part of the District of Colum- 
bia lying outside of cities.’ 

The second amendment is to add, at the end of the first section, 
the following: 

Provided further, That in lieu of condemnation proceedings the Commis- 

sioners of the District of Columbia are ontherinel to acquire by purchase 
the lands of said cemetery und Annie E. Barbour, or either of them, paying 
therefor out of the appropriation herein authorized the sum of $25,000 to the 
said cemetery and the sum of $20,000 to Annie E. Barbour. 
_ Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to call the atterition of the gentleman 
in charge of this measure to the fact that it is proposed by this 
special to bring North Capitol street within the provisions of 
the act of March 2, 1893, known as the highway-extension act; 
and it is also pro that the cost of condemnation and grading 
shall be paid one-half out of the District revenues and one-half 
out of the Treasury of the United States. All the appropriations 
heretofore made by Con under the highway act have been 
made, so far as 1 remember, entirely from the revenues of the 
District. Now, then, without regard to the question of the pro- 
priety of extending this street, a matter upon which I defer to 
the superior judgment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, I submit that the amount necessary to meet the cost of 
the condemnation proceedings and the cost of grading (whether 
it shall ae out of the joint revenues or out of the reve- 
nues of the ct) should be appropriated in the future, as has 
been the custom in the past, in the regular bill making appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Doesthis bill provide for an appropriation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; an indefinite appropriation at that, 
except that the maximum for ing is fixed at $10,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. there not been inserted 








either in the House or the Senate an item to pay these parties— 
Mrs. Barbour and others—for their land beyond the point where 
it was donated? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not examined the amendments made 
by the Senate. But I will say that if the suggestion I have sub- 
mitted be agreeable to the committee I will not further antagonize 
the bill. My proposition is that the bill be so amended as to pro- 
vide that this expense shall hereafter be met in such manner as 
Congress may prescribe. Thus the amount to be paid will be left 
open for the consideration of Congress at its next session: and the 
question whether or not this expenditure should be paid out of 
the joint revenues or solely out of the District revenues will also 
be left open. 

A MemBer. What is your amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The substance of the amendment is that the 
liability incurred by the passage of this bill shall be met by ap- 
propriations which Congress in its judgment may make from 
time to time. 

Mr. HULICK. Would not that really annul the provisions of 
this bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why? 

Mr. HULICK. The bill in the last clause of the first section 
has this proviso: 

Provided further, That this appropriation shall be immediately available. 
Now, if the appropriation which is to meet this expenditure be 
deferred for future action of Congress it seems to me it will vir- 
tually destroy the effect of this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the condemnation proceedings must pro- 
ceed—. 

Mr. HULICK. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Not necessarily 
under the amendment which has been proposed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is an appropriation carried in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill—$2,000 was the amount as I 
remember when it left the House—to provide the necessary court 
expenses in condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. HULICK. But the gentleman will observe that the amend- 
ment now proposed goes further,and provides that if the Com- 
missioners can make a contract with the cemetery trustees and 
with Mrs. Barbour they are authorized to pay to the cemetery 
$25,000 and to Mrs. Barbour $20,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not see any such provision. 

Mr. HULICK. That is an amendment just offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis]. I suggest that if this amend- 
ment is to be adopted the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Missouri will not avail. As will be remembered, there were con- 
demnation proceedings had in regard to this very property about 


a@ year ago, and the damages were assessed at over $51,000 in favor 
of the trustees of the cemetery and quite a large sum in favor 


of Mrs. Barbour. These proceedings were taken into the court, 
and it was considered by the Commissioners that the awards or 
assessments were exorbitant. These parties are now in court, I 
understand, trying to enforce the collection of the assessment. 

Now, the object of this amendment is to settle this matter. It 
is a good amendment and ought to be carried out. If the Com- 
missioners can effect a compromise with Mrs. Barbour and the 
trustees of the cemetery, then the whole matter will be closed up, 
and the suggestion made would avail nothing, because money 
would have to be appropriated by virtue of the bill to carry out 
the arrangement that is in contemplation as suggested in the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word 
in further explanation of the amendment and what I propose to 
accomplish by its operation. 

This is not new legislation. I call the attention of gentlemen 
on the floor to the fact, as shown in the report of the committee, 
that it is expressly stated that— 


In December, 1893, Congress passed the act hereinbefore mentioned, appro- 


priating the money for this purpose, to be condemned according to laws for 
I ighways prior to March 2, 1893 (the date of the general highway act), the 
intent being to condemn the land under chapter 11 of the United States Re 


vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, but the proc 


eedings were 
had under the Printing Office site law. The jury returned a verdict that 
was considered excessive by the Commissioners, and they secured legislation 
in the District of Columbia appropriation bill, August 7, i804. ordering the 
verdict set aside and new proceedings of condemnation under chapter 11, Re 
vised Statutes. The owners took an appeal and the court of appeals enjoined 
the Commissioners from proceeding under chapter 11, and also refused a 
mandamus to compel the District to pay the award under the Printing Office 
site law; so by reason of the operations of the court and the District Com- 


missioners the law stands a dead letter to-day, and there is no way to open 
the street except under the operations of a new law. 

The Commissioners at that time proposed to the cemetery asso- 
ciation and to the estate of Annie E. Barbour that there should 
be paid to the cemetery association and to the estate of Annie E. 
Barbour the amount of money specified in the amendment now 
proposed, which the parties declined to accept. Therefore, at 
the suggestion of the parties in interest, it was thought advis- 
able to add the proviso giving the parties the liberty to accept the 
amount then offered, or to accept the consequences of condemnation 


< 
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proceedings. In the opinion of thecommittee the amendment adds 
considerable strength to the bill. At least it removes some of the 
objections. 

r. RICHARDSON. And provides a limitation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. This bill, I might say, was reported to 
the House in a former Congress by my colleague on the District 
Committee from Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON], who is much more 
familiar with its provisions than I am. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I thought my recollection was 
accurate with reference to this question; and I appeal now to the 
gentleman from Tennessee to substantiate it. I have not before 
me the act of March 2, 1893, known as the highways act, although 
I have sent for it, but it seems impossible to get a copy. It pro- 
vides, however, that all of the expenses incurred in ing out 
the provisions of the highway act are to be paid solely from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia; and I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to say if that is not correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Outside of the city. 

Mr. HULICK. Thatis the language of the general highway act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is a special bill to extend the provisions 
of the highway act, and proposes that one-half of the ses of 
the extension shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia and one-half by the people of the United States. 

I do not propose to enter into the general question as to the pro- 
priety of the original act. That act provided, however, that the 
expenditures should be paid from the revenues of the District en- 
tirely. That question, therefore, is settled by the enactment of a 
law of Congress. Now, then, this bill is in the nature of special 
legislation, to extend the provisions of the a act, pending, 
perhaps, the amendment of the general act, and if passed at all, then 
the entire expenditure should be made as provided in the original 


act. 

Mr. HULICK. Does the gentleman desire to include not only 
damages awarded to the owners of property, but the cost of the 
peepee itself? 

Mr, CKERY. I propose to include every cent of liability 
incurred under the operations of this bill. I contend that itshould 
be paid in harmony with the provisions of the act of March 2, 
1893, which required these expenditures to be paid solely from the 
District revenues. 

Mr. HULICK. Do I understand the gentleman to offer an 
amendment to that effect? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do. 

Mr. HULICK. I think it is right, and I shall vote with him on 
that proposition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be understood, however, about this 
matter. The question as to the propriety of imposing all of the 
expense on the District has been sattled. Congress enacted the 
law of March 2, 1893. I understand, however, that there has 
been some decision of the supreme court of the District which for 
a time has hampered and delayed the execution of that general 
statute. This is a special permit or grant of authority to extend 
this particular street. Mr. i , if Congress is going to pass 
this bill, an amendment should be to bringing the extension 
within the provisions of the act of sh 2, 1893. 

Mr. HULICK, I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Dol understand the gentleman from Missouri 
to say that the terms of this law providing for the opening of this 
street are different from the conditions provided in the 
law for opening streets? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why is not that street to be opened under the 
general law, as all streets have been previously opened? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because this law has home hung up in the 


courts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Some of the provisions of the act of March 2, 
1893, are awaiting the construction of the courts. 

ae en And pending that, this bill has been in- 
troduced. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itseems thatthe committeein their wisdom— 
and I am not criticising the action of the committee—thought it 
was not wise to await the action of the court, and so they propose 
this special bill extending North Capitol street, but provide that 
the expenditure shall be paid jointly out of the revenues of the 
a oz the United States and the revenues of the District of 

‘olum 


Mr. DINGLEY. Does that change the statute? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That changes the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That has always been the law until this 
act of March 8, 1893, was passed, and there has been no opening 
under that act as I understand it. This bill proposes 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you propose by a special act to override 
the statute of 1893? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 


This would be a law just as much as that 


w. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ought not this to bedone under a general law? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The integrity of that law was 


and the lower court decided that it was unconstitutional, but it 
was —— to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
and t court, in a recent decision, has sustained the act in part. 
This bill was introduced early in the session, and it provides that 
the expense shall be divided equally between the revenues of the 
United States and the revenues of the District of Columbia. The 
District Committee thought that was right and proper, pending 
the decision of the court u the general law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Wouldit not be better to assume that the gen- 
eral law is constitutional and proper until itis overthrown? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gen will understand that the 
particular point to which this amendment goes is not pending: 
that is, so much as divides the expense between the revenues of 
the United States and the revenues of the District of Columbia is 
not, as I understand it, questioned. The question of constitu- 
tionality relates wholly to matters other tnan that provision, such 
as the assessment against citizens for benefits to adjacent prop- 
erty where streets are opened, making adjacent property owners 
contribute something. So that the issue referred to by the gen- 
tleman is not involved in this particalar amendment. Now, if 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] and the committee 
are of the opinion that the District revenues ought to contribute 
the whole amount, why, then, it would be very to strike out 
the words “‘ one-half of,” and let it all be @ against the 
revenues of the District. For one I do not think that is right. 
While this extension is technically outside of the city of Wash- 
ington, it is just beyond the boundary, and on one of the main 
streets of the city, leading to the Soldiers’ Home. I do not see and 
never have seen any reason or any equity in the original provi- 
sion in the act of h 3, 1893, which the entire expense 
upon the revenues of the District of Columbia exclusively. 

The gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] will probably remem- 
ber that that bill passed on the last day of the session, and was a 
compromise. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Hemp- 
hill, who was then chairman of the committee, accepted that, 
= eeeenees that by House = the ee report 
whic been ing for some time, up upon that very 
question. The a aee yielded end did agree that all the 
expense of opening highways should be taxed exclusively against 
the revenues of the District. I voted against it; I am inst it 
now; but then, if the House sees fit to put it all upon the District 
revenues, it can be done by amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What occurs to me is that, if there is a gen- 
eral law on this subject which provides a certain method for the 
opening of these streets, that law should be followed as long as 
it is upon the statute books. If the law is wrong, it should be 
re 


Mtr. RICHARDSON. When this bill was introduced and the 
report made, my impression is that the decision of the supreme 
court of the District, reversing the decision of the lower court in 
omen to the constitutionality of this act, had not been rendered, 
and therefore it was su that bly the entire highway 
act of March 8, 1893, would be set le and declared void. Since 
then, however, it has been held to be constitutional in many re- 

, and unconstitutional—in so far as I understand the deci- 
sion, I do not pretend to quote itaccurately, for I have not read it 
qnuahaiip—aaile in so far as it taxes to adjacent property 
for the ek these ways. 

Mr. LICK. I think there is an improper im on in re- 

to the law under which this former condemnation was had. 
do do ae yaa that that was had under the general highway 
act . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HULICK. I think the impression has been created here 
that this condemnation was made under the general highway act 
which is now in controversy in the court and attacked by various 
parties as on a no question as to 

ity 0 proceedings whereby property was con- 

demned heveiedere; under 11, Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. only exception was that 
the amount of damages awarded was too Over $51,800 was 
returned for the —— the cemetery and over $20,000 
for Mrs. Barbour. Commissioners objected to the payment 
of the award because it was too high, and possibly they had some 
other — Sane avoiding oo payment. ne = vw 
being y the attorneys of those parties, seeking to enforce th 
—— of the money under those condemnation proceedings. 

. KIEFER. And the court of appeals of this District sus- 
tained the claim of the property owners. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; but the Commissioners objected to the 
amount of the award. Now, the object of this bill is to author- 
ize another condemnation of this property, with the view of hav- 
ing it condemned and damages assessed which, according to the 
judgment of the i will be reasonable and within 

unds of reason, and the amendment offered by the committee 
is not only to authorize proceedings of condemnation, but to au- 
thorize the Commissioners of the District to compromise, or to 








1896. 







; at private sale from the cemetery trustees and 
bay le Pen the first at $25,000 and the second at $20,000. 
Mr. BLUE. Is it a fact that this bill is special in its nature and 

é this y? 
oer CK. tis correct. This bill is intended to carry 
out and enforce what has been considered to be a public benefit; 


i blic necessity. 
in fact. TUE. Another question. This bill is, in its nature, an 
amendment tothe general law for street extensions? 

Mr. HULICK. Not at all. 


Mr. BLUE. But if that general law applies to all parts of the 
city, while this bill is special and local in its a, then it 
must affect the general law to the extent of either repealing it or 
sustaining it. . 

Mr. HULICK. If that general law were to be held constitu- 
tional and were to be enforced by the courts, of course this act 
would affect it to the extent specified in the bill, but it would not 
affect any of the general provisions of the law; it would not af- 
fect the general law at all except as to its application to the exten- 
sion of this street through the property of this cemetery and of 
Mrs. Barbour. i ; 

Mr. BLUE. Then why are you anxious to pass this bill and 
make it applicable to that particular locality at this time? 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman has pamownies a question which 
bri up @ point which this House should consider, namely, that 
this bill is in the public interest and for the public benefit. 

This cemetery property stands right in the way of the extersion 
of this street—an extension which must be made at some time, and 
the sooner the better, and therefore I say this bill is in the public 
interest. There is no protest against the opening up of this street. 
No one objects to it; no one doubts that the street ought to be 
opened, All the citizens in that locality favor it. There has 
been no protest. by anybody against it, and in order to have the 
interest of the public conserved this bill has been introduced so 
that the enterprise may not have to be tponed for the final 
decision of the court upon the general highway act. 

Mr. BLUE. In that connection I wish to ask the gentleman 
another question. Will there be any great loss or injury to any- 
one if this street extension shall be deferred until the next ses- 
sion of gress, giving us an opportunity in the meantime to 
hear from the courts? 

Mr. HULICK. This bill is intended to meet a public necessity 
and a demand on the part of the good people in that locality for 
the improvement. 

Mr. BLUE. That might be said of any other locality for which 

ial bili might be introduced as well as for this. 

. HULICK. Well, this is urgent, and the only reason the 
street was not opened before was because of the exhorbitant 
amount of the damages assessed. 

Mr. MILNES. Have not the courts decided that the general 
law is constitutional? 

Mr. HULICK. That question has not been fully determined, 
as I understand, by the court. 

Mr. MILNES. I understand that there is no suit pending. 
The case went to the court of appeals and the court has decided 
that the law is constitutional, with the one exception that benefits 
can not be assessed upon the adjacent property. 

Mr. HULICK. That doubtless is correct. 

Mr. MILNES. That is the only thing in the law that has been 

knocked out by the court. Now, here is the law of 1893,which is 
in force, and which provides that when streets are extended the 
money to a ip the expense shall be taken altogether from the 
treasury District of Columbia, and not at all from the 
Treasury of the United States, whereas this bill provides that half 
the cost of this extension shall come from the Treasury of the 
United States. Therefore this bill is a repeal of the law of 1893 
so far as = sete to this i part of the general street 
extension. Now, the enly thing in controversy here is whether 
the United States shall pay half the expense of this street opening, 
or whether the District of Columbia shull, as the law of 1893 pro- 
vides, the whole of that expense. 
Mr. CK. All I have to say is that 
ment would be quite a pr one if the gentleman should offer it. 
But the main reason that should be impressed upon the House for 
the passage of this bill is that the public interest demands that con- 
demnation ings shall be had under this bill, so that results 
can be obtained as they were sought to be obtained under the 
previous condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee for two or three minutes. The act of March 
2, 1893, known as the highway act, provided for the extension of 
the streets of Washington, ond provided further that— 
for the improvement of any street, circle, reservation, or ave- 
po out under the visions of this act outside the cities of Washing 


No 
and . bec able to the Treasury of the United States, 
= ; = expense shail be sald ackty out of the revenues of the District of 


I think that amend- 
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That was the act authorizing the general extension of the streets 
of this beautiful city. 

Now, then, pursuant to that act, Congress has from year to 
year appropriated a certain amount of money to prepare the 
plans for the extension of streets into the outlying districts. We 
have been so particular in respect to these extensions—so desirous 
of having symmetrical and harmonious plans—that Congress has 
authorized the District Commissioners to employ a famous land- 
scape engineer, Mr. Olmsted, of Massachusetts, and he is now in 
the employ of the District preparing the plans for the extension 
of streets pursuant to the act of March 2, 1893. There is a provi- 
sion in the District of Columbia bill for continuing the work of pre- 
paring plans for this extension of streets. The idea,as I have 
said, was to extend these streets out into the District ina svymmet- 
rical, harmonious manner, so that the streets in the outlying dis- 
tricts may present as beautiful and attractive an appearance as 
those within the city. This is what has heretofore been done 
under the act to which reference has been made. 

Now, then, comes the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
proposes to except North Capitol street from the provisions of this 
general extension because in their judgment there is an exigent 
necessity for the immediate extension of this street. I do not be- 
lieve such a measure ought to be adopted. I know that this propo- 
sition ‘“‘ bobbed up” in former Congresses. I know that it was 
pressed with just as much vigor upon the attention of Congress 
four years ago as itispressed today. I donot assail the judgement 
of the committee and insist that the extension is not necessary. I 
| think it very likely that it is; but I suggest to the honorable gen- 
tlemen comprising this committee whether this extension ought 
not to wait the operations of the general plan. 

If, however, you are going to extend these streets; if there is 
such pressure for this particular extension as there was three or 
four years ago—and I think the pressure has been continuous 
from that day until this—let us not override the provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1893, which in exact terms, after exhaustive and 
| elaborate discussion, imposed this cost on the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I do not believe the extension ought to be 
made now, because it may operate to mar that beautiful plan 
which is now being prepared under the direction of Mr. Olmsted. 
But if the House intends to authorize the extension and incur the 
danger towhich I have adverted, let it be made under the provi- 
sions of the general law and impose all the cost upon the treasury 
of the District. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] has said in regard to this bill, I 
wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that this is not 
simply a separate and special effort for the opening and grading 
of a particular street, but this is an appropriation bill. It is not 
only an appropriation bill, which should properly go to the Appro- 
priations Committee for consideration, but it provides that the 
appropriation shall be immediately available. This business is 
somewhat new to me; but it does seem to me that along the line 
of what is good business for this House, it is necessary that an ap- 
propriation of this kind should go where it properly belongs and 
where it may receive the consideration which it deserves—where 
it may form a part of the general plan of appropriations which 
are made for the country. 

If this measure is to succeed, others of a similar character and 
under similar pressure may follow, and in this way street after 
street may be opened as a separate entity without referring the 
appropriations to that committee whose business it is to consider 
such matters, permitting the District Committee to arrogate to 
itself not only the right to provide for establishing and opening 
these ae. but to proceed to occupy territory that does not 
rightfully belong to it, and to appropriate the necessary money and 
to direct that it be made immediately available. It seems to me 
that this is exceedingly bad business and that this bill ourht to be 
defeated. There is not, so far as I have been able to gather, any 
| pressing necessity for this measure. It is put forward now for no 
good reason which I can see, and is to be made an exception, and 
this committee, outside of the rule, is to arrogate to itself the 
| right to appropriate money for carrying out the provisions of the 

bill. The measure ought to be defeated. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in addition 
| to what has been said in connection with this bill, I find that in 
| itself it does not provide for any assessment of the damages of this 
| condemnation upon the property abutting the street and benefited 
by it. In this way it is essentially different and distinct from the 
| act providing general highways for the District of Columbia. If 
| this bill should pass in its present form, whether the whole or 
| one-half of the expenditure be made payable out of the District of 
Columbia revenues, the property owners themselves will go abso- 
lutely free in connection with the cost of extending this particu- 
lar street. Before I can vote for such a bill I should like to have 
some explanation as to why this street is to be exempted from the 
requirements of the statute which is applied to all other streets. 
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Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I desire to say a few words — upon 
the bill, and then yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I still hold the floor, and 
have only yielded to the gentleman for an explanation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Very well; I call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to the report of the committee. The street referred to was 
by special act of Congress opened in 1893, There was donated for 
the purpose of the street extension nearly all of the ground north 
of the tract now proposed to be condemned, 4,200 feet. Propert 
has been bought and sold on this proposed street extension, with 
the distinct understanding that the street would be opened, and 
- proposed legislation now before us is only the reenactment of 

aw. 

Now, if this class of legislation can not roperly come before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia tail to realize where 
it can go, as I believe that the District Committee has heretofore 
had jurisdiction over this class of bills. This bill was reported 
from that committee in a former Congress and enacted into a law— 
or a bill practically the same as this—and no question as to the 
jurisdiction of the committee was raised. With respect to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, and to 
which he confined his remarks, as I understand it, I am not pre- 
pared to say whether he is right or wrong, If he believes that 
the amendment should prevail let him offer it and let us havea 
vote upon it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I do not find 
that the explanation of the gentleman from Iowa explains. The 
most that can be said or the most that can be claimed for what 
he said is that certain parties had donated sufficient land for the 
extension of this street along their respective ownerships, and that 
when it reached to the point where land was not donated there 
was no further extension; and this bill provides for the extension. 

Now, the two principal points of objection raised against the bill 
arenot concerning the jurisdiction of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia or the Committee on App tions or any other 
committee, but the objection, the main objection, is confined to 
two questions—one whether the entire expenditure shall be paid 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia or one-half of it 
from the general revenues of the Government, and the other is 
whether there shall be any assessment upon the adjoining prop- 
erty owners according to the terms of the act of March 2, 1893; 
and upon that point was where I had yielded to the gentleman for 
an explanation or for information in regard to the property and got 
none. 

Now, if any member of the committee or any member of this 
general committee can explain why this property should be exempt 
when all other property ontlying the boundaries of the city shall 
be taxed, I will yield for that information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire I have but a word or two to say. 
will take the objections in their order, commencing with the last 
one first, that made by the gentleman from New Hampshire. He 
objects because there is no assessment, as he says, of any amount 
against the adjacent property holders for improvement in the 
value of their property caused by the extension of this street. 
Now, the gentleman is altogether mistaken in that. 

This section of this bill provides: 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are directed to m and 
grade North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home, and are hereby authorized 
and directed to condemn, according to the provisions of the act approved 
March 2, 1898, entitled “An act provi fora permanent system of Shwses 
in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of the city,” etc. 


Now, that act expressly provides that there shall be assessments 
made against the owners of adjacent property for benefits accruing 
to them by reason of the opening of streets. That, therefore, 
answers the a objection so far as that point goes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I see nothing about such con- 
demnation proceedings in the bill before me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman has not a copy of the bill 
that was sentup. The bill as reported from the committee differs 
from that which the gentleman holds in his hand. I am not sur- 
prised the gentleman did not know of the existence of this provi- 
sion, for it is not in the bill as originally printed: but the words 
to which I have referred are made a part of the bill as reported 
by the committee at this time. The condemnation is to be under 
the provisions of the act of 1893, the act of March 2, and that pro- 
vides for proper assessment of the benefits, if any accrue, upon 
the adjacent property. 

Mr. HULICK. If the gentleman will allow me in that connec- 
tion to emphasize that point and answer the criticism of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire at the same time, I will state that 
= property was condemned under this same provision of law 

ore. , 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 
Mr. HULICK, And the only objection that existed was as to 


the amount of the condemnation awards. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, this proposes to review those condemna- 
tion proceedings, and directs the Commissioners to commence 
anew proceedings to condemn a ee in other words, to 
— a repetition of the same proceedings that we have had here- 

ore. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit 
me, he read from the bill that these condemnation proceedings 
should be in accordance with the provisions of the previous act. 
What is that act? And how are the assessments made under it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The assessment is by a jury appointed 
by the court. They go out on the ground, and on the sworn tes- 
timony as to the improvements make the report tothe court, and 
the assessment is made by the court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the assessment spread out beyond the 
abutting ent ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. iso understand it. But, as a matter of 
fact, proceedings have been pending before the supreme court of 
the District upon that point and other questions involved in this 
controversy, and there may be some change. There may be some 
limits, in other words, upon the question as to the extent to which 
these assessments may go beyond property abutting immediately 
on the street. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What per cent is prescribed by the law as 
to the benefits that can be assessed on abutting property? Is 
there a percentage fixed, or is it in the discretion of the Commis- 
sioners? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is in the discretion of the jury ap- 
pointed by the court; and they, under oath, make this assessment. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Could they make an assessment of all of the 
cost of the highwa — the abutting property? 

Mr. RICHAR . The courts of the District have decided 
that they can only assess a proportion, as I understand. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. And that proportion is one-half? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is what it was intended to be under 
this act of 1893. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the District Commis- 
— antagonize this proposition and refuse to give their assent 
to it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly. The report states that. 
They objected to it in the beginning, when they submitted their 
report on the bill, some time in January, because they wanted it 
opened under some new highway act which they were recom- 
mending to Congress. 

Now, that act has been delayed, or hung up in the supreme 
court, and the necessity for the opening of this street being im- 
mediate and urgent, as the committee believe, they decided that 
it was not proper to wait one, two, three, or four years until 
that litigation shall be ended. Now, the District Commissioners 
have a very proper idea about the general question of opening 
streets. ey are opposed to any opening in detail, because they 
want the streets extended under some general highway act, earry- 
ing them out into the country and into the outlying portions of 
the District. 

Mr: McMILLIN. Does my colleague not think it would be well 
a their view of it and delay this until there can be a general 
scheme? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think it is right to take their view of it 
as to the general system of opening streets, but they can not offer 
any objection to the opening of this street or make any suggestion 
that will improve it. 

— here I will answer the second objection, the one made hy 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. Mr. Chairman, it is 
so apparent that that objection amounts to nothing, that I think 
everyone will agree with me, upon the mere statement of the cas, 
that it ought not to be 5 

What is it? He says ag may interfere with the harmony of 
the beautiful plan that the Commissioners, under their landsca): 
gardener, may propose for the extension of these streets. I agree 
with my coll e as to the general extension, and I agree with 
the gentleman Missouri that as to the general extension \t 
ought to be done in a harmonious way. But, Mr. Chairman, tlic 
simple opening of North Capitol street need not be delayed, nev! 
not wait for any report from the landscape gardener or from t!iv 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Why? It is only 
6,000 feet from the boundary, the outside line of the city of Wash- 
ington, at T street, where North Capitol street crosses the boun|- 
ary—it is only 6,000 feet from that point to the Soldiers’ Hom’. 
North Capitol street extended runs right : to the Soldiers 
Home. It can not go any farther because of the Soldiers’ Hor’ 
property. Now, it must be straight. It is one of the streets © 
the city. It is concreted, I believe, to Florida avenue, or to the 
sre oe T street. Itis for 2,000 feet beyond the bound- 
ary. It is 6,000 feet from to the Soldiers’ Home. 
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is already opened and graded, but it runs up 

ver 200 ae embankment, 15 or 20 feet high, and there 
i t stops. 

North Capitol stroot st for the next 2,000 feet, going north toward 
the Soldiers’ Home, you f° through the property of Mrs. Barbour 
and this little cemetery, Prospect Hill, if I recollect the name cor- 
rectly. It is 2,000 feet through those two pieces of property. 
Then you are within 2,000 or 2,200 feet of the Soldiers’ Home. 
That farther part is all graded for 2,200 feet, the street opened in 
perfect alignment with the street from the Capitol here to the 
point I have already described, the beginning of Mrs. Barbour's 
property. It is an air line. — 5 

Now. 2,000 feet will take it through Mrs. Barbour’s property 
and through the little Prospect Hill Cemetery. At the other side 
you again in on astraight line, and the property holders at the 
other end have dedicated and donated the property necessary, and 
have graded the street down to its proper grade. That runs all 
the way for the next 2,200 feet to the Soldiers’ Home. There 
North Capitol street must stop. Now, this bill simply provides 
for the opening of the middle space of 2,000 feet, through Mrs. 
Barbour’s property and through Ag Hill Cemetery. 

Mr. McMILL I will ask my friend right there whether 
persons interested in that German cemetery have not resisted the 
opening of this road because it would require the taking up of the 
bones of their dead? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

Mr. KIEFER. Have they acquiesced in that amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is as I have understood it. They 
have agreed to it, and are perfectly satisfied to have it. They did 
object to it in a former Congress, but that objection is with- 
drawn; and then as to that bill, Mr. Chairman, instead of it being 
vigorously fought in the last Congress, a4 the gentleman from 
Missouri stated, as I recollect it te biil passed almost unani- 
mously. The only objection that has arisen has been the effort to 
get the condemnation proceedings through court. The jury 
placed the condemnation and valuation too high, the Commis- 
sioners objected, and it was set aside. The time has expired, and 
now they come back with a proposition to open it through the 
same property, and a limit is put upon it. Mrs. Barbour is to 
receive $20,000, and Prospect Hill Cemetery, I do not remember 
the amount, but I think $25,000. There is an urgent demand for 
the opening of the street there, and it has been pressed upon the 
committee ever since I have been a member, for four or five years. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. I know something of the character of this proposi- 
tion, and I think it is a work very proper to be done. As I under- 
stand it, under the direction of Congress there is a landscape 
architect who is engaged in making a general plan touching the 
improvements of the District, and has not yet completed his report. 
Am I correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON., I do not know. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. That relates to the grounds and with respect 
to certain streets. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That did not relate to a street like this. 
This is simply the extension of a street in its middle part. It is 
already extended beyond the property proposed to be opened now, 
and also on this side. 

Mr. CANNON. What I want to say is, I will vote—of course, 
at the expense of the District—for the opening of this street. I 
believe it ought to be done, but—— 

Mr. 0K. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that it is alleged that there is a 
plan now in process of preparation by Mr. Olmstead, under law, 
that covers this and other improvements. Now, what I want to 
understand is this: Is that so? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not touch this street. This is a 
perfectly straight street. It would be justthe same asif you take 
the case of Pennsylvania avenue and deflect it in its middle course. 


The other end is open, and this end isopen. You can not change 
it thro the middle. It must run in astraight line, and there- 
fore no landscape architect would undertake to change the line 


running through this cemetery or through this Barbour property. 
It must be a ectly straight line. 
Mr. C ON. i the gentleman is correct in that information, 
n Ihave no objection to this bill, provided it is amended in 
pre the highway act as to the payment for these im- 
provemen 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there is no objection to that. 
- Mr. CANNON. But if there is any reasonable doubt as to 
whether when that is ordered and the work is done it will conflict 
with the plan in preparation, I think we ought to wait. 
Mr, RI DSON. This deals with matters within the city, 
and does not conflict, I can assure the gentleman, with that plan. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the Commissioners have assumed the position here during the 
past year that they would not recommend the opening of any street 
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or any parts of astreet unless it be done under the general highway 
act, taking in a whole subdivision; that they have opposed every- 
thing in the shape of improvements. Now, this is almost inside. 
It is within part of the highway plan, as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. Rr HARDSON | states it. Thisis simply 2,000 feet right 
in North Capitol street, between the Capitol and Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. CANNON. I know where it is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And in the new plan for the improvements 
here the Baltimore and Ohio, in North Capitol street, will be re- 
quired to tunnel through. One of the street-car roads, which has 
a charter, has been stopped going into this street on account of 
being unable to go through this German cemetery. 

; Mr. CANNON. It would not interfere with the plan under the 
aw? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; it would not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, who seems to be familiar with this matter, a question, to see 
if I understand the situation. By the highway act of 1893, as I 
understand it, as to all new streets outside of the city limits. to 
which that refers of course, the expense of opening them—the 
condemnation and grading—is borne one-half by the abutters 
and one-half by the District. Am I right in that? 

Mr. RICFARDSON. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What I desire to know is why there is an ap- 
propriation made in this bill from the Treasury. Is it designed 
to be simply an appropriation of District revenues and nothing 
more? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
derstand it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But is your bill distinct enough on that point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I[t would be with the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockrry]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that if this bill is to pass it 
should be distinctly stated in it that one-half the expense growing 
out of these condemnation proceedings should be paid under the 
act of 1893, by the abutters, and the other half from the revenues 
of the District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would not object to that. I think it 
already means that, because it says this shall be done under the 
act of 1893. Certainly the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri would cover that point. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the amendment has not been adopted, 
and I will say to my friend from Maine that he is eminently correct 
in his suggestion. As this bill is drawn and presented to the 
House it will charge the Government of the United States with 
one-half of this expense, and to that extent it will break down the 
law of 1893, which proposes to put upon the District of Columbia 
and the adjacent property owners the entire expense of the ex- 
tension of these streets. The gentleman from Maine is clearly 
right, because this bill as reported by the committee breaks down 
the law of 1893. This bill provides that one-half of the expense 
shail be paid by the District and one-half by the Government of 
the United States. Hence, those who vote for this measure ought 
to understand that if the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKERY] is not adopted the Government will assume 
that which it expressly declined to assume under the law of 1893. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there is no objection to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the Commissioners object 
to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They did object on the general idea that 
this work should await the general plan, the execution of which 
may be one, two, three, four, or five years—nobody knows how 
long. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That objection would havea good foundation 
if this is a part of a general plan, but if it is entirely distinct 
from the general plan and if this street must be constructed as 
proposed in this bill whatever may be the general plan, that makes 
a difference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will understand that for 
2,000 feet from the city limits this street is now graded by the 
Commissioners. For 2,200 feet beyond that point it is already 
graded under the direction of the Commissioners. The property 
holders contributed to meet the expense, but, as I understand, the 
money was expended under the direction of the Commissioners. 
Therefore both ends of the street are opened and there is only a 
little space of 2,000 feet between the two that is to be opened un- 
der this bill. The Commissioners have approved the street, as I 
understand, beyond this point, and in opening this part of it it 
would be impossible to get out of the straight line. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I havesimply tosay that if this bill isamended 
so as to make it perfectly clear that one-half of the whole cost, in- 
cluding the condemnation and grading, is to be borne by the abut- 
ters, and that the other half is to be paid from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia, I have no objection to the bill, unless it in- 
terferes with a plan which ought to be one symmetrical whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does not. 


It could not be anything else, as I un- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest thatthe proviso on page 2 of the 
bill that “‘ one-half of said sum shall be charged to the revenues 
of the District of Columbia” can be amended by striking out the 
words ‘‘ one-half of,” leaving it to read ‘‘ that said sum shall be 
charged to the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have an amendment to su ¢ for consid- 
eration. It is to strike out, on page 1, lines 12 and 13, the words 
‘‘any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated” and 
—— “the revenues of the District of Columbia”; so that it will 
read: 

And the amount of mo’ necessa 
and the cm of | grading te havohy reer ee oan are 
District of Columbia to carry out the provisions of this act, but the cost of 
grading shall not exceed $10,000. 

Then, in line 15, strike out the words ‘‘ one-half of” and insert 
‘“*the”; so that it will read: 

Provided, That the said sum shall be charged to the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to propose an amendment, which I will read for the information 
of the committee. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I think there is some misapprehension as to the force of the stat- 
ute referred to here on the part of gentlemen who are proposing 
amendments. The question was asked what the statute provided 
under which the Commissioners are directed to proceed. There 
is, I think, a misapprehension upon that point, and I would like 
to call the attention of gentlemen to what that chapter of the 
Revised Statutes does provide and then to offer an amendment 
which I think will meet all the criticisms. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will simply state what I 
propose to offer if the gentleman's amendment does not cover the 
point, and then will yield him the floor. 

I propose to offer this amendment to come in at the end of the 

1; 


Provided further, That all damages and benefits under this act shall be 
assessed and collected in the manner + aan by the highway act of the 
District of Columbia approved March 2, 

This provision, without using the words “abutting property 
count will answer the purpose, I think. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish now to state the amendment which I 
propose to offer and to support it by reference to the statute under 
which this paoeedng & intended to be conducted. My amend- 
ment . te strike out all of the bill after the word “ street,” in the 
tenth line. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there are two amend- 


ments now pene 

Mr. HULICK. Iam only endeavoring to see whether I can not 
satisfy gentlemen who have already offered amendments that this 
quesiinsen’ of mine will meet the criticisms o- have suggested. 
If my amendment be adopted the effect of the bill will be to direct 
the issioners of the District of Columbia to open and grade 
North Capitol street from T street to the Soldiers’ Home and to 
condemn, according to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia for i 
highways, such of the lands of Prospect Hill a of 
Annie E, Barbour as may be necessary for the extension & said 


street. 

As will be seen, two purposes will then be accomplished by the 
bill. In the first place, the Commissioners will be directed to 
ceed under the statutes to o the street the of 

Hill Cemetery and of Mrs. Barbour. Now, what is 
the provision of chapter 11 of the statutes of the District of Co- 
lumbia here referred to? 

All public roads within said District outside the limits of Washin 
Georgetown which have been duly laid out or declared and record 
are public highways. 

That is the first provision. Then follow provisions for the exe- 
cution of that law, for the condemnation of property —— 

Mr. MILNES. is that the act of 1893? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; this is the prior act, but an act which 
is now in force. It provides for public highways to be surveyed; 
for the fixing of boundaries and width of street; for the giving of 
notice to opera holders affected by the proceedings of condemna- 
tion. This act, following the provision I have read, goes on and 
pons for public —— to be surveyed and recorded; for 

undaries to be permanently marked; for width and location of 
streets; for the la out, widening, or changing of roads; for 
notices to property holders and the hearing of objections; for pro- 
ceedings when a route is objected to and others proposed; for the 
method of proceeding when no objection is made; for the method 
of proceeding when owners of land object and claim damages. It 
provides also that the marshal shall summon a jury and admin- 
ister oaths; it provides what the j shall consider; it also pro- 
vides for proceedings upon the rendering of the verdict. It makes 
provision, too, that a second jury may be summoned, and it pro- 
vides also the method of paying the costs. 


and 
as such 


Now, I want to call the attention of this Committee of the 
Whole to the fact that all the of these proceedings up 
to the demanding of the second jury are to be paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. That meets the tion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. I trust he will give me his atten- 
tion fora moment. Ihave been referring to statute under 
which the proceedings to condemn this property will be prose- 
cuted if this bill be > 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The p will not be conducted 
under the statute which the gentleman has been reading. 

Mr. HULICK. Why, sir, it is required that they shall be, un- 
der the very provisions of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. That seni is stricken out and it is 
provided that proceedings shall be conducted iu accordance with 
the act of March 2, 1893. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [If the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Huicx] should be acceded to, and all of the bill after 
the word “street,” in line 10, be struck out, and if the proposed 
amendments be also excluded—— 

Mr. HULICK. I propose to strike out also the amendments 
that have been offered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the bill be amended in that way I see noth- 
oe in it. 

. HULICK. That is exactly the form in which I propose 
that we leave the bill. The District Commissioners will then pro- 
ceed under the law I have read without reference to the act of 
1893. It is under the latter act that all the embarrassment comes 
in. The constitutionality of that act has been questioned in the 
courts. I propose to provide a means by which condemnation 
pr i can be carried out effectually without reference to 
the act of 1893. If my amendment prevails all the costs up to the 
second jury will be paid by the District of Columbia under the 
act I have just Now, let me explain the meaning of that 
second jury. If the party whose property is condemned is not 
satisfied with the amount of damages awarded by the first jury, 
then he may demand a second jury, and if the verdict of the sec- 
ond j is net in excess of the verdict of the first, then the party 
asking for the second jury must pay the expense out of his own 
— but up to the second jury all the expenses are paid by the 
istrict of Columbia. 

If my amendment be adopted, the purport of the bill will simply 
supe ta tceban ahahaha tl ak ta thestand eetaien, pertai 

roperty irtue of chapter e i tutes, pertain- 
ing'to the District of Columbia. 

r. MILNES. Let me ask the gentleman one question. Under 
the act of 1893 half of the expense is ble to the abutting 
nee half to the treasury of the District of Columbia. 

ow, this bill does not provide for that, does it? 

Mr. HULICK. This provides—and I am very glad the gentle- 
man called my attention to it—it provides in section 262 of the 
act in question as follows: f 

The , having been u s, shall 
mae Sei wplteh vert te be bcol by them ar magorty otters 
attested by the marshal, which the marshal shall transmit to the proper 
authorities at their next meeting, and which shall be 

And I call your especial attention to this provision found in 
section 261: 

In making their decision the jury shall take into consideration the benefit 
such road may be to each owner by enhancing the value of his land, or other- 
wise, and give their verdict accordingly. 

That is equitable, just, and meets the criticisms which have 
been made upon this bill. eee mh 
those condemnation proceedings which been questioned in tle 
courts under the law of 1893. It was thought advisable, there- 
fore, in the introduction of this bill, that we proceed under this act 
rather than under the act of 1893. 

Now, if the committee accept that amendment—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand you propose to strike out all 
after the word “street,” in line 10? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HULICK. And the proceedings 
proceedings under chapter 11, where Jey: verdict rendered was in 
Co — 


i will be identical with the 


excess of what the the District of Columbia 
thought right and just. And if the trustees of the cemetery 
property and the owner of the other find that condem- 
nation proceedings are to be prosecuted under that statute, if they 
should required to go toa a the law in which they 
obtained judgment before, a , I am quite sure, take tle 
amount offered by the Comm rather than go through 
that proceeding again. And in fact, in the opinion of the cor- 
mittee, the offer of $25,000 was a very li offer; in fact, it 
pe ne vboas in aiania Mentia.ani tat th eiiet of 
upon an. y t on, an e verdict 0 
the jury was extorted—and I do not wish to be understood as 
being offensive in any sense of the word in that expression, 
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mean is'that it was an unreasonable verdict. 
damages in favor of the cemetery of over $51,800, and 
thousand for that condemned of Mrs. Barbour. The 


either—but what I 


It was for 


ate have been very liberal to these people, in the judg- 


he committee, and yet they defy public interest, they 
mary the ber of everybody, they defy the Commissioners; and 


now. : y this act that the Commissioners shall 
— pete the old statute, they will call a jury, assess the 
, the will be condemned, and the parties will 
have to take what the verdict of the jury may give them. 
I therefore offer that amendment. 


The CHAFRMAN. There are two amendments pending now. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think there is much confusion in the 
minds of many of us.as to just what the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is. I would like to have it stated again. 

Mr. HULICK. I will cheerfully do so. My suggestion is to 
strike out all of the original bill, including the amendments of- 
fered, after the word “street,” in the tenth line of the first page. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. You mean to strike out the committee 
amendments also? 

Mr. HULICK. Everything; because the object is to direct the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to proceed under this 
act, and that will give full jurisdiction and control to call a jury, 
assess the damages, and bring the parties inte court if necessary. 
Let the verdict of the jury be returned, and that will be a judg- 
ment against the District of Columbia, and the cost of it to be 

id from the District of Columbia revenues; unless, as I said 

fore, the ies agree to call a second jury and have proceed- 
ings under that. If the verdict of the second jury is not greater 
than the verdict of the first, then the parties complaining or call- 
ing the second jury must pay the cost of the second jury proceed- 
ings themselves. Otherwise, if no second jury is called, then the 
Distriet will have to pay the amount of the verdict. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. You propose to strike out all after 
“street” and insert nothing in its stead, as I understand? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; strike out everything from that word and 
insert nothing in its stead. Just leave the first part of the bill 
stand, down tothe word ‘‘street.” Itstrikes out all of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa authorizing the Commissioners 
to go and buy the property at private sale. That, I think, is incon- 

istent with the original act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam quite willing to accept that suggestion, 
so far as Iam concerned; but I do not care about making any sort 
of agreement by which this bill will go to the Senate, be amended, 
and get into conference, and then, under pressure of a conference 
report, the very things carried in the bill to which we are object- 


now. 

r. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the committee desire a 
vote upon this bill, and as far as I have had an opportunity to 
consult the members of the committee they seem willing to ac- 
—— amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

ULICK]. 

The C . Does the gentleman ask to withdraw the 
amendment offered by the committee? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The last amendment only. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the first amend- 
ment offered by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the general debate closed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not yet. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Qhio to one further fact. I have just run over the Revised 
Statutes; and in view of the amendment which the gentleman has 
8 , [want to call his attention to the fact that chapter 11 
of the Revised Statutes contemplates a very different condition of 
—— what the highway act of 1893 does. It seems to me 
that if this. act is passed, and these proceedings are remanded en- 
to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes, then you will have 


gs. 

. of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that those words have been stricken out, or it is proposed 
tostrike them out, and insert in lieu of the same ‘‘ the act approved 
March 2, 1893.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was taking the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ohio that we strike out all after the word “ street,” in line 10. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But that was after these words were in- 
serted in that place. 

Mr. DINGLEY. “That may be. Let us hear those words; be- 
cause I see that chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes and the high- 
way act of 1893 contemplate entirely distinct and different pro- 
ceedings. Not only that, but they employ a different method of 
paying the In that case the District pays the entire 
cost, but under the act of 1893 the District pays half and the own- 


| 


F 


- 


ers of the y half. 

Mr. t was the suggestion of ine ces from 
. DOCKERY] that the char up to 
ee [ Mr. J expense Pp 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The act will read as follows: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby direc 


ed to 
open and grade North Capitol street from T street to the Soldier tome, 


and are hereby authorized and directed to condemn, according to the 
approved March 2, 1893, entitled ‘“‘An act to provide a permanent systen 
highways in that rt of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities, 
such of the lands of the Prospect Hill Cemetery and of Annie E. Barbour as 
may be necessary for the extension of said street. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, does not the gentleman 
understand, and is it not so understood by every lawyer and by 
every member of the House who has given any attention what- 
ever to the matter, that the act of 1893 can not be enforced in 
condemnation proceedings such as are proposed by this bill? They 
can not do it under that act, because it is so embarrassed by ex- 
ceptions and by attacks that have been made upon it by the courts 
in the District, that it can not be enforced. I see the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] winks his eye and nods his head 
in assent to my proposition. He does not want this act carried 
out, and he will vote for that amendment. [f you insert that 
amendment you can not enforce the condemnation of this prop- 
erty, because the general highway act can not be enforced in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope it will take time enough so that the 
general plan can be prepared, and then we shall move along har- 
moniously. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to say that if you go into that and 
adopt the general highway act, you go into it with your eyes 
open, and you will never get the property condemned until there is 
further legislation or a further decision by the courts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think you had better withdraw the billand 
let it go over. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call for a vote. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask if there is not litigation 
pending in regard to some of this property which you are trying 
to go through, and if there has not been an injunction in regard 
to some of it? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. 
derstand. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand there has been an injunction in 
regard to going through some of this property. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. This bill is satisfactory to the property 
holders. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] if there has not been an injunction is- 
sued to restrain them from going through some of this property? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There was, but that was under the act 
passed by the last Congress, growing out of an effort to condemn 
this et! under an act passed by the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. TERRY. And nowyou are trying to get around that act? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The provisions contained in this bill are 
| satisfactory to the parties who brought that litigation, and this 
| will end that litigation and be satisfactory to them, as | under- 
stand it. 

Mr. TERRY. I have been advised the other way. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to answer further the inquiry of the 
gentleman in regard to that litigation. That is litigation crow- 
ing out of the amount of damages. These parties, the cemetery 
people and Mrs. Barbour, want the amount assessed to be paid, 
and the litigation grews out of the fact that they are trying to 
enforce the payment of that verdict and get that judgment en- 
forced against the District. The District Commissioners are op- 
posing that. That is the litigation referred to, as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the first amendment 
offered by the committee. 

Mr. BLUE. I hope that amendment will be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill about a matter that I have been informed of since this 
discussion commenced, and that is, whether or not there has been 
a permanent injunction granted against this very proceeding of 
opening a street through that cemetery? I understand that those 
people have spent $4,000 or $5,000 to prevent going through their 
cemetery, and I ask if there has been a perpetual injunction 
granted? Now, is that a fact? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
I have just answered that question. 
sas asked-me the same 

Mr. McMILLIN. I 
have duplicated it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He asked me the same question. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I have been informed that such is the fact. 
I know that when this was up before in Congress there was a 
| great resistance to the bill, but what form that resistance took in 
| the court I did not attempt to follow; but I am informed that 

that is the situation,and I was inquiring to know whether my 
information was correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can only state again, that there was an 





There is no litigation pending, as I un- 


Ido not so understand it. 
The gentleman from Arkan- 
nestion and I answered him. 

id not hear that inquiry, or I would not 


eee 



































































































































5086 


injunction suit brought, because they objected to the method of 
the condemnation that was undertaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did not they object tothe going through the 
cemetery in toto? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They may have included that too, but 
there was no objection to this bill by those parties provided the 
amount mentioned in this bill is paid tothem. They undertook 
to get an injunction, and possibly did fet an injunction against 
the proceedings under the act of the Fifty-third Congress, but it 
was not because of the amount, as I understand, or an objection 
to going through, but in respect to the assessment of damages in 
some way upon the abutting property. It was the practice under 
that act to assess benefits as against ee. Then I understand 
the injunction was made perpetual, possibly — all the grounds 
you have mentioned ; but the representatives of the cemetery, and 
the representatives of Mrs. Barbour, appeared before our Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and, as I understand it—and 
I state it here in the presence of other members of the committee— 
—- agree or did agree that if the amount mentioned here, $20,000 
to Mrs. Barbour and $25,000 to the cemetery, was paid that there 
is no objection, as I understand it, on the part of either. 

Mr. HULICK. I will state to the gentleman that I have never 
heard of that. I asked about that and was wegteerte f @ member 
of the committee that no agreement had been reached. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is 10 agreement; but I understand 
they consent to accept these figures if an amendment is in- 
serted, and that amendment has been suggested; and if the bill is 
ar | I understand that they will take the amount we have 
offered. 

Mr. KIEFER. I want to ask you a question for information. 
I wish to state to the gentleman in charge of the bill that on 
March 8, this year, a committee consisting of members of the cor- 
poration termed the Pr t HiliCemetery Association asked me 
to introduce a claim for $51,686, which was the amount that had 
been found by the committee who had the condemnation proceed- 
ingsin theirhands. Theyclaim thatthey have yet before thecourts 
an injunction forbidding a right of way through their cemetery. 
Now, if these gentlemen have agreed to take $25,000, of which Iam 
not aware, I am willing to vote for the bill; but otherwise I can 
not vote for it, because I have noinformation from the gentleman 
who asked me to introduce this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But there does not seem to be any distinct 
and definite understanding. The gentleman from Tennessee him- 
self is not sure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have not agreed to accept that 
amount, 

Mr. TERRY. There being so much misunderstanding, the gen- 
tleman ought to let this matter be laid aside until this committee 
can understand it properly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the infor- 
mation of some gentlemen of the House that the committee under- 
stood the Barbour estate had agreed to accept the amount oa 
$20,000, the amount offered by the Commissioners, in lieu of dam- 
ages under the former act. It is expected—I do not know that 
anybody has definite information as to that—but it is expected 
that the cemetery association will accept the amount which was 
offered to them at the same time also, although under the provi- 
sions of this proposed amendment the cemetery association are at 
liberty to accept this amount in lieu of condemnation proceedings 
or to proceed under the highway act to condemn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. AsI understand, there is no definite infor- 
mation that the cemetery association has agreed to accept this 
amount; but if they do not, you pro to go on with the con- 
demnation proceeding, notwithstanding the injunction? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The cemetery association have been 
objecting to the condemnation proceedings or to the acceptance of 
the amount proposed in the former act in lieu of condemnation 
proceedings, but as provided by the amendment offered by my 
colleague from Ohio, this amendment is stricken out, and every- 
thing in the bill following the word “‘ street,” in the tenth line. I 
call the gentleman’s attention to this, ially when the second 
amendment proposed by the committee should be reached, and it 
is proposed now, if satisfactory to the gentlemen who have raised 
some objections to this bill, that we accept the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio and have a vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend from Iowa will withdraw 
this bill, as questions of an injunction and figures have been 
brought up here for the first time. 

Mr. HULICK. You withdraw your amendment? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Yes; if itis desired. I desire to reach 
a vote upon the bill, and harmonize all differences if possible, in 
order that the bill may go through. It isa measure that ought 


pass. 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman from Iowa desires to withdraw 
the amendment that he offered. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the gentleman from 
Iowa withdraws the amendment, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. He withdraws both amendments. 
Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
suggested previously, which is that all afte the word “street,” 
in line 10 of this bill, be stricken out. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 


Line 10, after the word “street,” strike out the following: 
“And the amount of money necessary to pay the judgment of condemna- 


tion and the cost of grading aoe appropriated, out of any money in thy 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to out the provisions of this act, 
but the cost of 8 not exceed $10,000: Provided, That one-half of 


said sum shall be c to the revenues of the District of Columbia: Ani 
provided further, That this appropriation shall be immediately available.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, if that amendment is correctly re- 
ported it refers merely to the form of the condemnation. Does it 
include also the matter of paying and expenses? I do 
not so understand 1. 
on" KIEFER. It refers to a former act which does provide for 

a 

Mr. BLUE. Only as to the methods of condemnation. 

Mr. KIEFER. And as to the mode of paying. 

Mr. HULICK. And as to the cost of condeinnation. 
cutes itself fully. 

Mr. DOC Y. I understand that the amendment strikes out 

all of the bill after the word “street,” in line 10. If that amend- 
ment were adopted, I ask the gentleman from Maine, who would 
pay these — 
. DINGLEY. I think that is left very uncertain. It is the 
condemnation proceedings that chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes 
provides for. is bill provides that the costs, etc., shall be paid 
according to that statute. 

Mr. LICK. That eve ing up to the demand for the sec- 
ond jury shall be paid out of the revenues of the District. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be better to have that dis- 
tinctly settled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It might be amended so as to read: “ Pro- 
vided, That all expenses involved under this bill shall be paid 
wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BLUE. Expenses and . 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that 11 of the Revised Stat- 
utes provides for the methods of condemnation and provides for 
a jury to estimate the damages. It also says that in estimating 
the damages they shall deduct the benefits that may be supposed 
to accrue to the owners of the abutting property, and then it pro- 
id by the District of Columbia. 


It exe- 


vides that all the e shall be 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. , I ask consent to with- 
draw this bill. 


oan CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws the 
Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask a further question, at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hatner]. The 
language in chapter 11 applies simply to costs. Now, it seems to 
me that damages are entirely distinct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will submit this idea to the 
gentleman from Maine. Chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes was 
enacted before the act of 1893, and under that act whatever ex- 
pense was incurred by the District of Columbia was to be paid 
one-half by the District and one-half by theGovernment. There- 
fore, if we proceed under that statute, the Government of tle 
United States will have to pay part of this expense. 

Mr. HULICK. It is not so provided in the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, this debate is all out of 


order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 671°. 
and that the same had been withdrawn from the consideration 0! 
the committee. 


LAWS AFFECTING MARRIED WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBI\. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1659, which 
was laid aside a few moments ago for the tion of an amend- 
ment, the bill to amend the law of the ct of Columbia as to 
married women, and to make ts the natural guardians 0! 
their minor children, and for o purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill toamend the laws of the District of Columbia as to married wom: ”. 
to make parents the natural guardians of their minor children, and for othr 
pu 


rposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the property, real and personal, which any wom" 
in the District of Golumbia may own at the time of her marriage, and t)» 
rents, issues, profits, oF proceeds thereof, and real, personal, or mixed pro) 
a come to her by descent, Sree, pureiace, or bequest, or 
or Sot any ptt, Ga Sen eae, and te property. 
notwi marriage, and shall not be subject to the disposal of hi 
husband or liable for his de except that such property so shall come to 

of her husband be subject to, and for, the debts of 


the bh time of the gift. 




















1896. 


—— 


bargain, sell, and con in th , 

; to the same © same manner, to the same extent, 
contract in Tetcfoct aa a married man may in relation to his real and personal 
and w ty. and she may, by & promise in writing, expressly make her sepa 
er etate liable for ies purchased by her or furnished at her re 


ned te That an \narried woman may carry on any trade or business, oc- 
mati n, or ession by herself,or jointly with others, and perform any 
ord on her sole and separate account, and the earnings of any 


woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 
her real and personal property, and enter into any 


labor or Serviess ; : 1 
m her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or 
maried womens ber sole and separate property, and may be used and in- 
vested by her in her own name. thed shall invalid ’ i 
Sec. 4. That nothing in this act conta shall invalidate any marriage set 
temo. 6 That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife's 
antenu stial debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such debts, to be enforced against her and her separate property as if she 
were unmarri 
Sec. 6. That 
person of their 
natural 
however, 
dren ma 


the father and mother shall be the natural guardians of the 

minor children. If either dies or is incapable of acting, the 

p of the person shall devolve upon the other: Provided, 

hat in case of the death of either parent from whom the said cnil- 

inherit, or take by devise or bequest, the said parent may, by deed 

or last will and testament, a int a guardian of the property of the children, 
subject to the approval of the proper court of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 7. That the survivor may by last will appoint a guardian of the person 
and property of any of the children, whether born at the time of making the 
will or afterwards, to continue during the minority of the child, or for a less 
time, subject at all times to removal for cause and appointment of another 
by the go court. , 

SEC. 5. t dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, the bill S. 1659 is now up for 
consideration. When it was called up before in its order there 
were suggestions made by the gentleman from Vermont in regard 
to the rights of married women, their right to bring actions, to 
sue and be sued in the courts of the District relative to their own 
contracts and their own property, and it was suggested that we 
should prepare an amendment or amendments to the bill. It was 
referred to me, and in the short time I have had I have prepared a 
hasty amendment, one not quite satisfactory to my own mind, 
nevertheless an amendment which can be offered and which will 
require the bill to go back to the Senate and possibly to a confer- 
ence, for I have observed that the laws of the District of Columbia 
have been amended in that way before, without proper considera- 
tion by the Judiciary Committee, and we have found much em- 
barrassment when Wwe have come to compare them with existing 
statutes. I propose, therefore, to offer these amendments with 
the prefatory statement that the matter has not been considered 
by the committee as fully as it should be. In fact, the committee 
has not given any consideration to it whatever. 

Under the laws now ae in the District of Columbia with 
reference to the issue of executions by the courts and other mat- 
ters connected with the collection of debts, such matters are con- 
trolled by an old English law passed in the year 1265, during the 
reign of Henry III. And the execution of property in the hands 
of the marshal or sheriff is regulated by a law passed one hun- 
dred and sixty-four years ago. j 

We are now called upon, in connection with a bill coming from 

, the Senate that has not been referred to our committee, to offer 
amendments in regard to the rights of married women in er y 
that may have come to them by descent, purchase, or otherwise. 
This bill, as has been suggested by the gentleman from Vermont, 
falis far short of executing itself. I will read the amendments 
— I propose to offer. They are to be numbered as sections 4 
and 5: 


Sec. 4. A married woman may sue and be sued as if she were unmarried; 
and her husband shall be joined with her when the cause of action is in favor 
of or against both her and her husband. 

Sec. 5. When a married woman sues or is sued, like proceedings shall be 
had and ja ent renderod and enforced as if she were unmarried; and her 
proves and estate shall be liable for judgments against her; but she shall 


entitled to all the benetits of all exemptions to the heads of families or 
householders. 


Under the statutes now in force there are exemptions to heads 
of families and householders. We want to give to a married 
woman the benefit of such exemptions, so that if her husband 
fails to demand his rights in that respect she may demand them 
for herself. It too frequently happens that a married woman has 
a husband with no property—perhaps without capacity or ability 


to make a arieg for her and their family. She has her own prop- | 


erty. Under the provision I have read if such a woman is de- 
fendant in a suit involving that property, and a judgment should 
be rendered against her, instead of her homestead or other private 
property being taken from her so that she and her family might 

turned out of doors, she would be entitled to the exemptions 
Rovides in section 13 of the compiled statutes of the District. 

ose exemptions cover such things as wearing apparel, beds and 
bedding, fuel for three months, mechanics’ tools, library and im- 
plements of a professional man or artist, etc. Under this provi- 
sion the wife would be protected in her ownership of such prop- 


"Cader the first provision of these amendments a married woman 
may sue and be sued as if she were unmarried. Of course that 
Provision is in derogation of the common law as now enforced in 
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the District of Columbia. What other statutes may have been 
enacted relative to the rights of married women we have not had 
time toconsider, and I am frank to say that I do not know whether 
the amendments I have offered are consistent or inconsistent with 
other statutes of the District of Columbia. But if the amend- 
ments I propose should be adopted, and the bill goes back to the 
Senate, it will then probably go to a conference, when more time 
will be given to the subcommittee of the District, which will be 
enabled to give some consideration to the bill. 

I now submit these amendments with this further remark, that 
if they be adopted a renumbering of the following sections will 
of course be necessary. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. His amendment, as I understand, makes a married 
woman liable for her personal debts, whether she is declared a 
feme sole trader or not. 

Mr. HULICK. As bearing upon her own separate estate only. 

Mr. BRUMM. Of course. 

Mr. HULICK. It would not affect her husband’s property. 

Mr. BRUMM. But by your amendment, as I understand, you 
put her in such a position that under the coercion of her husband 
she may be compelled to part with her entire property. You hold 
her liable to the extent of her own estate for all her debts, whether 
she be a feme sole trader or not. 

Mr. HULICK. I do not understand the gentleman's remark as 
to ‘‘the coercion of her husband.” The presumption of the old 
common law is that the wife is under the coercion of her husband. 

Mr. BRUMM. Under your amendment she can sign a promis- 
sory note, make a bond, etc. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; she can do as she pleases concerning 
her own property. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you mean to tell me she may not be forced 
to do such acts under the coercion of her husband? 

Mr. HULICK. No more than the husband could be forced to 
do so under the coercion of his wife. 

Mr. BRUMM., I fail to see where she is protected; and I for 
one shall oppose any amendment of that kind. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, with the amendment pending, in 
view of the lateness of the hour, as well as because of the fact that 
other matters are to be considered by the committee this afternoon, 
on consultation with the chairman of the committee, I withdraw 
this bill, and will let it go over to a later date. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would suggest that in the meantime the gen- 
tleman have the bill and the amendment printed, and have it 
perfected when next laid before the House. 

The SPEAKER. No action has been taken by the House on 
the bill? 

Mr. HULICK. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. HULICK. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If this bill is withdrawn, what becomes of it? 

The SPEAKER. It is returned to the same status that it oc- 
cupied before it was called up by the chairman of the committee 
to-day. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It goes to the committee, I suppose? 

The SPEAKER. It goes back to its original place, subject to 
any further action on the part of the commiteee. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME AND BELT RAILWAY COMPANIES, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up now the bill (S. 2928) 
to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and the Belt Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes, and I ask that the reading of the 
bill bedispensed with. It has been before the committee for three 
months, and I think it is thoroughly understood by the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendments: 

On page 2, line 8, strike out the words “two years” 
thereof * eighteen months.” 

Strike out all of section 2. 

In section 4, page 4, strike out all of lines 17 to 25, inclusive. 

Add to section 4 the following: 

“Provided, That if there is not sufficient room for two tracks on Water 
street without encroaching on tracks already there, that the said Belt Line 
Railway Company shall purchase at its own cost sufficient ground to open 
Water street from the terminus of its line as now located along said projected 
route to P street.” 

In section 5, line 6, strike out the word “all” 
place thereof. 

In section 5, line 7, strike out the words “two y 
“one year ”’ in place thereof. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
committee amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I offer the following additional amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 


and insert in place 


and insert the word “the” in 


ars” and insert the words 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Before that, Mr, Speaker, I have several 
amendments to offer which precede that of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and I do not wish to lese the right to offer them by 
consenting that his amendment, which, as I understand it, comes 
into a later part of the bill, shall be first considered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for the reading of the 
bill by co te 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill had better be read 
by sections. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This amendment,I will state, Mr. ker, is 
practically a committee amendment, and the only difference is 
that it was not prepared at the time the bill was reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman assents 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa that he may have 
permission to recur to other parts of the bill and offer amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


eee a new section, as follows: 

Suc. 12. That the Metropolitan a ,and it ishereby, au- 
thorized toextend the lines of its underground electric railroad from the in- 
tersection cf Connecticut and Florida avenues northward al Columbia 
Road to a point on the west line of Eighteenth street extended: Provided, 
That the said extension be com —— before January 1, 1897, and the said com- 

gh is hereby authorized an ered to increase its capital stock for 
yurpose of making and oquipping g the extension of its route authorized 
by is act and for the — on of its present construction, but theamount 
the capital stock so to be issued as af. 4 shall be-subject to the a 
roval of the supreme court of the Distric tot ——— and shail not exceed. 
ther with the bonded indeb' o ¥, the cost of the making 
and equipment of the extension herein provided 1 or and the completion of its 
present construction.” 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. ‘Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. d 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask that this bill be read 
by sections for amendments, beginning at the beginning. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; it is too late. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 14, section 1, after the word “ er,” the following: 

‘And provided Further, That within thirty ysafter the passage of thisact 
cars shall be or run over the a tracks begin at the inter- 
section of G street and New Jersey avenue, thence across New Jersey avenue 
to and along G street to North Capitol street, thenes north on North at 
tol street to T street accor to a schedule satisfactory to the 
sioners of the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I now call for 
the poor of the biil by sections. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that the considera- 
tion of this bill can not be completed to-night, and at the s 
tion of gentlemen connected with the committee, who are wi 
that that be done, I shall move that the House adjourn after the 
gentleman from New York {[Mr. DaNIELs]} has presented a report 
on a oveteaier eens case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, can we not have a vote on this 
pending amendment? It is an amendment which ought to be 
adopted, and there should be no objection to it. 


CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—FELTON VS. MADDOX, SEVENTH DIS- 
TRICT OF GEORGIA, 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 1 to present a report in the case of Felton vs. 
Maddox, from the Seventh Con district of the State of 
Georgia. It is a unanimous report, signed by all the members of 
the committee except Mr. Linney, who is out of the city. Iask 
that the report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. What action does the gentleman from New 
York desire on the resolutions? 

Mr. DANTELS. To have the resolutions read and adopted. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DANIELS. I think it will not occasion any discussion, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the sapeiadiden. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William H. Felton was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Co at the ee for Representative for the Seventh Congres- 
sional district in the State of Georgia on the 6th 7s November, 1804. 
Congress at the ection’ ier Reneneanaare ter for the Sereath t Deena 
district in the State of Georgia on on the 6th day of November, 1894. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask for the adoption of the resolutions, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I > that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Femara Fam in 
relation to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Ido not understand that there was any vote 
amendment. 


pending. 
The SPEAKER. That amendment is pending, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, report: 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker the same: 

A bill (H.R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of tie 
Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L, 


oung; 
A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the rtation of 
refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of Montana and 
their delivery te the Canadian authorities; 

Toe ae granting an increase of pension to William W. 


A bill (8.1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut. 
SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
t aceeemes ~esolution a from the Speaker’s table and referred 

Speaker as 

"A bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
a eS eee 1 Church 
Southagainst the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, 

A (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site, in Colorado, 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 91) providing for the adjastment of cer- 
tain claims of the State of Tennessee against the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1659) to yes - laws of the District of Columbia 
a to Eee as the —e guardians of 
their minor c and for purposes—to the Committee 

on the District of Columbia. r 
CONFEREES ON THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 

on the Indian bill Mr, » Mr. Curtis of 
DLETON. 
HOUSE BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bills; which 
were, unanimous consent, ordered to lie on the table, similar 

having passed the House: 

Wash: R. 4146) relative to the First National Bank of Sprague, 


R. 608) for the relief of E. R. Shi 
4 bill H.R. 1090) for the relief of John J. tien, 
A bill (H. R. 3637) to — for the construction of a bridge 
= bal R. Tae0) aeenting pension 1 1 
On iaws; an 
will (EC R. 7188) gran nes granting « right of way to the Denison and 
Northern Uitvead Coneany the Indian Territory. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 
To Mr. Joy, for this day, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ANDERSON, on account of sickness. 
ae Mr. Wix.1aMs, for five days, on account of important busi- 


nae then, on motion of Mr. Duvenmy (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
a from Seite ibaa Clerk, a fer ae 
and reterre 

Re at cabendaes eae therein named, as follows 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee ldeoua the Pabtic Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4058) to set apart certain 
lands now known as the Pacific Forest Reserve as a public park, 
So be mower: 8 eee ee eee : Seeeich sail 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. which saic 
bill and report were referred to satis Coteatition of the hole House 


on the state of the Union. 
Mr ferred the following from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
tee , reported the same, accom 


reports were referred to 
Whis Mouse onthe state of the Union, a8 


and wering and directing the Secretar? 
of condemmed cannon, 2 caiss¢ 1, 
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balls to the Grand Army of the Republic post at 


and 24 cannon and the borough of Somerset, Pa. (Report No. 


Somerset, Pa., 


1700.) : 
: . R. 8269) donating condemned cannon to Colonel 
san Pere Post, No. 131, Grand Army of the Republic. 
701. 
ar ors GH. R. ée04) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon, 2 caissons, and | 
24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the Republic post and the | 
the borough of Everett, Pa. (Report No. 1702.) 
The bill (H. R. 8265) donating 1 cannon and 5 cannon balls to 
Loomis Post, No. 2, Quincy, Mich. (Report No. 1705.) 
The bill (H. R.8581) donating 1 cannon and 25 cannon balls to 
E. W. Hollingsworth Post, No, 210, Albion, Mich. (Report No. 


ih bill (H. R. 8725) donating 2 condemned cannon and 10 con- | 
demned cannon balls to Shelly Norman Post, Grand Army of | 


the Republic, of Muscatine, lowa, and 2 condemned cannon 


and 10 condemned cannon balls to General N. B. Baker Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Clinton, Iowa. (Report No. 
om 

MThe pill (H. R. 8214) granting to Will E. Webber Post, Grand 
Army of the Re ublic, of Galatia, in Saline County, Il, 2 con- 
demned mounted brass cannon. (Report No. 1722.) 

The bill (H. R. 8267) donating condemned mounted cannon to 
the National Guard of Delaware. (Report No. 1723.) 

The bill (H. R. 8323) granting condemned cannon, carriages, 
and balls to Nelson Post, No. 40, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Bristol, N. H., for monumental purposes. (Report No. 1724.) 

The bill (H. R. 8503) to donate 4 condemned cannon and 50 can- 
non shot to the Allen County Soldiers’ Monumental Association, 
Fort Wayne, Ind. (Report No. 1725.) 

The bill i. R. 8696) providing for 4 cannon and 4 pyramids of 
cannon balls to be donated to the commissioners of Putnam Park, 
Redding, Conn. (Report No. 1726.) 

WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 8208) granting to A. B. Bateman Post, No. 60, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cedarville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Report No. 1703.) 

The bill (H. R. 8213) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon and 60 can- 
non balls to the Geor 3. Stoyell Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Moravia, N. Y. (Report No. 1704.) 

e bill (H. R. 8216) granting to Custer Post, No. 38, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 25 


cannon balls aes No. 1706.) 
The bill (H. R. 8268) granting condemned cannon, carriages, 


and balls to Kenesaw Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Dan- 
ville, Ill., for monumental purposes. (Report No. 1707.) 

The bill (H. R. 8294) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Monumental Association of 
Catawissa, Pa. (Report No. 1708.) 

The bill (H. R. 8295) donating 1 condemned cannon and 2 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Captain Jackson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, No. 159, Berwick, Pa. (Report No. 1709.) 

The bill (H. R. 8296) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Lincoln Post, No. 140, Shamo- 
kin, Pa., for their Soldiers’ Monumental Association. (Report 
No. aaa 

The bill (H. R. 8317) donating 1 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to O.R. Whitman Post, No. 
846,Grand Army of the Republic, Lamont, Buchanan County, 
Towa. 0. 1711.) 

The bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of nema cannon and 4 pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin. (Report 


No. 1712). 

The bi es R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of | 
Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Re- 
port No. 1713.) 

The bill (H. R. 8496) granting to John G. Tolmie Post, No. 50, 
Grand Army of the Saree, of Phillipsburg, N. J.,4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon . (Report No. 1714.) 

The bill (H. R. 8556) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver 4 condemned cannon to B. B. King Post, No. 70, at Can- 
ton, Mo. (Report No. 1715.) 

The bill (H. R. 8649) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Henry Wilson Post, No. 
mt Army of the Republic, of Milton, Pa. (Report No. 

The bill (H. R. 8697) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon and 4 pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to Francis Washburn Post, No. 92, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brighton, Mass., and for other 
purposes. (Report No. 1718.) 
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The bill (H. R. 8621) donating a condemned cannon to Franklin 
Post, No. 256, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Monticello, Ml. (Report No. 1719.) 

The bill (H.R.8727) donating 1 condemned cannon and 2 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Bryson Post, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Watsontown, Pa. (Report No. 
1721.) 

Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 180) to make the 
city of Erie, Pa., a portof immediate transportation, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1727); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6352) to simplify 
the system of making sales in the Subsistence Department to offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1728); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2749) entitled ‘“‘An 
act to establish the official survey of fractional townships 31 and 
32, of ranges 6,7, and 8 west, the sixth principal meridian, in the 
State of Nebraska, north and west of the Niobrara River, and 
quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for other purposes,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1741); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





9or 


», 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 4493) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary recordof Thomas W. O’Brien. (Report No. 1695.) 

By Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 5758) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval 
record of Horace G. Reed. (Report No. 1696.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7849) granting a pension to L. Electa Brown. 
No. 1697.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The billl (S. 2822) entitled “An act to increase 
Theodore V. Purdy.” (Report No. 1729.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R.3331) to pension Col. James Lindsay. (Report 
No. 1730.) ; 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4484) for the relief of Sarah E. Chamberlain. (Report 
No. 1731.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 2403) granting a pension to Jackson Osborn. 
(Report No. 1732.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R.8884) granting a pension to Henry Graves, re- 
ported in lieu of H.R.7811. (Report No. 1733.) 

The bill (H. R.8159) to pension Mrs. Martha M. Gibson. 
port No. 1734.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8848) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Hughes. (Report No. 1735.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3263) to increase the pension of Carlos Bombard, late 
of Company F, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. (Report 
No. 1736.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1052) entitled ‘‘An act increasing the pension of Luvicey J. 
Summers, widow of William H. Summers, late captain of Com- 
pany E, Fortieth Regiment Dlinois Volunteers, and also a soldier 
in the Mexican war.” (Report No. 1737.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, of 
Manchester, Clay County, Ky. (Report No. 1738.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: Tu. bill (8. 2187) entitled ‘“‘An act to pension Thomas F, 
Leahy.” (Report No, 1739.) 


( Report 


the pension of 


(Re- 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1740) the bill 
(H. R. 8425) to correct the military record of George E. Day; 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
es following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 8850) to amend an act 
passed at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled 
“An act to grant to railroad companies in the Indian Territory 
additional power to secure depot grounds ”—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8851) donating 1 con- 
demned cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to August Wenz 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Davenport, lowa—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8852) to = an Ameri- 
can register for the steamship Southery—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8853) to regulate promotions in 
the Executive Departments at Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8854) to establish a council 
of ordnance—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 8885) amending and extend- 
ing the provisions of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approv- 
ing with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” approved June 
25, 1890, and theact amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, 
ere August 3, 1894—to the Committee on the Territories. 

y Mr. DOCKERY: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 47) to print additional copies of the Messages and Papers of 
the Presidents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 182) authorizing 
the President to invite the leading commercial nations of the 
world to join in an international monetary conference and pro- 
viding for a commission, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 183) 
authorizing preliminary proceedings looking to the adoption of 
an international coin or coins—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A resolution (House Res. No. 318) fixing 
Tuesday, May 12, for the consideration of House bills Nos. 6119 
and 268—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the Massachusetts legisla- 
ture, in support of the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 


-_——_—_——_ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as hawt 

By Mr APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8855) to increase the pension of 
Aaron C, Handley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8856) to remove the charge of 
—- from Thomas J. Foley—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8857) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of James Herron—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (A. R. 8858) granting a pension to 
Eliza Conroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8860) granting an increase of 
— to Robert McCormick—-to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Casper Shutt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Von Marsdorff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Sa- 
rah Siebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) nting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Kleckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8865) granting an increase of 
pension to B, E. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8866) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert S. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 8867) for the relief of Charles 
Riddle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8868) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen O’Rorke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8869) for the relief of 
Jason J. Jones—to the Committee on tary Affairs. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Parscal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8871) ao increase of 
pension to Mrs. Lou C, Harwood, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8872) ous a pension to Wal- 
ter M. Macarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICE: A bill (H. R. 8873) for the relief of Clara W. 
Stage. widow of Jesse 8. Stagg, —to the Committee on 

ims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8874) to remove the charge of desertion and 
disloyalty from the military record of Joseph Shuman—to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8875) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion standing against Lawrence Martin, late a private of 
Company K, Sixty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8876) granting a pension to Pena Adler, 
daughter of istian G. Adler—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8877) for the relief of certain 
persons residing in the original Hot Springs Reservation of Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief 
of Anna W. Tarbell, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Jonathan Tarbell, 
deceased, late colonel Ninety-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H.R.8879) to enable 
the personal representative of E.M.Shield to bring suit against 
the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8880) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel T. Carrow, late of North Carolina, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 8881) grant- 
ing a pension to Lizzie M. Sibley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: . . bill (H. R. 8882) for the relief 
of T. A. Windle—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8883) granting a pension to 
Matilda Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief of Hiram T. 
Corum and Silas W. Davis, of Oregon—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 8887) for the correction of the rec- 
ord of and for the remuster of George W. Smith, late of Battery 
D, Third United States Colored Heavy Artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on rae ee 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8888) to grant an honorable dis- 
> to Christopher C. Cummins—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 8889) 
J. Bantz—to the Committee on Invali 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following | 2 sao and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of the heirs of Pleas- 
ant O. Grimes, deceased, late of Dallas Counry, Ala., praying ref- 
erence of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Fey nes Petition of the Molly 
Stark Cnet Daughters of the erican Revolution, of Man- 
chester, N. H., favoring the publication of certain records and 
~~ relating to the Revolutionary period—to the Committee on 

nting. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Napa, Cal., praying 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of James H. Stevens, to accom- 
pany House bill for increase of pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. , 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of ex-prisoners of war residing in 
Kansas, asking for the of House bill No. 306, granting a 
ns to soldiers and sailors who have been confined in so-called 

onfederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas H and 52 other members of the 
Fort ge (Kans.) State Sol ’ Home, asking that the amount 
allowed by the General Government for State soldier's homes be 
given directly to the individual members thereof for their private 
use and di ition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of C. W. Palmer, of Riza, 
Monroe County, N. Y., on the subject of public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. k 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Danville hical Union, 
No. 230; also, of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 80, of Danville, I!l., 
me for Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the 

> ttee on the Post-Office ané Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Free Baptist 
sis he ee of Kneeland, Wis., in favor of a Sunday-rest law 
for the ict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 


nting a pension to Sarah 
Pensions, 


Columbia. 
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j itizens of Delavan, Wis., favoring the passage 

Also, Petition oe. 4560 and 838, relating to the postal laws—to 
th Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

B Mr. HADLEY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

saies Union of Vandalia, Ill., to raise the age of consent in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
ee HART: Petition of citizens of Summit Hill, Pa.; also 
of citizens of East Mauch Chunk, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone and McCall immigration bills—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. — 

By fir. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, urging the passage of the bill to 
establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ‘ ’ 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the San Francisco Labor 
Council, asking for the passage of a bill to secure Government 
ownership an control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oakland, Cal., protesting against 
the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the 
i HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Panama, N. Y.. 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce 
letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ds. 
— tition of citizens of Belmont, N. Y., favoring the adop- 
tion of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. KNOX: Affidavit of James Houston, M.D., to accom- 
pany House bill granting a pension to Pena Adler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion against Lawrence Martin—to the Committee on Military 

ffairs. 

ADy Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic 
post, Department of Iowa. favoring the passage of House bill No. 
4339, for a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: Resolution to refer certain bills to the Court 
of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the act of March 
8, 1887, and erally known as the Tucker Act—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. LINTON: Papers to enone House bill No. 6653, 

anting an honorable discharge to one John Reynolds—to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Lower Lake, 
Cal.; also of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; also of citizens of Haller, 
Wash., in relation to the Marquette statue—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of E. S. Baker and 11 others, praying 
for the of House bill No. 306, granting a pension to sol- 
diers aa sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Two petitions of citizens of Chicago, Il., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Edwin N. Barnes, Mrs. T. 
Rokes, and others, protesting against military training in the 
public schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of members of Grand Army Post, 
No, 226, ent of Iowa, in behalf of an appropriation of 
$200,000 for a Soldiers’ Home at Southern Pines, Moore County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Scranton Central La- 
bor Union, of Scranton, Pa., regarding Government ownership 
and control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of citizens of Roper, N. C., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Resolutions of 800 citizens of 
Nebraska, in favor of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha, 
Nebr., and eof bill recognizing same and making appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of D. 8. Wilder and others, 
of Columbus, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 306, 
providing for oning of ex-prisoners of war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid ‘ions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolution of Cambridge Lodge, No. 
21, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Tin, and Steel Workers, 
praying Pa apemege of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on gration and Naturalization. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 12, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Hugu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CARTER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MEMBERS OF THE DISTRICT MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed, under the joint resolution 
approved June 14, 1892, Mr. A. B. Hagner and Mr. S. H. Kanft- 
mann members of the Memorial Association of the District of 
Columbia, to fill the vacancies occasioned by the expiration of 
their term of membership. 


COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 6th instant, the report of the officer in 
charge of the administration of customs at the Cotton States and 
International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
national Expositions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Molly Stark 
Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Manchester, 
N. H., praying for the publication and distribution of the papers 
and documents relating to the Continental Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the digging out of the back channels separating 
League Island from the mainland, in the First Ward of the city 
of Philadelphia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Com- 
mercial Club of Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to incorporate the maritime canal of North America; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Davidson County, 8. Dak., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 years 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill introduced in the House of Representatives and 
referred to the W ays and Means Committee, permitting the bottling 
of whiskies by distiders in bond under the supervision of United 
States internal-revenue officers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Onekama, Mich., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Wholesale Liquor Deal- 
ers’ Association, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation permitting the bottling of whiskies by dis- 
tillers in bond; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2172) to authorize a reliquidation of certain 
entries of merchandise, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
ist instant, providing for payment to Edward T. Mathews for 
services as acting clerk of the Joint Committee on the Personnel 
of the Navy during the Fifty-Third Congress, intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3020) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ie also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Hurley; 

A bill (H. R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H.R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaff- 
ney; 


? 
{ 
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A bill (H.R. 8001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. moe and 

A bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 2721) for the relief of owners or legal repre- 
sentatives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a 
tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of ‘‘ filled cheese,” reported it with amendments, 

r. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., 
Muskegon, Mich., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.2434) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 1164) granting a — to Aaron B. Page, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael Carron, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

referred the bill (8S. 3045) for the relief of William W. Jackson, 
of Washington, D. C., asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs; which was agreed to. 
r. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3019) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of George W. Adams, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Semtaities on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.3004) granting a pension to Jacob Salladin, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Te also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Elsmore, 
sae: reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (8.3114) to provide for the adjust- 
ment and payment of certain claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia by drawback certificates, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 11th instant, 
providing for the payment of the claim of Edward H. Murrell, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency rig gore 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 


agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Breitling, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7161) for relief of 
Benjamin F’. Jones, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon, 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2500) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a landsman in the 
United States Navy, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis V. 
Housel, late eatenant of the Regular Navy, seperted | it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2777) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to Cham- 
blin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $2,125, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the following bills, adversely 
thereon; and the bills were indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2444) to provide for completing the system cf sewage 
dis and protection against floods in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 28) to provide for continuing the system of trunk 
sewers in the District of Columbia, for completing the systsm of 


sewage ae and protection against floods, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (5.29) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
permanent system of highways in that part of the District of 
Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

Mr. PR R, from the Commi on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3123) to 
provide for the payment of final decrees of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia under an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a permanen* system of highways in that of the District of 
Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved h 2, 1893; for con- 
tinuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, 
for completing the system of se disposal and protection against 
floods, and for other p ; which was read twice by its title, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3105) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at McKeesport, Pa., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Dan- 
IEL on the ist instant, providing for the payment to physicians 
for the vaccination of poor persons during the smallpox epidemic 
of 1894, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, —— it with amendments, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

HENRY T. BAKER. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for 
the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet Henry T. Baker, to report it without 
—— and I ask for its present consideration. It is very 
short. ° 

The joint resolution was read; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It authorizes the of the Navy to reappoint Henry 
T. Baker as a naval cadet to fillthe vacancy in the engineers’ divi- 
sion of his class caused by his resignation of March 7, 1896, with 
the same standing, rights, and ae all respects as if such 
resignation had not been tendered. But he shall not receive pay 
while out of the service. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third , read the third time, and passed. 
IMPORTATIONS OF ORIENTAL PRODUCTS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report a resolution for which I ask present consideration. I 
think there will be no objection to it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, under the provisions of the Sen- 
ate resolution of March 3, 1891, is hereby directed to inquire whether Ameri- 
can labor and industries are rs from or threa with injurious 


one the causes which have made such laecseeae a 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. O is interposed, and the res- 
olution will go over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3124) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabella H. Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William 
Silvey, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Commi Pensions. 


ttee on 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3125) to refer to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication certain claims of the white seeped 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation, and for oe which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the ttee on In- 


Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3126) granting a pension to 
Cornelia L. Brownell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 8127) to provide for the 
penteyeinn 5 0 Oy ite ie pes et =~ debarkation; which 
was ce by its » accompanying papers, 

Committee on Commerce. 


re WETMORE ineeeaenel bill (S. 3128) gran pension 
. a pens 

; Re E dependent dang of 

; Ww was read twice by 


to Phebe A. Thurber, of 
Committee on Pensions. 


Samuel Short, a Re 
its title, and referred to the 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3129) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to remove the charge of desertion as to Jasper L. Dodge, ate 
of Com F, First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry; which was 
read qoice Uy its title,and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3130) a pension to 
Catherine M. Clark; which was read Gilde ty title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensicns. 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 


posed him tothegeneral deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
= to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
eo submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
Pet 2 submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


him to thegeneral deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred | 48, 49, 52, 56, 64, 66,68, 69,70, 71,76, 77,78, 83, 84,85, 86, 87, and 94; 


| asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Sie. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ESSEX M. BOSTFORD. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in connection with Senate bill 2748 in the Fifty- 
second Congress, granting a pension to Essex M. Bostford, be, and the same 
are hereby, withdrawn from the files of the Senate for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, there being no adverse report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 


| 30, 1897, and for other purposes; insisted upon its disagreement to 





Mr. PEFFER. I move that the resolution providing for the | 


investigation generally of all the material facts and circumstances 
connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896 be printed as a 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr.COCKRELL. I submitaresolution andask for its adoption. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed in document form, for the use of the Sen 
ate. 1,000 copies of the message of the President of March 29, 1894, returning 
without his approval House bill No. 4956, entitled ‘An act directing the coin- 

of the silver bullion held in the Treasury, and for other purposes,” and 
the bill as vetoed by the President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The document never has been printed and 
there are a great many calls for it. It will cost a very small sum 
of money. ; 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

THOMAS J. ROBERTSON. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections: 

aon Se the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and ted ~~ eg to Ex-Senator Thomas J. Robertson. of South Caro- 


lina, the salary due from March 4, 1867, to July 22, 1868, said sum to be 


id out of the contingent fund, and at the rate of salary paid to United 
Btates Senators at that time (1867 and 1868). 


WILLARD WARNER. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed ew to Hon. Willard Warner, late a Senator from Alabama, 
the amount due from the beginning of his term on the 4th of March, 1867, 
until he was paid, said payment to be made from the contingent fund of the 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. BATE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas the citizens of Tennessee propose to celebrate the one hundredth 
anniversary of the ion of Tennessee into the Fedgral Union on June 1, 


16M, ot Nashville, Tenn.; and 
an invitation has been extended tothe Senate of the United States 
$a be presant and participate in the ceremonies on that patriotic occasion: 


‘ore 

Beitresolved, That the invitation extended to the Senate of the United States 
by the Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company, under whose auspices are 
to be held the ceremonies at Nashville, Tenn., on the Ist day of June. 1896, 
the one hundredth anniversary of the admission of the State 
of Tennessee into the Federal Union, be accepted and entered upon the Jour- 
nal of the and that the President of the Senate is hereby authorized 
toappoint a committee of five to attend said celebration at the city of Nash- 

ville on the Ist day of June next. 


ALASKA TRANSPORTATION AND TRADE COMPANY. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the bill (S. 2522) creating a corpora- 
tion known as the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, 
and granting right of way for the construction and operation by 
that corporation of a turnpike and post road from Taiya Inlet to 

.in the Territory of Alaska, be committed to the 
en Public Lands, with instructions to report to the 
Senate on Monday next. 

The VICE- IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and it is 


F 








the amendments of the Senate to the bill numbered 33, 37, 46, 47, 


votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON managers at the fur- 
ther conference on the part of the House 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant the right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; and 

_A bill (5S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 

sion steamers. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and ik m the 


sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Colum! 
an« for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
Company right of way for railroad purposes through the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona; 


A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; 

A bill (H. R. 8824) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyramids 


of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H.R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boon- 
ton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H.R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad 
through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the 
State of Colorado. 

. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; 

A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R.6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a portof delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of Thomas L. Young; and 

A bill (H.R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a report of the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian appropriation bill, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that without the report being formally read it be printed in the 
RECORD, so that we can see it in the morning. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD, in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) making 


ppropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal vear ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and f: onfer- 
ence haveagreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 


as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 
29, 30, 34, 35, 43, 62, and 90. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28. 32, 96, 38, 99, 
40, 41, 42, 44, 50, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 6D, 61, 63, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 70, 80, S31, 82, 88, and 88; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered M, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 19, page 2), of the bill, the word “ Kickapoos” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words * Kickapoos in Kansas”’; and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 
“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians af 


o 
# 
; 
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Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make im- 
provements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, and to purchase seed, 
in, and subsistence tor said Indians, 35,000, to be immediately available. 
© sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to 
said Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the Treas- 
urer shall pay to said Indians annually interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum from July 1, 1895." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And sections 669, 
670, and 671, of chapter 27 of Mansficld's Digest of the laws of Arkansas cov- 
ering deeds, mortgages, liens, and instruments of writing pertaining to real 
estate are hereby extended over and put in force in said Quapaw mcy, 
Indian Territory. That the allottees of land within the limits of said Quapaw 
Agency are authorized to lease the same for a term net exceeding three years 
for farming pu es or five years for mining or business purposes”; and 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out from said amendment the word “Santee,” and add at the end of said 
amendment the following: ** And North and South Dakota*’; and the Senate 

ree to the same. 

hat the Houge recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: ‘‘ And charge against any funds 
belonging to said Lower Brule Indians nowin the Treasury of the United 
States’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out in line 12, page 39 of the bill, the word “ divided ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “expended ”’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the soneowing: 

* And not exceeding $1,500 for necessary traveling and incidental expenses 
of such persons. 

“For completing the work of the Puyallup Indian Commission appointed 
under the act of March 3, 1893, to select and_appraise such portions of the 
allotted lands within the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not 
required for homes for the Indian allottees, and also that yore of the agency 
tract exclusive of the burying ground not needed for school pur , and for 
the purpose of defraying the expenses of said Commission, di to be reim- 
bursed YS the United States out of the ey of the sale of the agesey 
tract and allotted lands as provided in said act, to be immediately available; 
and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before the 
lst day of December, 1896.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follo : 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to pegetene through 
the Indian inspectors of his Department with the Indians residing on the Fort 
Hall Indian Reservation in the State of Idaho, and with the In s residing 
upon the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender of any 

rtion of their respective reservations, or for such modification of existing 

reaties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary of the 
Interior, any agreement thus negotiated being subject to subsequent ratifi- 
cation by Congress."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word “ three” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “two”; and strike out, in line 42 of said amendment, the 
words “sufficient proof” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ conviction”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: ‘“‘And said sum shall be in 
full payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his repre- 
sentatives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of 
said Campbell for said sum shall so specify”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last paresrems of the amendment, the words 
“section 2 of this act’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “* section "; 
and add at the end of said paragraph the following: 

* Provided, however, That any person who in 
of this act has discovered or peat or located a mine of coal or other min- 
eral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
vided for +e section." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike «ut, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words “ sec- 
tion 2 cf this act " and insert in lieu thereof the words “ this section"; and 
add at the end of said ph the following: 

* Provided, however, t any person who in good faith r to Se peninge 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other - 
eral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filin the local land office of the appro plat of survey pro- 
vided for by this section." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last pereates of the amendment, the words “‘sec- 
tion 2 of this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section”; and 
in line 12 of said pareare , after the word “o ’ insert the words “or 
located "; and strike out, in the last line of said h, the words “section 
2of this act" and insert in lieu thereof the “Enis section”; and the 
Seon arnandmonte numbered 38, BT, 46, 47, 48, 49, 82, 86,64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71,76, 77 

amendments num ‘ ‘ 3 4 
78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 94 the ae Se conference has been unable to 
agree. 


faith prior to the 
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Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. 8. SHERMAN 
CHARLES CURTIS 
GEORGE C. PENDLETON, 
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RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the cennast made yester- 
— Chair lays the river and harbor before the Senate. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other Rarpeeee, the pending question 
being on the amendment of Mr. WHITE to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I come, Mr. President, in my speech to what is 
always a tedious task to me, citations of testimony; but the duty, 
while a _—— one, is ren necessary in justice to the 
committee whose report I sustain and to the Senators who act in 
this matter with it. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] inquired yesterday 
whether there was any plan for a breakwater at Santa Monica, 
and if yes, whether it had been referred to the War Department 
and what the War Department had to say in reference to it. 
There was a plan, as a matter of course. It was referred to the 
War Department, although that was entirely unnecessary. The 
committee in their report have broken away in this matter from 
the boards of army engineers. They have adopted the opinions 
of the civil engineers, and in adopting those opinions they have 
adopted the plan of the civil engineers, and so whether the War 
Department approved was a matter of little or no consequence to 
the committee. But the War Department did approve. It was 
referred, and I have here before me the return of the Chief of En- 
gineers, all of which I will print, and only a little part of which I 
will read: 

The subject of the construction of a harbor of refuge in that vicinity has 
been fully considered and reported upon; but inasmuch as the letter of Jan- 
uary 16 intimates. that the committee have already before them the reports 
previously rendered and desire information only as to specific points, ‘his 
communication will not repeat the statements of those reports, but will com- 
ment briefiy pm the points brought up in the letter of January 16. 

z Wile eresbtns Dee» tered en aeeted tor ie Hood a rs to be 
a= saa om Se ae = oe ———~ of the w of the Siethers Pacific 

pany a onica. 

Let me remark parenthetically it is the exact location made by 
the board of 1892. 


As to the plan of the breakwater. 

There is no objection to the plan of the breakwater for the object it is 
intended to subserve, but the form and area of the vertical sections are not 
considered the best for that location. 


I will remark here that the sections are exactly those of the 
board of 1892, made for San Pedro. The breakwater for San 
Pedro was in a much more exposed condition than the breakwater 
at Santa Monica. And soon. AsI say, 1 will print this docu- 
ment without reading further. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1396. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of letters of January 8 
and 16 from Hon. W. P. Frys, chairman of the Senate Committee on Com- 
merece, relative to plan of . William Hood, chief engineer, Southern 
Pacific Railroad, for the improvement of the harbor of Port Los Angvles 

presented by Mr. C. P. Huntington. 
papers to this office for report I have the 


ge in that vicinity has 
but inasmuch as the letter of Jan- 
ittee have already before them the reports 
information only as to specific points, this 
BR eB a any RR ed cet al 
commen efly uw uw r anuary 16. 
. 1. As to Mr. poll's lomptson of thee beenkwater. 
. The location for a cagmeesee 
as can be selected in the vicinity of the wi 
lroad oe at Santa Monica. 
b plan of the breakwater. . 
no objection to the plan of the breakwater for the object it is 
subserve, but the form and area of the vertical sectiogs are not 
7 eereesal Gtneek: hether itis good for th 
Pp w or the purpose. 
the samples of stone presented, it would appear that the 
m Declez camry. 70 miles from Santa Monica, and the stone 

Catalina Island are good for the ater construction. 
The use of the sandst while would not seem to be 
judicious so long as the stone is a 

$+ As to the plan of trestle and the method of building the work. 

Itis understood the question refers to the project by Mr. Hood 
of constructing the breakwater by d stone into the sea directly from 
cars supuong ever See existing w the railroad company and over sup- 
Eoaemery work to connect the wharf with the extreme limits of the 
water. 
This 


isa practical method of construction in case the stone is brought from 
by but it is quite probable the use of stone from quarries 
will not req ate rail and which can be dumped from 


barges over and along the would be more advanta 
geous and economical. 
% Estimate of cost according to the plan. 
The details wyon Wale Mr. Hood’s estimates are based are not given, 
but I have no doubt the totals presented by him are ample for the construc- 
tion if y of material, transportation, and method of execution 


" are requested “touching the merits of the matter and the 

of the of a bill relative thereto.” The ral question of 
harbor on the southern California coast bas been considered in reports 
which are before the Committee on Commerce. A further expression of 


tion 


Mr. Hood appears to be as 
of the Southern Pacific 
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present time as to the merits of the proposed work would seem 
opinion a ibited by section 1 of the river and harber act of August 17, 1894, 


neral terms to one or two points. ‘Che fundamental one 
nee | tor in Byreakwater is needed by the commerce of the locality. 
That is a question of opinion founded on statistics. If Congress should de- 
cide to build a ter at Santa Monica, it should be so arranged as to be 
svailable for general use and should be built by contract after due advertise- 


on. 
ment and comperetully, yours, your obedient servant, 


W. P. CRAIGHILL, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 


ANTEL 8S. LAMONT, 
Hon. D Secretary of War. 


Mr. WHITE. Iftke Senator from Maine will permit me, I think 
it well, if the Senator has no objection, to state where the figures 
found in the bill, $3,098,000, are obtained, whether from a recom- 
mendation of any officer of the United States whatever. 

Mr. FRYE. e officers say that it can be built for the figures 
which are mentioned, $2,848,000. i 

Mr. WHITE. But my question was directed to the proposition, 
Where were those figures obtained? 

Mr. FRYE. They were obtained from Mr. Hood, and while the 
Engineer ent say they did not have the details, they were 
mistaken, because I sent to the Engineer Department these details 
and they are all carried out away down to the lowest figures. 
But it would encumber the Recorp to putthemin. The Senator 
from California can examine them at his leisure. This was sent 
to the War Department. 

Mr. VEST. If it does not disturb the line of argument of the 
Senator from Maine, I should like to call his attention to one mat- 
ter that came up in yesterday's debate about which I have received 
some information that comes to me for the first time. The Sena- 
tor from Maine will remember that I stated the impression was 
made upon the committee, at least upon my mind, during the 
examination of this question that about 3 miles from the bar at 
San Pedro there were 300 fathoms of water, and the Senator from 
Maine corroborated that by saying that this was the report of the 
Geodetic Survey. That was my recollection. Am I correct? 

Mr. FRYE. Hardly. I did not say from the bar of San Pedro, 
of the inner harbor. 

Mr. VEST. Well, from what point? 

Mr. FRYE. From the breakwater. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; from the breakwater. Since the ad- 
journment of the Senate—in fact, just before the adjournment—I 
was shown a map which I saw for the first time, made by the 
Geodetic Survey, and by the measurements that statement is not 
corroborated as I understand that map. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia |Mr. WHITE] had the map and made the measurement in 
my presence, and upon the scale adopted with regard to that map 
the statement is not correct. I recollect the statement made by 
Mr. Corthell to be about 2} miles, possibly it was 3 miles, but 
that is not material. The important point is, What does the map 
of the Geodetic Survey show in regard to the depth of water be- 
tween 24 and 3 miles from the breakwater at San Pedro?—because 
with me that is an important inquiry in this case. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, it will be necessary to have those maps in 
order to see. There is not any chance for any dispute in reference 
to it—not the slightest under the sun. 

Mr. VEST (exhibiting). Here is the map. 

Mr. FRYE (examining). On the larger one you can see the 
figures more plainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Themap to which the Senator from Missouri has 
directed attention is the one that I have before me here [exhibiting] 
and which has been corrected up to April 23, 1896—that is to say, 
the stamp of the Geodetic Survey is as follows: ‘‘Aids to naviga- 
tion. Corrected from information received to April 23, 1896.” 
It only refers to San Pedro Harbor, and is a pretty elaborate af- 
fair. However, I referred to it before. It is the same map I had 
here durin discussion on a former day. 

Mr. CU M. What does it show? I inquire of the Senator 
from California what the map shows as to the depth 3 miles away? 

Mr. WHITE. The map shows that in the direction witich I may 
say is the Catalina Island direction, over 7 miles from Point Fir- 
min, the water is 15 and 16 fathoms. Southerly as far asthe sur- 
vey proceeds, about 4 miles, the depth is 14, 8, 19 fathoms, and so 
on. Due westerly at 3 miles, according to my estimate, it is 75 
fathoms, and thence it goes on in a westerly direction until it 
reaches three hundred and odd fathoms. But the depth differs in 
oly (elias a . ‘a I say, there te Catalina idand on south 
er. . Itis over? miles from the point. It isonly 15 
fathotea. It is not possible to build the breakwater at the exact 
— the harbor is, but: some distance farther inward toward 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I can see how very easi! confusion 
is brought into this matter by this map, and I am very glad my 
attention was called to it by the Senator from Missouri. The 
Senator from California measures away off in the first place to 
the southeast. ‘Then he measures away off to the west up here 
[indicating]. He is very careful not to measure to the south- 


| ernment engineer is sufficient, what difference it 


| board recommends the attachment on top of the breakwater 
| railroad track and to the breakwater of wharves it simply shows 





west, from which the wave line comes. If he will put his com- 
passes on this map and take the wave line, which is southwest, he 
will find that it gets into deep water very shortly. I should like 
to have the other maps that were here. |The maps were brought 
into the Chamber. | 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find that I have not 
gone into the deep water southwest from that point. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know what the scale is here. Measuring 
from the southwest you get 240 and 242 and 288 fathoms, but I 
can not tell how many miles it is from this map. 

Mr. WHITE. It is about 3} miles. That isnot southwest. It 
is westerly. 

Mr. FRYE (indicating). No; that isthe coast. That is south- 
west. That is the trend of the wave line {indicating}. You fol- 
low the trend of the wave line and when you get 34 miles you are 
in nearly 300 fathoms of water. You are precisely where that 
picture which was here yesterday of the red line and the blue line 
shows you to be. Thereisnochance for mistake about it. There 
is no purpose in measuring in any direction whatever except in 
the southwest direction, because that is the wave line. It makes 
no difference about the other line—the westerly line, or the south- 
erly line, or the easterly line; it is the wave line that is to be ex- 
amined into. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine tell me, in view 
of the fact that the breakwater keeps out the waves and it is ad- 
mitted by his own engineer that the section provided by the Gov- 
makes with 
reference to where the waves come from as long as they are ex- 
cluded from the harbor? 

Mr. FRYE. Itmakes a wonderful difference. When the same 
t @ 


that they were mistaken about the southwest wave line, because 
it is utterly impracticable. 

Mr. WHITE. I fail to see the connection. But I want to at- 
tract the Senator from Maine to another statement he made yes- 
terday which seems to me to belong to the poetical side of this 


controversy. He referred to waves 40 and 50 feet high. If his 
information—— 
Mr. FRYE. I did not refer to waves 40 and 50 feet high. Iam 


as familiar with waves as the Senator from California, but I have 
seen, as I presume he has seen, waves breaking on a rock running 
more than 40 feet high. 
Mr. WHITE. Of course; they might break on a rock 200 feet 
high. 
Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. FRYE. 


Iam sorry to be interrupted in this way. 

Excuse me. 

It is out of the entire line of my remarks. 

Mr. WHITE, Excuse me. 

Mr. FRYE. I said when these great waves from the Pacific 
Ocean struck that barricade made by the engineers 10 feet out of 
water the wave would break over it 40 or 50 feet high. I never 
said there was a wave 40 or 50 feet high. I think no one who ever 
saw a Wave coming on to the shore will dispute my statement. 

I wish now to call attention to the testimony given before the 
committee by Mr. Huntington, the ‘‘ individual” referred to by the 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] ,the ‘‘man of greed” referred 
to by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. He is not bulling 
the stock markets nor bearing them. He is not cornering wheat 
nor flour. He is engaged in enormous enterprises, the results of 
which are building up the commerce of this Republic, and in all 
his enterprises he is successful. So if he be greedy the reasons 
which induced him to change from San Pedro to Santa Monica 
ere worthy of the consideration of the Senate. He says on page 31: 


A little railroad was built from Los Angeles down to this little iagoon. 
Later the Southern Pacific followed the same line that had been followed by 
those who preceded it and bought a small road that was built from Los 
Angeles to San Pedro. The company made the large improvements there 
and purchased San Pedro Point. I myself paid but little attention to this until 
they commenced building a pier outside of the little inside lagoon (or inside 
harbor) out into the open sea. The Government engineers, looking out for 
a harbor in that region of California, naturally drifted into the line followed 
by the small traders whom I have before mentioned. When I went to look 
at the location of the pier that was pointing out into the open sea, I decided 
at once that it was a place where a pier could not be sustained. I procured 
the Government Coast Survey maps and charts and made the best examina 
tion I could of San Pedro, and was confirmed in my opinion; and I believe 
the Government engineers would never have thought of locating a deep-sea 
harbor at that point excepting for the money that had already been invested 
there in local building up and improvements, and the interest that the people 
ot Los Angeles had because of the old associations and traditions connected 
with that place. 

{ went to Santa Monica and made as thorough an examination as I could 
there. Iasked Colonel Crocker to go over and examine the two locations, 
and he was in perfect accord with me in thinking that San Pedro was about 
as bad as it could be and that Santa Monica was probably the best anywhere 
for probably a couple of hundred miles of seacoast. I asked Mr. Hood, our 
chief engineer, to make a thorough investigation, which he did, and he also 
repo that Santa Monica was very much the better location for a deep-sea 
harbor; that a larger area of protected harborage could be acquired there 
than at San Pedro, while the holding ground was much better, and the har- 
bor, in short, would be very much safer. For my part, I do not believe that 
any harbor can be constructed on the plans proposed that will protect San 
Pedro from the terrible southern storms that blow up against Point Firmin. 
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When such winds strike vessels lying there if they should drag their anchors 
y would certainly be destroyed on the rocky biuffs at Point Firmin. At 
Santu Monica we have a fine seabeach with perfect ane ground, and 
since we located at Santa Monica I have often examined the headlands and 
my judgment has been strengthened and confirmed that we had selected the 
— in fact the only place for a safe harbor in the neighborhood of Los 
ngeles. 

Dees rate, my belief in Santa Monica was sostrong that we left something 
over $1,000,000 of investment in San Pedro and went to Santa Monica, where 
we had no property excepting a small road used mostly for excursions, and 
invested there something like $1,000,000 in building a pier and other improve- 
ments necessary to accommodate the commerce there. During the three or 
more years that we have been there shipping has been coming to the pier 
almost every day, and there has not been one day when ships could not put 
on and take off cargo at our pier. The steamer San Benito, drawing 27 feet 
of water, and many other vessels drawing 25 feet, have been going to that 
pier regularly for years. What we want is the very best harbor to accom- 
modate the commerce that is sure to come there, as the port for Los Angeles 
must be used for a very large area of country, to include the Pacific Coast, 
the commerce as far east as E} Paso, which includes nearly allof New Mexico, 
all of Arizona, southwestern Utah, much of southern Nevada, and all of that 
beautiful though not large area of country lying south of the Sierra Ne- 
vadas and west of the San Jacinto, probably one of the most beautiful spots 
u the earth's surface. The growing city of Los Angeles, now containing 
about 100,000 ree le, I have no doubt will in time be a city extending to the 
northwest, which will cover its own present limits and also Santa Monica. I 
believe that in twenty-five years a continuous, well built-up city will extend 
from the present “<< Los Angeles to the shores of the sea at Santa Monica. 
Such a city ought to have a harbor of its own. 

There is a nice little village at San Pedro at present; considerable improve- 
ments have been made there; and I should hope the Government would keep 
accommodations there for the small water craft they now have; but I do not 
see why they should have anything more than that to accommodate the 
traffic that would go there. e great deep-sea harbor for southern Califor- 
nia I believe will be, as I know it ought to be, at Port Los Angeles. 

Much has been said about the accommodations of other roads there; but I 
must say that I believe those who say that know better. At least, those who 
have been there must know better, and those who have not are, at least, mis- 
taken; for, as I have said, I will agree to put ten other tracks along under the 
bluff where the tracks of the Southern iflc are now built, on the same 
level as those, at $10.000 a mile foreach track. Other roads which want to use 
our tracks can use them on the same conditions that we do; that is, paying 
interest on a portion of the track accordi iB as their business compares wi 
that of the Southern Pacific Company. If they wish to use the pier of the 
Southern Pacific Company it can be used in the same way; and when I say 
ten tracxs it means that there would be twelve tracks there, and that is more 
than will be wanted in the next fifty years, for there is hardly a limit to the 
tonnage which can be taken over twelve tracks. 


I do not bother myself a great deal about what the people of 
Los Angeles think or say. I said before that I did not care what 
they thought or said. The ships of Maine have more interests in 
this great harbor of refuge than the ships of Los Angeles to-day, 
and no one can tell what the people of Los Angeles do think. 
We have had some of them before our committee. One day oe 
think one way and the next day they think the other way. 
year ago they held a Congressional convention and put the can- 
didate on a = for the expenditure at San Pedro, and a week 
ago they held a convention in the same district for Los Angeles, 
and they put the same candidate on a plank for Santa Monica. 
So it is not of much consequence. 

Mr. BERRY. The platform did not name Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. It named the appropriations that are to be made 
by Congress, which are for Santa Monica and San Pedro. 

Mr. BERRY. I read it last night in a Los Angeles paper, and 
it said in favor of all harbors. 

Mr. FRYE. Ah! What did that mean? 

Mr. BERRY. It did not name Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator think that means? 

Mr. BERRY. I stated it correctly-—— 

Mr. FRYE. Asa matter of course it means just what I said, 
for the two harbors named in the pending bill, which meant put- 
ting in a plank for the expenditure of $3,392,000 at Santa Monica 

San Pedro, and it could not have meant anything else, and he 
understands that it so meant. 

While I do not pro: to go over any of the testimony, I wish 
to give a few words that were said before the committee by Mr. 
Cole, who was formerly a United States Senator from California. 
He is known —— to a good many of the Senators present, 
and by reputation to all of them. Senator Cole said: 

I have been in California forty-seven years and upward, and I have looked 
at this matter a good deal in relation to this harbor proposition. [have stud- 
ied it on information derived from numerous masters of vessels, from ship- 
masters who have sailed on that coast from the time of Dana's Two Years 
Before the Mast. [think he mentioned in that book that the southeast winds 
are the winds along that coast and that this 
Pedro is absolutely and necessarily exposed to the southeast winds, 

a breakwater is there or not. A breakwater can not be built so as to break 
the effect of southeast winds. They are the rous winds, as is proved 
by numerous wrecks of vessels at this a Re of San Pedro—wrecks 
caused by these very southeast winds. We build the roofs of our houses to 

rd inst r for a few days in the year. We build breakwaters 
against gers which may last only afew days in the year. But there is the 


point of danger. If a vessel were red out there [indicating San Pedro 
on the map] on this rocky foundation, or even supposing there was the best 
aoeee aus greases ene if one of these southeast winds rises, how is that 
vessel » get out 

The CHAIRMAN. She will get out of the water and go ashore. 

Mr. Co.e. Inevitably she will. You may build a breakwater to cost 
000, or four times four millieus, but when the vessel is caught inside 

in San Pedro Harbor) she is inevitety driven ashore, as many vessels have 
at that point and in that way. 


Now I paegete to cite to 2 limited axtent from Mr. Corthell, the 
engineer. Ido not know tha ! wili, however. I have marked 
with red the citations I intended ic make, and I will state thatin 
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every respect he sustains the harbor at Santa Monica, the break- 
water, and attacks the harbor at San Pedro. With the permis- 
sion of the Senate, I will — without reading—for I confess I 
detest reading anything—the that I have marked, com- 
mencing on page 4 of the hearing before the Senate committee 
June 19, 1894, running through to page 9, and then a summing up, 
commencing on page 11 and closing on page 14. If there is no ob- 
jection I will print those extracts as a part of my remarks without 
reading them. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 


The extracts referred to are as follows: 


The winds through the summer months are light. and the sea within the 
area bounded by these islands is quite smooth; the weather is usually calm. 
From November to April there are occasionally heavy seas from on-shore 
winds; those from the northeast and the northwest are usually sudden and 
strong, but those harbors lying under points of land are protected and the 
sea is not seriously disturbed. It came under my observation, fortunately, 
while making these examinations, to witness the effect of a violent wind froin 
north-northwest, which prevailed for several days while I was at Port Los 
Angeles (Santa Monica). Atthe pier of the Southern Pacific Company, which 
extends aay osmse into the ocean, the coal steamer from Sound con- 
tinued at work during the storm, ing from hatchways into cars wit|- 
out anyinconvenience. During the same a three-masted schooner of 365 
tons was b’own ashore at a which, witha north-northwest wind, is on 
the lee shore of this indentation of the coast. At this writing the schooner 
is still high and dry on the beach. A photogra: Seering her position ac- 
companies this statement. 'The steamer of the ic Steamship Com- 
pany was unable to land at Redondo wharf, but had no trouble in transferring 

ts freight and os at Port Los Angeles. I mention this as it was as- 
serted publicly that steamer could not land at Port Los Angeles. 

The direction of the winds during the heavy winter storms is from the 
southeast, blowing st ht up the coast into San Pedro Bay, but is cut of 
from Santa Monica Ba the high points of land extending into the ocean 
at Point Firmin and t Vincente. Redondo is also from this 
wind. The storms then usually swing around so as to come from the south 
and southwest, when all the harbors are exposed except so far as the out- 
lying islands modify the swell. 

One advantage of Santa Monica Bay is in the depth of the indentation of 
the coast line. A straight line drawn between Point Dume and Point Vin- 
cente — 2 _ at sea from the oa Oa — at San 
Pedro the depth ween protection poin a es, an: @ mouth of 
the little river at Wilmington is about 1} miles from this line of exposure. 

In considering the question of area to be protected by a water of a 

ven length, a pecu nautical condition should be considered. It is evi- 

ent from the testimony of those well informed that the heavy ocean swells 
and no doubt the strong storm winds at sea start from and come from the 
southwest, but the wind, being more easily changed than the aes swell of 
the deep ocean, is deflected on approaching the land by the high mountains of 
the coast range and comes up the coast from a southeast direction. Asa ven- 
eral rule the ocean swell is parallel to the general coast line when it reaches 
the coast, its direction being modified somewhat by the curves of the local 
formations and indentations, 


* * * * . * 

The first board of engineers apoenne’ this important fact and considered 
it wise to disturb the the ocean currents as little as possible, and 
they therefore d a detached breakwater at San Pedro, so as to allow 
these northwardly currents to still do their work of the sands 
out of the harbor. I can but concur with them in this as absolutely es- 

to predict that a curv ater at San 

sete opening, would cause more or less rap- 

e protected ‘bor by shoaling; no doubt also the 

imentary matter and refuse from the bay and 

from streams and sewersof the town of Wilmington and of San Pedro would 


had to be either connected 
wide to accommodate 


lead to a still more ra: 
Unfortunately at 
ith the shore 


harbor, striking 

against the wharves Under such con- 
harbor could not be considered in any sense of the word. 
rotected beyond the Ef tathom line would be very re- 
ttle value to commerce. An examination of the small 
panying House Executive Document No. 41, with 
shown on it, will convince anyone of the correct- 


doubt, to take the hazardous risk of the harbor 
breakwater, recommended it in order to 
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hs of a mileat the westerly end of the harbor, but about 
one-half to fivo-tigy easterly portion, furnishing a convenient distance for 
it, miles nstraction at only one point where the Southern Pacific has built 
its wharf. , 5 
for building out the wharves at Port Los Angeles are 
That the conditiplethan at San Pedro is shown by the two wharvesalready 
built at each place the Southern Pacific Company. At San Pedro the 
fies had to be placed openings blasted into the rocky bottom by dynamite; 
ee Port Los es the material is good for driving piles. 
7 They were driven from 10 to 20 feet into the sea bottom, and into sufficiently 
hard haterial to sustain any load required. There is no rock bottom and no 
balion - borings, also, out to 50 feet of water show good holding 
und for anchors, the material being clay, gravel in patches near the shore, 
-_ andsand. The material brought up on the piles, whenever for any 
mud, they had to be withdrawn, was stiff mud and sand and clay, as shown 
y th ray reports of the pile driving and by statements of the contractors who 
arene Stee for ad water wharf at San Pedro showed generally about 
the same kind of material, after getting out beyond the rocky bottom of the 
shoal areas near the shore. There are, however, areas of rocky bottom in 
deep water, the material lying in ridges, which is dangerous holding ground, 
as has been shown at various times by the breaking of ground tackle and by 
the unusual strength and weight of that used by vessels doing business at San 


it will be seen by an examination of Executive Document No. 41, report of | 


the board of 1892, that the breakwater proposed at San Pedro is and neces- 


sarily must be located entirely outside of the protection of Point Firmin, and | 


that in fact the entire deep-water harbor is in the ocean outside of that point. 
. * ‘ * . * . * 


The location at Santa Monica was the result of a long and careful examina- 
tion, with soundings, borings, and observation, and study of wind and wave 
conditions. The result of these studies, the accessibility of approaches to 
deep water, and the short rail haul to Los Angeles were the principal rea- 
sons for establishing an ocean terminal at thispoint. The wharf is one of the 
most substantial and convenient in the United States. The approaches to 
this harbor are convenient, not only for the Southern Pacific, but for any 
other road. There is ample width of foreshore above high water under the 
bluff for several tracks. The owners of this property along the shore were 
not willing that any one road should have the entire ownership, and, there- 
fore, they sold only a 50-foot strip to the Southern Pacific Company. The 
right-of-way maps and the photographs of the vicinity show plenty of room 
for several more tracks the entiredistance. This feature is discussed further 
on, more in de’ in the review of the report of the boards. 

The wharf has built since the second board of engineers made its 
examination. In order to satisfy myself of its substantial character, I ob- 
tained from the chief anaes of the road the plans and some details, and 
have also procured some photographs of it. The completion of this wharf to 
deep water and its commercial use are new and important features in deter- 

the question of the location of the breakwater. ‘The business is already 
being done there, and has been for neatly = year, to the great advantage of 
the commerce of this partofthecountry. The cost of transportation in large 
vessels from New York to Los Angeles by way of this port is now 75 cents a 
ton less than by any of the other ports, where the freight has to be lightered. 

Inm opisice. the building of a breakwater at San Pedro will not accom- 
plish what the Government desires; vessels would no doubt still be lightered 
there and the business would still go to Port Los Angeles, and a breakwater 
would ultimately have to be built there. 


a e * . 7 * * 


Whichever point isselected for a protected harbor, a breakwater is required. 
A wharf into water would be an unsafe berth for vessels in a south- 
wester, and at other times, under unusually severe conditions of the sea, it 
would be inconvenient to handle cargoes or to hold vessels alongside of the 
wharf. The fact that there has been no necessity for vessels to get away from 
pp h pee at Port Los Angeles during the last year is to its advantage, but 
it not be proven from this that the necessity will not exist in the future. 

After a comparison of conditions and a careful examination and a close 
study of the reports of the two boards, and taking into consideration the im- 

t fact of the existence of an ocean terminal pier, with large and conven- 

t facilities at Port Los Angeles, and of the existence of none at any other 

int, lam of the opinion that the breakwater to form a fully protected har- 
for should be built there in preference to any other point. 


e * * . * * # 


There is no question in my mind about the stability of a properly designed 
and constructed breakwater at Port Los Angeles. 

the character of the engineers composing the two 

Ihave great amon either from personal or professional 

acquaintance, I am of the opinion that they based their conclusions on a mis- 

apprehension of the conditions as they then existed, or formed their judg- 

ment ee aawemnge of those facts of more recent date which came 


under m: 

Ref to the facts asI have given them, and supplementing them where 
necessary by some of less importance, I desire now, with the probability of 
some to briefly review some of the features of the reports of the 


First. The board of 1892 ignored the current and drift conditions along the 
shore, as above fully stated, or rather they did not believe the silting of the 
to an —_ extent would result from a continuous breakwater 

with shore 


They differed with the board of 1891 in this, and I think they were inerror. 
Second. The board of 1892 confused the direction of the wind with that of 
and calculated protected or unprotected areas in the two localities 
to wind directions rather than swell directions, and te the preju- 
dice of both Ler? why rts Santa Monica. In this also they differed 
from the board of and again I think orrenqousy- 
It requires detailed reference to understand s. In House Executive 
it No. 41, pe of the report of the board of 1892 they compared 
exposures —" on of wind rather than swells, although they copied 
statements report of the board of 1891 and from the statement of 
Frot, George Davidson, both of which statements are emphatic in the oppo- 
site (see Executive Document No. 41, page 7, lines 13 to 20, and page 
104, where Professor Davidson states, “In our southeasters the swell of the 
Pacific comes from the aeewer.") 
pazperience at the new wharf at Port Los Angeles since the report of the 
of 1892 was made confirms the above statement. The very heavy swells 
come from a southwesterly direction, moving toward the coast about north 
ap ce eget course), while the direction of the ordinary swell is about 


F 


i 


| 


north 54° east . stions are from careful observations 
Sea iaieee, 

th ot eeating @ breakwater the location should take into consideration 
both of and be placed so that it would offer the largest 


amount of protection. 
Sy using wind, not swell direction, from the southeast to determine the 
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protected area behind a breakwater at Santa Monica the board of 1892 er 
greatly to the prejudice of this harbor, making the area 221 acres, whi! 
the careful survey of Port Los Angeles made in 1893, and basing the « 
tions on the length of the breakwater designed for Santa Monica by th 
of 1891, and placing itin 9 fathoms, I find a protected area of 
the 4}-fathom curve and the breakwater 

Third. While it may possibly be a matter of no great importance, as sug- 








7Wacres between 


gested by the board of 1892, to build in the most economical location, yet, as 
the largest estimate given by the board of 1892 for Santa Monica might be 
used to the prejudice of that location and has been so used, it is necessary to 


refer to estimates. 

The board of 1891 made a difference in favorof San Pedro 
$4,843,440 at Santa Monica and $4,126,106 at San Pedro 
matter of importance tothe Chief of Engine: 


of about $700,000— 
which seemed to be a 


n rs (see Executive Document 
No. 39, page 2). Mr. Hood, in his statement before th: rd of 1 Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 41, page 108), showed that tl] 


the fact that the former board had not discovered the best and mx 
nomical position for a breakwater in Santa Monica and tha 
done so there was no doubt of the estimates having been in favor of 
Angeles. The board of 1892 admits the fact of the lesser volume 
Port Los Angeles, but the estimate turns out to be in favor of Sar 








caused by changing the position of the breakwater at San Pedro, bringing a 
considerable part of it into lesser depths than proposed by the former board, 
and the adoption, unwisely, I think, of a section of breakwater ibout 75 
per cent of that of the former board. Even assuming this new section and 


new location to be correct, the estimate ought not to be used in 
with the cost of one at Santa Monica, which was in deeper wat 
much larger section. 

Fourth. The board of 1892 have made their breakwater the weakest where 
it ought to be the strongest, and that is at the extreme low-wat line on 
the sea side. From that point to extreme high water, about § feet, and 
above that to the top of the work, about 10 feet—1S8 feet in all—they have 
designed a slope practically 1 on 1—45°. A slope of rubblestone breakwater 
of this steepness could not possibly stand, even while building ths break 
water. The return waves of the swells would continually drag the sto 
down until they had formed a stable slope of not less than 2 on | ‘ 

2} on 1, as designed by the board of 1891. If this slope which the 18¥1 board 
applied to Santa Monica had been applied by the L&#2 board to Sar 





mparing it 
er and had a 


Pedro it 





would have considerably exceeded in volume the Port Los Angeles break- 
water and consequently cost more. 
. “ > ° . « - 

Fifth. It will not be practicable to use the inner face of the breakwater for 
tracks and wharves, as proposed by the board of 1882. The wav will very 
often break with violence over the top of the work 

Sixth. In Executive Document No. 41, page 11, second paragraph, t! ard 
of 1892 state that the wharf at Santa Monica belonging to the Southern Pacifie 
Company was removed in 1880, “partly on account of its exp re to the 
western swell.” I have inquired into this matter, and find that it was re- 
moved because it was old, worm-eaten, and dangerous 

Seventh. The board of 1892 objects to the opening designed by the board of 
1891 at San Pedro, on the ground that it would be dangerous to ve 


and 
refers to the fact of an increase in wrecks at Tynemouth by the building of 





jetties there. As the United States Government, since the construction of 
the South Pass jetties, has been, and is now, building them at several! points, 
it is safe to assume that the dangers to navigation by their construction are 
not excessive. The opening at the mouth of the Mississippi jetties is only 
one-half that designed by the board of 1891 for San Pedro, and wrecks are 
almost unknown at the South Pass, even though the commerce is very large. 


The statement made by the board in regard to Tynemouth was based on 
misinformation. The engineer who has been in charge of the work from its 
inception stated a year after the board of 1892 made its report that 

“A comparison of the casualties that have occurred during the last thirty 
years to the present time to vessels actually entering, endeavoring to enter, 
or leaving the Tyne shows the result of the successful effect of the Tyne piers 
and entrance works, which I believe to be unprecedented or unsurpassed in 
any other harbor improvement works in the Kingdom or elsewhere 

Eighth. The detailed discussion of the board of 1892 in Executive Document 
No. 41, page 21, about the cost of royalty and hauling stone, where, they say, 
“the contractors and the Government are at the mercy of the railway,” 
may be at once disposed of by reference to the statement already made as to 
the royalty from the land quarries not exceeding 12} cents per cubic yard, 
which is guaranteed by Mr. Huntington, president of the Southern Pacific 
Company, and by the guaranty also given by him that the rate shall not 
exceed one-half a cent per ton per mile from either quarry—that is, 25 cents 
per ton from the Chatsworth sandstone quarry and 37} cents from the Declez 
granite quarry, the distance of the latter being 75 miles. 

Ninth. I must decidedly dissent from the board of 1892 in the condemnation 
of the trestle method of building the work. Iam very confident of its entire 
success. [ haveno doubt that the Southern Pacific Company would allow the 
use of the tracks on its wharf for this purpose and the extension of it straight 
out to the breakwater in the shape of a substantial double-track trestle. On 
reaching the breakwater location it could be made to conform by a curve to 
the line of the work, and both ends of the breakwater could be under con- 
struction at the same time. The extremities of the wharf would be quite 
well protected as soon as the breakwater was well under way, and that por- 
tion of it on the line of the work would be strengthened by dumping the stone 
around the piles to form the base of the breakwater. The sea bottom is ex- 
cellent for holding ground for piles, and if the trestle is properly built and 
well braced laterally it is not likely to be disturbed. 

The board hasalluded (see Executive Document No. 41, page 21) tothe great 
breakwater at Boulogne as being built from barges The base may have been 
mut in from barges, but the work above water was built from a railroad track 
rom shore to the extreme end in the sea. I know this to be the fact froma 
personal inspection of the work with the engineer, and from having walked 
or ridden on a rubble car its entire length. At Ymuiden, Amsterdam, the 
saree was employed, also at the mouth of the Maas, at least for all the top 
work. 

Iam confident from experience, examination, and study of wave conditions 
that the trestle plan is better by far. 

Tenth. In Executive Document No. 41, page 21, the board of 1892 states that 
the Catalina route has “unlimited capacity’ and the railroad route limited 
capacity; and on page 2 they do not consider it necessary to investigate in 
detail the trestle method by which the work is to be connected with the shore, 
“ because it is based upon an assumption which must be regarded as inadmis- 
sible, that the structure is to be completed in nine hundred working days,” 
requiring “a quarry output of 3,000 cubic yards per working day.” 

I have already stated that from the two quarries available 5,000 tons per 
day, about 3,700 cubic yards, can be easily quarried, loaded, hauled, and un- 
loaded. 1 have no doubt of it whatever, and I am satisfied that the railroad 
company would agree to do this, or even more, if it had the contract with 
this requirement. 

Eleventh. In order to settle some of the important questions discussed un- 
favorably fcr Santa Monica, or Port Los Angeles, by the board of 1892, and 
to form my own judgment by appeal to the highest authority in the matter, 
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I calied on Mr. Huntington, president of the Southern Pacific Company, in 
= aaneeeee, and asked him to give you, through me, a definite guaranty 
regard to—- 
(1) The royalty on the stone from the land quarries controlled by his com- 


ny. 

(oh The rate on stone haul. 

@ His willingness to permit other railroad companies to reach the harbor 
at Port Los Angeles, where interference with his tracks or right of way 
might be necessary. 

* * o a7 a o . 
I can now assure you on all these points. 


Mr. FRYE. I will also, immediately following that, print a 
résumé by Mr. Corthell. 


SANTA MONICA OR SAN PEDRO? 

First. Santa Monica (Port Los Angeles) is a deep indentation of the coast 
line 12 miles inland from the headlands. San Pedro is a headland itself and 
the dike must necessarily be in the open ocean beyond it. 

Second. The sea slope at Santa Monica is gentle; that at San Pedro is steep. 
The storm waves are modified by the Santa Monica slope, but are not by the 
San Pedro slope. 

Third. The country back of Santa Monica Canyon (Port Los Angeles) is high, 
deadening the winds for some distance seaward as they approach the shore; 
it also protects the harbor from violent northerly winds. The headland on 
the southeast of Santa Monica furnishes some protection against the south- 
east winter storm winds. At San Pedro none of these three conditions exist, 
and the winter winds would blow directly into the harbor, even if a break- 
water were built. 

Fourth. The drift of sand along the shore by the ocean currents would soon 
shoal a protected harbor formed by a dike connected with the shore at San 
Pedro, and should an opening to avoid this be left in the dike it would let in 
the great ocean swell, to the damage of shipping. At Santa Monica the dike 
is parallel to these shore currents and would cause no deposit, nor would 
wharves built on piles, as has been proven by experience at the great pier 


ere. 

Fifth. The holding ground at Santa Monica is clay, sand, and gravel; at San 
Pedro there are large — areas. : 

Sixth. There isno -e for asuitable railroad track under the wave-washed 
bluff at San Pedro. At Santa Monica there is ample room for a dozen. 

Seventh. At San Pedro one railroad company owns —— the entire a 

roach to the protected harbor, and also nearly all the land adjoining it. t 
ta Monica the same railroad owns only a 50-foot right of way, and there 
remains from 100 feet to 150 feet above high water for other railroads. This 
company, however, has offered to allow other roads to use its facilities on a 
reasonable rental. 

Eighth. There is now a pier at Santa Monica costing, with its approaches, 
fi. 000, where the largest vessels transact their business. At San Pedro 

here is nothing whatever in the way of harbor facilities. 

Ninth. Experience has proven that the favorable conditions at Santa 
Monica make it entirely practicable to load and unload vessels in almost any 
weather without inconvenience or delay. 

Tenth. Most of the ocean business is between Los Angeles and San Fran- 
ciscoand other northerly points. Santa Monica is35 miles nearer these points 
than San Pedro. 

Eleventh. Successful experience in transacting commercial business at the 

t pier at Port Los Angeles makes it evident that even if a breakwater 
Should be buiit at San Pedro and not at Santa Monica the ey 1 commer- 
cial business of southern California would still be done at Santa Monica. 

Twelfth. There is no doubt that the opposition to Santa Monica is fomented 
by local interests at San Pedro—real-estate reasons and the opposition of the 
Los Angeles Terminal Railway, a small railroad on the east side of Wilming- 
ton Harbor, which, however, can not reach a protected harbor at San Pedro 
without crossing the only navigable channel there by a draw bridge. 

Thirteenth. e cost of a breakwater at Santa Monica, as now located, 
will be less than one on a similar cross section at San Pedro, the latter being 
$2,885,324, the former $2,848,000. 


I am now obliged to read some. The engineer of the Southern 
Pacific, as was stated yesterday, is Mr. Hood, and the Senator 
from California [Mr. WuTE] and no une else attacks his skill as 
an engineer. I propose io read this because it is a communication 
made to Mr. Huntington after the second board of engineers made 
their report. It is a communication which Mr. Hood never sup- 
posed would be brought to the attention of a committee of Con- 
— He never supposed it would be read in the United States 

te. He never supposed it would be seen by anybody but his 
employer, Mr. Huntington, and therefore his statements will be 
taken as conclusive of his opinions. It is dated February 6, 1893. 
C. P. Huntineton, Esq., President. 

Dear Sr: I have carefully read Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second 
Congress, second session, December 6, 1892, containing the report of the board 
of engineer officers of the United States Army as to the proposed deep- 
water barbor at San Pedro or Santa Monica bays. 

It is quite natural that the desire of this board of eers should be to 
euceeed in substantially agreeing with the of the former board of 
engineers, published in Executive Document No. 39, Fifty-second Congress, 
= session, December 19, 1891, that the San Pedro site near Point Firmin, is 

e . 

‘Ae ip well knows, to those residing in California who have taken any inter- 
est in the matter, the examinations by the last board of engineers, ——— 
in Executive Document No. 41, were chiefly confined to the taking of ver 
and written testimony presented a ae a parties, most of whom are inter- 
ested in the several pro harbor sites, and to a oog of the existing 
Coast Survey charts, principally to a study of report of the former en- 

neer , contained in Executive Document No. 39, together with some 

fling excursions to various points in San Pedro and Santa Monica bays. 
Water Canyon), and in fact practically aim sens Solipeniont wock wan Aoup 

ater Canyon), ost no ie nt work was done 
by the bond ta obtaining knowledge A physical facts. 

It must be remembered that this is written to Mr. Huntington; 
not to be read in the United States Senate, 


This is somewhat disa) ting, as the $10,000 spprcoriated for their use, 
together with the time wed, from July 27 to November 1, 1892, had - 
the expectation that some new and useful information would be 
by the board of engineers and made public through the 


There are some points in Executive Document No. 41, and also as compared 
with Executive Document No. 39, that seem worthy of notice. Quoting Ex- 


tive Document No. 41 5, “ The location of such a harbor be 
Sstormined principally with seference to thecon venient and amaple acocmnmso- 


dation of deep-draft vessels engaged in f. trade and the uirement 
of ships of war, the needs of coastwise ee and the cost sd eaeairaetn ) > 
being cagetiered matters of secondary impo: ce.”* 

It is difficult to see why a harbor that would best accommodate the needs of 
coastwise na tion would not also equally well accommodate deep-draf; 
= engaged in foreign trade and ships of war. The latter class o ships 
could shape their course to = well reach any one of several points on 
the coast situated within 20 or es of each other, while the situation of a 
harbor in reference to the commercial metropolis (Los 
wise trading vessels would materially affect their inte 
accommodation of the coastwise na tion would 
Siang perave in locating a ye 


les) and the coast- 
ence the best 
7 ona So >e the proper con- 
parties are obliged to admit tha 
coastwise navigation. , 
As to cost of construction being a matter of secondary importance, the 
propa is certainly a novel one, and does not seem to be concurred in |)y 
he Chief of Engineers, Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, in Executive Dovi- 
ment No. 39, page 2, where special weight is given to the estimated differen, 
of cost for the same arcs of protection in favor of San Pedro of $700,000. Ax 
shown in Executive Document No. 41, page 108, this difference of cost in fay or 
of San Pedro as reported by the former board was due to their not having 
discovered the cheapest and best eae for a breakwater in Santa Moni. 
Bay, and had they discovered it their report would, no doubt, have been iy 
favor of Santa Monica Bay, as regards cost of construction. This is prac- 
tically admitted in Executive Document No. 41, 23, lines 6 and 7. 

Tho report of cost of breakwater at San Pedro in Executive Document No, 
4i has been made to be less than that of any site heretofore considered. in 
cluding the yrs breakwater in San Monica Bay, near Santa Monica 
Canyon, by the ene methods: 

The plan of the position of the San Pedro breakwater has been change 
from that recommended by the former board in Executive Document N._ ;) 
in such a way as to bring a considerable part of the breakwater into mu) 
less depths than before proposed. This involves the closing of the former|y 
proposed western entrance and uces some uncertainties as to 
whether the harbor will be shoaled or not, from the effects of the obstructed 
westward shore current. 

In addition the new board have adopted a breakwater cross section much 
smaller than that adopted by the former board in Executive Document N 0.3), 
and which is related it at a depth from top of breakwater to bed of the 
ocean at a depth of 60 feet as 5,282.45 is to 6,825, or but about 76 per cent. A|- 
though this new cross section may be a proves one, it certainly accounts, in 
connection with the new proposed — of breakwater, for the low esti- 
mate of quantity of rock and cost of water as given in Executive Docu- 
ment No. ti. page 26, but this estimate should not be used in determining 
relative cost in commpartaat with the breakwater sites at Santa Monica Bay, 
which are compu on the basis of the cross section proposed by the former 

in Executive Document No. 39. 

Referring to Executive Document No. 41, 17, advan for arrival 
and departure, as regards coasting trade, the article considered is |um- 
ber from northern ts, and the report says: “ difference (of 25 miles 
in favor of Santa Monica) in distance is. however, not sufficient to affect the 
coast transportation, and a few hours difference of time is not a matter of 
importance for this class of freight.” 

he other classes of coastwise freight and the steamer passenger travel 
are not mentioned, and for them the Santa Monica site presents great ad- 
vantages, and the opinion of the board that ‘there is no essential difference 
e re cards advantages for arrival and departure” would seem to be un- 
ounded. 

Executive Document No. 41, page 17, advan’ for shelter and handling 
freight, the comparison of anchorages shelte at the several breakwater 
sites is curious in that it gives the San Pedro site the greater sheltered an- 
chorage area by taking into the comparison of the sites all areas to 6 feet of 
water as “ ancho: " 

Certainly all anchorage between 27 or 30 feet of water and 6 feet depth 
should hardly be considered as anchorage in a deep-water harbor proposition. 


And he goes entirely through with the report with these ¢riti- 
cisms “and suggestions. I will print the remainder of the com- 
munication without reading further: 


The useful anchorage with 30 feet or more of water, called deep-water 
ancho by the board, shows in Executive Document No. 41 as 339 acres as 
against acres at the Santa Monica Canyon breakwater site. 

The remark on 18 and 19 of Executive Document No. 41, “In Senta 
Monica Harbor the inner anchorage will be very much diminished by the 
wharves, which must extend completely across it to reach deep water. This 
is not the case to the same extent in the San Pedro Harbor,” is interesting, 
first, because it is difficult to see the to diminishing or obstructing 
altogether the shoal-water gacherepe, | because such anchorage 
will be obstructed in San Pedro Har as much as in Santa Monica Harbor 
if any individuals or corporations can be found with money enough to build 
the very long wharves required to reach the 5-fathom curve at San Pero 
breakwater, which very } wharves are required to utilize the protect«p 
area at all points except at the extreme western part of the protected area, 
where there is room for one wharf to be built out with about the same lenzth 
from shore to deep water as is required at the Santa Monica breakwater sit. 

Executive Document No. 41, page 18: ** To compare exposures, it is assumed 
that so much of the anchorage area as lies to the north of the southeast and 

the ends of the breakwater is not fully cov- 


from the rep rt of 

20; also the 

eticSurvey, 

“Tn our southeastcrs 

Ww) testimony is re- 

ferred to in Executive Document No. 41 7 which our experience in 
two heavy storms from the southeast winter, while building the wharf 
near Santa Monica Canyon, confirms the oe which would make 
a ship liable to break from her moorings, having come squarely from the 


southwest. 

Theo breakwater site at Santa Monica Canyon is a com J 
this swell, as is shown by a atthe chart in Executive ment No. 41, 
and the statement on page 18 that it had but 221 acres protected is misleads. 
Tt has, in fact, 994 acres from this of which 479 acres is deep- 


cing’ oo the See pervs worth consid- 
ering at any of the proposed harbor 
Regarding the 


Executive Document No. ‘1, 

ay oR) nasa ot statement as to nar- 
‘on breakwater sit¢, 

to parties en- 

a statement from 


t access. 
The Santa Monica Canyon site has important sdvantage of being Tr 
tected from the occasional severe west winds by the Cahuenga Moun: 
tected from the occasional auvere northwest winds by the Cahwend M9 


Santa Monica best accommodated 


rotection from 
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noticed during such a wind at the Santa Monica 
ordinary waves cam 'the site between Santa Monica and Bellona the waves 
es ch a wind are perceptibly heavier and the interior of the breakwater 
prem ant pa tot and farther down the coast at Redondo the wharf 
= “a badly wrecked by the effects of such a northwest wind during the fall 
of 1882 hile there was at the Santa Monica Canyon site the same day 
vent the construction of the new wharf there from going on as usual. 
tO Pre vemarks in fifth paragra h of page 18, Executive Document No. 41, as 
to the landing facilities in a Monica harbor sites being entirely within 
the ex area, are on the same misunderstanding as to the facts of 
the case by the last board of engineers, as above referred to, as to the direc- 
tion of heavy swell during southeasters. 

The former board. FePet pated no such imaginary dificuities. 

eae the use of trestles for breakwater construction which the new 
cri on 22, Executive Document No. 41, it is hardly to be de- 
cided in so offhand a manner, and the opinion of the former board is in favor 
of a trestle method of construction, per 9, Executive Document No. 39. 

So far as the possibility of constructing a breakwater in nine hundred 
working days is concerned, the new board seems to consider it impossible to 
do this SLecause it involves handling and delivery of 140 loaded cars of rock 
daily or, ag they express it, ‘‘a length of at least 1 mile of loaded cars." 

It “ast be that the members of the board are not experienced in transpor- 
tation by rail, as there would be no possible difficulty in ———— this num- 
ber of cars daily, as any railroad man knows. It may very possibly be that 
the construction of the breakwater would require a longer time than nine 
hundred working days if appropriations for the work were made in the usual 
3 entirely with the last paragraph in page 22, Executive Document 
No. 4i, “that there is no increased cost of large stone over small stones with 

proper appliances, excepting in the fact that the large stone above the water 
fe vel has to be carefully placed, at increased cost over the dumping of the 
rock to be used below the water level.” 

There is an item of quarrying the large stone, however, that makes it cost 
more than q the smaller stone, viz, at the time the large stone is 
required for the ning of the upper portion of the breakwater there would 
be no available use for the smaller stone; and as any ordinary quarry wil! de- 
velop a large percentage of small rock along with the large rock required, 
there would reauire to be many more cubic yards of rock quarried than 
would be obtained in large pieces and the smaller rock would have to be re- 
moved to keep the quarry clear, thus making the cost of quarrying the large 
rock more expensive than that of quarrying rock for the portion of the break 
water under water, which could be built of large and small rock as it hap- 
pened to come in the eying, within certain limitations of size. 

The remark at top of page 23, Executive Document No. 41, is not exact as 
a comparison of breakwater areas as along their axes, and should be supple- 
mented by the statement that the length of the nepease San Pedro curved 

ro breakwater is 8,200 feet, as against 8.300 feet at the Santa Monica 

‘anyon breakwater, and the length of the 5-fathom line protected from the 
southwest swells by the San Pedro breakwater is about 9,900 feet, as against 
the same atthe Santa Monica Canyon breakwater of about 9,200 feet. 

As to the capacity for defense, page 23, Executive Document No. 41, it 
would be very eee to know the reasons in detail for this conclusion. 

In regard to the proposition to use the breakwater at San Pedro for a rail- 
way constructed a a yee the shore and wharves poems along it from 
the inner face of the water, Executive Document No. 41, page 18, para- 

ph 4—the maintenance of a railway on a rock embankment in about 9 
fathoms of water, with the embankment but 10 feet above high water, will 
certainly be a novelty, and an interesting one during the prevalence of south- 
west swells accompanying a southeasterly gale. 

The constru of wharves along this inner face of the breakwater will 
be excessively expensive, the water being from 56 to 62 feet deep at high 
tide along the most useful part of this inner face. 

The problem of getting a railway to the shore end of the San Pedro break- 
water would be a serious one, the entire shore from the breakwater to Fir- 
min Point at San Pedro inner harbor being an essentially rocky bluff from 
50 to 60 feet high, washed by a depth of several feet of water at high tide, 
which bluff makes the building of any wharves into the sheltered harbor 
from the table-land above an expensive matter for construction, mainte- 
nance, and ration. 

The difficulties are serious enough to raise the question as to whether the 
proposed harbor if built at San Pedro would ever be used for unloading di- 
rect from vessels to wharves at all in the near future, but rather find its 
only eaeeeeees asa harbor of refuge and safe anchor for deep-sea vessels, 
the being lightered into the inner harbor and unloaded at present 
wharves S the same manner as at present, at great expense. 

This feature of a rocky bluff shore throughout the protected anchorage at 
San Pedro breakwater site, with no dry land whatever between the foot of 
the biuff and the ocean at high tide, coupled with the great distance between 
the 5-fethom line and the shore throughout most of the protected area 
( from about three-eighths of a mile at the extreme west end of 
the to 1} miles from Firmin Point to the 5-fathom line opposite 
the easterly end of the breakwater) would raise the question whether the 

ticability of building wharves at San Pedro from the shore toand beyond 
5-fathom line in the proposed protected area had been considered at 
all by the various boards of engineers who have reported upon the break- 


water sites, 
Prof. George Davidson's memorandum, Executive Document 
No.4 page Santa Monica Bay, his experience on the “ West Beach” was 
evidently west of Santa Monica Canyon, a short distance beyond which point 
to the westward the bluffs reach to ordinary high water, and the beach is 
often im for wagons in ordinary high tides without storms. 
There is no record of any such wave action as he speaks of at the Santa 
Monica Canyon breakwater site and from there toward Santa Monica. 


Deane the only one signed by a large num 
large capital is evidently the one fs 
Yours, respectfully, 


r of merchants of 
favor of Santa Monica, on pages 112, 113. 


WILLIAM HOOD, Chief Engineer. 


Mr. President, Santa Monica is an old story. In the river and 
harbor act of 1882 we provided for a commission to make an ex- 
amination of Santa Tiaice Harbor, and Colonel Mendell was 
assigned to the duty of making the examination. I have his re- 

rt, page 2209. Itis dated “ United States Engineer Office, San 
, Cal., November 22, 1882,” and I want Senators to hear 
what he says, because he was chairman of the first board, the re- 
one of has been cited here as in favor of San Pedro. 
onel Mendell says: 


Los Angeles is the town ip om ee It now enjoys 
great prosperity and rapidly. supposed ve a population 
lumbering more than ikon ent less than 20,000. 


the awe submitted to the board and mppendes to Executive | 
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Tt is 100,000 to-day. That was in 1882. 


It is 18 miles distant in an easterly direction from Santa Monica, and is con 
nected by a railroad. Santa Monicy ‘s the point of the coast nearest to Los 
Angeles. It is a village of a few hundred inhabitants, pleasantly situated, 
facing the sea, on a table-land 00 or 70 feet above the sea level 

A detailed hydrographic survey of the bay was completed in 1876 by a party 
under the command of Lieut. Commander H.C Taylor, United States Navy, 
assistant, United States Coast Survey, Thissurvey includes the hydrography 
of the whole bay, giving not only a chart of the landing but of the approaches 
The fullness of this survey dispenses with the necessity of repeating it at 
present. 

This chart shows a depth of 3 fathoms at a quarter of a mile from shore, 
which deepens evenly to 10 fathoms at 1; miles. To adepth of 30 fathoms the 
slope of the bed of the sea is about 40 feet to the mile. 


This is Colonel Mendell. Again: 


It appears from this description that Santa Monica is exposed to the waves 
which approach the coast from the west and southwest. If the access of 
these waves were cut off the Lay would become a harbor which might have 
any desired capacity. As an engineering proposition, a project of this kind 
appears to be entirely feasible. A breakwater judiciously located would 
secure the result. 

An anchorage ground over which, for a width of about seven eichths of a 
mile, the water would be between 3 and 8 fathoms could be protected by a 
breakwater in 8 fathoms of water. A greater width would result from the 
location of the breakwater in deeper water. The length of the structure 
would be determined by the extent of the area which it is desired to protect. 
While the project is entirely feasible, it must necessarily be costly. 

Then he says: 


Santa Monica at present has no commerce. 


Consequently he does not recommend an appropriation, but in 
the strongest terms he commits himself to the making of a per- 
fect harbor at Santa Monica by a breakwater. 

He alludes to the careful survey made by Captain Taylor. I 
am aware that the Senator from California [Mr. Wxrre], with 
the shrewdness of a skillful lawyer, put Captain Taylor's state- 
ment into his speech. He thought to entomb it in the bowels of 
that speech, where no resurrection could happen to it; but I pre- 
fer, when Captain Taylor’s investigation for its thoroughness 
has been indorsed by Colonel Mendell, to put his statement into 
the case here. He says: 


A creek makes into the land at Wilmington and San Pedro, affording a shel- 
ter to small vessels, and expensive improvements have been carried on for 
several years by the army engineers, which have slightly benefited it, but, at 
the best that can be hoped, it can never have the accommodations of a great 
harbor. A breakwater to include sufficient area of shelter could be built, but 
it would include some shoals and rocks inside of it, and would also receive 
whatever discharge of sediment there would be from the creek. This creek 
was used in the beginning by schooners and small craft which were sufiicient 
for the trade of the then unsettled country. The circumstances of its loca 
tion, favorable for such craft, are unfavorable for the formation of a great 
seaport such as the commerce of southern California now demands 

We come now to that locality which appears specially to be favored by 
nature, Santa Monica. 

The Bay of Santa Monica is, in its combination of natural features, unique 
on the Pacific coast. Here the depth of water increases from the beach out- 
ward with an easy and gradual slope for several miles. 


Did the Senator from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] hear that? Captain 
Taylor says that ‘‘the depth of water increases from the beach 
outward with an easy and gradual slope for several miles”; and 
Colonel Mendell says that Captain Taylor made an exhaustive 
examination of this harbor. 


Here a breakwater can be established to inclose 
harbor, without being in water so deep as to make 
ticable or even difficult. 

The marked feature of the Pacific coast is the steep slope of the bottom as 
we move from shore toseaward. This rule has few exceptions, and it results 
that along the entire coast a breakwater to inclose a sufficient sheltered area 
would have to be placed in such deep water as to be impossible of construc- 
tion. 

Among the few exceptions is the Bay of Santa Monica. It is a remarkable 
coincidence that the coast line in a deep curve here approaches nearer than 
. any other point to Los Angeles and to the fertile region of which it is the 
depot. 

he Bay of Santa Monica has along most of its shore line this quality of 
gradual cosmaning of the water, the bay of itself being occupied by a subma- 
rine plateau unique upon the Pacific coast. But certain portionsof the shore 
line of the bay have other advantages in addition. The town of Santa Monica 
is situated at a point on the shore near a neighboring range of mountains, 
against or toward which blow the only winds of violence. The force of the 
wind blowing against a great barrier is deadened for some distance to 
windward of such barrier, and this probably accounts for the well-known 
fact that the winds at Santa Monica do not blow with violence. The swell 
which rolls in at this anchorage is much modified, even in the worst weather, 
by the effect of the large islands to seaward, and by the deep recessed posi- 
tion of this portion of the bay shore. 

Ihave had considerable experience in this bay while conducting the sur- 
veys carried on there, and have lain at anchor thronghall seasons of the year 
at and near Santa Monica on the Government vessel which | commanded. I 
have never seen any weather in which a vessel could not ride at her anchors 
there in safety, and but few occasions when unloading at a wharf was im- 
practicable. ~ 


Then he goes on to argue the necessity of a great harbor and 
the absolute necessity and practicability of locating it at Santa 
Monica. Captain Taylor is now the president of the Naval War 
College at Newport. At the request of the committee I wrote to 
Captain Taylor informing him that there was to be a hearing be- 
fore the committee on such a day and asking him if he would not 
be present and give his testimony. He received the letter too late 
for the hearing. He wrote me that he would come at any time 
the committee desired, but that he must be authorized todo so by 
the Secretary of the Navy. A telegram was sent to him the next 
day, in order to save him from coming if possible, toknow whether 


and shelter a capacious 
its construction imprac- 
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or not he had changed his mind any about Santa Monica since he 
made the report, and he said in a telegram: 


Nautical advantages excellent. Natural location great port. My opinion 
ong. 


Now, where can you get better testimony than that? There is 
the man who made all the surveys, the man under whose surveys 
these charts were made, a man utterly indifferent. When there 
Was no controversy, when there were no two sides, when there 
was no contest on the one side and no contest on the other, when no 
question was presented to the Senate and no question to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, this naval officer gives his opinion selecting 
above all within 200 miles, and he familiar with every mile of it, 
Santa Monica, and giving his reasons. 

I received some time ago a letter from General Miles, dated 
Chicago, Ill., May 29, 1894. He is the present General of the 
United States Army. He says: 


My Dear Senator: I have been informed that there is a movement on 
foot to improve the harbor of Santa Monica, Cal. I desire to say that I was 
for several years in command of the Department of Arizona, also in com- 
mand of the Division of the Pacific, and for more than two years had my 
headquarters at Los Angeles, Cal. That city is the center of communication 
and commerce for that whole Southwest district of country, including south- 
ern California and Arizona. There is in prospect a road running northwest 
that will connect it with Utah. Within 16 miles,in a direct line, is the har- 
bor of Santa Monica, which will undoubtedly be the principal port of entry 
on the southern Pacific coast. 

I have had excellent opportunity for observing the condition of the climate 
and the effect of storms in all seasons of the year, and have no hesitation in 
saying that it has many advantages to make it a very important port of en- 
try. ‘rhe topographical features of the coast are such as to give,to some 
extent, natural protection, and, with the assistance that could be given toit by 
either the Government or private enterprises, will make it,in my opinion,a 

verfectly safe harbor and good anchor. for vessels. There is sufticient 
Repth of water for ships of any draft, and the com that was built many years 
ago and the very large and important one that was recently built have 
demonstrated the capacity of such constructions tostand the severest storms. 

I would recommend a liberal appropriation by the Government to improve 
what nature has al y done, and what private enterprises have so gener- 
ously contributed far in the advance of the work which would naturally 
fall to the Government to perform, as the improvement of the harbor is of 
national importance. 

In the immediate vicinity of Santa Monica there are very high and com- 
manding bluffs upon which land batteries of mortars and rifle guns could 
be placed, which would render the harbor easily defended. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
NELSON A. MILES, 
Major-General, United States Army. 
Hon. Wii.1AM P. Fre, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CAFFERY. What is the date of the letter from General 


iles? 

Mr. FRYE. It is dated May 29, 1894, 

I had thought to cite other testimony, but I am inclined to think 
I have presented, as well as I can, the views of the Committee on 
Commerce and that it is unnecessary for me to present any more 


testimony. But it is necessary for me to say a word in reference 
to the amendment, which seems on its face to be fair. I refer to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from California [Mr. 
Wuirr}, in which he proposes a board who shall thoroughly in- 
vestigate these two harbors and report, and then authorizes the 
Secretary of War to construct by contract a harbor wherever the 
board may report. 

What objection have I to that proposition? I do not believe 
there is more than one chance in ten of any board now reporting 
in favor of San Pedro. Why notacceptit, then, and take my nine 
chances? Because I dare not trust that one chance in ten. Why 
not? Because if that chance should be taken you would be throw- 
ing away $3,000,000. You might just as well dump it into the 
Pacific Ocean. Before that board can make its report the $392,000 
provided in the pending bill for the inside harbor at San Pedro 
will be expended; the inside harbor will have 18 feet of water at 
low water, and the outside harbor, with the inside harbor at San 
Pedro, is an absolute absurdity. 

Mr. PASCO. Isu to the Senator from Maine that the ap- 
propriation for the inside harbor might in the meantime be sus- 
pended to await the report of the board. Then the objection he 
“ee would be obviated. 

r, FRYE. I su 
Wuite] that both of these items should be stricken out of the bill 
and that we risk the future in relation to the harbors, and he re- 
spectfully declined the proposition. They insist upon the inside 
harbor; they insist upon that appropriation, and I say I do not 
believe any member of the Committee on Commerce can be found 
other perhaps than the Senator from California who will assert 
that after the improvement is made in the inside harbor at San 
Pedro there is any necessity, so far as that commerce is concerned, 
of any outside harbor at all at that point. 

Then, again, Mr. President, I think that Senators know some- 
thing about Mr. Huntin. He has made his deliberate choice, 
has he not, between San Pedro and Santa Monica? He has sacri- 
ficed a million dollars or more in making it. Do you eg se 
is going to change back again to San Pedro? Does any r 
oo he is not going to have a great harbor at Santa 
Monica’ 
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Mr. VEST. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator to state that if the engi- 
neers secure the depth of water which they say they can secure by 
the expenditure of $392,000 upon the inside harbor at San Pedro 
it is absurd to contemplate the construction or making of an out- 
side harbor? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Is that because the inside harbor would answer al] 
the demands of commerce when so improved? 

Mr. FRYE. All of the demands of commerce that ever would 
come to San Pedro. The great commerce of the Orient is coming 
to Santa Monica. That Southern Pacific Railroad Company is at 
Santa Monica; its pier, costing $1,000,000, is at Santa Monica, 
That commerce, the Senator from California said, was to be cre- 
ated by ‘‘oneman.” That ‘‘ oneman” is thereatSanta Monica; he 
is not = to go back to San Pedro. . 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will it me, the citizens of Los 
Angeles—and that is a city which is behind both these improve- 
ments, so tospeak, if you eliminate Mr. Huntington and the Sout!:- 
ern Pacific Railroad and his steamship line there—the citizens of 
Los Angeles who were before our committee said that they were 
deeply interested in an outside harbor in the vicinity of that city, 
because they had commenced with the idea that Los Angeles was 
to be the entrep6ét for this continent, instead of San Francisco. of 
the eastern commerce, of China and Japan and Asia generally. 
Now, there is but 83 miles difference in distance between Sania 
Monica and San Pedro to Los Angeles, as I stated yesterday that 
it is a triangle, on one side with San Pedro, 3 miles longer than 
the side to Santa Monica. The — interest, leaving out Mr. 
Huntington's personal interest and that of his company, withthe 
people of Los Angeles and southern California is to secure an out- 
side harbor at a poxt which is to receive this Asiatic commerce. 
If, then, either of these pointscan be made that entrepét, it simply 
becomes a question of se, which is the cheaper. I under- 
stand the Senator from Maine to say—and I believe it tobe true-— 
with $392,000 and a systematic and intelligent improvement of 
the inside harbor at Pedro we can secure what these wit- 
nesses Claimed they were desirous of obtaining. 

Now, if Mr. Huntington—and I am frank to say from all I have 
wre ghey Pay a. =~ I ae Senator from Maine is 
rig r. Hunti ooses for his own purposes and those 
of the Southern Paciie Railrowa Company to goon and construct 
his outside harbor at Santa Monica, he has the unquestioned right 
to do it; and I hope that he will do it, because, of course, two out- 
side harbors would be better than one. But the point with me is 
the expenditure of the money of the people of the United States, 
and if we can obtain an outside harbor and all the benefits of an 
outside harbor at San Pedro by improving the inside harbor for 
$392,000, it saves the difference between that and $3,000,000 at that 
wwe aes a Besides that, $3,000,000 expended, if done by Mr. 

untington at Santa Monica, is no charge at all upon the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Iam perfectly wil , if the Senate comes to the conclusion, 
against my judgment, that this outside harbor should be —y 
at one point or the other, to risk the judgment of another board, 
eliminating the member from the Corps of Engineers for the rea- 
sons I gave yesterday, and I am willing to make this appropria- 
tion contingent absolutely on the report of that board. 

Mr. FRYE. I should not have said ten words more if the 
Senator had not in me. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. FRYE. When I said that no one who knew Mr. Hunting- 
ton doubted that the deep-water harbor would be at Santa Monica, 
I said it without fear, because I did not believe that a man. a 
United States Senator, would take advantage of the fact that he 
believed that Mr. Huntington would build a harbor which it was 
the duty of the United States to build, and let Mr. Huntington 
do it. He is as much entitled, with the commerce which he 
creates, to the protection of the United States and to the appro- 

riation of moneys for rivers and harbors as is any man or any 

y of men. e I stated boldly that I had no doubt that he 
would do it, I did it only because I did not believe that a United 
States Senator would, on account of thatstatement, declare, ‘‘ We!!, 
then, let him do it, and we will save $3,000,000.” That is too 
small a thing to charge to a United States Senator. . 

Mr. President, those are the reasons why I object to this pro- 
posed new We have had this fight—at any rate, the Sens 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], cne of the old mem of the com- 
mittee, and I have had this fight—on our hands for years. We 
wish to be divested of it, never to hear from it again. 

I hope that the Senate, for the reasons given, will vote down 
the amendment which the Senator from California has propos’! 
and will agree to the amendment reported by the committee, and 
that this contest will be ended. ‘ 

with which they have lis 


I thank the Senate for the 
tened to me and apologize to for the wearying of them. 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


o101 








KINS. Mr. President, the discussion has taken an ex- 
ae range. I thought I had some knowledge of the 
coast of California and of the wishes of the people of that State, 
but I must admit that I have been somewhat mystified by the dis- 
cussion which has taken place during the past three or four days 
upon the floor of the Senate. ; . 

I find in examining the report of the Committee on Commerce 
that it gives evidence of great labor and great research, and con- 
tains a fund of information obtained by that committee, which is 
entitled to the thanks of the Senate and of the people of our coun- 


*Y- notice that there are about 400 different appropriations made 
for the improvement of harbors, of rivers, of estuaries, and of 
lakes, and for the removal of bars at the entrance of harbors. [ 
notice that these 400 appropriations are divided among 36 States 
of the Union, and that embraced in these appropriations are three 
great rivers, the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Ohio. 

[ also find in looking at the estimates made that almost every 
one of the recommendations of the committee and every one of 
the proposed appropriations, with, perhaps, the single exception 
of the one now under discussion, was made upon the estimates 
and recommendations of the United States Government engineers. 
It would have been a herculean task—it would have been prac- 
tically impossible for the committee to*have intelligently arrived 
at the various recommendations they have made—without the 
report of the Government Corps of Engineers, who have been 
detailed for this purpose. 

The chairman of the Committee on Commerce has a national 
reputation, well earned by twenty-five years’ duty in Congress. 


He is perhaps as well equipped to perform the duties of that com- | 


mittee as any other Senator who ever held a seat on this floor. 
While I differ with him in his conclusions upon this pee, 


yet he could any do anything which would dissipate the admi- 
ration | have for him for his advocacy in former years of our 


American shipping and his defense of American industries and 
American institutions. He is deserving of and has the thanks of 


the people of this country for his indefatigable energy and zeal in 
whatever he undertakes. He is a positive man, a man of force of 


character and determination; and it was unfortunate, perhaps, for 
the people of California that in his first visit to the Pacific Coast 
he went to Santa Monica, and there saw the beauties of that de- 
lightful place, for the town of Santa Monica and its surroundings 
are aos excelled by any place in any State or any country in the 
wor’ 

Yesterday when I heard him picture in such glowing language 
the beauties of Santa Monica I asked my friend on the right, who 
accompanied him on that journey (Mr. Davis], what was the 
month of the year in which the visit was made. He informed me 
it was the month of November. I could then readily understand 
that one leaving Maine in November, with its bleak, cold, stormy 
coast, on which tossed the angry waves of the Atlantic, leaving a 
crest of frozen spray wherever they might strike on those rocks, 
and going to Santa Monica would be most deeply impressed with 
the p as he looked out upon the broad Pacific at that time of 
the year, the most delightful in California. That season of the 
year on the Pacific is what August and September are on the 
Atlantic. Itis the Indian summer. The trade winds have ceased 
to blow and the angry Pacific, which has been bubbling and boil- 
ing d all the summer months, is as quiet as a mill pond in 
June in the Senator’s native State. SolI can understand, as he 
sat on the beach at Santa Monica and there heard the Pacific sing 
the sunset song of the nation as it washed the western shore of 
this continent, how he became enamored of Santa Monica, and 
that nothing that we can ever say or do will dispel his admiration. 
I might paraphrase a familiar couplet, and say: 

And neither the angels in heaven above 
Nor the demons down under the sea 
Can dissever his love 
From the love he bears— 

For Santa re kee. [Laughter.] 

Santa Monica a part of the city of Los Angeles, and per- 
haps many a Senator now upon this floor will pay it a visit and 
there find a htful home. 

The question before us for our consideration is a simple busi- 
Senne California has a coast as long as the distance 
from Maine to South Carolina—that is, California borders the Pa- 
cific for the same distance that the States between Maine and South 
Carolina border the Atlantic. In the southern part of California 
there has grown up the t metropolis of Los Angeles—the city 
of angels. It is located in the midst of one of the richest agri- 
cultural, horticultural, and viticultural sections of the country. 
It has vast and illimitable commercial possibilities; it has unde- 
veloped mining resources; it is the central depot of two great 

railroads, and is their terrhinus on the western 
side of this continent—the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
toad and the Southern Pacific Railroad. The population of Los 





Angeles County has doubled every four years during the past two 
decades, and yet they come; and the peopl§ who come there never 
return except to visit their friends, for it is the paradise of this 
country. Its future I shall not attempt to describe, but it is as 
bright as the midday sun. The railroads I have named are r 
ing out into Arizona, into New Mexico, into Texas, into southern 
Utah and southern Nevada, and are bringing the wealth of those 
great States and Territories into that city. 

So the people say, ‘‘ We want a portof entry, a port of export 
for these great products.” They came to Congress, and Congress 
assisted them in improving the harbor of Wilmington, atSan Pedro, 
and never was money more judiciously expended or expended with 
better results than those derived from the Government appropria- 
tions made for that port. When they commenced the work in 
1872 there was but 2 feet of water upon the bar at the entrance to 
that harbor; to-day there is 18 feet of water; and the appropria- 
tion proposed by the Committee on Commerce of $492,000 will give 
us, we believe, 22 feet of water. If it does, the harbor is capable 
of being enlarged and made a great commercial seaport harbor 
where there will be machine shops, graving docks, and all the 
appliances which are so necessary to foster and encourage a suc- 
cessful commerce. 


ich- 


I want to say, about the enterprise of the railroads which have 
come into Los Angeles, that it is their competition which has de- 
veloped that country. It is competition we want in business, in 
the transportation business, in manufacturing and every other 
branch of commercial industry. We want that rivalry, that 
emulation, that energy which commends business people to their 


patrons. I want to say here that this is no contest or rivalry, as 
has been intimated, between two railroad companies, and I can 
not permit to pass unchallenged the remarks made by the Senator 
from Missouri |Mr. Vest] and by the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
FRYE] yesterday. That [ may not misquote them I shall read 
from the REcorRD. 

The Senator from Missouri said: 


Unfortunately, Mr. Huntington is a political factor in California. They 
test every man's competency and qualification for office there by the ques- 
tion, “Is he for Huntington or against him?’ You can not hold a town 


meeting but what the question is, “Is this man a Huntington man or nota 
Huntington man?” 

Then the Senator from Maine said, referring to some remarks 
which had been made by my distinguished colleague [Mr. Wurre]: 

This savors of the slogan of the sand lots of the Golden Gate, where the 
name of Huntington is conjured with to frighten babies, and used by dema- 
gogues to make weak-kneed politicians tremble. 

Mr. President, I dislike exceedingly to refer on this floor to any 
gentleman who is not a member of this body. I dislike exceed- 
ingly to refer to anyone who is not here to speak and answer for 
himself. But I say that that charge is a libel upon the fair name 
of the good people of California, and I should be false to those I 
represent if I permitted the charge of the Senators from Maine 
and Missourito pass unchallenged. The people of California have 
no prejudices against Mr. Huntington or his associates. I know 
nothing against Mr. Huntington to his discredit, unless it be his 
own testimony before a Congressional committee and certain let- 
ters which it is alleged he wrote to an associate upon the board of 
directors of the company with which he was connected. I have 
no feeling of personal animosity or jealousy or envy toward him; 
I admire him for his enterprise, for his pluck, for his energy; | 
admire him for what he has accomplished in his life. I knew him 
many years ago in California when he was an honored and re- 
spected merchant in that State. He left us to come East many 
years ago, and I do not know much of him, except through gen- 
eral report, since that time. But I repel the charge that the peo- 
ple of California seek office by declaiming against him or his 
associates, or by advocating that which he desires, or opposing it. 
The people of California are a cosmopolitan people. There are 
the representatives of every State in this Union to-day resident in 
California. They have built up that great empire of the West. 
They are a broad-minded, liberal people in politics, in religion, 
and in their business pursuits. They have no such prejudices. 

Mr. President, I have but to refer you to the fact that the presi- 
dent of that great corporation was elected governor of that State 
by the popular vote of the people; Ihave but to remind you of the 
fact that he was twice elected to a seat upon this floor. The 
crowning act of his life was performed before being called to that 
‘*‘bourn whence no traveler returns.” He had the courage to 
become the executor of his own estate while living, and adminis- 
tered its affairs for the benefit of the people. He established a 
magnificent university of learning, where the humblest child in 
this land may go and drink from the fountain of knowledge with- 
out money and without price. His associates upon that board 
have been known for their acts of public spirit, of munificence, 
and of benevolence. The family of Mr. Crocker to-day, to my cer- 
tain knowledge, are distributing thousands of dollars in charity, 
and many an old man and old woman, many a sick man and sick 
woman and helpless child, inmates of hospitals and homes founded 
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through their munificence, can thank them for their humane sym- 
pathy and assistance. 

Mr. President, the people of California in city and county and 
State gave most liberally toward building the first transconti- 
nental railroad. They were in sympathy with the promoters, be- 
cause the latter were in touch with the people at that time, and 
if to-day our people censure them, it is because they believe they 
have not been true to their trust, that they have forgotten the 
common interests and the common bond which unite their inter- 
ests with the interests of the people of California. That is the 
reason. If they are censured, it is because they use their great 

y»wer sometimes to thwart the wishes and desires of the ple; 

ut that the name of Mr. Huntington is used to influence the acts 
of public men in California is untrue. I repeat it, it is a vile 
slander against the good name and fame of the people of California. 

Mr. President, only last week a great State convention met in 
California. There were in that convention representatives from 
every town and county in the State. They assembled at the cap- 
ital, and among the various resolutions they passed was one de- 
nouncing what is known as the railroad funding bill. But to 
show that they had no papeees against the individual members 
of that ee except only as to their action in a corporate sense, 
they nominated for Presidential elector the vice-president of that 
great railroad company; and, as sure as the sun rises and sets on 
election day in November next, he will be elected a Presidential 
elector of the United States. 

I did not intend to refer to this, but it has been called out by 
the charge made here, the unjust charge, that the names of cer- 
tain men are conjured up as bogy men in California. The charge 
is without foundation; it is without one bit of truth. 

We believe in railroads. We believe that they have the power 
to develop the great resources of our State asno other agency has. 
What we complain of is that they prostitute their power to elect 
to office men whom the people do not want; or that when men 
are elected to office they use their power to influence them to sub- 
serve private instead of public interests. All we want the rail- 
road company to do, and what the le demand, is that it shall 
be equal before the law, equal before the people; that it shall pay 
its just quota of taxes and do as the humblest man in this land is 
compelled by law to do. 

But, Mr. President, we are wandering away from this port of 
refuge, from this great commercial harbor, which the people of 
California have declared time and time again they want built on 
the coast. We have 75 miles alone on the coast of California 
fronting on the one county of Los Angeles, and comprised within 
that distance there is the great Santa Monica rene the great 
San Pedro Bay. Our Government has decided through two im- 
artial boards of engineers, and also by a board of the Coast and 
eodetic Survey, in favor of San Pedro. 

And what is the Coast and Geodetic Survey? What is its mis- 
sion? In the year 1807 the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey was established by an act of Congress. In 1843 it was re- 
organized, and since that time it has been the greatest factor in 
our coast surveys, making the soundings of our harbors, mak- 
ing the triangular surveys of the coast, showing the elevation of 
the mountains and the location of sunken rocks and of hidden 
bars, light-houses, and beacons, and publishing sailing directions 
for the mariner. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from California allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PER S. Certainly. 

Mr.STEWART. Do I understand the Senator to state that the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey have rted against Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. Professor Deville, who had charge of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, in a letter which my colleague pre- 
sented, which has been published already and is of record, re- 
ported against Santa Monica as a suitable place for a harbor. I 
will read itif the Senator desires. It has, however, been printed 
in the Recorp; it ap there in full this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Captain Taylor had charge of the surveys 
at that time. We have his letter. 

Mr. PERKINS. Captain Taylor was a subordinate under the 
direction of Professor Davidson. I state it as a fact, which came 
to my knowledge through a captain of one of our vessels, that 
while he was engaged in — soundings in Santa Monica Bay 
a strong southwest gale of wind came on and he was obliged to 
run his vessel under the lee of the Island of Catalina for protec- 
tion. 

Mr. President, to the Coast and Geodetic Survey we are in- 
debted for our charts of our coast. The chart before us and other 
charts upon the desks of Senators were made by them. We are 
indebted to them for the Coast Pilot, The last issue was pub- 
lished in 1889. It gives the sailing directions of the vessels i 
the different ports upon the coast. It gives the altitude of the 
different light-houses, the class of light-houses, whether they are 
stationary, revolving, or flash light, and all other directions so 
necessary to the safe and successful navigation of the coast. 


Since my friend from Nevada has referred to it, I will, with your 
permission, read what the Coast Pilot says of Santa Monica Bay: 


From Point Vincente to Point Dume the course is north 67 de west, 
and the distance 25; miles. The space inside this course is lied Santa 
Monica Bay, and the dee wt is abreast the Arroyo Santa Monica, which 
is 10 miles north of the above line. 

General hydr phy ¢ the bay.—_From Point Vincente the cliffs to the 
northwest end nort degrees west for 2} miles to the westernmost ter. 
mination of the ridge, which is called Rocky Point (described on page 47) 
and thence nearly north-northeast for 3 miles to the long sand beach forming 
the eastern shore of Santa Monica Bay. The northern shore lies at the bas. 
high, rugged mountains of the Santa Monica range. The beach is only 
passable at low water. The whole force of the western swell breaks heavily 

nst these cliffs. The depth throughout the bay is quite irregular. 
A of the arroyo and town of Santa Monica a depth of 40 fathoms 
is found 4 miles off shore, but off the beach, between La ona and the salt 
pond, a submarine peategs 4 miles wide stretches out to the southwest for § 
miles, with very uniformly decreasing depths, to 40 fa’ with gray sand, 
mud, and gravel. Westward of this p. u and toward Point Dume the 


cope increases rapidly to nearly 300 fathoms, made bottom, and carrying 
20 On the east of this plateau. 


fathoms within a mile south of the point. 


and toward Point Vincente, there is a remarkable 


su valle only | 
mile wide, between the 100-fathom curves, and ng from 280 fathoms, 
muddy bottom, to 100 fathoms within 1; miles of the near the sal 
works. The eastern side of this valley is remarkably steep, droppin “0 
40 to 200 fathoms in three-eighths of amile. The western side is more s 
but the slope from 100 fathoms is very sharp. 


Ranging off from each one of these points or headlands—Point 
Dume, Point Vincente, and Point Firmin—there isa great subter- 
ranean valley,as it were. As was shown by the letter from Pro- 
fessor Davidson presented here in my colleague’s speech, the water 

itches off abruptly from a depth of 6 to 8 fathoms to over 150 

athoms. This is not confined alone to Point Firmin or Point 
Vincente or San Pedro, but to Point Dume and to almost all the 
places where promontories reach out into the ocean. Therefore 
the charts other than those issued by the Coast Survey and pre- 
sented here may easily deceive the eye. 

I want to say in passing that Engineer Hood and Engineer Cor- 
thell stand high in their age pasar They are perhaps as emi- 
nent as any we know of in that eminent calling. But they «are 
not es for ca pe in Sa harbor of Santa spe oa one y are 
employed as special counsel, as special experts ow the advan- 
tages of that particular locality as compared with the other local- 
ity. While the Senator from Maine stated that Mr. Corthell had 
made a careful survey of the harbor and the soundings, I hardly 
think he spoke advisedly, because from his own testimony it was 
impossible for him to do this in the time he was on the Pacific 
Coast. The survey alone of such a bay as Santa Monica or San 
Pedro would take a vessel with her complete crew and a corps of 
engineers who are adepts and experts in that line at least six 
months. It is done by tion. Every 100 square yards off 
shore is sounded and the character of the ocean floor is depicted 
in the same way as the general topography of the country is shown 
onamap. It is a labor of months and years before a perfect and 
careful survey can be made and the rocks and reefs noted of the 
locality. When a company is about to build a wharf they spend 
weeks and wee's in selecting a location for that particular wharf. 
How must it be when it is necessary to survey an area of 5\), 75, 
or 100 square miles? Iam confident that the Senator from Maine 
must have been misinformed as to Mr. Corthell’s knowledge of 
the bottom of this bay. It is not in the power of man to gain such 
knowledge in the length of time that this eminent engineer devoted 
to the study of Santa Monica Bay. 

Now, coming back to the location, what is the sentiment of the 

le of Los Angeles? Public sentiment, the Senator from 

@ says, has a do with the locality of a wharf; it 

has nothing to do with the place where a harbor should be. The 

ple, he says, have noth to do with the location, that it 

ers to the Government, but he is willing that a self-constituted 

committee of Congress may make the selection. In other words, 
we will prescribe the medicine and let the people take it. 

Mr. “aan oe _ - be wy node simply the eo. . 
agents the ie sen or a _ purpose, sent here to 
represent then: on certain lines of duty. Some of these lines they 
have indicated in that is unmistakable, others they 
leave to our discretion. representative who is not true to 
the instructions given, the representative who does not carry 
out both in spirit and letter the well-known wishes of his con- 
stituents, is not Fon false to them and false to himself, but he is 
Ninwo years ago What tae pimteut eilaghiiga was made tho on! 

o years ago e political cam was made the unl- 
versal voice and sentiment in Los Angeles was for San Pedro, and 
why? It was because a board of Government ineers had de- 
clared it the best, the most feasible, the most cable place, 
and so the re of California, through t resentatives, 
passed a resolution. I will try not to travel over any of the beaten 
— which my colleague so well covered, but to this reso 

ution I think he did not refer, and therefore I will read it: 
Senate joint resolution No. seeiieg to the construction by the United 
eted Geneeeet of a aecp'water ‘bor at San Pedro, on the coast 

Los Angeles County. (Ad February 8, 1893.) — 

Whereas the board of engineers appointed the Secretary of Ws 
inncine tabs and mences amen the (uth point fee the construction by thé 
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rnment of a deep-water harbor on the coast of southern 

Vatied = tes Gio necessities for such work have reported in favor of San 

Californ coast of Los Angeles County, and also in favor of the necessity 
constructed; an 

~~ tor i aftord greatly needed facilities for ocean commerce toa 
section of this State: Therefore, 


large § of the State of California (the assembly thereo 

nti. ved by re instruct A imaners, sot ermaetie request oar con. 
resentatives in of Congress now in session, the e of a 
Pay ce propriating the’ ater Of at least $900,000, to begin the construction of 
such a deep-water harbor at San Pedro, on the seacoast of Los Angeles 
County, in this State, gees I in the report of the board of engi 

mee it Dr tor hat the governor be requested to transmit to each of our 
Senators and Representat ves in Congress from this State a copy of these 

lutions. 

That is the last expression of the people of California through 
their representatives in the State legislature. — 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire of the Senator if he has heard that 
senators and esentatives who voted for that resolution have 
changed their views upon this same question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not in their official aepeuty. A few of those 
who thus performed their duty publicly have privately advised 
their Representatives that they would be glad to have them vote 
for Santa Monica. 

Mr. STEWART. How many who voted for the Senator are 
among those? : : : 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is entitled to a fair answer and 
he shall receive it. y 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the county of Los Angeles six or seven rep- 
resentatives in the legislature who voted for me (that is a high 
encomium of their good judgment) have since wired me that they 
would be glad to have me vote for two appropriations, one for 
Santa Monica and the other for San Pedro. But that was done 
as private individuals, not as representatives of the people of the 
State in the legislature. They acted simply as individuals, at the 
importunity perhaps of some official friends, and being, as they 
must have , amiable gentlemen, or I would not have received 
their votes, they desired to please them, knowing, as they did, 


that I have never yet swerved from my public duty as I under- | 


stood it. I promised them before I was elected that I would carry 
out the wishes of their people on this particular question as ex- 

ressed through my colleague (Mr, WHITE], the Senator who lives 
in their city, and through their Congressman, who lives in that 
city, and when a vote on the pending question is taken I shall do 
my duty as I understand it to be. 

But since our legislature adjourned there has been another great 
assemblage, the eighth convention of the Transmississippi Com- 
mercial . This convention met in Omaha, Nebr., on the 
25th of November, 1895, and continued in session until the 28th. 
It had representatives from 26 different States and Territories. 
They assembled there, having in view the best commercial inter- 
ests of this country. Representatives from 26 States went there 
without the hope or fear of reward. They went there having in 
view only that which they believed would best advance the inter- 
ests of our whole country. I notice that the State of Missouri 
had some 30 or 40 representatives in that convention, as appears 
from their ings. Among the resolutions which they adopted 
was the following: 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be u to provide for 
the construction of a deep-water harbor at San Pedroas already determined 
by the several acts of Con, and in accordance with the several recom- 
mendations of the boards of United States Army engineers (as shown by 
Executive Documents Nos. 39 and 41 of the Fifty-second Congress, first and 

), and that the further improvement of the interior harbor at 


second sessions 
San Pedro be earnestly recommended. 

I do not see how my friend from Missouri can do otherwise 
than vote for the appropriation for San Pedro, for I think Mis- 
souri was more Sealy represented in the convention, unless per- 
_— Nebraska, than any other State of the Union. 

_ Mr. President, I have only referred to this as showing the pub- 
lic sentiment as expressed through the people in Los Angeles, which 
is the home of my distinguished colleague. Then we have the 
report of theGovernment engineers. If there were no other rea- 
son, I can not see how I could honestly perform my duty and vote 
on this question contrary to their recommendations. They are 
men of well-known integrity and high character. During the past 
ninety years, I think, since the Government first undertook the 
improvements of harbors and the building of fortifications and 
light-houses, the work has been delegated to the Corps of Engi- 
neers of the United States Army, and to their credit be it said, 
out of the hundreds of millions of dollars which they have ex- 
pended there has never been the taint of scandal connected with 
the disbursement of these immense sumsof money. Holding their 
position for life or during _ behavior, educated by the Govern- 
ment, they feel that patrio’ and pride in their profession which 
have held them strictly to their line of duty. How could they 
then make an exception in this one pertionlar case? I know the 
chairman of the first commission well and intimately, Col. G. H. 

for forty-five years an honored army officer and chief of 


from this State, that they use every means in their | 


the Corps of Engineers on the Pacific Coast. He has no prejudice 
surely against any company orindividual. He has no bias in favor 
of any particular place. You might as well charge a skillful sur- 
geon called in to diagnose a disease with being biased or prejudiced. 
If heis true to his profession, true to his duty, he knows nothing but 
the subject that is before him, and he makes his finding according 
to the facts. So it is with these gentlemen. 

As I have stated, and it is the one bright page in the history of 
our public men, this splendid corps of engineers, educated at our 
great institution of learning at West Point, supported by the Gov- 
ernment, have always been honest and loyal to duty. They hold 
their position for life,and there is no influence that can prevent 
them from doing their duty. They can only be removed by im- 
peachinent, and impeachment can never lie against an honest man. 
So they have again and again reported in favor of the improve- 
ment of an outer harbor at San Pedro in preference to Santa 
Monica. They reported in favor of Wilmington, and I believe 
the Wilmington Harbor yet will become the great central shipping 
basin of southern California. 

I remember that when a boy, many years ago, I visited New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. At low tide there was scarcely any water 
in that river, and yet today for miles, tens of miles, along that 
stream there are great shipbuilding yards, great graving docks, 
machine shops, and foundries, where they are turning out five 
great steamships a day. It was the skill of man that widened 
those rivers and gave them a depth of water that to-day enables 
great ships to sail to and fro, carrying immense cargoes of coal 
| and iron. 

In conversation a few weeks ago with a very intelligent Scotch- 
man who was born in Edinburgh he said: ‘*When a boy, 3 miles 
below the city of Edinburgh I frequently waded across that little 
stream, which, as you know, is an estuary of the sea, and it is called 
| the Frith of Forth,and yet to-day great steamships drawing 26 
and 27 feet ply their vocation up and down that river.” SoI believe 
this is all possible for Wilmington in the future. 

But there has been one strong point made in favor of Santa 
Monica, and it has not been answered yet. Why did the Southern 
Pacific Railroad, it is asked, abandon Wilmington, where they had 
expended millions of dollars,and go to an unknown place and 
there build a wharf costing them nine hundred thousand or a 
million dollars? The mere statement of that question carries with 
it astrong argument, and if the facts were true it would be almost 
unanswerable. But, Mr. President, they are not true. They have 
not abandoned San Pedro or Wilmington, and I do not believe 
there is any reasonable amount of money that could purchase their 
rights there. 

Mr. STEWART. Have they not abandoned their scheme to 
build a wharf in the outer harbor? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; and I will tell you why. I will come to 
that in one second. They never seriously intended building a 
wharf outside until the breakwater was completed, because they 
had ample facilities inside for the transportation of all the freight 
that came there. The great objection to it was lighterage. It 
was one of the great expenses that ships having a heavy draft of 
water—more than 18 feet—could not go in over the bar at Wil- 
mington, and the result was that the ships were obliged to anchor 
in San Pedro roadstead and there lighter their coal on shore. So 
there was a rival wharf built at a place called Redondo, on the 
southern portion of Santa Monica Bay, and that wharf was get 
ting a large amount of business that came from the north, because 
passengers and freight would reach Los Angeles City via Redondo 
several hours before they could on vessels coming from the north 
going via San Pedro. It was a wise business undertaking, and it 
is characteristic of the enterprise and sagacity and the business 
foresight of the management of that great railroad company. As 
I have said before, for his enterprise, for his energy, for his push, 
Mr. Huntington is the peer of any man in this country. So he 
wisely said, ‘‘ We will build a wharf on this bay where we can 
save this lighterage.” Do you know that they use from ten to fif- 
teen thousand tons of coal per month that is obliged to go over 
their road to the various distribution depots? So the railroad 
company decided to build this wharf at Santa Monica, and saved 
this dollar a ton lighterage which it was paying to another com- 
pany. It was a wise business enterprise. It was not an experi- 
ment. 

To hear my friend from Maine talk, anyone would think Santa 
Monica is the only place for a wharf on the coast. Mr. President, 
I can name you 16 different wharves between Golden Gate and 
Point Lome, just north of San Diego, built out into the sea pre- 
cisely the same as the wharf is built at Santa Monica. They have 
not cost that amount of money, it is true, because there was no 
necessity for it, and while it would be presumptuous in me to criti- 
cise the great expenditure of money upon the Santa Monica wharf, 
yet it cost twice what was necessary; that is, a wharf costing 
| one-half as much would have answered every purpose. 

But this great railroad company does not do things by halves. 
It has tunneled the great Sierra Nevada. It has spanned great 
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streams in Arizona, where the cloudbursts come down and, like an 
avalanche, wash out miles and miles of road. Yet it rebuilds it, 
and builds it to stand like a light-house upon a rock. It does 
things thoroughly and in a masterly manner, because it has great 
resources, and so it has built this wharf as it builds other struc- 
tures which it undertakes. But I submit it was not n to 
build it so strong or so long or so wide unless it wished to do so 
in order to hold great coal bunkers, that the coal may be dis- 
charged into those bunkers, loaded on to cars, and transported by 
cars to the various depots in Southern California, Arizona, and 
New Mexico. There is a wharf —e at Hueseme, a place about 
40 miles north of Santa Monica, which did not cost over $75,000. 
It is built in a place not so well protected, because there is not the 
Catalina Island, and the Catalina Island is what protects San 
Pedo in a great degree. It breaks the southwest swells that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] talks about which coming in. 

The prevailing winds on the coast of California during the sum- 
mer months are from the northwest. They are the great trade 
winds, and they blow for four and five months in the year. Trade 
winds sound to those who are not initiated perhaps like a gentle 
zephyr, and yet it may be said to those who are not accustomed 
to them that they pick up a good-sized pebble and hurl it across 
the street. They prevail for four or five months in the year, and 
they are very strong when they blow. They commence in the 
morning and blow until late in the afternoon and evening. In 
the winter time the storms come from the southwest. The wind 
usually commences to blow very strong from the southeast. It 
hardly ever blows for more than a few hours from that point of 
the com , when it veers around to the southwest, and there it 
blows with great strength and force. By reason of the location of 
Catalina Island, San Pedro is protected from those very heavy sea 
waves that roll in from the ocean. While Santa Monica in a de- 
= is protected, yet it is not protected to that extent, or our 

riend Captain Taylor, who made the report, would not have been 
obliged to leave his anchorage and seek the sheltering protection 
of the lee of Catalina Island. 

I find in looking at the chart which is before us that at Santa 
Monica—and anyone will noticeit by closely observing the map— 
there are various lines running north and south, or following the 
meanderings of the coast. They are called the 5-fathoms line, the 
10-fathoms line, the 15-fathoms line, and the 20-fathoms line. 
Surveyors seldom go outside of that. I find by examining the 
10-fathoms line, which is 60 feet deep, that at Santa Monica it is 
only one mile and a half from the shore. If this wharf is 1 mile 
long there would be only a half mile between the end of the wharf 
and the breakwater; and if other wharves are built out, as they 
inust necessarily be—this is to be not only a harbor of refuge, but 
also a great commercial harbor—there must be hundreds of 
wharves to accommodate the shipping. Where, then, is the an- 
cbhorage for the great ships that will come there from the orient, 
from the islands of the Pacific, through the Nicaragua Canal, 
which we all hope and expect to live to see constructed? Where 
will there be anchorage for those vessels if there is only a half 
mile between the end of the wharf and the breakwater? It is true 
that the engineer reports say there is an area of so many acres. 
That will be between the wharves, and every nautical man knows 
that it is impossible for vessels to navigate successfully among 
them, even in charge of a towboat. 

The wharf at Santa Monica, as I have said, has been a 
business investment. I believe the saving alone to the Southern 
Pacific upon its lighterage of coal and lumber and other supplies 
will amount to not less than fifteen and perhaps twenty thousand 
dollars per month, and by reason of their facilities for doing other 
business, for handling merchandise coming in over the wharves 
from other countries, as well as our own coast States, they can 
handle it much more cheaply than anybody else can, and this will 
correspondingly add to their revenue. Therefore, the building of 

w is a splendid business investment, and I do not believe 
that the projectors of the wharf when they built it had any expec- 
tation of asking the Government to build a breakwater. Fifteen 
miles south of San Pedro there is a wharf called Newport. wharf. 
It runs out into the ocean about 800 or 1,000 feet. During the 
ew t months 35,000,000 feet of lumber alone have passed over 

t wharf, besides thousands and thousands of tons of grain. The 
sameis true at San Buenaventura, Hueneme, and the other wharves 
on the coast. Every one of the owners of those wharves would 
like to havea b ter. It would be a great benefit to the 
respective ports; it would be a J cto benefit to the wharf, and yet 
it would not make a commercial port or a harbor of refuge of any 
one of those ports more than they are at the present time. It isa 
law of nature which never yet has been successfully controverted 
that a breakwater can not be successfully constructed that runs 
parallel with a rectilinear shore. 

It is contrary to the very nature of that it can be. At 
Santa Monica, as well as in other open steads, every twenty 
seconds there is a wave rolling in likea great battering ram, strik- 

against the 


ing against the beach or sea wall, breakwater, against 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 12, 


the wharf, or whatever may obstruct it. The most successfy] 
wharves that have been constructed on the coast are the wharves 
that presents the least surface of resistance for the action of the 
waves to strike against. Take a vessel and place it diagonally 
across the end of the wharf at Santa Monica or any other wharf 
extending into the sea, and I would almost wager my hope of 
future existence that if a southwest gale prevailed for twenty- 
four hours the vessel would sink at the end of the wharf or thie 
wharf would be a story of the past. It can not be otherwise. 

There is not an artificial breakwater constructed anywhere in 
the world of which we have knowledge that is built parallel to 
the shore. At Cherbourg, the t naval port on the coast of 
France, there are three land sides, and the great digue or brea\c- 
water is 24 miles from the inner shore. It was commenced. [ 
think, in the reign of Louis XVI. It was yearsand years—a hun- 
dred years I think—before it was completed. It costan enormous 
sum of monéy—more than $30,000,000—and for the first years of 
its construction it did not resist the action of the waves. Yet 
it is exposed only to the short, choppy seas of the British Chan- 
nel, Contrast that with the undula » never-ceasing waves of 
the Atlantic or the Pacific, rolling in every twenty seconds, as [ 
said before, thundering against this broadside. I believe tho 
Government engineers are right when they say it is almost an 
engineering impossibility to construct such a breakwater. 

While passing upon engineers, I wish to say one word. Yester- 
day eulogies were delivered upon the magnificient work accom- 
plished by Mr. Eads in the Mississippi River, and deserved cre«it 
was given to him. None hold him or his memory in higher ai- 
miration and esteem than do I. I knew him well, and when vov- 
ernor of California I took the responsibility of inviting him to 
come to California and there investigate the great question tliat 
was anne the — mind—the filling up of our rivers with 
thedébris flowing from the mines. He came there. He mala 
personal examination, and his report has been productive of much 
= and benefit to our people. Wearecarrying out, on the lines 

e proposed, some of the improvements to our rivers with the most 
satisfactory results. Yesterday in the discussion the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] or the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mitcur.i| 
said that all the credit was due to him, and that the Government 
engineers were mistaken. I do not claim that the United States 
engineers are infallible. They undoubtedly make mistakes at 


times. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from California 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was rised in looking over 
the Recorp this morning to find that in the little colloquy I had 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrrery] yesterday | in- 
advertently made a statement which was entirely too broad aud 
is calculated to do an injustice to the Engineer Corps. 

Ina ing the attention of the Senator from Louisiana to the 
Eads proposition in 1873, when that subject was before the Sen- 
ate committee, I said: 

At that time a controv: es of this 

ete tee Semiien, bee Weenies before the con. 

for improving the mouth of the Mississippi River. | 

init. Iwasa member of the committee, as I stated. Tho 

army engineers were unanimous in opposition to his scheme, from the Chief 
of Engineers down. 

The latter statement was inadvertently and unintentionally 
made byme. What I intended to say, and what I really supposed 
I had said until I read the Recorp this morning, was that the 
then Chief of Engineers, General Humphreys, and those ass0ci- 
ated with him in the office here—in other words, that portion of 
the Engineer whom we consulted then as we do now, (ien- 
eral Craighill and his associates, were unanimously opposed to 
the Eads proposition. That is what I intended to say, but my 
statement was entirely too broad when I said that the whole En- 

, from the Chief of Engineers down, were opposed to 

tement was an injustice to the i Corps, and I 

the Senator from Calif took his seat, to 

But inasmuch as the Senator was referring 

to the matter at this time, I thought the proper time to do so was 

now. 

In this connection, I will state that I this morning received 4 

letter from the present Chief of Engineers, Gen. W. P. Craighil!, 

very properly taking me to task for the statement I made, and! 

take pleasure in inserting General Craighill’s letter in the Recor? 
now. The letter is addressed to me, dated to-day. peeaye: 

would intentionally unjust Corps ol ngineers 

or anyone, the —_ of pee Behm oa made a statement 

which the facts do not sustain relative to the jetties at the mouth of the Mis- 





- 





1896. . 


is infallible, and the Corps of Engineers does not claim to be, nor 


Nobody 2 Resins 
mber of it, but let us have just at least. 
= "eapectfully and y, yours, 


W. P. CRAIGHILL, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
leasure in presenting this letter to the Senate and 
nant Snconnesated in the RECORD, as my statement yesterday, 
as I said, was entirely too broad. I should be the last one who 
hin 
oa a ee of or reflection upon the Engineer Corps of 
the Uni States Army, because I hold that Corps, as it is justly and 
universally held, in the very highest respect. The membersof the 
Corps are not infallible, as stated by the Chief of Engineers. No- 
body expects that of any corps or of any body of men. They some- 
make mistakes. The then Chief of Engineers, in 1873, was 


acne t error in his theory in opposition to the scheme of Mr. 
Eads. I had frequent conversations, | remember, with General 
Humphreys at the time, and his objections, as stated yesterday, 


were twofold. First, he claimed that after the jetties were built 
there would not be power enough in the current to wash out the 
silt from the bottom of theriver; and secondly, that if there were, 
then a bar would be formed out beyond the jettiesthat would pre- 
vent ships drawing 10 feet of water from coming in. Based on that 


, Vi opposition was then made by the Chief of Engi- 
eae his associates in charge of the Bureau in the War De- 


partment. That is what I intended to say yesterday and what I 
sup I had said, and I regret very much that I made the 


tement differently. 
our. PERKINS. Tcould not expect less from my distinguished 


friend the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHe.i] than that which | 


he has so frankly stated and which is a simple act of justice to 
our Government engineers. I was aboutto say that I am sure he 


was laboring under some erroneous impression, or that he had | 


received wrong information, as the facts he has stated had been 
im to me personally by Mr. Eads. 
ere is one other thought. I do not like to trespass so long 
upon the patience of the Senate, as the question has been so thor- 
oughly diseussed. My distinguished colleague [Mr. WHITE] pre- 
sented it in all of its phases, and I have endeavored not to enter 
upon any of the particular lines of thought which he followed. 
There are some suggestions, however, which I have learned in the 
practical school of experience which it seemed to me pertinent to 
offer at this time, and that is my excuse for intruding so long upon 
the patience of the Senate. 
There is one point against constructing a wharf in an open road- 
stead or arm of the sea which has not been alluded to, and that is 


the undertow. It may not be known to all, especially to those | 
who have not given it thought, that any shore presenting a line to | 


the ocean has what is known as an undertow; that is, the waves 
come rolling in like an avalanche, combing up over each other on 
the beach, taking a rotary motion. The result is that when the 
waves recede they run back with a strong undercurrent. That is 
what nautical men call the undertow, Any vessel lying at one of 
these open wharves feels the effect of this undertow. Itis stronger 
than the waves which are pressing her in toward the beach. The 
careful marimer moors his vessel so that in surging backward and 
forward the line that holds and counteracts the effect of the un- 
dertow is as strong as the one that resists the desire of the waves 
to press the vessel onto the shore. The result is that the vessel 
is in @ swing, as it were, backward and forward, forward and 
backward, with the never-ceasing motion of the ocean. 

I do not believe, and I do not think any engineering man does, 
that any breakwater e to the open sea can be constructed 
which will counteract the action of the undertow. It is fatal ina 
degree to the rapidity and the safety of handling freight. We lose 
large quantities of freight overboard and by being broken by fall- 
ing from the slings upon the wharf, caused by theconstant surging 
to and fro of the vessel. At Port Harford there is a rock perhaps 
8,000 feet out from the north point of the bay, and the Government 
has made ape iations for the building of a breakwater from the 
shore to eck im the bay. Itislan ked almost, and yet the 
undertow is present, especially when there has been a severe storm 
atsea. It must continue there. It is against the law of nature to 
have it otherwise in bay, inlet, or other place where the actions of 
the waves can affect the water. Therefore it is impossible to have 
in = open roadstead a successfully protected harbor where the 

may be taken on the beach, or launched from the beach, 
and boats pulled up for repairs or safety. 

The amendmen by my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
Wuire] provides that a new commission shall be appointed, whose 

it shall be to reexamine these two localities, Santa Monica 
and San Pedro. In doing this he has stated that which the people 
expected. He hasvoiced the sentiments of the people of California, 
the of his own city, the people of the great West, that com- 
merce and requires a great port of entry and a port of 
export in California. We want this money expended where it will 
do the most good. We want the Government to help us build this 
harbor, but. we do not want them to build it at a place where com- 
merce will derive no benefit. As there has been a great difference 
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t could by any construction be tortured into | 
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between private engineers and Government engineers as to the 
best locality, my colleague says, ‘‘ Let us have a new commission.” 
First, we will select one engineer from the Navy with rank not 
lower than that of commander. He holds his position for life. 
He is educated by the Government, and step by step, from mid- 
shipman to ensign, from ensign to lieutenant, from lieutenant to 
commander, and from commander to captain. he has won his 
epaulets by service. He holds his appointment during life or good 





behavior, not subject to the caprice of any political party. Who 
can object to such a commissioner? 

He selects another one who is connected with the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. Who is as capable to judge as the one who made 
the charts, who made the soundings, who knows the hydrography 
of the sea as well as the topography and the triangulations of the 
land? Hesays, ‘* Let usselect one from that department.” Then, 
wisely, in my opinion, he has said that after the money has been 


appropriated by the Government it must be expended by the 
United States Corps of Engineers. The corps is composed of men 
who, as I said before, are selected because of their skill. They, 
too, have advanced by reason of their special fitness to discharge 
the duties of their important offices. They have never proven 
recreant to duty, nor have they failed in any charge delegated to 
them. It seems to me eminently proper that one member should 
be selected from the Corps of Engineers, because they are to con- 
struct the work, and they should pass upon the practicability of 
doing so—whether there is good material at hand, whether it is an 
engineering possibility. Yet my friend the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] says, and I hardly think he means it, that a subordi- 
nate would not dare to differ with his chief, that a subordinate 
would not dare to set up an opinion of his own. My friend the 
Senator from Maine does great injustice to true manhood when 
he says that. It is the primary lesson, it is one of the elementary 
studies in that Academy, that the young cadet shall be independ- 
ent, that he shall speak for himself and reason for himself. It is 
the benefit of the judgment of such men, and not their superiors’ 
judgment, that the amendment proposes to give to the commis- 
sion. I say it is unjust, it is unfair to make the assertion. 

But I feel so deeply interested, I am so anxious that an appro- 
priation shall be made for a great commercial port in the proper 
place, that I wish to ask my colleague to consent to this amend- 
ment, and thereby quiet the objection of the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Maine. I want him to make this 
proposition to those who so strongly advocate the location of 
1 want him to say to them, 
** Although it is not right, it is not just to the engineers, yet I will 
sacrifice my feeling in the matter, and, if you will consent to this 
amendment, I will azree that the President of the United States 
shall, instead of one member from the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, appoint one from civil life, a practical engineer.” I believe, 
upon reflection, he will consent to do this, and if he does the 
amendment should be unanimously adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. There was a question suggested yesterday 
with regard to the rivalry between different railroads to obtain 
access to the Bay of Santa Monica. What is the fact in regard to 
that, and what is the lawin regard to connection with the harbor? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think that there is so much in that 
proposition as has been made to appear. I do not think that any 
railroad company can monopolize any one port. While, if they 
own the land, they have a great advantage as to warehouses and 
other terminal facilities, yet under the laws of our State, as I 
understand them, anyone can make application to the board of 
supervisors for a franchise to build a wharf amywhere on the 
coast within one or two thousand feet of another wharf. It is 
only necessary for them to show that the demands of commerce 
or of business require it, and the board of supervisors can then 
regulate the rates of toll over the wharf. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no arbitrary rule, then, but it may 
be done wherever it may be required by commerce. Have they 
that right? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iso understand. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator advised as to who owns the 
land at Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not, but it matters not who owns it, the 
right of way can be condemned there, and other wharves can be 
constructed, if the proper showing be made to the board of super- 
visors. 

Mr. STEWART. There has been some question made with re- 
gard to the position of the outer harbor at San Pedro. It has 
been suggested in argument that it is open to the southeast wind, 
and that that was an insuperable objection to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not feel called upon to expatiate particn- 
larly upon the merits of San Pedro Harbor, because we have the 
reports of two boards of engineers before us, and they have been 
spread in full upon the records of the Senate, and have fully an- 
swered the queries in relation to that subject. 
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Referring to the southeast winds, I would say that they p:ovail, 
but are of very short duration. They blow pretty «trone whiie 
they are blowing, but it is the experience of all nauticai men ‘hat 
the winds blowing from the southeast soon chop arovnd to the 
southwest, and the sea waves that roll in all come from the souih- 
west. One of the advantages of San Pedro over Sants Monica is 
that the island or Santa Catalina, located some 15 miles away, 
about 18 miics long, rising up out of the ocean nearly 3,000 feet, 
acts as nature's great breakwater to the Bay of San Pedro, 

Mr. STEWARY. As to winds coming from the south? 

Mr. PERKINS. As to winds from the south and west. 

Mr. STEWART. !amtalkingaboutsoutheast. Thegalecomes 
sometimes from the southwest; butif a heavy gale comes from the 
southeast, what effect would it have on the San Pedro Harbor? 
What effect would it have upon ships sailing into the bay? 

Mr. PERKINS. It depends upon their — tackling, their 
anchorage. I have known a great many ships to hold on there 
during a southeast gale. 
nn STEWART. Would that depend entirely upon the ground 

ing? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that; it would be 
as at any other place. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will recollect he explained to me 
one day the effect of the case made before the committee, and if I 
understood him aright he thought Santa Monica was decidedly the 
better place? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not the best place, but that the best argument 
had been eee 

Mr. STEWART. And that all the weight of evidence was in 
favor of Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. Idid. I listened to the testimony before the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and Iam frank to say 
that it presented a very taking case, but, — examination of the 
charts of the coast, especially of the 10 and 15 fathom curve line, 
and the soundings off Vincente and Point Firmin and Point 
Dume, I think the truth was painted by the advocates of Santa 
Monica in Titian colors. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator has described the harbor of 
Santa Monica as being exceedingly dangerous on account of the 
constant — of the waves, and yet during the last three or 
four years vessels have loaded and unloaded at that port without 
oeeeer. Is not that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that. I think I 
admitted in my remarks that ships, unless there were very heavy 
gales, could and did lie close to those wharves and discharge their 
oeeee, but, of course, not with the ease or facility that they 
could in still water. That applies to Santa Monica, and I also 
state that it 
coast which I could name. Our captains, or those who have 
charge of vessels navigating the ocean in the coastwise business, 
become thoroughly familiar with these different localities. It 
would seem at times almost impossible to make a successful land- 
ing; and yet they have done so, andcontinue todoso. I reiterate 
that which I stated before, that Santa Monica is one of the best 
wharves on that coast or any other coast. It answers the purposes 
for which it was constructed. It was and is a good business in- 
vestment. But the question we have under consideration is the 
appropriation by this Government of $3,000,000 for the purpose of 
building a breakwater. Is it practicable to build this breakwater, 
and, if it is built, will it bring the result that each of us desires? 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator in favor of building a break- 
water at one or the other place, or in favor of abandoning them 
altogether? 

Mr. PERKINS. With the report of the board of engineers 
before me—— 

Mr. STEWART. Iam speaking now of the Senator’s knowl- 
edge of the situation. He is a sailor and navigator, and I want the 
opinion of a sailor and a navigator in the Senate. I want to say 
that these engineers are selected on altogether different lines. As 
has been stated, they are selected on account of their mili 
knowledge; they are builders of military forts; they do not navi- 
gate the sea, and I would rather trust the Senator from California 
as to any harbor on the coast where he has navigated and where 
he lives, than any corps of engineers. Of course he would know 
more about it, because it is his specialty, it is in his line. 

It is not the business of the engineers to find harbors. They 
construct harbors after they are found. I remember an instance 
at Duluth. I was interested there. The engineers reported that 
the only way to build a harbor there was at the mouth of the 
St. Louis River, about 5 or 6 miles south of Duluth. The le 
were very anxious that there should be a harbor on the northwest 
corner, but the os were all against it. They finally d 
across the points which run out there several miles and connec 
with the bay inside. They ran across this point up near Duluth, 
when they were enjoined. Finally, they got inside and made a 

harbor after the engineers had all given it up. They have 
t up the main harbor now, and the objections the engineers 


— with equal force to 16 other wharves on the 


made to it have not materialized. Hngineers may bemistaken t}e 
same as anybody else; and locating harbors, as I have said, is ount- 
side of their specialty. But the point I make is that the Senator 
from California has some experience, and I will ask him one 
two more questions. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me first answer the questions the Senator 
has eet ut. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. When the Senator comes to California this 
summer I shall be pleased to take him yachting, and I shall try to 
find some quiet little cove, where we can discuss this question 
fully, and, combining the placid waters of the Pacific with other 
ingredients, which we will artificially secure, we shall make the 
i = pleasant one for him. 

e are acting here, however, Mr. President, in the capacity of 
representatives of the people and voting to appropriate a certain 
sum of money for certain pw It may not he improper for 
me to state that I accom a delegation to the Committee on 
Commerce of the House of Representatives early in the session— 
a delegation that came from San Jose,Cal. They were asking for 
$25,000 for the pu of straightening an arm of San Francisco 
Bay, an estuary that runs up to the town of Alviso, which is 
the depot for vessels from the — Santa Clara Valley. The 
gentlemen composing that committee listened to the remarks of 
the delegation patiently for a time, and finally interrupted with 
the question, ‘‘Have the Government engineers surveyed that 
place?” ‘* Yes; some years since.” ‘* Have they madean estimate 
of its cost?” ‘ No.” ‘*Do they recommend the appropriation?” 
‘Well, no; but yet they favor it.” ‘‘It is useless, gentlemen, for 
us to listen to you. It is a rule of thiscommittee and of Congress 
to make no appropriations for rivers and harbors or like improve- 
ments until the Corps of United States Engineers have surveyed 
them, have estimated the cost, and recommended the practica- 
bility of the same.” 

The delegation returned to San Jose; and ever since the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate have recommended the expeni- 
iture of $3,000,000 for the improvement of Santa Monica against 
the recommendation of the United States engineers I have been 
wondering what I should say to that delegation when I returned 
to California and was confronted by them and they said, © You, 
our representative, could not get us even a hearing because we 
had not the recommendation of the Government engineer, and 
yet in the Senate you appropriated $3,000,000 for an improvement 
which the Government engineers have not recommended.” | have 
been wondering what I shall say to them in reply. The only an- 
swer I can find is ae the Senator from Maine or the 
Senator from Nevada explain it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam trying to find, out what the Senator 
thinks about this question, for I regard his opinion as much more 
valuable than that of a man who is not an expert in navigation. 
The Senator is a sailor. He has already said that Santa Monica 
was an excellent place, the best place on the coast. He has already 
told us that ships have been in the habit of loading and unload- 
ing there without any difficulty for the last three or four years. 
I ask the Senator could they do that at San Pedro? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so, after constructing a proper whar!, 
not the same as my friend from Maine, who is very ingenious and 
wanted to build a wharf with its side to this breakwater. | - 
mired the ingenuity with which he presented the case on yester- 
day. Here is the point: He building a wharf heading 
west instead of southwest at edro and then a southwest win! 
would strike against it broadside. I would have said to him: 
**Senator, I would build my wharf head to the sea, and then it 
would stand.”” Of course it will not stand otherwise or as you 
have indicated the line you would construct it upon. 

Mr. STEWART. They can build a wharf just as the case 
stands now to answer equally for the purpose at Santa Monica. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so. , 

Mr. STEWART. Then they were very foolish to leave off !uild- 

a wharf there? 

r. PERKINS. No; because the other place is some twelve 
hours nearer to San Francisco, and has some other advantages. 

Mr. STEWART. What other advantages has it? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has deeper water, and they are saved from 
building a long line of railroad out to San Pedro Point to the 
wharf. The Senator is thoroughly familiar with it. The wharf 
could be built outside of Dead Island and run out south- 
west to the sea without any trouble. __ 

Mr. STEWART. Do I understand that the Senaior is willing 
to have an as made at one place or the other? | 

Mr. PER . Iam willing. I want to reiterate again and 
again that the necessities of southern California demand a (le) 
sea harbor. We want to make no mistake, and I aim willing (0 
vote for this amendment, and I hope my friend, if he wants the 
best place selected, will vote for the amendment proposed by ™y 

colleague from California, and make appropri 
ation tely. 


or 











Mr. STEWART. If this amendment is defeated does the Sena- 


ifornia to vote against the appropriation? 
tor fro ERKINS. r. President, it is hardly farr to anticipate 
what the verdict of the jury may be, and one is not qualified to 
sit as a juror who has y made up his mind before hearing 
the testimony. But we want a harbor; and if, as I have no doubt, 
the Senator is as honestly and as earnestly desirous for a deep-sea 
harbor as my colleague and I, he surely then will vote for the 
ent. 
a en TEW ART. That is not the question. I want to know 
how the Senator from California would vote in case the amend- 
ment is voted down? ; . 
Mr. PERKINS. I would be disqualified to sit on a jury if I 


had made up my mind in advance. 
Mr. VEST. i am as anxious to vote on this question as any 
Senator t. 1do not want to protract the discussion at all. 


I certainly shall not go into a discussion of California politics. I 
have only the most general interest in the political affairs of that 
State, and only know what the issues are before the people of 
California by the testimony taken before the Committee on Com- 
merce and by what I have seen in the newspapers published in 
t State. 
mr take it for granted that the Senator from California [Mr. Prr- 
xins] who has last spoken, when he charges the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. Frye] and myself with being libelers and common 
slanderers, is simpl ing in the Pickwickian sense and in- 
dulging in that old-fashioned and long-used political strategy 
which endears every representative to his people, of setting up 
some man of straw and then tearing him into pieces in the most 
impassioned manner, to give evidence of his love for his dear peo- 
ple. Nobody has attacked the people of California. I simply 
remarked, so far as I was individually concerned, that Mr. Hunt- 
ington seemed to be the issue and the great political factor in that 
State. My information comes from the California newspapers, 
which are sent to me in great abundance, all containing head- 
lines ‘‘ Huntington or anti-Huntington,” and declaring that the 
nestion now, the burning issue, is whether the State belongs to 
Huntin m politically or not; whether the Southern Pacific 
Railr 
wealth. 

In the speeches made by the California delegates before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce a large portion of their addresses were given 
to that issue. Mr. Huntington was denounced in the most vehe- 
ment terms by some, and praised by others. One gentleman, to | 
show the impassioned fervor which entered into this personal dis- | 
cussion, an éx-judge of the superior court of the State, declared 
that rather than make any compromise with Huntington, or any 
concession to Huntington influence, he would expatriate himself, 
and cease to be acitizen. [Laughter.] That will be found in the 
evidence taken before the committee, for I presume it is fully pub- 
lished, though I have not looked at it. 

So the Senator from Maine and myself are not responsible for 
these statements. California people came to us and made them, 
and they held up their manacled hands on the one side and asked 
us to deliver them from the thraldom of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad, headed by Huntington, and the other side wanted to 
deify Huntington as a great benefactor, who was causing the grass 
to grow where it had not grown before and the fragrance of 
flowers to be found upon their arid lands. If any Senator or Rep- 
resentative of the people of California can stand here in the pres- 
ence of the utterances of their friends and say that this Hunting- 
ton issue is not the burning one in that State, then he has a hardi- 
hood which I do not envy and which I can not appreciate. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Here is an extract from a leading California news- 
paper, published about a week ago, and sent tome marked. lf 
the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. It is as follows: 


The list of the nine members of the committee who voted for the Santa 
Monica steal has the seaupetive sound of a burglar alarm. The names are 
Frye, GORMAN, Jones, ELKINS, MCMILLAN, MurpHy, McBRIDE, QUAY, 
and Squire. There are two or three Senators in that lot whom it might be 
safe to meet on a dark night with a pocketful of money, but if a marksman 
wanted to bring down the greatest number of rascals with the smallest sup- | 
ply of rocks he could dispose of his missiles to better advantage in that 

anywhere else in the Capitol outside of a joint meeting of the | 


system is to dominate the free voters of that Common- 





Committees on 
‘hter. 
fe Woncorr. From what newspaper is that? 


Mr. FRYE. The San Francisco Examiner. 

Mr. VEST. That is certainly a very vitriolic utterance. I am 
not taking any issue with it. eonly surprise I desire to express 
cong Hemeaaesy — ; eos the first Rewer I ~or 

ug. P ve char me with burglary anc 
every other felon , 


Mr. FRYE. They had not heard the Senator make the speech 
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in which he stated that Huntington was entitled to the rights of 
a civilized man. If they had heard that he would have been in 
the list. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VEST. I protest against this being an issue of Huntington 
or no Huntington. I know very little about Mr. Huntington that 
every other Senator does not know. I think he is entitled to fair 
treatment, and that his claims are to be considered just as the 
claims of any other citizen of the United States. I do not intend 
to go into any discussion of that matter, nor dol propose to waste 
the time of the Senate in talking about the high character of the 
Corps of Engineers. They are gentlemen, United States officers, 
and whilst they are fallible and have the same prejudices and pas- 
sions and errors that the rest of us have, they are certainly, as a 
Corps of Engineers, entitled to the highest commendation and con- 
sideration. It is not true, however, that they have been impecca- 
ble and infallible. They have made a great many mistakes, which 
I do not care to enumerate, but they are known to every public 
man who has had anything to do with rivers and harbors. As to 
corruption, they have no more been exempt from that than any 
other set of human beings organized for any human purpose. One 
of the worst scandals that ever took place in the city of Washing- 
ton was that connected with the tunnel for the water works here, 
in which, I believe, the Government lost about a million and a half 
of dollars. That was, to use the mildest expression, caused by the 
criminal negligence of a member of the Corps of Engineers; and 
yet no man would stand here and say that the whole Corps were 
guilty of criminal negligence or corruption. Asarule they are men 
of the highest official and personal character, there is no question 
about that; but they are not infallible, and especially about rivers 
and harbors, and for the simple reason that, as the head of that 
Corps himself said before our committee, they are not riparian 
engineers, they are fortifications engineers. 

These engineers went to San Pedro and Santa Monica. Their 
first idea was how these places were to be defended in case of a 
naval war, and when they look at any improvement upon the 
seacoast that is naturally their first idea, because they are West 
Pointers, trained in the art of destroying men and of defending 
localities. You could no more expect them to be riparian engi- 
neers than you could expect that they were astronomers or 
chemists or proficient in any other department than that for 
which they had been educated. I have the greatest respect for 
them. I received a copy of the letter which the Senator from 
Oregon read from the head of the Corpsof Engineers. I suppose 
he thought it was necessary to send it tome because I said yester 
day that the Corps of Engineers had opposed the jetty improve- 
ments at the mouth of the Mississippi River. They did oppose 
them. They are opposed to them to-day, and their objection to 
them is that a man outside of the Corps of Engineers, to whom 
this sort of work was not given by the Government, had been 
successful in doing what the leading engineers who belonged to 
that corps had denounced as utterly impossible. General Hum- 
phreys, at the head of the Engineer Corps, denounced the jetty 
system as applied to the mouth of the Mississippi River. I wish 
to say now in reply to my friend from Louisiana [Mr. CArrery} 
that the jetty system is not a failure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Louisiana made no asser- 
tion that it was a failure. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator quoted yesterday from, I suppose, an 
interview, certainly not a report, of Major Quinn, who is the offi- 
cer detailed from the Corps of Engineers to examine the jetty work 
and to report whether the Eads estate are entitled to the money 
for having 26 feet of water there with a 30-feet central channel 
200 feet wide. If Major Quinn ever made any such report I have 
never been able to find it. I have here, not exactly an interview, 
but a report from the New Orleans papers, in which Major Quinn 
is made to say that this work is comparatively a failure; that the 
bar is increasing outside the mouth of the Mississippi River. He 
nowhere says in that interview or report, or whatever it may be— 
the newspaper report of what he did say—that the Eads estate 
would be compelled, on account of the expense of dredging, to 
abandon the contract; there is nothing of that sort in it; but he is 
made to say that the expenses increase, that the dredging is con- 
tinuing, and that the remedy—and that is the point lam coming 
to, because the people of the Mississippi Valley, including those 
of Missouri, are vitally interested in the project of the jetties at 
the mouth of the Mississippi—he does say that the only remedy in 
the future is to cut a channel from Algiers to Barataria Bay. In 
other words, he indorses the outlet system, which is directly an- 
tagonistic to the jetty system. There are two schemes for the 
improvement of the mouth of the Mississippi River and for the 
whole length of it. One is known as the outlet system, which is 
to exhaust the water in the river and prevent the outflow that 
damages and devastates the lower Mississippi country—to take the 
water out of the river; and Major Quinn says that that is the 
remedy, if he is reported correctly in the New Orleans paper, to 
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cut a canal from Algiers to Barataria Bay, and then put jetties 

at the mouth of that canal. : 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does that interview purport to be aathentic 
wherein it is stated that Major Quinn is in favor of a canal to cut 
across from Algiers to Barataria Bay, rather than to maintain 
the pa =F ges at the mouth of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. V Yes, sir; he says that is the ultimate remedy; and 
he sa = that it is the only remedy that can be applied. In order 
that man oe him no injustice I will give the interview. 

ae CAFFERY. I never heard of any such statement as com- 

from Major Quinn. 

r. VEST. eve is Major Quinn’s interview, and here is the 
answer of the New Orleans paper. The Times replies to him in 
acolumn. It says that he was never friendly to the jetty system; 
that he has never been able to overcome his prejudices; and that 
he is new advocating the outlet system, which will ruin New Or- 
leans and ruin the commerce of the Mississippi River. Here is 
the report, which I did not care to inflict upon the Senate, but I 
will put it in the Recorp. It is at the service of my friend. It 
purports to be an interview with him, in which he goes on to de- 
clare that the jetty system is comparatively a failure; that there 
are lumps of mud being formed in the channel; that the channel 
is crooked; that there is a bar forming which has increased 
— for the past ten years at the mouth of the jetties; and that 

ll require an infinite amount of expensive dredging in order 
to keep up the channel to 26 feet and 30 feet as the central depth. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

A CALAMITY HOWL—MAJOR QUINN'’S RECENT INTERVIEW SEVERELY CRITT- 
CISED—RESIDENTS OF PORT EADS DECLARE THE PASS FROM THE RIVER TO 
THE SEA WAS NEVER IN BETTER CONDITION—NAMES OF VESSELS OF GREAT 
DRAFT THAT HAVE PASSED OUT KECENTLY. 

[Special to the Times-Democrat. ] 
Port Eaps, LA., December 21, 1895. 
The interview of Major Quinn in yesterday's Picayune has been generall 
and unfavorably discussed here by many. He is not taken seriously, but 
reg 9s amere calamity howl. His interview is a contradiction of, and 

is at variance with, his annual reports on South Pass for the years 1894, 1895, 
which show that the en ped area in the Gulf at the mouth of the ‘Pass, 

instead of diminishing, ncreased in depth. The mud lumps that he 

speaks of are far to t 2 seule of na tion, and were there when the 
jotts es were built and are there now. Thes oaling around them is ex 

as the water of the Pass is discharged in that direction, but it is entirely out 

of the track of navigation and will do no harm. 

The t work from one end of the Pass to the other is in good came, 
and 0 © usual force of men is cease 55 to keep it in repair. 

nel eeceah the Pass from the river sea was never ans oma the 

largest cans pass in | po eo the = difficulty. Since Novem- 

ber 1 over 50 foreign and domestic vessels drawing over ‘feet, and many 
drawing over 25 feet, have gone tosea. On December 4the steamship Leenki, 
drawing 2% feet 10 inches, went to sea, ond on the same day the American 

drawing 2% feet 8 inches, went out. On December 11 the Pio IX. jlrawing 3 

Godamh Gee chaegl sAineah didheaity. abuse Squece are olicid, ond ens 

ne e 

obtained from the bar pilots. * a 
At present there is no evidence of sali necessity for an early or remote 

extension of the jetties, and the Pree of there be only 10 or 12 feet 

on the bar in the next ten years, as Maj uinn says, is tched and not 
deserving of serious consideration. 


MAJOR QUINN AND THE JETTIES. 


(New Orleans Times-Democrat, December 22, 1895.] 
or Quinn, of the \Onttes States Engineers, who has supervision of anum- 
x. important works in this district pete others the jot has for some 
time past spoken more cr less derogatively the latter, on the test 
engineering achievements in the coun Major Quinn \navmot said that the 
jetties were a failure—indeed, he aan not. It is his dut ay te ts Fedora on their 
status, and whether the contract of the jetty omer with the Federal Gov- 
ernment has been carried out; and he alwa, 
out and that the depth of water requi , 
in his interviews there is the neral ion that the jetties are not the 
a the mouth of the river; that they are merely a tempo- 
f after all; that it will cost an immense sum to extend them, and 
tha’ this will only relie ver 2 nee when a further 
extension will a uired, it being more difficult 
een Sot to get as to the fate of the the 
accompan a permanent solution gimtonley, 
a canal Drona the ‘aliclesipp! to taria Bay. In rastunea = 
ae — advoonte of ine outlet or Sarcmal theory, as rede 
or yP 
is remarks pews the gion of crea apprehension as to the harbor of 
waa they undoubtedly throw dis- 
coming from an cer of the 
of all the engineers 
in the world, out by the grea’ a 
cameos. When Congress took ‘Nola Sete matter it had to compare 
canal one, whic or 
his Biretaria tod tht ee Bt 


Philip Canal is less favorably loca 

one. 
The outlet or canal ition was before but 

when oo Eads a he woke thaws so clear Saree 

ae eo ae vial wm ane 

pose to afford a na e 

river, that a Magor at once decided in favor of the 


ax which M inn is now required to supe 
The jetties to be all that Captain Eads claimed 
more. We hav co iedl them for nearly twenty and they have been of 
untold value to ‘New Orleans and the Yississipp! Valley, and worth hundreds 
of millions of dollars to the country. 
aoe Paes 9s bene — een that there would be some 
will not bea difficult or 
predictions 


tie oktgnion of te ft In fine, Captain Bads's in regard 


unfor 
ett an pen he 
ne yp =e" 


to the jetties and the mouth of the river have been so completely verifi 
every respect that it would be very bad ju t on our e ieee 
Guinn 9 he groper S — the improvement of river and adopt that of Major 


inn or anyone else. 
1's account of the condition of affairs at the jetties, our 
declares that it is “ farfetched and not deserving of seri- 
ms sociation ena even styles or Quinn “a calamity howler.’ His 
SSeS the jetties is acon ion of and ee at variance with 
is last annual report pe ape Fg Sem re War. There has been 
no filling up at the mouth of the Pass, and the mud lumps he speaks of, and 
which are out of the way of navigation, were there wien the jetties were 
built. The channel from the jetties out was never better than it is now, and 
Seas is noe of any for an early or remote extension of th. 


the jetty tee for the mouth of the river, 
and Laas stationed a oe Q a. to see that the contract is carried out, 
he e person to , to oneal ly t slurs on it, and 
Sopevenes its failure; ‘and we ria that it would be better, if he holds the 
opinion he seems to e , to rep’ with some other engineer who 
believes in the jetties and is anxious rous of seeing th 6 success of this 
8 eS ss roe tbh ee Bh, has decided in favor 


gress 
lan in If h e 
Sas Seer ieee eh Calas eS 


to report it, but his predictions of 

re are no more w Khe x the similar ions that 
wars so frequent when the work wan 2 first bege wand we have 4 nearly 
twenty — use of the jetties to 
eT n to 


ty of those forecas 
As for the canal p by Bay, it is a orthy 
of consiierntion. these canal projects over and over 


Congress 
again, and there ‘is nothing in —— Quinn's canal to recommend it. Empty- 
ite ‘aha beony of shallows. it would ee ~, - mouth unless he 
jetties to keep it 


ear of the mud etties he would 
encounter the same difficulties which he claims Nat mouth of the 


, without the ieee of the vaee. bo current of the great 
ch is now so effective in getting rid of the mud in South Pass. 

It is always unwise to Caress Lee in charge of work or to supervise it 
who is opposed to it and i > is ig going to prc proves & ve. Major Quinn 
is not the man to sw the opinion of them 

his interviews iene 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have here an official statement of 
the depth of water in the jetties. Itcomesfrom areport made by 
Major Quinn himself. ithout reading all of it, for it is an ex- 
tensive array of figures, it shows that the first year the jetties went 
into operation the depth was feet. In the report “tor the last 
month that is reported upon, which was June, 1895, the depth of 
water in the jetties was feet, or an increase of two-tent hs, 
Of course it varied from time to time, but not in one single year 
did the Government fail to pay to Captain Eads when living, and 
to his estate after his death, the amount which that estate or which 
Captain Eads was entitled to receive only upon complying with 
the contract to maintain 26 feet of water over the whole 200 feet 
in width with a central depth of 30 feet, which was the main chian- 
nel. In order to condense this matter, to put it in form before the 
Senate, I will ask the Secretary to read as a part of my remarks 
a letter from Mr. Corthell, who was the assistant of Captain Lads 
and had ¢ of the jetties, and who knows the truth of the 
statements which he makes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. —— is th the date of it? 

Mr. VEST. Y ht. 

The VICE-PRES Nt. — poems will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Government having cru! 


WaAsHInaTon, D. C., May 11, 1896. 
DzAR panes Vest: The remarks made by Senator CAFFERY to-day in 
condemnation of the jetties at the mouth of th Pass, built by Captain 


mt eieieaen fo tae formation of th bet 1875 and 1879, tl 
eC ween and 1879, the 
tong ian omy from my History of ike Miaatsetpeol Jetties, page 214, and I 


obtained Loy dredging, but the 
amount of material moved by this means has been so small, being only about 
i per cent of the whole, that we have not included it in the exhibition of 
= This oe result which the cur- 
the fact that it is now 
still further enlarge it.’ 

channel, and — ins 

oe Maj ames 
, dated June 30, 1895, by 
the entire jetties 
feet wide at that 
Soe, ames that this chan- 
for the largest ships. 
aoe ‘ou to the table 
17% w to 
re period 
y 8, maximum io tain Eads, 
pevecensee tothe requirements of his contract with ie United States 

Government, up mis for deep 1895, ga oe last month of the report. 
is for a deepening rather than a shoaling in the 


interesting data in regard to 

you will understand that this 

purpose of not enlar lerging but 

make it conform to the vei cult re- 
make it foot wide at 

B has often happened 

99 feet, and the centr: al 

that while the channel 

it should have at least the 

of years that the 26 foot 


but ane oly depth 
pose made 30 feet 
,in order to 

correctet 


n the jetty 
re I assume 











etties was required in only one year in the last thirteen years, and that was | The Eads Company would have to kee 


a ymarkable phenomenon of sand waves which moved down the 

See eee a | raenen the jetty channel to the Gulf, and to the further fact 

main r “Gredging whatever has m required beyond the jetties in the last 
that no his fact alone would seem to be an indication at least tha 
f shoaling could be taking place beyond the end of the jet 

during five thousand eight hundred and forty days 


three years, and t 
no great amount 0 
ties. In other Wo 


that have els his executors have been obliged to dredge to maintain a legal 


one hundred and sixty-one days. 

It was very unfortunate for Senator Carrery to refer to Major Quinn as 
his authority for his statement, for this same Government officer bas been, 
iering the last two years, so hostile to the jetties that he has made himself 
a obnoxious, even on the streets of New Orleans, in predicting failure 
and in calling the jetties “a fraud.” In December, 1895, he allowed himself 

ed, and 
to be tae December 20, 1895. Talso hand you with it a statement 
sent from Port Eads at the time, which I am sure is correct, and I quote from 
it a few lines referring to the navigation passing through the jetties: 
; “Phe channel through the Pass from the river to the sea was never better, 
and the lar vessels pass in and out without the slightest difficulty. Since 
November | over 50 foreign and domestic vessels drawing over 23 feet, and 
many drawing over 25 feet, have gone to sea. On December 4 the steam 
ship Leenki, drawing 25 feet 10 inches, went to sea, and on the same day the 
American, drawing 25 feet 3 inches, went out. On December 11 the Pio LX, 
drawing 2% feet, went tosea; and on the 12th the steamer Parkmore, drawing 
% feet, went through the channel without difficulty. These figures are 
official and are obtained from bar pilots.” 

Lalso hand you an editorial of the Times-Democrat of December 22, 1895, 
which gives the real animus of Major Quinn's —— to the jetties; in 
other words, he is still harping on the project of a canal and following the 
lead of his superiors, who, as you know, were utterly vanquished at the time 
of thecharter. He is making the senselessand uncalled-for prediction which 
they made so persistently and openly twenty-two years ago. 

It may be proper for me to state from pews mal knowledge that the execu 
tors of baptain s’s estate have felt called upon to protest against the per- 
sistent attacks and the outspoken hostility of Major 
great work. : ; 

You, who knew him so well and so fay sadeutnes and appreciate the 
remarkably successful results achieved by him, are fully able to defend him. 

Iam. Senator, yours, very truly, 


uinn to Captain Eads’s 


E. L. CORTHELL. 
Hon. Gzorce G. VEST, . 
United States Senate, City. 


Mr. VEST. Idesire to putinto the Recorp, without reading it, 
another letter to which Mr. Corthell refers. It makes the record 
perfect in that respect. — 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


THR RIVER'S MOUTH—MAJOR QUINN'S CHARTS SHOW IT TO BE FILLING, AND 
DESPERATE REMEDIES WILL SOON HAVE TO BE TAKEN TO PRESERVE A 
CHANNEL. ; 

{New Orleans Picayune, December 20, 1895. ] 


Yesterday Major Quinn returned to the city from quite an extended visit 
to Mobile Bay. Some time ago vessels, in entering the harbor during bad 
weather, carried away one or twoof the beacons, and Major Quinn visited 
the harbor for the purpose of replacing these beacons. 

Yesterday Major Quinn was extremely busy arranging a number of new 
maps and soundings taken at the mouth of the jetties, preparatory to a re- 
port to his department at Washington. After inspecting these charts and 
maps, which are the results of long months of observation, Major Quinn 
has come to the conclusion that the Gulf has been shoaling up, from the mouth 
of the jetties out, at the rate of 100 feet per annum. 

The outside limit of the bar extends fully 1,500 feet farther out than it did 
during the year 1879. This very grave fact, together with the gradual in- 
creasing of bar’s width, has been carefully marked off on the charts. 

These documents were laid upon a table and Major Quinn, after a thorough 
explanation, remarked that within ten years, should the present conditions 
remain as they are now, there would not be more than 10 or 12 feet on the 
deepest part of the bar. The slope of the jetties has been gradually decreas- 
ing, which slackens the current and removes the power which has in years 
past carried the mud of the river farther out to sea. There has been a 
gradual building up from the Head of the Passes down to the very mouth of 
the jetties. The only relief for the dangers which must come upon New 
Orleans is an extension of the jetties out into the sea, fully 1,500 feet, where 
the 20-foot shoals have begun to form. 

At the mouth of the jetties there is a deep valley, as it were, where there 
is some 30 or 40 feet of water, but on each side of the works and beyond this 
deepened part of the Gulf there begin two banks of mud. Some of these 
lumps are so large that there is but 20 feet of water. Thechannel, however, 
is . Farther out there are other shoals. where from 3 to # feet of 
water can befound. Gradually the gulf deepens, until, at a distance of a 
mile and a half, there is 100 feet of water. 

During 1879, three — after the building of the jetties, soundings and 
maps were made. e same depths then existed. There were 20 and 30 foot 
bans, but this shoaling up and gradual deepening began much closer to the 

mouth of the jetties. At the rate of 100 feet for the year, these 
shoals have been moving farther away from the jetties. 

Major Quinn e further that with the shoaling up of the Gulf there 
was a decrease in the slope in the jetties and a corresponding decrease in the 
velocity of the stream. is wasa very grave situation, for it meant certain 
ruin for the mouth of the river. Referring to a report upon the jetties, he 
stated that in ee of the jetties was .856, while in 1895 it showed 


621, or a 235. 
In 1879, du the low tide, there was a slope of 1.242, while under the same 
in there was a slope of 0.994. The slope of the jetties in 1879 
—- mean tide was 1.05, and in 1803, the same conditions, the slope 


Steadily this slope would be decreased until there would be no velocity to 
thestream and the filling up would comemorerapid. He figured that within 
smother fifteen years there would not be more than 10 or 12 feet of water on 

Major Quinn was asked for his opinion as to a suitable and permanent 
aaa this threatened calamity. The only relief which he could suggest, 
and would be but temporary, was an extension of the jetties at least 
1500 feet. This would cost a vast amount of money. There would be more 
difficulty in extending the je 
there are deep places which must be crossed, and t 
amount of money and trouble. Then, too, even after this jetty work was 
ie Sento rome have to be a renewal in another twenty or thirty years. 
He t that the Eads Company could maintain the regular depth of 
water until the time their contract expired, but at the ending of this contract 
& vast amount of money would have expended. 


since the maximum channel was obtained by Captain Eads | 


I inclose the interview, which appeared in the New | 





tty work than previously, for the reason that | 
his would cost a vast | 
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p a dredge boat constantly at wor! 


for the passes are filling up. At present: 


redges are worked every day ar ia 
large force of men are kept at work upon the banksofthe pass. Healso found 
by the charts the same condition of affairs at the Southwest and Southeast 
passes. He has notas yet had time te make a thorough investigation of these 

| outlets, however. 


There was but one permanent remedy which Major Quinn could suggest, 
and that was to cut a canal from Algiers to Barataria Bay. There would be 
no currents into the bay to speak of, and this could be regulated with locks, 





At the end of the canal, in the bay, the jetties could be constructed so that 
deep water could be reached. This would make the distance between New 
Orleans and the Gulf, by water, only 50 miles, just one-half the distance along 
the river banks. This would require about five years’ constant work. ond 
within that time work would also have to continu n the jetties 

When these jetties are extended further out int he sea. t direction 
will have to be changed considerably. The mud banks on the t ive 
formed almost directly in front of the opening, while the } t east 
side of the jetties have drifted further away Chis is most | s 
currents in the Gulf. 

Major Quinn was confident that something would have to be done upon th« 
jetties before long, especially after the Eads contract has expired, which w 


be within a few years. 

Mr. VEST. I care nothing about the personal part of this mat- 
ter. I donot know Major Quinn. But I know that the people of 
the Mississippi Valley are deeply and intensely interested in the 
question as to the success of those jetties; and I know more than 


| that, that when this interview or newspaper report in regard to 


what Major Quinn had said was published it created consterna- 
tion in St. Louis and in all the country which is tributary com- 
mercially to New Orleans and is dependent upon the success of 
the jetties. If Major Quinn is correct then the outlet system is 
the proper one. If the outlet system is the proper one the jetties 
constitute a great blunder, and we have been expending millions 
of dollars for nothing. That is the inevitable result. As to the 
jetty system, I know personally from observation that it has been 
eminently successful in other places besides the mouth of the 
There are bars on the Mississippi River removed by 
the jetty system where no dredging is now required, and where 


| there used to be 4 and 5 feet of water there are now 9, 10, and 12. 


There is upon the Missouri River to-day a piece of work extend- 


| ing 45 miles, done under the jetty system, which is the most per- 





fect piece of riparian engineering in the United States. It was 
done by the Corps of Engineers upon the jetty plan. The Chief 
of Engineers claims in his letter to the Senator from Oregon that 
the jetty plan was originally adopted by the Corps of Engineers 
and afterwards was applied by Eads at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi. But I care nothing about the matter. I do not wish to 
inject it here, and would not have done so except to make evident 
what I think is the truth—that the jetties at the mouth of the 
Mississippi are not a failure at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Neither the Senator from Missouri nor Mr. 
Corthell, whom the Senator appears to take as authentic proof, 
can put into my mouth words that I have never said. Ido not 
charge the Senator from Missouri with that attempt, but the trend 
of his argument would seem to imply that there is hostility upon 
my part to the Eads jetty system. 

Mr. VEST. No; I did not mean that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator does not? 

Mr. VEST. IbegtheSenator’spardon. Hequoted Major Quinn, 
and what I have said was in reply to the alleged statement of Major 
Quinn. Forinstance, when I asked the Senator's authority for the 
statement that the Eads estate was about to abandon the dredging 
on account of the expense and said, ‘‘ Who made that statement?” 
his reply was, ‘‘ Major Quinn.” Now, permit me to say one other 
word. Iam intimately acquainted with the executor and son-in- 
law of Captain Eads, Mr. McHenry. If any such idea obtains 
with Mr. McHenry or any of the heirs, and I believe there is only 
one other, of Captain Eads’s estate, I have never heard of it. On 
the contrary, my information is that they propose to carry on that 
contract, and there never has been a shadow of a doubt in St. 
Louis, where Mr. McHenry has his home, that that was his inten- 
tion. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not remember the exact words that I 
used yesterday in the part that I took in the debate, but I do not 
believe that I made the statement that the Eads heirs were about 
to abandon the jetty contract. I think in speaking of the cost of 
dredging, equalizing or about equalizing the amount of the in- 
stallments that they would derive from the Government, I quoted 
Major Quinn. I will read precisely what I said: 


Mr. Car¥ery. I know that the work of the current has been su mented 
by the artificial work of dredgers. That iknow. Ihave heard ted that 
it was doubtful whether Eads’s heirs would continue the dre to main 
tain the depth, as the expense of dredging mat 1als t nstallments they 
would derive from the Government for ing open the channel 

Mr. President, I know Major Quinn. Ido not know Mr. Cor- 


thell. I do know that Major Quinn is an ornament to the service 
of the United States, both in his character as a man and in his 
equipment as an officer. He has made certain statements. He 
stated that the jetty channel was dredged. He stated that it was 
dredged to keep it open. The letter of Mr. Corthell read in the 
Senate proves that statement. He says there has been a small 
amount of dredging done, but there have been, I believe, one hun- 
dred and sixty-one days of dredging done out of five thousand 


*) 
; 
f 
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days. Iam not expert enough to know whether that amount of 
dredging would show that the jetties failed entirely in their pur- 

or partially in their purpose, but the fact remains that there 
fos been dredging, and a considerable amount of dredging. The 
suction dredges which are now used throw out an immense quan- 
tity of mud or sand or gravel, as the case may be, in an hour. I 
think I heard a statement from the Senator from Missouri to the 
effect that one of the suction dredges used upon the Mississippi 
River in clearing out a sand bar would throw out 8.000 cubic feet 
of dirt in an hour. If, therefore, any dredges of that sort were 
used for one hundred and sixty-one days upon the Eads Channel 
an enormous amount of deposit would have been thrown out of 
the jetties. 

I do not condemn, and Mr. Corthell can not make me condemn 
by a letter to anybody, the jetty system. When Major Quinn, as 
much as I think of him as a man and an officer, offered his judg- 
ment in regard to the comparative merit between the outlet sys- 
tem and the jetty system, it did not at all affect my judgment. I 
have seen oe of the jetty system and know enough of it to 
believe that while it will notat the mouth of the Mississippi River 
accomplish the entire dredging of the river, it will do so by being 
helped with dredges. That is not sufficient, however, to condemn 
it, and I do not condemn it for that reason. I believe that by 
narrowing the channel, and by giving greater velocity and volume 
to the current, sand bars in the Mississippi River or any other 
silt-bearing stream will be necessarily removed and the sandy bot- 
tom deepened. But where the tide only rises, as it does at the 
mouth of the Mississippi, about three feet and three feet and a 
half, there is not enough rise of water and the outgoing tide does 
not go down with enough velocity in low water to effect a com- 
plete dredging process, as is done, as the Senator from Missouri 
well knows, in certain rivers of Europe, where the ebb and flow 
of the tide is much —_—— than it is upon the Gulf of Mexico. 

I do not want to be brought into a controversial discussion, nor 
do I want to be made to attack a principle of deepening rivers 
which I indorse so far as my limited judgment goes. do not 
pretend to be an expert. Ido not pretend to have that ability 
which I have heard advanced upon this floor, that a man can 
jndge of the superiority of one harbor over another by looking at 

t. I know my judgment indorses the Eads project of improve- 
ment upon the Mississippi River. Not only that, but I believe 
that the levee system, in accordance with that principle of im- 
roving rivers, is necessary to the deepening of the channel of the 


ississippi River, because it is only carrying out the system that 
Mr. Eads 


adopted at the mouth of the river. By confining the 
channel, by narrowing the water, not permitting it to spread over 
a vast area, you necessarily force the water to cut out obstruc- 
tions. 

I had intended before this discussion ended to say something 
about the two harbors on the Pacific coast; but I believe that any 
further remarks from me upon this point will be entirely unneces- 
sary in view, as 1 am told, of the ible termination of the con- 
tentions between Senators who advocate one or the other of these 
harbors by a ——— acceptable to both sides. 

Mr. WHITE. r. President, I desire to say a few words in re- 
sponse to the statements made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 

RYE]. 

in the first place, I repudiate the intimation that there is any- 
thing of the so-called sand-lot agitation to be found upon the San 
Pedro side of this controversy. I wish to say tothe Senator from 
Maine that the people of California are as law-abiding, and, with 
due deference to him and his constituents, as fully competent to 
take care of their own affairs, as intelligent, and as enlightened 
and progressive as are those whom he represents here. 

As far as I am personally concerned, he places an estimate upon 
my character far from flattering when he assumes that I can be 
swerved in the slightest degree from the pathway of my duty by 
any ulterior influence or unreasoning excitement. I say to the 
Senator from Maine that however independent he may be I claim 
similar independence. I deny that my constituents are animated 
by any motives not creditable, manly, and thoroughly American. 

ose who are immediately interested in Los Angeles are persons 
of discrimination, fairness, and education. Nor is it true that I 
said one word in the somewhat lengthy argument made by me here 
that can be called undue criticism or uncalled-for censure of Mr. 
Huntington. I used no imprecatory phrase, no denunciatory 
epithets. I am confident that I have acted within the rules of 
politeness and duty. True, I do not and did not regard the soil 
upon which he treads as sacred, but I trust that I uttered no ex- 
ression in reference to Mr. Huntington which was not becoming. 
Bis affairs when connected with legislation are to that extent 
proper matter for comment; so also of his motives. He is entitled 
to fair treatment and nothing more. 

As my coll e [Mr. PERKINS] has said, the people of our State 
are always ready to do justice and have no tion to oppress. 
They have resented certain interferences by Mr. Huntington and 
his associates in local affairs, and have demanded immunity in 
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politics from corporate domination. The issue before us, however, 
must be solved upon other lines. I have endeavored to consider 
it on its merits, and Mr. Huntington's personality has less infiu- 
ence upon me perhaps than upon some who might be identified. 

While the Senator from Maine was most eloquent and lauda- 
tory, and, I believe, extravagant in his praises of Mr. Huntington, 
Ido not complain. It isa matter of taste for which I am no; 
responsible. He can record his admiration, if it pleases him so to 
do. But I do complain of the caustic phrases he has used towari 
those who sent me here, and I assert he was not justified in the 
attacks so gratuitously made. The Senator from Maine says very 
truly that the proposed outer harbor is not to bea mere loc:! 
improvement, and that the entire Senate—the country at large 
is interested, and that it makes no difference what the peop). f 
Los Angeles want. He takes pains to tel the Senate he does not 
care what they want, a proposition which perhaps it was not 
necessary for him to announce here formally. 

It is true that the nation is concerned in works of this kind. It 
is true that the views of the Senators from California are not con- 
clusive. It is equally true that I might invade the domain of my 
friend the Senator from Maine and pass judgment upon public 
works in the State of Maine, and pay no attention to his recom- 
mendation. This course I might adopt as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Perhaps it would be my duty in certain 
contingencies to do so. I might act likewise regarding proposed 
improvements in other States. But surely I would not follow 
such a course without the gravest cause. It is the habit to yield 
somewhat to those who come from the locality immediately 
affected. It is sometimes the case that Senators who have reside 
for a long time in a particular neighborhood know more about it 
than a gentleman, however able he may be, whose eyes have been 
transitorily cast upon the troubled waters. 

The distinguished Senator from Maine stood on the shore at San 
Pedro and he viewed the bay from the bluff. On Sunday he found 
himself upon the cliffs of Santa Monica, and looking upon the bay 
was charmed. This survey thus made by the Senator from Maine 
settled the harbor question, engineers to the contrary notwith- 
standing. It is true he did not make any soundings. Camille 
Flammarion, the celebrated astronomer, has very recently writ- 
ten that it is now possible to ascertain whether the seas in Mars 
are deep or shallow. As science has thus progressed, it is not 
singular that the Senator from Maine was able so accurately to 
determine the true inwardness of the harbor question during his 
brief visit to the Pacific. 

The Senator from Maine tells us that he does not profess to he 
scientific; that he does not claim to be an engineer, familiar wit) 
all the details of breakwater constructions, yet he also declares 
that anyone—any man of sense who gazes upon the map whichi hie 

roduced must read there a recorded judgment in favor of Santa 
onica. Perhaps I and other Senators may be able to endure in 
good health this flattering reference to our restricted and con- 
stricted and arrested mental development. But I submit that tl: 
evidence which is thus alluded to as conclusive does not convince 
and should not control those who are anxious to reach a correct 
o—, There are other matters of far greater value to be con- 
sidered. 

There are various propositions that can not very well be under- 
stood by a mere glance at the map. However, it is true that this 
plat is useful. It shows that Santa Monica is merely an 0:1 
roadstead. It can scarcely be called a bay. A casual inspection 
of the Coast and Geodetic chart dispels the delusion that there is 
any protection at Santa Monica from the dangerous ocean swe'!!s. 
The tor from Maine several times declared that the southeast 

les are the winds which are ae feared. We find in the 

ighill report, under the of ** Meteorological conditions,” 
the following: 
vailing wind on the California coast is from the northwest. nearly 


el to the coast line north of Point Conception, which is in latitud. 3! 

. At this point the trend of the coast changes northwest to west 
This fact, in connection with the bold topoges hy of the shore, causes the 
prevailing winds along the southerly coast o: California tobe westerly. This 
wind never becomes more than a moderate gale. It never produces th: 
heaviest waves. The disturbance of the water due to it is, however, alway 
xposed to its action, and when 
the disturbance is greatest there is danger to vessels. This wind prevails 
the southern coast during the greater part of the year with the intermissi) 
of calms in the autumn and winter. In the named season occur the 
southerly offshore winds, which produce the heaviest waves to which the 

coast line is exposed. 


** Southerly offshore winds.” 


A northeasterly land wind, known as the “Santa Ana,” occasionally })!\vs 
from the hot plains lying to the eastward. Its duration isshort and it's 
severe, but having no fetch over the sea, it raises no waves near shore. | 
oceurs both on Santa Monica and San Pedro bays. tea ton 

sou 


an inconvenience to vessels lying at a wharf e 


rain. The 
ch continues 








1896. 


and southwest seas, on the other hand, are long and heavy. A vessel at an 


‘ . under these circumstances, get to sea, wit 
chor under this ox Pemerwise going ashore. It is tae leave of anon ral 
than the wind, although the latter alone is sufficiently dangerous, that makes 
the strongest ground tackle at times of no avail. 

So the alleged terrible southeast gales amount to little, except 
in so far as they are ultimately the cause of the swells which pro- 
ceed from the south and southwest. The southeast wind itself 
directly develops no waves save the short choppy Waves just re- 
ferred to, and the testimony, so far from sustaining the Senator 
from Maine, shows that it is the heave of the sea proceeding from 
the south and southwest which is to be remedied or counteracted. 
These exposures are absolutely protected by the harbor designed 

San Pedro. 
atthe Senate will notice the protection afforded San Pedro by 
Catalina Island, which is 17} miles in length. The testimony is 
(and we scarcely need evidence to sustain that view) that this 
island tends to protect San Pedro Harbor. As I said in my open 
ing argument, the calmest water anywhere in that ocean is on the 
land side or lea of Catalina, and the island being, as I have 
stated, 174 miles in length, naturally influences the water even to 
San Pedro. Santa Monica is not thus favorably influenced by 
Catalina. The presence of frightful waves at San Pedro is the 
creation of the imagination of my friend the Senator from Maine. 
No one who has resided there and who is familiar with that coast 
has ever seen these alarming manifestations. 

The San Pedro bluff affords proof that there are no such dan- 

rous storms as those to which our attention has been called. 
The bluff shows no evidence of the battering to which we are told 
it has been subjected. 
charge. 

Said the Craighill board: 


Astrong evidence of the weakness of the destructiveaction of the southeast 
storms is seen in the very slow wearing away of the sandy cliffs and of the 
bluffs at San Pedro; nor could the exposed wharves be maintained in this 
region if the destructive action of the storms was great. 

I have heretofore inquired why the southeast storms do not af- 
fect the inner harbor. Here [indicating] we find a narrow neck 
called Rattlesnake Island. The surface is but little above the sea, 
and if the winds blow with the force described, surely the ship- 

ing in the inner harbor would be injured. Nobody has ever 
oF of ships being affected at all in the inner harbor by the 
wind. No disturbance of that sort has ever been witnessed. 

Again, the Senator from Maine stated that neither the first nor 
second board of engineers had any knowledge with reference to 
the westerly swells. The Senator is obviously mistaken. In the 
first report Colonel Mendel] says: 

San Pedro Bay is sheltered from the westerly winds by Point Firmin. It 
2 


is open to the winds and seas from the southwest and to the prevailing south- 
wes eur above noted, over an angle of 60° to the westward of Catalina 


It is a silent witness in refutation of the 


It will be observed that Colonel Mendell speaks of the southwest 
swell, and one of the engineers, Colonel Hains, testified about it 
at the recent hearing. He said the same peculiarity is mentioned 
in the report of Colonel Craighill, already cited. 

Colonel Hatns. The breakwater is to be carried around in such a direction 
that thatexposure does notamount tomuch. In the first place, the southeast 
 — are of very short duration. They do not last long. The wind starts in 

rom the southeast, but the sea comes from the southwest. The sea is what 
causes the trouble, not the wind; and the sea comes from the southwest. 

Senator NELsoNn. It can not come from the southeast? 

Colonel Hatns. Some seas come from the southeast; but the heaviest swells 
come from the southwest, even if the wind is blowing from the southeast. 
Then the wind generally shifts round to the northward. 

The reason for the curved construction of the San Pedro break- 
water is because it is designed to resist the westerly swells. 
While it is a fact that out as far as 7 miles from Point Firmin in 
the direction of Catalina Island there is to be found water not 
over 15 fathoms deep; while it is true also that 3 miles in a west- 
erly direction there is water of very moderate depth, nevertheless 
if it be conceded that the depth westerly from Point Firmin is as 
claimed by Santa Monica advocates, still no point is made against 
San Pedro, for the breakwater will absolutely intercept this swell. 

The very object of its construction is to cut off these waves, and 
that the section proposed is well designed there is now no ques- 
tion. On the other hand, when we come to Santa Monica Bay we 
have absolutely nothing to interfere with the southwesterly swells. 

e surf is not serious or the sea remarkably rough anywhere 
along the coast of southern California. At Hueneme, at New- 
port Landing, and at other places referred to by my colleague 
there are wharves extending directly into the ocean. In Monterey 
Bay there are wharves built seaward, and they stand. Senators 
not familiar with these uncommon conditions can not well appre- 
ciate the difference between the Atlantic and Pacific in this regard. 
che success of the Southern Pacific wharf is by no means phenom- 


At Redondo, for instance, shown on the map, there is an excel- 
lent wharf in full operation. The water is very deep, and the 
| consequently short. !: is worthy of note that while the 
water is deeper near Redondo than at many other places on the 
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| sion of more railroads along the water front. <‘ 


| shore thus devoted to commercial uses? 


| the difficulties of this plan are many. 





oll 


bay, no great difference in the westerly swell bservable. Be 
fore Mr. Huntington made his develop Moni 
most of the Los Angeles coast business coming from San F 
cisco was transacted at 


is ¢ 
bove Santa 


S 
a 


Lent 


Redondo because vessels were abl to 


come up to a wharf and discharge their cargoes. The P: 
| Coast steamship has been in the habit of calling at Redondo 
it has been rarely found difficult to discharge at that wha 
These illustrations suffice to show the availability of the south 
ern California coast for wharf construction \ glan at the 
map discloses a number of shipping points similar to those men- 
tioned, 
The Senator from Maine alluded several times to Mr. Huntine- 

ton’s abandonment of Wilmington Harbor. He never has aban- 
doned Wilmington Harbor. The Southern Pacific com: ced to 


build a wharf near Point Firmin; Mr. Hood had e¢ it 

Mr. Hood was the same skilled engineer then that he is now, and 
he has been for a long time at the head of the engineering depart 

ment of the railroad company. He was their chief engineer long 
before the Santa Monica wharf was built and he was thoroughly 
familiar with San Pedro when he commenced the pier near Point 
Firmin. 

About the time that Mr. Huntington commenced work at Port 
Los Angeles the Terminal Railroad was built to Rattlesnake Island 
and commenced the transaction of business there. Redondo was 
doing, as I have said,the major part of the northerly business, 
taking most of it from Wilmington because of its proximity to San 
Francisco. So Mr. Huntington built his pier, not because of ar; 
special harbor advantages but to meet the competition referred 
to. He selected a point as far up as it was possible to go. The 
beach narrows proceeding toward Point Dume and Mr. Hunting- 
ton has so arranged matters that it is practically impossible to 


. ‘ 
wree Ol 


| pass him. 


[ have shown a photograph of the approach to Mr. Huntington's 
wharf. It will be observed that it is at the foot a bluff about 200 
feethigh. lexhibit the picturetotheSenate. The isolation of the 
situation is clear. A study of the photographs filed makes com- 
ment unnecessary. Mr. Huntington controls the land upon this 
bluff, and the ownership extends to the sea and for some 2,000 
feet along shore. 

Ido not deem the fact that any particular person owns this 
land as of controlling importance, but I desire the facts in the 
matter to be made of record. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the accessibility 


proposition. The Senator from Maine says that he does not know 
why the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company peo 
ple are opposed to the Port Los Angeles breakwater. If the con- 
ditions were as the Senator from Maine describes them. of course 
the Santa Fe would not be opposed to it. If the managers of that 


corporation were not fearful of a monopoly they would naturally 
aid thisappropriation. They want to reach tide water. They are 
already here [indicating] at Redondo Beacl far, it 
will be observed, from San Pedro. Indeed, t have heard that they 
have some arrangement by which they pass over t Terminal 
line. But that is unimportant, and my knowledge regarding it 
is limited. 

The Senator from Maine says that ten 


hb. and are not 


or twelve tracks can be 


constructed along the seashore at Santa Monica. But what will 
become of that town? Sarta Monica is one of the most charming 
seaside resorts of which I have any knowledge. It is susceptible 


of great development and adornment. Its beauties will fade if its 
beach is devoted to railroads and locomotives. I can not believe 
that the trustees who control the subject will ever allow the intru 
‘an boysand git 
women and children, nurses and babies safely be trusted upon a 
It is not to be anticipated 
that the members of the boards of trustees of Santa Monica will 
ever permit the place to be ruined. 
But if further destruction of the beach is forbidden, how can 
competing railroads reach the protected harbor? It m: 
that Santa Monica Canyon can be utilized for approach. B 


iy be said 
“1 
py 


The route is ci 


the grade severe; many private interests must be cond a J 
believe that no competing railroad will construc wharf th 

for years, and the erection of piers by parties of moderate means 
is impossible. It is not a matter of surprise to me that so much 
opposition is manifested to Mr. Huntington’s plan by those who 
are actuated by business considerations rather than by sentiment. 


The Senator from Maine mentions that there has never been the 
slightest trouble in maintaining the wharf which Mr. Huntington 
has built at Santa Monica. I have already observed that ther 
nothing remarkable in this. I do not doubt that this situation 
will be maintained for many vears. 

Occasionally landing will be difficult. For instance, last March 
the British ship Dunboyne was forced to leave the wharf because 
of an uncommon swell. She was towed away by the Pacific Coast 
Steamship Company's vessel Corona. But under all ordinary 
conditions I concede that any wharf on the southern California 
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coast will fairly accommodate shipping. Santa Monica has no 
inonopoly in that respect. 

The Senator from Maine made a very able defense of Mr. Cor- 
thell, I do not complain that Mr. Corthell was employed by Mr. 
Huntington. I never have objected to that, but I do resent his 
attempt to pose as an official employed to give a disinterested 
opinion. He actually tells us in the letter which he addressed to 
the minority of the Commerce Committee that he acted in an offi- 
cial capacity. I read his language last week during this debate. 
What official authority had Mr. Corthell to makethis examination? 
He says he was first spoken to by Mr. Huntington, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine, who wanted, of course, an impartial report, 
sought the services of a man already spoken to by Mr. Hunting- 
ton, and who had business connections with the latter, to make 
the inquiry. 

Mr. Huntington was undoubted! y. at liberty to ee Corthell, 
but the fact of such employment destroyed Corthell’s disinterest- 
edness. Could Corthell be bribed by the mere payment of a board 
bill? No one ever charged that he was bribed by the payment of 
a board bill or bribed in any other way; but I have asserted, and 
do say, that no hired expert, no man who is engaged to give an 
opinion by a party toa controversy, isas reliable a witness as a pub- 
lic officer who has nothing but his honor and reputation in issue. 
Mr. Corthell was employed for what? To assist Mr. Huntington 
in getting an appropriation for Santa Monica, a work in which 
he oo been engaged ever since the Senator from Maine asked his 
opinion. Mr. Corthell, therefore, is an opinion witness testifying 
for his employer. 

The very best men—persons of fineststanding—have been found 
unequal to the task of impartiality under such conditions. Mr. 
Corthell is no exception. e isas intensely = as anyone 
can be. He is a loyal and warm advocate of Mr, Huntington, 
with whom he has long been associated, and whose interests he is 
seeking to conserve. 

Certainly the Senator from Maine will not claim that Mr Cor- 
thell’s opinions as an employee of Mr. Huntington are to be treated 
as disinterested and conclusive. Mr. Corthell is greatly inter- 
ested. His correspondence with Senators, his anxiety to mix in its 
discussion, is demonstrative of his feeling. When the Senator 
from Maine and others connected with the river and harbor bills 
sent for Mr. Corthell and spoke to him about making this inves- 
tigation in a State represented by other Senators, it was a little 
singular, it seems to me, that not a word was said to the officers 
entitled to speak for that State. Would it not be regarded as a 
little peculiar if I, asa member of the Commerce Committee, were 
to delegate some one to go to Maine to pass upon river and har- 
bor matters there without consulting him at all? The Senator 
from Maine has said that he wishes to be courteous to everybody. 
Does he think this action to be the quintessence of courtesy? 

The Senator from Maine says he is always anxious to yield to 
Senators upon the committee. One of the many characteristics 
of the Senator from Maine that I admire is his firmness, his posi- 
tiveness, and the fact that, when he has an opinion, he is not 
afraid to express it, and to do so forcibly, and he generally ad- 
heres to his view. Does not each member of the Committee on 
Commerce know that if there ever was a determined chairman 
who not only wishes to have his own way, but nearly always does 
have it, it is the Senator from Maine? Talk about concessions! 
I have never known a man in my life to make fewer concessions 
than my friend the chairman of the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam always right. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. Well, youthink you are, and you are happy. I 
believe the Senator from Maine believes that he is always right; 
but one who credits himself absolutely is frequently in error. I 
hope the Senator from Maine will never again state in the pres- 
ence of members of his committee that he is of such yielding and 
plastic temperament, of such conciliatory and i i- 
tion. The tor describes the formation of his opinion on this 
issne. In 1893,in the month of April,the Senator from Maine 
asserted upon this floor that his mind was fully made up. Why 
he desired any further investigation I do not know. ether 
the Senator from Maine has ever in the course of his life changed 
an opinion formed by him deliberately I am unable to state. 
He may have done so in his younger days, but not in connection 
with his duties upon the Commerce Committee. His judgment 
is irrevocable. 

The Senator from Maine, while disclaiming engineering attain- 
ments, seems to think that I was reflecting upon him in some way 
when I spoke of him as a navigator. I did think that the Senator 
from Maine was much nautical knowledge; but if 
I was in error I will withdraw the remark. [Laughter.] But 
while the Senator from Maine disclaims familiarity with technical 
matters he informs us that anyone can see the conclusive merits 
of his argument by a mere glance at his map. Those of the most 
ordinary intellectual development must see that he is right. This 
is his faith, and he does not hesitate to set up his nonprofessional 
judgment against those who have been employed by the Govern- 
ment to pass upon this subject. He not only relies upon himself 


against skilled authority, but he tells us that as there is one chance 
in ten of a decision in favor of San Pedro he will vote against the 
amendment which I offer. This is more conciliation. 

Mr. President, the amendment which I have advocated involves 
the appointing of a commission of admittedly unbiased and impar- 
tial men to determine between these two locations—San Pedro and 
Santa Monica. What is the objection tothis? The Senator from 
Maine says that possibly there might be a decision for San Pedro— 
only one chance out of ten, he dec But this is quite enough. 
No impartial experts who choose San Pedro can, according to his 
view, be relied on. No impartial or other board for him. What 
does he want? He demands the power to personally solve this 
dispute his own way. 

he Senator from Maine says that General Craighill stated that 
he was a fortifications engineer. So he did; and so he is; but the 
engineers of the Army of the United States have some riparian 
knowledge, I presume. They have general engineering skill. 
Their attainments are not confined to providing methods of de- 
fense. They have all had vast practical experience as well as 
thorough education in all branches of engineering science. It has 
been said that the reports of the boards of engineers as to San 
Pedro show that the main point considered was as to the availa- 
bility of the harbor site for defense. This is inaccurate. The 
reports of these boards are here and show that but little space was 
devoted to mere fortification or defensive questions. A more inti- 
mate knowledge of the contents of these documents would prove 
beneficial. 

Look at these seven volumes on my desk, compiled in the War 
Department and sent here for the study and enlightenment of 
myself, the Senator from Maine, and other Senators. What do 
we find? Only references to fortification matters? By no means. 
We find the advice and recommendation all through these books 
of the army engineers concerning riparian improvements. The 
great rivers, over which hundreds and thousands and millions 
of tons of commerce, are kept in proper condition under their man- 
agementandcontrol. The harbors needing improvement are com- 
mitted to their care, not merely to carry out a project elsewhere 
devised, but their advice is solicited and obtained and acted upon 
with reference to the character of the improvements to be made. 
They furnish projects at the instigation of Congress. Grant that 
they are sometimes mistaken. Everybody is sometimes mistaken, 
except my friend from Maine, and we have his authority that he 
is never wrong. We concede that engineers are homan—they are 
fallible—but if we have doubts as to the correctness of a conclu- 
sion which they have reached, let us inv tein an orderly way 
and obtain proper indorsement and authorization somewhere be- 
fore we pl ourselves to a contrary policy. If the eight engi- 
neers whose rts are being discussed are not all wrong this 
a iation should not be made. 

have Deen criticised because I remarked that the Santa Monica 
site had been condemned. I would have been strictly accurate 
had I said that the ees recommended San Pedro as the pref- 
erable place, and alluded to Santa Monica as com tively unde- 
sirable. But this is a decision against Santa Monica. It is a 
virtual rejection of that site. It is true that many competent 
officers hold that the Santa Monica breakwater can be success- 
fully constructed. Ra does not think so, and I be- 
lieve he has had more in the matter of breakwater 
building than anyone in the United States. He thinks—and his 
view seems to me rational—that the westerly waves will pass in 
behind the artificial protection. The construction parallel to the 
rectilinear shore does not appeal to his experience or mathemat- 


ical inv tion. 
But, at all events, this disputation merely amounts to this, that 
my friend from e, the majority of the committee, and other 
intelligent, nonprofessional gentlemen, think that the engineers 
have made a they not to let any contingent 
ie in the ae. of — Brunswick 
Eads matter—which, Way, Was ap- 
members of the Corps—no success 
t we propose to t $3,098,000 against the 
of our own , and in compliance with 
tington’s soli without any favorable 
recommendation. It is tothat of business that I object; and 
it is to the candid judgment of Senate that I a . Sena- 
tors, are you willing to make this tion without any rec- 
ommendation, and are youready to vote down the proposition that 
there must be someapproval by some competent official authority? 
Can we afford to contribute governmental funds without any 
“Tdesand the galgmenketiagtaaebied tent: Ihave onti 
ju a ave entire 
confidence in the Army Corps and in their ons. Others differ 
from me. I am not unreasonable; but I insist that,even if Sen- 
ators believe that ts lately transpiring indicate the 
ferable pt a of nope anergy still it is essential we 
accorded vorable opinion of an able, qualified, and un- 


Te ee 
you afford to vote down a 








repea asserted that [ announced no dogmatic rule 
tox ry ——— “t such a commission. I have no friends in 
this case to serve, no enemies to punish, but a duty I have to dis- 

no 
= oe any Way whatever. I have submitted time and 
again to the majority of the committee the proposition that they 
should suggest some method of constructing an impartial board, 
and I have said that I would acquiesce, and yet that proposal has 
been refused, withoutreason assigned. [resubmit my proposal. 
plainly suggest that there is no excuse, even tolerably plausible, 

inst my tender. — ; 

My friend from Maine says that if there is to be an outer harbor 
at San Pedro then the inner harbor should not be improved. 
From this view I utterly dissent. The inner harbor of San Pedro 
is most valuable, even as it is. Wharvesline the harbor frontage 
at that point—not piers costing hundreds of thousands of dollars, 


stuffed commission, no prejudiced institution, | 
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but wharves owned by moderate mercantile interests in Los | 


Angeles—over which extensive commerce is transacted. This is 
done though only 14 feet at low tide is found upon the bar. 
When the Benyaurd project, adopted in this bill, shall have 
sroved successful there will be 18 feet at low tide within that 
arbor and hundreds of wharves will demonstrate the success of 
the projects which the Engineer Corps has indorsed. The inner 
harbor is confined by low land. The bluff rises rather abruptly 
at San Pedro. The facilities for wharves and docks are marked, 
and the improvement of the so-called inner harbor has not only 
proven successful as far as it has gone, but few commercial proj- 
ects offer more striking possibilities. 

I have never known or heard of a citizen of Los Angeles op- 
posed to the improvement of the inner harbor. The entire com- 
munity appreciates its advantages and merits. 

I have Sreed many things about the people of my home. Not- 
withstanding my long residence there I have been informed that 
the lawfully elected Representatives of that section are in the 
dark. My friend from Maine says that the present Congressman 
from that district was instructed when first nominated to support 
San Pedro, and that now he is renominated by a convention 
which a resolution in favor of Santa Monica. 

The Congressional district convention—Republican, I am glad 


to say—to which allusion is made, passed a resolution in favor of | 


all appropriations. In other words, they said, ‘‘ We will take all 
the money you will give us.” A willingness to absorb, not de- 


pendent upon a choice of places. A sentiment favoring donations | 


common to all enterprising communities. 

The Republican convention in California lately assembled was 
a very curious affair. I do not intend to discuss politics, but I 
must say that that body passed a resolution denouncing the Pacific 
Railroad funding bill as a fraud and an outrage, and at the same 
time put on the electoral ticket the vice-president of the railroad 
company offending—a very estimable gentleman. The only mem- 
ber of the California Congressional delegation who indorsed the 
funding bill, and who, by the way, is a very able member of the 
House ittee on Pacific Railroads, was elected a delegate to 
the national Republican convention upon a platform declaring 
not only against the funding bill, but also in favor of William 
McKinley and free and unlimited coinage at 16to1. (Laughter. | 
If there is any subject not covered on both sides by my Repub- 
lican local brethren, if my friends of the opposition have not 
agreed to all things that conflict, I am at a loss to interpret their 
si platform. But the general sweeping resolution men- 
tioned by the Senator from Maine merely amounts to an accept- 
ance of all appropriations which we may make. Very few Repub- 
lican conventions (I mean no offense) will decline to assimilate 
that which they can get. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Did that convention make any specific reference 
to Santa Monica? 

Mr No; but in the county of Los Angeles, where 
there are six assembly districts, two only of such districts acted 
upon the oo in recent Republican conventions and these 
passed resolutions in favor of San Pedro. So you have it. The 
immediate locality favors San Pedro. The Republican State con- 
vention indorsed the railroad as far as nominees were concerned, 
advocated all appropriations, McKinley, and free coinage, and 
op Democracy, monopoly, and the funding bill. 

am not eo. I am glad to say, for the proceedings of 
the late Republican convention held in California. The Repub- 
lican delegation being absent from that State, the convention evi- 
dently escaped from proper or consistent management. As far as 
the sentiment of the people of Los Angeles is concerned. I know 
I speak when I say that their judgment is overwhelm- 

gly for San Pedro. There are many, as I have said, who prefer 
take Santa Monica rather than lose the appropriation; but, be 
said to credit of Los Angeles County, and let it be said to 
credit of the workingmen of that prosperous section, and to 
honor of the chamber of commerce and the board of trade, 
t they have all preferred to sacrifice a mere appropriation 
to lose independence. The leaders and officials of 

all the labor organizations of Los Angeles have manfully 
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ols 


and grandly supported the right inthis struggle. They hay 


yem 
phatically declined to submit to blandishments and have approved 

| of the course of myself and my colleague. 
I feel that we should reach a vote upon this proposition at once, 


and ] concur that the bill should reach conference immediately, 
I submit the issue to your candid judgment. Your opinion can 


not be coerced or controlled. You know this case now. Its vari- 
ous phases have been fully examined. I have sought to impress 
the facts upon you, content to rest my claims upon justice and 
truth. 
The struggle which I have made here may m stubborn to 
some, but it is maintained in the consciousness and belief that I 
| am acting for the public interest. No demagogical appeal—not- 
withstanding intimations to the contrary—has influenced or ever 
will influence me. I have been as able as the Senator from 
| Maine to maintain myself in my conservative methods wit ut 
condescending to belittlement. I experience natural pr ny 
presence here, but I would willingly sacrifice that |] r 
than yield my maturely formed judgment to any sensel lamor, 
to threats or flattery, to condemnation or app! ht 
say, Mr. President, that I had rather be a lawyer w rd 
was as good as the rich man’s bond, and whose opinion w i 
intricate question of judicial science was valued by the master 
minds of my profession, than to hold in my hand all the honors 
that ever were won by appeals to the passions or prejudices of 


| 
| 
| 
| 





! ogenize. 


men. | Applause in the galleries. ] 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from California has 
painted a picture of me which I do not believe any Senator who 


has been associated with me for quite a number of years will 1 
I think I do yield very frequently, and to a cert: 
Iam going to yield now, notwithstanding the charge \ h ha 
been made against me—the navigator of the committee. Tobjected 


very seriously to the amendment offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. It contained an army engineer as one of the commis- 
sion. Iam not saying anything against the army engineers, but 


in a question of this kind, in which there has been 
sion and friction, to put on that commission an 


» much cisens 


army @1 neer 


|} when his chief is the head of the Engineer Department, and was 
the head of one of the boards which made report to Con nd 
has been under consideration, I do say that it packing, in all 
| human probability, the foreman of that jury, for he would be the 
foreman, and I should not be content with nor would I risk a com- 
mission of that kind. It was on that account that I said there 


might be one chance in ten of a commission so constituted report- 
ing in favor of San Pedro. 


The Senator has offered an amendment rike out the item 


to st 


which the committee had inserted in the bill, and to insert his 
amendment. It is my right before that question is taken to per- 
fect, so far as I may, the amendment which the committee itself 
reported, and I am going to propose a commission which, under 


the statement of the Senator made within the last 
I fail to see how even he can refuse to accept. 

In order that the Senate may understand the amendment I now 
propose, I will read the first two lines of the amendment reported 
by the committee, which read in this way: 


fifteen minutes, 


For a deep-water harbor at Port Los Angeles, in Santa Monica Bay, Cali- 
fornia. 

After the word “California,” in line 14 of that amendment of 
the committee, [ move to insert these words: 


Or at San Pedro, in said State, the location of said harbor to be « 
by an officer of the Navy, to be detailed by the Secretary of t 
officer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be detailed by 
ent of said Survey, and three experienced civil engi: ‘ 
work, to be appointed by the President, who shal 
decision of a majority of which shall be fina! } 
It shall be the duty of said board to make j 
for said improvement. Whenever said boar 
and made report to the Secretary of War 
fications, ond estimates, then the Secretary « 
the completion of the improvement of the harbor so s« 
according to the project reported by them, 
gregate $2,900,000, and $20,000 are here! 
may be necessary to be used forthe expenses of t oard a 
the civil engineers for their services, the amount to be determ 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. VEST. I will suggest to the chairman of the commit 
that he insert the words ‘‘ who shall personally « 
ities named.” 

Mr. FRYE. I will say “‘ who shall constitute a board ar 
sonally examine.” 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from 
view what he thinks is the 

Mr. VEST. Yes. I donot want 
has been done in other cases. 

Mr. WHITE. I will suggest that the Coast and Geod« 
vey charts, upon which navigation is conducted on that coast, are 
presumably accurate. However, I only make that statement be- 
cause I do not think it is just to criticise General Craighill for not 
making soundings, which had been officially done by the Coast 
and GeodeticSurvey. Still, lam not objecting to the re-soundings, 


the 
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} l pe r- 


Missouri has in 
ling this harbor. 
this work done by pr as 


necessity of re-soul 





5S 





5114 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 12, 





Mr. TELLER. I suggest tothe chairman of the committee that 
$20,000 is not an adequate sum for that kind of work. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was just 
making that same suggestion to me. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that if the President of the United 
States selects three engineers such as he ought to select, each one 
of them should have at least $10,000 for that work. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose we make the amount $40,000? 

Mr. TELLER. should say it ought to be at least $50,000— 
say ‘‘to be used in the discretion of the President, not exceeding 
$50,000.” 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 


Mr. PERKINS. I would also suggest to the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce that there should be limit of time within 
which the matter shall be determined. It does not seem to me 
that it should be like Tennyson's brook, torun onforever. I think 
there should be a limit of time. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not think there should be. I think the 
board should have all the time they need to settle this question. 
There is one thing above everything else I wish, and that is a set- 
tlement of this vexed question. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwish to remark tothe Senator from Maine that 
it seems to me that it would be fairer and better to take two of the 
members of the board from civil life and two from the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, or one from the Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
one fromthe Navy. It occurs tome thatit would be better to have 
more public officials on the commission who are responsible to 
the Government. I simply make the suggestion as giving my 
views about it. 

Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to the Senator; but I have all day 
been running this over in my mind, and as a conclusion, a fair 
conclusion of this contest, I finally have settled down upon this 

roposition. As a matter of course, 1 have yielded a g deal in 
im so. The Senator from California is practically having his 
own w®~, when he says he simply asks an entirely impartial board. 

Mr. JERRY. Is the proposition satisfactory to the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave stated that I would accept any impartial 
board, and I usually stick to what I say, or try to do so, and I 
believe the President of the United States—I not only believe, but 
I know—will do his duty in this regard. If I had my way about 
it I would rather have one army engineer, but I see no reason to 
think that this will not be an absolutely impartial board. I think 
all the other boards have been impartial; but this is an endeavor 
to reach a conclusion satisfactory to the Senate, and I will adhere 
to what I stated. I have consulted with those who agree with me 
about this matter, with as many as I could talk to about it, and 
it seems to be the general impression that I should accept the 
amendment. While I have my preferences, as stated, I do not 
wish to interpose any objection to the accomplishment of a plan 
which is a concession by the Senator from Maine and also a con- 
cession by the Senator from California. I think we can afford to 
stand upon it. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment, then, Mr. President. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, as one of the minority of the com- 
mittee who objected to the majority report, I am entirely in favor 
of this amendment, and I am very glad that the Senator from 
Maine im. Fryer}, the chairman of the committee, has conceded 
somuch, There never was a time during the sessions of the com- 
mittee when the minority of the committee would not have joined 
with him in obtaining what we all regarded as a fair and impar- 
tial board; and I think the amendment he now offers to us pro- 
poses just such a scheme as that. For one I hope that it will be 
pres “ate and that this plan of settlement will be agreed upon by 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] will be stated. 

Mr, FRYE. I am inclined to think there is no need of reading 
the amendmentagain. It comes in after the word ‘‘California,” in 
line 14, on page 45. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read at the desk, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 35, line 14, after the word “ Cali- 
fornia,” it is proposed to insert: 


Or at San Pedro, in said State, the location of said harbor to be determined 
by an officer of the Navy, to be detailed by the Secretary of the Navy, an 
officer of the Coast and Geod etic Survey, to be detailed by the Superintend- 
ent of said Survey, and three experienced civil engineers skilled in riparian 
work, to be appointed by the President, who s constitute a board, and 
who shall personally examine said harbor, the decision of a majority of which 
shall be final as to the location of said harbor. It shall be the duty of said 
hoard to make plans, specifications, and estimates for said improvement. 
Whenever said board shall have settled the location and made report to the 
Secretary of War of the same, with said plans, specifications, and estimates, 
then the Secretary of War may make contracts for the completion of the 
improvement of the harbor so selected by said board, according to the proj- 
ect reported by them, ata cost not ex ing in the aggregate $2,900,000, and 
$50,000 are hereby appropriated, so much thereof as may be necessary to be 
used for the expenses ci the board and payment of the civil e eers for 
their services, the amount to be de by the Secretary of War. 
















Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine why 
it would not be reasonably good policy to require this board to 
report to Congress and have further Congressional legislatioy 
— the subject after that report and before an appropriation is 

| made? 

Mr. FRYE. That is a question for the Senate. I am in 
favor of ending this matter by authorizing the Secretary of War to 
make the contracts whenever they report. I am in favor of end- 
ing it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply asked to have the proposed amendment 
read, not because I am personally interested in it one way or the 
other further than I am interested as a representative of the tax- 

eareen, but for the purpose of emphasizing two important points: 
| First, Congressional responsibility is absolutely shirked by the 
amendment; and second, in the compromise which has been made 
between the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
and the honorable Senator from California the very important 
— of appropriating $2,900,000 has not been overlooked on either 
side. 

Mr. VILAS. IfI heard the amendment rightly it is not pro- 
posed to strike out. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. I propose to follow the amendment by a 
motion to strike out. 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment was not so read. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose to follow the amendment by another. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
what would be the condition of the appropriation of $392,000 for 
the channel. 

Mr. FRYE. That is left in the bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is left in? 

Mr. FRYE. It does not touch that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is separate from this amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. It is a separate item. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine tothe amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I move to strike out all after the word 
“aggregate,” in line 22. That has been rendered unnecessary by 
what has been put in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word “ te,” in line 22, strike 
out the remainder of the amendment of the committee down to 
and including line 10, page 36,in the following words: 

Two million nine hundred and ninety-eight thousand dollars, exclusive of 
the amount herein and heretofore app ted: Provided however, That 
— to the expenditure of any part of the money hereby appropriated the 


thern Pacific Company, or the owner or owners thereof, s) execute an 


agreement and file the same with the Secretary of War that any railroad 


company may share in the use of the = now constructed on the site of said 
harbor, and the approaches thereto, situated westerly of the easterly entrance 
to the Santa Monica tunnel, upon pa its proportionate part of the cost 
of the same and its proportionate of the expenses of tenance of the 
same, to be determined by the tary of War in case of disagreement 
between the 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 108, after line 6, I move to insert: 

Buffalo Fork of White River, from mouth to mouth, on Rush Creek, with 
a view to determine the character and extent of improvement required. 

Mr. WHITE. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to what I consider a matter that needs a little change in 
the Santa Monica amendment reported. 


Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment I have just proposed be agreed 


to first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. After line 6, page 108, insert: 

Bufialo Fork of White River, from mouth to mouth, on Rush Creek, with 
a view to determine the character and extent of improvement required. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In section 8, providing for preliminary examina- 
tions, after line 4, page 111, I move to esi “La Trappe River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Thecommittee has no other amendment to propose. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from land, before he 
offers his amendment, allow me to ask that a little amendment 
be made? 

Mr. GORMAN. temo 

Mr. CULLOM, On page 761 offer an amendment which I hope 
will be adopted. Afterthe word “‘appropriated,” in line 2, I move 
to insert: 

Provided, That in con of War 
shall not obligate ere eet to pay im any one eres be nning 
July 1, 149%, more then 35 per cent of whole amount au to be 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read again. 
The amendinent was read. 

Mr. CULLOM. It to only one item in the bill. 
Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To what item does the amend- | 

Py 7? ‘ | 
mir SE LLoM. To the Illinois and Michigan Canal. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. | 

Mr. SMITH. LIask whatitemitrefersto? — er 

Mr. CULLOM. It refers only to the Illinois and Michigan 

‘anal appropriation. 

Othe ame ment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
to get a small amendment made before he enters into a discussion? 
It is merely verbal. Y 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On page 7, line 13, after the word “‘ upon,” I 
move toinsert ‘‘ the construction by”; in line 14, to strike out 
the word “constructing” and insert ‘‘ of”; and to insert, at the 
end of the paragraph, after the word “causeway,” the words 
‘‘upon plans approved by the Secretary of War.” It is merely 
a technical amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT... The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, page 7, after the word ‘‘ upon,” 
insert the words ‘‘the construction by”; and in line 14, strike out 
the word “‘ constructing” and insert ‘‘ of”; and at the end of the 
paragraph, after the word ‘‘ causeway,” insert ‘‘ upon plans ap- | 
proved by the Secretary of War”; so as to read: 

i e >, Conn.: Continui I ovement, in ac- 
onan ae ee eT ene $28,000. S100 of which ehall S expended 
upon Yellow Mill Pond for constructing a channel 12 feet deep and 200 feet 
wide from the main channel to the causeway, conditioned upon the construc 


tion by the city of Bridgeport of a drawbridge at the causeway upon plans 
approved by the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, 
there is another matter connected with the San Pedro and Santa 
Monica affair to which I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine. In the testimony of Mr. Huntington, page 33 of the 
hearings, he said: 

Other roads which want to use our tracks can use them on the same condi- | 
tions that we do; that is, paying interest on a portion of the track according | 
as their business compares with that of the Southern Pacific Company. If 
they wish to use the pier of the Southern Pacific Company, it can be used in | 
thesame way. | 

And so on. In the alternative proposition contained in the | 
amendment I think the Senator from Maine should modify the | 
eee used, so that if Santa Monica were awarded the appro- | 
priation there should be a clause requiring consent upon the part | 
of the railroad comrany to the use of their tracks on the terms sug- | 
gested by the president of the corporation. It will require a little 
time to prepare it exactly in accordance with the conditions sur- 
rounding it. I make the suggestion to the Senator now, so that 
when the bill gets into conference he will not overlook it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to it at all, but it would have 
to be drawn with some care. Of course you will have to provide 
that if Santa Monica should be selected then the company would 
be under obligation to do it. 

Mr, WHITE. Undoubtedly. I will submit an amendment to | 
the Senator that I think will cover it. I have not drawn one that | 
exactly suits me with reference to it. 

Mr. FRYE. All right; I have no objection. One moment, if 
the Senator from Maryland will allow me; on the Santa Monica 





amendment, page 35, I inserted the amendment after the word 
“California.” All the rest should be stricken out—‘‘ said harbor 


to be formed,” etc. Does the Secretary understand it? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clerks understand it. 
Mr. FRYE. All that should go out. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask the Senator from Maryland if he will 
yield to me to offer an amendment to the pending bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. ter line 24, page 107, insert: 

For the examination of sites and report upon the practicability and desira- 
bility of constructing reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for 
the storage and utilization of water, to prevent floods and overflows, erosion 
of river banks and breaks of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams dur 
ing drought and low-water season, and to increase and utilize the supply of | 
water for irrigation, at least one site each in the States of Wyoming, Utah, 


and Nevada. 
_ Mr. WARREN. I had intended to occupy five or ten minutes 
in presenting this matter, but I will not trespass upon the time of 
the Senate or upon the good nature of my friend from Maryland, | 
who has the floor. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask the Senator from Wyoming if he will 
consent that the word “ Colorado” may be added? 
Mr. WARREN. I would be glad to have it added. 
Mr.WOLCOTT. Let ‘‘ Colorado” come in after ‘‘ Nevada.” 
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from Wyo- 





Mr. THURSTON. Iask the consent of the Senator 
ming to insert ‘‘ Nebraska” also. 
Mr. WARREN. I have not the slightest o' 


? +4 
ietting in 


jection to 


| all the States of the Northwest. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask that the name of ‘“‘ Kansas” be inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read again 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wyoming will be stated, with the modifications 
suggested. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that if it is to extend all over the United 
States I had better interpose a point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I had better interpose a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is only preliminary. 

Mr. THURSTON. It covers only the arid or semiarid region. 

Mr. WARREN. I trust that the chairman of the committee 
will not make a point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. It is extending all over the country. 

Mr. WARREN. Then I desire to say a few words at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will explain his amendment as 
briefly as he reasonably can, I should like to have him do so. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is with us an important 
problem, which in my opinion ought to -be solved, and that is, 
whether it is necessary or desirable or practicable to commence 
the work of impounding the surplus waters in the mountains and 
high plains in the Rocky Mountain country near to and above the 
arid plains—agricultural country. My attention was brought to 
this matter during the discussion of the pending bill by the re- 
marks of the distinguished Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest], and 
I will read from his remarks. He said: 


_ Now, [ have not the slightest doubt but what the Missouri River can be 
improved and navigation brought back to it, and it can be made a portion of 


er. It 


gives color to it, and it ought to have given name to the whole river . 8 
We have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars (and I have been 
as much responsible for it as any Senator, possibly more so, under the de 
mands of my constituents) at different localities to prevent erosion of the 
banks, to save walls, to save farms, and the money has been expended and 
the work washed away in the freshet that came down from the Rocky Mow 
tains, from Montana and the Dakotas, in the next year. What we suffer 
from there is what has endangered the Lower Mississippi—immense fires 
upon the head waters of the Missouri, that destroy the undergrowth and the 
| mosses and herbage that would absorb the water, and it runs as it would 
| over the top of this desk when the snows break up in the spring and pours a 
flood down the Missouri and Mississippi, resulting in immense ercsion and 


The waters of the Missouri River come from the mountains, 


| where great valleys—at one time inland seas and lakes, probably 


pour the water from their vast watersheds, snow accumulations, 
and springs out through narrow gorges or chasms which have 


| been at some point worn through the rocks by the escaping water. 


In many places not expensive dams or embankments could be con- 


| structed so as to catch and hold immense bodies of water during 
| the seasons of melting snow and high water, and through proper 


gates and sluiceways this surplus could be drawn off for use dur- 
ing the dry, low-water season. 

There are also great depressions in the high plains where nature 
has done so much that but little more is necessary to construct 
permanent and very extensive catchment basins. 

The storage of these surplus waters as indicated would be of 


| very great and important benefit in many directions. 


First, it would prevent floods and overflows and consequent 


| erosion of river banks all the way down to the Missouri River; 


also allalong the Missouriand, indeed, the whole Lower Mississippi 
from the mouth of the Missouri to the ocean, its benefits thus 
extending thousands of miles; in the abatement of erosion of river 
banks, breaking of levees, and the inundation and damage of 
broad areas in the lower country. 

Second, this reserve supply of surplus water gathered in flood 
time would be drawn off during times of drought, thereby keep 
ing up an even flow in streams valuable for domestic purposes as 


| well as for the benefit of navigation. 


Third, and most important of all, this great reserve 


supply 
- . - . : ‘)’)" 
could be diverted and used for irrigation, mining, and mill pur 
yoses while on its way from mountain top to sea level, losing 
ittle or nothing but time on its way, the ultimate volume being 


but slightly, if at all, diminished through such uses. 

Fourth, the presence and use of this additional water would, 
according to accepted theories, greatly increase rainfall in those 
high, dry regions, thus reproducing and increasing itself. 

it may be said, Mr. President, that this is too big an undertak- 
ing for the Government to consider, or that the several States 
should take up this enterprise and expenditure. To this Lanswer, 
these waters form a part of interstate streams, and the impound- 


| ing of water at certain seasons of the year and distributing it at 
| Others benefits equally, though not perhaps exactly in the 


same 
manner, different States all the way from our northern border to 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

Again, the lands where these reservoirs are to be located belong 
to the United States, and if we are to relegate this problem and 
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its solution to the different States, then let us appropriate the 
lands to the States and otherwise assist them. 

In either case, the river and harbor bill is, in my judgment, 
where we should provide for it, whether we appropriate money to 
build works or appropriate lands to the several commonwealths. 

Mr. President, I assume that the genius or plan of so-called river 
and harbor bills is to appropriate money to be expended in the 
interest of commerce and trade, and that primarily it matters not 
in what State or States the money is to be expended, the object 


always being to benefit the United States as a whole, as the result 
of improvements accomplished, rather than to benefit the States or 
iocalities where these improvements happen to be made, through 
the peseannge or disbursement of the money expended in such 


ity. 

As a matter of fact, however, such bills seem sometimes to be 
regarded as appropriations for the particular benefit of the several 
certain localities. Senators and members of Congress demand 
that States they represent be recognized; that constituents expect 
appropriations for their own particular States, and in many cases 
it seems as if the usefulness of a Senator or member is, by his 
constituents, measured by the amount he is able to obtain in the 
river and harbor bill for expenditure within his own State or dis- 
trict. 

Thirty-seven of the States of the Union are named in this present 
bill, and appropriations of certain amounts are ordered expended 
within such States. The District of Columbia is also remembered. 
Four of the States not mentioned by name border on the Missouri 
River—namely, North and South Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas— 
and are interested in the quite liberal appropriations for improve- 
ments of the Missouri River opposite them. But there remains, 
Mr. President, four States in a group together, and four alone, that 
are not named as participants in this distribution, nor do they 
touch upon waters where moneyisto beexpended. Inother words, 
four States out of forty-five are cut off withoutashilling. These 
are Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, and Nevada. And it so happens 
that these States, so unfortunately excepted, have greater need for 
the expenditure of public money to promote trade and commerce 
and national as well as local prosperity than almost any other in 
the Union. These States are far above their sisters in altitude, 
and within their borders are the headwaters of the great interstate 
streams flowing out in all directions. Within these States are the 
mountain forests—or what is left of them—which gather the snow 
in winter, retaining it until spring or summer, and furnishing to 
the great rivers the largest proportion of their water supply. 
There should be within these States vast reservoirs to receive, re- 
tain, and distribute from the surplus waters, thus providing for 
the necessities of commerce. 

Mr. President, turn it whichever way you will, the States I 
name in this amendment and the investigation I ask ought to be 
considered in this bill. Let there be an investigation by compe- 
tent Government engineers, who, in conjunction with the several 
State engineers of the States mentioned, can report upon plans and 
ways and means, and Congress can then determine whether the 
United Siates will enter into the detention and storage of waters 
direct, or whether the States shall be aided by turning over to 
them the public lands within their borders. 

In any event, I submit that it is no more than fair and just that 
these arid-land States shall participate hereafter in the delibera- 
tions, emoluments, and perquisites of river and harbor bills. If 
money appropriated is to be distributed with some little re 
for local benefits, then give us ourshare. If it is purely pro bono 

ublico, then what expenditure could be more generally beneficial 
to the United States as a whole or a greater portion than that 
which I propose? 

It has been said of New England that every of water trebles 
its value by turning the wheels of industry on its route or flow 
from hills and highlands to ocean. How much more im nt, 
then, that we stop this waste of water that in time of flood rushes 
past immense areas of drought-stricken country, tearing awa 
river banks and levees, and inundating the lowlands in its = 
race from mountain to sea, and by en these waters high 
up in the valleys and depressions of mountain and plain, they 
can be released when needed, using a portion while en route to 
irrigate the arid, dry stretches of icultural lands, and creat- 
ing a regular, moderate, nondamaging flow through the lower 
country, at all times below high-water mark, and at no time far 
below the general-average mark. 

Mr. President, I commend this matter to the earnest attention 
and investigation of the distinguished chairman and members of 
the Committee on Commerce, and I beg that committee to expect 
a Vigorous struggle for proper recognition of this whole subject 
in the forthcoming river and harbor bills. 

We demand in justice that these States mentioned shall at least 
have the benefit of the services of employees of the Government, 
and a statement from Government engineers whether this work 
and plan is practicable or not, and whether it shall be carried on 
by the Government or by the several States. 

This is all I have to say at this time, Mr. President. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 12, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Maine to make the point of order? 

Mr. FRYE. I dislike very much to make the point of order, 
and I will not. I will take a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wanr- 
REN], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 

insert: 

For the ex: nation 0 report d desir- 
ability of por na a ee orn S oe on 
the ee and utilization of water, to prevent floods and overflows, erdsi..n 
of river banks, and breaks of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams 
during drought and low-water season, and to increase and utilize the supply 
of water for i tion, at least one site each in the States of Wyoming, Uta), 
Nevada, Colorado, Nebraska, and Kansas. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert the State of Montana. 

Mr. WARREN. I should be glad if it were extended to all the 
Western States, and in bringing in the amendment I did not in- 
tend to cut out any; but I named the States which had not been 
named in the river and harbor bill, with the exception of the Stato 
of Colorado, to which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo cort| 
called my attention. But as this is simply for an examination, it 
strikes me to be impracticable to make these examinations in «ll 
the States under present yoy ence I will simply say that 
if all the States, or all the arid States, are to be added, I pray the 
chairman of the committee will increase the appropriation or pro- 
vide some means whereby the investigation can be made. It 
ought to be made in all the arid States. 

Mr. FRYE. If there is going to be any increased appropria- 
tion the chairman of the committee will make the point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. While I do not make a motion to extend it, [ 
do not want to cut out Montana. I should like the other States 
to be included, but I do not wish to have the amendment cut out 
on their account. I beg Senators will not insist. If the chair- 
man of the committee is going to make a point of order against 
the amendment if the other States are added, then I ask the Sen- 
ators from the other States to withdraw the amendments proposed, 
and let it go as first proposed. 

Mr. FRYE. Isaid I would allow a vote to be taken, but if a 
sufficient number of States are to be added here to make a majvr- 
+. of the Senate, then I suppose it would be rather doubtful 
whether it is the duty of the chairman of the committee to inter- 
pose with a point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. It might endanger the bill, I should say. 

Mr. SHOUP. I was about to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
to include the State of Idaho. Does the Senator in charge of the 


bill — 

Mr. 'T. Imakethe point of order upon the amendment that 
it is new legislation; that there is no estimate for it; that there is 
no report from a standing committee. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether the 
point of order made against so many States would be made against 


one State alone? 
the amendment. 


After line 24, on page 107, it is proposed to 


Mr. VEST. It is against 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say that I am so earnest in my (e- 
sire to have some examination made that I am willing to with- 
draw the State which I have the honor to represent in part, and to 
confine the investigation to any one State or any one site in the 
arid region that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will name. 
: . That is not the point. 

Mr. WARREN. Or any one site in the United States. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. For my part I shall very y join hands 
with the Senator from Wyoming. He con for a principle 
which the Senate t to recognize. So far as I am concerned 
and the share that I have in representing the State of Colorado, | 
will withdraw that State, if Senators permit under this bill 
an examination and as to any section in the arid belt of th« 
West, so that we ma ve some intelligent information as to the 
needs and possibilities of utilizing the waters of those sections 
which now go to waste. 

r. L of Oregon. I hope it will be confined to one 
State, and that that State will be the one ee by the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming (Mr. WaRex], who the amendment. 

Mr. WO TT. I heartily agree with that — ogy 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. THURSTON. I withdraw my amendment; but 
I should like to suggest that Colorado is one State which under 
all circumstances ought to be joined with Wyoming. They bot) 
lie similarly situated with respect to the great watershed of the 
Rocky Mountains. 5 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that we put those two States in. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his point of order and let the two States of Wyoming and Colorado 
go into the bill for an examination. 

Mr. CULLOM, That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _I hope so, too. ; 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Vest), Withdraw your point of order. 
Mr. GO + Question! 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the point of order withdrawn? | Mr. GORMAN. 


I wish to add my further appeal to the Sen- | the fact that we were going on systematically under Major Powell 


EN. 
eee if he has not already withdrawn it, to with- 


‘nt of order. I am perfectly willing that he shall 
cone con rate and that it shall be confined to one site. I simply 
ae that the principle or plan may be investigated by a Govern- 
ment engineer, so that we may have a report. 

Mr. VEST. Asl remember the legislation in regard to this 
matter, we have made an appropriation in the sundry civil act, 
and one of the bureaus of the Government is now engaged in this 
sarticular matter. Besides that, we have given a million acres of 
bod to each of these States—to three of them anyhow—for the 
of testing this very matter. Now it is proposed to put in 
harbor bill this gy not Sens to “y bill. 

ht to upon some other bill if it is adopted at all after 
aan _aghno Weare told it might endanger the river and 
harbor bill. Thenletit go. 7 

Mr. WARREN. One word,ifI maybe permitted. There were, 
it is true, @ million acres granted in the sundry civil act to each 
arid State under certain almost impossible conditions, but while 
so granted these States were simply given the privilege of select- 
ing lands for certain of their settlers, 160 acres apiece, and there 
is no provision for the States to occupy the lands for reservoirs in 
that act, I am sorry to say, or I should not offer the amendment 
mo desire to say further that the State which I have the honor to 
represent in part has already executed with the Government three 
different contracts and is nr meony to avail itself of that privi- 
lege not to the benefit of the State financially, but for the benefit 
of those who wish to carve out homes and farms in that new coun- 

. They are p ing as fast as they can under the act in 
question, but we meet this difficulty—that there must be storage 
of water in order to make it successful. We are confronted with 
the proposition that the lands belong to the United States. There 
is no law at present whereby States or individuals can secure them 
or the use of them for reservoirs as pro 1. 

The Government, on the other hand, is not prepared to proceed 
as to reservoirs and reservoir sites. It seems to me that it is very 
little for the four States named in this bill to ask sufficient con- 
sideration to obtain the report of a Government engineer for at 
least one site. 

If the spirit manifested in this discussion on the part of some 
Senators whose States are snugly and generously provided for in 
this river and harbor bill is to prevail, and if we are to be ruled 
out on a point of order when it is manifest a majority of the 
Senators desire the amendment to be adopted, then I say it seems 
to me that the plan of extending the limits just far enough in 
river and harbor bills to include a sufficient number of States 
and the Senators therefrom to secure votes enough for the passage 
of the bill is an unfair and unjust one, and I desire to serve notice 
now that, so far as I am concerned, if it is to be a close corpora- 
tion hereafter of few or many States, and the wants of some other 
States are to be unconsidered and a great national question like 
this of storage of waters, in which some of the States are vitally 
interested, is to be ignored as is proposed now, by the enforcement 
of a point of order, then I can not consent to give my support and 
vote to future river and harbor bills. 

I shall at least ask for an explanation before I can give my indi- 
vidual vote for bills of this nature. 
oa I shall not vote for the present bill, but I am speaking of the 

uture. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to sug, 


purpose 
a river and 
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| I have now in my eye—we inserted a provision in th« 
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I wish to call the attention of the Senator to 


and were locating these very sites for reservoirs with a view of 
reserving them so that the States might have them when the Sen- 
ators representing those States themselves came forward and asked 
for a donation of a million acres of land to each that the States 
might undertake it themselves, having all this information about 
the sites. 

Mr. WARREN. A million acres was not donated, but placed 
at the disposal of States under almost impossible conditions. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now at this session, and at the request of all 
the Senators representing those States—take the State represented 
by the distinguished Senator from Montana { Mr. Carrer}, whom 
sundry civil 
bill which practically turns over a million acres of land to each 
one of those States. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to one fact. We put a provision in one of the bills that 


the Interior Department, through the Geological Survey, should 
make examination as to those sites. There was a clause put in 
that the sites should be reserved after they had been located. 


Under that the Department of the Interior construed the law to 
withdraw from entry and occupation all the land of the United 
States, in other words, that that law repealed all the settlement 
laws of the United States. They were about to cancel 135,000 
entries. Of course that left 135,000 settlers without any title, 
and we insisted upon a repeal of the whole provision, for it was 
becoming an intolerable curse to that section of the country. 
That is why it wasrepealed. So far as I am concerned I am very 
much afraid to have the Government of the United States put its 
hands on this question after that experience. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point I want to impress upon Senators, 
and upon the Senator who offered this proposition, is that on the 
proper bill, the sundry-civil bill, when the question has come up, 
the Senate, on both sides, has dealt very liberally with this matter 
and we are prepared to do so. knowing it to be one of the great 
coming questions of this country. But on the river and harbor 
bill, I suggest to my friend who offered the amendment, it has no 
earthly place. It will meet antagonism which it would not have 
if considered in connection with the proper bill. I trust, without 
having the slightest feeling about the matter, that the Senator 
will recognize the universal rule of the body in discussing a ques- 
tion upon the bill where it properly belongs. That is all th 
in this case. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Maryland please tell 
me on what bill it properly belongs? It is in respect to the water 
of streams and the uses of water. It s¢éemsto me that in the river 
and harbor bill there are many streams mentioned that I never 
saw nor heard of when I studied geography. We never see or 
hear of them when we go through the States mentioned, but I 
presume it is necessary thatsuch streams shall be improved. This 
bill seemed to me to be the place for directing the engineers of the 
Government, who are directed by the bill already to examine cer- 
tain streams, to examine this problem. It must be understood 
that we do not ask for a dollar of special appropriation or of the 
expenditure of any money except incidental expenses necessary 
for traveling, otc., for the employed agents of the Government. 


re is 


| | again ask to what bill should we attach it? 


I do not say this as meaning | 


t to the Senator from | 


Mr.GORMAN. To the sundry civil bill, I will state to the 
Senator, where it has always been. 

Mr. WARREN. That bill has been passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The sundry civil bill is generally the omnium 


Wyoming that the four States that are left out are the close cor- | gatherum of items that do not goanywhere else; but I do not quite 


porations and that the others constitute an open corporation. 
Mr. WARREN. Yes; we are a closed-out corporation. 


Mr.PEFFER. I wish to say that the people living on two-thirds | 


of the area of the United States are interested in the matter now | 


by theSenator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and, speak- 
g for the people of Kansas, we will vote—100 per cent of us—for 
the project that he now submits in order that we may make a 
—— in the direction he so earnestly and ably advocates. 
Mr.GORMAN. I trust the Senator offering the amendment 
will withdraw it, and not attempt to place a provision of this sort 
on the river and harbor bill. It is entirely foreign to every pro- 
Vision and item in the bill. The Senator from Wyoming, an 
the Senators representing those great States, will remember that 
Congress for the past six or — years has ee liberally 


to the Interior ent. e money has expended under 
the direction of Geological Survey. Not all of the sites that 


are available for storage of water have been ascertained, but a 
great many of them have been. That information is now being 
aa by the only Department which can properly take charge 


Mr. WARREN. Permit me to say that the money so appro- 
is ae be 

fact, nearly every 

greater a 


ded in those States to any great extent. | 


agree with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
scope and purpose of the pending amendment. 

There is oneclause in it which, as I remember it, provides for an 
examination into irrigation. It seems to me that any appropria- 
tion for irrigation purposes is not germane to theriver and harbor 
bill. But it is not a new thing, I submit to the Senate, to have ar- 
gumentation and suggestion as to the storage of the waters of the 


as to the 


| Upper Missouri and the Upper Mississippi as affecting the flow of 


| pose of storage reservoirs in the State of Minnesota. 


ern State receives an expenditure of a | here upon that subject. So 
amount than is expended in any Western State. A very | river and harbor act a provision looking to the gathering of those 


water into the Gulf of Mexico; and, although I do not remember 
it specifically, I venture the statement that in this bill there is an 
appropriation of a hundred thousand dollars or more for the pur- 
I remem- 
ber a great many years ago to have examined the subject and to 
have found it a very interesting one. Anold gentleman, who had 
examined the waters of the Mississippi River, their flow and over- 


| flow, conceived the idea that by establishing storage reservoirs in 


the northern portion of Minnesota, which is a flat country, the 
water could be there stored by raising a dam 3, 4, or 5 feet high, 


| and that thus you could gather an immense quantity of water, 
| which could be utilized upon the Mississippi River in periods of 
| drought. 


I participated somewhat a good many years ago in a little debate 
Some years afterwards we put intoa 


slight amountof the money that is appropriated is expended there. | waters in the northern portion of the State of Minnesota, and if 








o11s: 


there is not an appropriation in the pending bill for that purpose 
it is because those dams and reservoirs have been so completed 
that further appropriations are not considered important. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Iowa understands that that 
was only for the »urpose of navigation, not irrigation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated in the beginning of my observations 
that if the word ‘irrigation ” were left out of the amendment it 
would be a germane inquiry to insert in a river and harbor bill as 
affecting the overflow of the waters of the Missouri and the Mis- 
sissippi, as affecting the mouth of the Mississippi River, as to what 
we shall do in the great future respecting the levees and dams and 
jetties which are a continuous annual expense to the Government 
of the United States,and undoubtedly will be as long as water 
runs. 

If there could be reservoirs in the high mountain regions for 
the storage of the immense body of water that comes down the 
_ Missouri River at certain seasons of the year, and if there could 

be erected dams which would check the flow of water in the Mis- 
sissippi at certain seasons of the year, it seems to me it is an in- 
telligent investigation which would be valuable to the people of 
this country, and especially to the interior portion of it, where 
those waters flow and where the overflows occur. But it requires 
investigation by an army officer, perhaps, or some one who is an 
expert in all these questions of the effect of waters in the stream, 
when and how they gather and flow to the Gulf or to the ocean, 
as the case may be. I donot think we should restrict this inquiry. 
I think it is a very late hour, I suggest to the Senator trom Wye- 
ming, to propose the amendment; but I think at some time we 
might well enter upon this investigation. 

Mr. VEST. Iam so anxious to get a vote upon the bill and to 
get rid of it that I will - to the Senator from Wyoming and the 
other Senators interested that if they will strike out the word 
“irrigation ” and let it apply to navigable streams, as is done in 
the case of the appropriation now in the bill for reservoirs at the 
head waters of the Mississippi, I will not raise the point of order 
unless some other Senator does. I donot believe in the system of 





reservoirs at all; I never have voted for it in committee or any- | 


where else, but if the irrigation feature is eliminated I will not 
make the point of order. 

. Mr. WARREN. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
I am willing that the objectionable word shall be stricken out, 
because I know that if the point of order is insisted upon, and it 
shall be maintained by the Chair, we can not get an expression of 
the Senate upon this subject; so, under the circumstances, I am 
compelled to accept whatever the Senator offers. I therefore give 
my consent to striking out the cbjectionable though by far the 
most important word in the amendment, that of “irrigation.” If 
it is his intention, however, to apply it to the navigable streams 
and the head waters thereof, then it might seem better to include 
more of the States. Iam willing, under the circumstances, that the 
word “irrigation” shall be stricken out. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope the Senator from Wyoming will insist 
upon including the other States, because this seems to be a gen- 
eral grab-bag business, and as there are about $70,000,000 to be 
appropriated, there certainly ought to be enough to give each 
State a part of it. I should like to vote to have it properly dis- 
tributed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WaR- 
REN] as modified. 

Mr. BAKER. How does the amendment read now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 


For the examination of sites and re 


On page 107, after line 24, it is proposed to 


rt upon the practicability and desir- 
ability of constructing reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for 
the storage and utilization of water to prevent floods and overflows, erosion 
of river banks, and breaking of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams 
during drought and low-water season, at least one site each in the States of 
Wyoming and Colorado. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. After the pending bill was ready for report, or 
about that time, and before the committee could have an oppor- 
tunity to consider it, there was a communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War asking that an a oo yma should be made 
for the examination of the character, limitations, and description 
of the property and rights of the Government in the Fox and Wis- 
consin rivers—property which belongs to the United States, but 
which, by the terms of the deed of conveyance, was somewhat 
uncertain in respect to its boundaries. I prepared an amendment 
which has had the examination of the chairman of the committee 
and which provides in accordance with the request of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War, and also contains provisions to make avail 
of the use of the water in the stream. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SecRETARY. On page 73, after line 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For a thorough investigation of the character, limitations, and description 
of the property and rights of the United States in connection with the j))- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, to be made under the directj., 
of the Secretary of War, upon condition that the owners of any property 
which may be interested in such delimitation shall pay such proportion of 
the cost of such investigation as the Secretary of War shall determine, $3.) x). 
And the Secretary of War is directed, by the use of flash-boards or otherwis«. 
to make avail of all the natural flow of water and prevent waste thereof ;,, 
the height to which the right of the United States to hold the same has been 
established and without interfering with private rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McBRIDE, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be stated. 

. — SECRETARY. On page 95, after line 17, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, use <o 
much of the money herein appropriated as may be a to prevent the 
erosion of the west bank of the Willamette River opposite em, Oreg., and 
to maintain the river channel at that point. 

Mr. FRYE. That is to be taken from the general appropriation 
for the river, is it not? 

Mr. McBRIDE. Yes; tobe taken from the general appropriation, 

Mr. FRYE. Then I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to say a word in regard 
to the amendment pro by my colleague, which has just been 
adopted by the Senate, My coll e intends that it is to take 
the place of an amendment adopted a few days ago, providing for 
asurvey. I ask the chairman of the committee to make a note 
of that, so that there may be no difficulty about it in conference. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I offer an amendment to reim- 
burse the city of Menasha for money which was expended in ¢on- 
nection with a Government improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the amendment already adopted, in line 
15, on page 73, it is proposed to insert: 

To reimburse the city of Menasha, Wis., for moneys expended by said city 
in the construction of a retaining wall along the bank of the Government 
canal in said city, $3,000, or so much thereof as may be found by the Secretary 
of War to be due said city for building said retaining wall. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer an amendment in line 23, on page 0, 
after the word ‘‘and.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In the clause making the appropriations for 
the Mississippi River, between Cairo and the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River, on page 80, line 23, after the word “and,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended”; so as to read: 


And $30,000, or so much thereof as mer be necessary, shall be expended in 
removing the bar infront of Chester, U1., etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now ask that the amendment of which I 
have given notice may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 100, at the end of section 5, line 10, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contra ts 
herein authorized to be made by apportioning them in such way as not to 
obligate the Government under this act and prior acts providing for the 


construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts beyond appro 


a 


riations made, for a sum exceeding in the te $10,000,000 in any one 
scal year for such materials and work autho: to be contracted for in 
all of said acts. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I want to ask the Senator from 
= how under that amendment the amounts appropriate! 
would beapportioned? If I understand the proposition the money 
might be applied to the full extent of two or three contracts and 
the others allowed to go unaided. 2 

Mr. GORMAN. Inanswer tothe Senator, I will say that it will 
be applied precisely as it has always been applied since we have 
made river and harbor bills containing continuing contracts !r 
improvements. The Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, 
as a matter of course, determine the amount to be expended on 
each of these works. : 

The object of the amendment is to limit the total expenditures 
under this bill and the visions which have been heretotore 
made for continuing contracts for works on rivers and harbors. 
The bill as it came from the House of Representatives and as 
amended now by the Senate makes an appropriation of $12,611... 
as nearly as I can get at it. There may be some little inaccuracy 
in the amount, but I think it is substantially correct. I have em 
bodied the appropriations contained in the bill as it came from 


~ 





1896. 
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the House and as reported by the Senate committee in a table, 


which I append herewith: 


APPROPRIATIONS. 





























| oy 
States. Senate uae emse = States. Senate bill.) House bill. 
51, 500 214,000 || Tennessee = $307,000 177,000 | 
N Hampshire. 5 00 5 000 Kentucky ....|/ 158,000 oT50 OD 
Vermont. .----- 15, 000 15,000 || Ohio .-......--- 741,000 713,000 
Massachusetts. 424, 000 434,000 || Michigan -.-... 572, 150 567, 150 
Rhode Island.. 149, 300 99,300 | Wisconsin - --- 368, 40 361, 500 
Connecticut - -- 267, 000 250,500 || Minnesota. -.- 127, 000 99, 000 
New York .---- 823, 500 725,000 || Indiana. -....- 108, 500 111,500 
New Jersey ---- 193, 660 166, 660 || Illinois. -.-..... 280), 000 260, 000 
Pennsylvania.. 337,500 588, 500 Mississippi 
Delaware ......} 184,160] 159,160) River.-.-...| 1,564,000 | 1,464,000 
Maryland .....- 492, 800 &,800 || Missouri ‘ 
Dist. of Col....- 125, 000 100,000 || _ (State) ....- 275, 000 245, 000 
Virginia -..-..-- 334, 000 825,000 | Missouri 
West Virginia. 37, 500 9,500 || River....... 350, 000 250, 000 
N. Carolina..-. 242, 000 141,500 || Montana ----. 35, 000 15, 000 
§. Carolina...-- 154, 500 189,500 || California....| 626,550 496, 000 
Georgia .-.----- 235,000} 240,000 | Oregon ......- 508, 390 306, 390 
Florida. ..-.---- 578, 000 279,000 || Idaho. ........ 33, 000 35, 000 
Alabama.....-- 314, 000 234,000 || Washington. . 335, 000 150, 000 
Mississippi. .-.- 55, 400 55,400 || Surveys ...... 200, 000 100, 000 
Louisiana -...... 258, 000 226, 500 re femme 
Texas ....------ 252, 000 137,000 Total ..... 12,561,850 | 10,480, 860 
Arkansas -.-..- 233, 000 233, 000 
Senate report. .....- -- 0c oe enn ne eo ewes one ene wenn ns co eeee coeeee coneee $12, 614, 550 
WO nececcwcensecncesecs cescoc cocces cocccs coccce ccccccccccccce 10, 504, 718 

nen 140° 858 


Port Orford 


10, 493, 860 
The bill contains provisions authorizing continuing contracts 
as follows: 
CONTINUING CONTRACTS IN PRESENT RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
















Amount 
Amount Appro Esti eee 
River or harbor. author priations | Balance mates, | Smet 1 
ized } to date 1sv7. ; oa “ 
of this 
| session. 
Hudson River, New 
York, 1892 $2, 260, 406 | $1,145,000 $1,115,406 | $500,000 | 3180, 000 
Great Kanawha River, | 
West Virginia, 1392 en, DG TER Tt . ........ <i ncussseccclichdammenite 
St. Johns River, Flor- | | 
ida, 1892 ae ieeeaie | 284, 500 | Nt Te 
Mississippi River from | | 
Ohio River to Minne- | 
apolis, 1892 - --| 4,875,000 | 4,775,000 el Oe Ee 
St. Marys River, Mich- | 
igan, 1800... 8, 738,865 | 3,513,805 a ES 
Great Lakes, between | 
Chicago, Duluth, and | 
Buffalo, 1892... .... 2,965,000 | 1,375,000 | 1,500,000 500,000 | 500,000 
Canal, Cascades of Co- 
lumbia River, 1892 1,419,250 | 1,239,658 179, 597. 179, 507 179, 507 
Point Judith, R_ 1., 1892 1, 100,000 | 500, OOO 600, 000 400), 000 300,000 
Charleston, 8. C., 1892..| 1,953,000 | 1,700,000 253, 000 100, 000 
Savannah, Ga., 1892.....| 2,831,250 | 2,831,250 
Mobile, Ala., 1892 ----| 1,181,300 1, 181,300 + 160,000 
Humboldt, Cal., 1892....) 1,565,115 747,000 818, 115 375, 000 25, 000 
Mississippi River Com- | 
mission, 1602 ..........| 7,905,000} 7,906,000 |.........../.......... atiataie 
Missouri River Com- | 
mission, 1892 .........- | 2,250,000 | 2,250,000 a ae 
enitsetenaneses 47,383, 501 | 39,158,468 | 8,225,083 | 4,044,507 | 3,584,507 


* Including $300,000 in urgent deficiency bill 
+ Under joint resolution this session 


The yearly appropriations to meet said contracts since their authorization 
have been as follows: 
1891 in river and harbor act $2, 340, 000 


1892 in sundry civil act 1,951, 200 

| 1883 in sundry civil act ...... oi 814,000 
184 in sundry civil act .... . 14, 166, 153 
1895 in sundry civil act -.-. 8, 400, 000 
in deficiency act......... 7 ee 200, 000 

1896 in sundry civil act ................ ‘ sade 11, 287, 115 
EE SE a ae ee ee : 39, 158, 468 


WMelS® .- csicqadebecconcace $1, 570,500.00 | Washington .........-... $980, 000. 00 
Massachusetts........... 1, 145,000.00 | Rhode Island ............ 707,000.00 | 
New YOUR <ccoccccceccece 3, 655,558.00 | Pennsylvania............ 894, 500.00 | 
Delaware -...---.. 4, 885,846.00 | West Virginia........... 1, 200,000.00 | 
South Carolina .......... 1,996, 250.00 | Tennessee ............... 600, 000.00. | 
Gectthd,.cécecatchbcsacee $, 572,500.00 | Kentucky................ 1, 346,000.00 
LOUIIBRR. ccocceseces-<- 1, 488, 250.00 | Mississippi............... 860, 000. 00 
ee 1, 403, 856.00 | Michigan ................ 1, 065, 000. 00 
CRED .. cticeisindinwineses 1,354, 000.00 | Tlimois -.................. 6,360,960.00 
WSC ccnctetecenscce 168, 737.91 | Ohio River............... 2, 807, 250. 00 
Minnesota ...........-.-- 3, 080,553.00 | Mississippi River ........ 13, 400, 000. 00 
eee 4, 006, 000. 00 mmutiiontiiemadmeea 
Oregon............-----.- 4,664,000. 00 | Grand total........ 64, 211, 760. 91 


In addition to these there is a provision in regard to the work on 
the Monongahela River, which will in all probability increase this 
sum $3,000,000 more. Besides that, we have appropriated—at least 
the Senate has passed during the present session—for contracts 
already existing, but which are not yet completed, $3,584,597, 
leaving the contracts heretofore authorized at about $47,000,000, 
in addition to the contracts authorized by the pending bill, 
amounting in all from sixty-four to sixty-seven million dollars, 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator examined to see whether or not 
most of the existing contracts will not be completed in the present 
year? 

Mr. GORMAN, I will give the exact figures. The contracts 
that were heretofore authorized amounted to $47,383,501; that is 
to say, by the river and harbor acts of 1890 and 1892, and they are 
still outstanding. We have appropriated heretofore on that ac- 
count $39,158,468, leaving a balance to be appropriated of $8,225,- 
033 at the beginning of this session. The estimate of the War 
Department of the amount they will require for the current year 


was $4,044,597, but Congress has = appropriated $3,584,597 of 
the $8,225,033 e over $4,000,000. 


sy eaving a litt 
Mr. FRYE. To be appropriated for in the future. 

Mr. GORMAN. And about four millions and a half to be added 
on account of the contracts authorized by this bill. These con- 
tracts, when made, necessarily must be met from time to time, 
and they ought to be met promptly. When the contracts are en- 
tered into there is no escape from making the appropriations, and 
it would be equivalent to repudiation if we should undertake to 
doso. I will insert a table setting forth this matter in detail. 


The following shows the river and harbor contracts authorized by the river 
and harbor acts of 1890 and 1892. the appropriations thereunder to date, the 
balances under each, and the estimates submitted for 1897: 





With the large contracts heretofore authorized, together with 
the appropriations made, the expenditure has not exceeded $20,- 
000,000 in any one year. That has been found to be as much as 
could be properly and economically used by the War Depart- 
ment. It has never been attempted to exceed it. 

If the amendment I have offered be adopted the case will stand 
thus: Under the direct appropriations made by the pending river 
and harbor bill of $12,614,550 during the next current year, if the 


| War Department pursues the same policy which has been fol- 
| lowed in the past, and I doubt not they will, because the river 


and harbor bill is regarded asa bill for two years instead of for 
one year, they will expend all that direct appropriation of $6,000,- 
000, and they will have under the amendment I[ have offered the 
authority to spend $10,000,000 more on account of the contracts 
contained in this bill, and will have in addition the $3,584,597 


| which we have appropriated in the sundry civil bill, which will 


make within a fraction of $20,000,000 for the next fiscal year, and 
for the fiscal year beyond that it will be the same. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


| tion? 





| Amount | 
Amount | Appro- Bet. fEStente 
River or harbor. author- priations Balance. | mates, | aa 
+o date. F civil bill 
of this 
session. 
onsite ee ee | 
Gap Pa. 1800. 8, 300, 000 2, 141.000 1, 159,000 | $850,000 | $600, 000 
eston, Tex., 1890__. ; 510, 690,000 | 1, 140,000 |*1, 140, 000 | 
Ha. Lake Channel|” 4,510,000 | 1,690,000 | 1,140,000 |*1, 14 
-neee---| 1,684,115 | 1,190,000 GEE Pentnbocceccfecccccccce 


Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand that the effect of the Senator’s 
amendment will be to eventually save anything? Will it reduce 
the total appropriation in any way, or will it simply take longer 
to dispose of it? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; there is no saving on this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no saving, or no reduction? 

Mr. GORMAN. No saving whatever except the saving of time 
and other considerations, though the Engineer Department, after 
looking at the works provided for, may, when they report to Con- 
gress, think that some of them are useless. That may be done. 
That is the only hope there is about it. The amendment, how- 
ever, will save the Treasury in its present depleted condition 
though I am not going over all the figures about that again 
the very unusual and extraordinary drain during this next fiscal 
year and the fiscal year following. It will give $20,000,000in each 
of those two years to be expended on that account, which would 
be as great an amount or greater than has ever been expended 
before. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator, as to his 
amendment, that he need not extend it beyond the 4th of March 
next, for we shall then have a Republican Administration and 
shall have plenty of money, and so there will be no need of such a 


from 


| limit as the Senator proposes. 


Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Oregon is assuming a great 
deal when he predicts that we shall have a Republican Adminis- 
tration after the 4th of March next. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. He ought to know that we shall not. 

Mr. GORMAN. No matter what Administration shall be in 

wer, whether it be Republican or Democratic, that has nothing 

do with this matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator know how much 
has been appropriated for in the sundry civil bill on these con- 
tracts each year for the last two years? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The effect of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maryland, and its only effect, will be 
to nullify what has been done in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. So far from that beingso, it practically insures 
that amount of money. The sundry civil bill of 1892 was the first 
bill in which appropriations were made on account of these con- 
tracts. The appropriations for contracts authorized by the river 
and harbor bills are now made in the sundry civil bill, and we 
appropriated all that the engineers required during that year, 
skeen $1,951,200; the next year $814,000, and the next year we 
appropriated $14,166,153. That was in the year 1894. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much does the Senator say? 

Mr. GORMAN. Fourteen million one hundred and sixty-six 
thousand one hundred and fifty-three dollars. Then in the next 
bill we appropriated $8,400,000, and in the last bill $11,287,115. In 
the present year in the sundry civil bill, which is just passing 
through Congress and has already passed the Senate, we have 
appropriated $3,500,000. 

r. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
the question whether he would not be willing to modify his amend- 
ment so as to make the amount appropriated annually not exceed- 
ing the average for the past eleven years. I have before mea 
statement, prepared by an officer of the War Department, giving 
the appropriations from 1885 to 1896,inclusive. I shall not read 
it all, but I will state that it averages between thirteen and four- 
teen million dollars in each year. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator can put that in in his own 
time. I will say to the Senator that the appropriation this year 
exceeds anything which has been made in the past. This will 
~ give practically for the next year $20,000,000, which exceeds the 
amount appropriated in any one year. I know that you can not 
limit it. f should be delighted to see thatdone. I started off with 
the general idea to limit these contracts to not over $7,000,000; 
but, taking the conditions that surround this bill, the atmosphere 
about it, and the immense number of contracts which have been 
forced in here against the will of the committee who have exam- 
ined it, and to which the chairman himself has had to give way, 
the Senate having insisted upon them, a reasonable amount ought 
to be added. 

The bill came from the House of Representatives with a less 
amount than it now contains. The attempt was made there to 
limit the expenditure to 25 per cent. That provision was elim- 
inated, and the Senate has inserted a provision that in no one of 
these cases shall more than $400,000 be expended. I desire to 
limit the amount to be expended to $10,000,000 per annum, and I 
say to the Senator from Washington that will give a greater 
amount per annum than has been expended in any year for the 
last eleven years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope in some form that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland will be 
adopted. It isin accordance with the general scheme and plan 
of this bill. As to a number of appropriations in the bill, where 
contracts are authorized to be entered into, there is a proposition 
that not more than one-quarter of them, or 25 per cent of the 
amount, shall be expended in any one fiscal year. It is provided 
as to others that not more than one-third shall be expended in 
any one fiscal year, and in many others there is no limitation as 
to the expenditure. So we have here different provisions as ap- 
plied to these different contract appropriations. 

I have favored the contract a in the past. I became 
convinced by the arguments of the Senator from Maine (om 
FRYE| several years ago that it was a wise thing to contract for 
the work on a specific harbor or river and then allow the appro- 
priations to be made from year to year in the execution of that 
contract. 

As I remember, the first work of the kind was one applying to 
the harbor at Galveston, Tex., and also another to the Sault Ste. 
Marie improvement on the Northwestern Lakes. At the harbor of 
Galveston we provided for a contract for $6,000,000, if I remem- 
ber rightly, or perhaps $6,200,000, and we authorized the contract 
to be made for the entire work. The contract was so made, and 
then, when this first appropriation was made, the Committee on 
Commerce, having charge of rivers and harbors, practically dis- 
missed that improvement from their consideration. They did so 
because under their jurisdiction it was a completed affair, and 
the subsequent appropriations were reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations im the sundry civil bill. 

The result was, we sonuseasil in these contract provisions and 
increased them from year to year, As I remember, the next year 
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we provided for twelve or fifteen million dollars in those con- 
tracts, the next year for $31,000,000, and the next year in the 
river and harbor bill for $47,000,000, as I think the Senator stated. 
These old contracts lapsing from time to time, and new ones being 
entered into, the result of that in the Committee on Appropri:: 
tions has been that that committee, and the Engineer Department 
as well, as to these great contracts, have been at the mercy of the 
contractors rather than having the power to regulate the specd 
with which the contracts should be completed and executed. The 
contractors secure a considerable oo for the execution of their 
contracts. If they have favorable contracts, as most of them 
have, for they contracted for the work on higher prices and are 
executing them upon a constantly descending scale of prices, and 
if they are able to execute them, they come to the Committee on 
Appropriations and say, ‘‘So many dollars will be expended under 
this contract in the next year and so many dollars each year there- 
after.” The result of that has been that in the sundry civil bill 
we have, as the Senator from Maryland has already stated, appro- 
priated as high as $14,000,000 in a single bill for the execution of 
contracts over which we have no power, except to know from the 
engineer officers of the Government that the contract entered into 
two or three years ago is in the process of execution. 

Last year during the short session we appropriated, as I recol- 
lect—the Senator from Maryland gave the amount—$11,500 00 
under these continuing contracts for rivers and harbors and other 
— works. That swelled the sundry civil bill to $39,000,000, 

have seen it stated in many places that the sundry civil bil! of 
this year came to the Senate with less than $25,000,000 upon it, 
making a saving of $15,000,000 as to the appropriations of this 
year compared with those of last year. 

Mr. President, [ think that if we are to continue the process of 
making these large contracts, mortgaging the future revenues and 
the future appropriations of the Government, we should do so in 
such a way that we shall have a reasonable control of the probable 
amount from year to year. We are having these contracts made 
not only as to rivers and harbors, but they are made in other 
departments during the present year and have been in the past. 
They are made now in the fortifications bill, which will presently 
come before us. Here are $60,000,000 to be appropriated in the 
future, and in many of these items there are but small initial 
appropriations, to which are attached large sums of money. | do 
not object to that; I do not say that it is unwise; but I say that if 
we are to put into an appropriation bill this year $5,000 and upon 
it hang a contract of $4,500,000, which may be executed by the 
Secretary of War, and if, in the judgment of the Secretary of War 
and in the judgment of the Chief of Engineers, that contract should 
be executed within two years with the Government of the United 
States, its credit and its faith are mortgaged to pay that amount 
within two years. 

So, whether the limit be $10,000,000—I do not say that that is the 
proper sum, but I think it is large enough—or, if that be not the 
proper sum, let us take asum, whether it be ten or eleven or twelve 
million dollars, whereby the engineer officers of the Government 
shall have a guide as to these contracts, so that they shall not obli- 
gate the Government beyond a fixed sum for a certain year. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Referring to the a riations for the last few 
years, the Senator has already mentioned the appropriations for 
1896 as being eleven and a half million dollars. ith his per- 
mission, [ shall at this point insert a table showing the appropria- 
tions for rivers and harbors from 1885 to 1896, inclusive. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The table is as follows: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS FROM 1885 TO 1806, INCLUSIVE. 
$14, 948, 300.00 


14, 464, 900.00 


2, 202, 306. 00 
2.951, 200.00 
2 O68, 218.00 
14, 181, 153.00 
20. 055, 008. 30 


What I want to ask the Senator is, does he think the sum of 
$10,000,000 per annum would enable the Government to pay !0T 
past contracts as well as future contracts; in other words, is that 
sum sufficient for what is contemplated in past legislation an‘ i2 


present aed 
Mr. ALLISON. I see the point the Senator makes. There }s 
only a liability of $4,300,000, or about that sum, upon contracts 
already made. Here is a liability upon future contracts amount 
ing to $64,000,000 or $62,000,000, Is it understood that this is to 
be the last river and harbor bill? These contract provisions do not 
cover more than one-tenth or one-twentieth the river an 





- ment of the 


‘ 





1896. 
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harbor bill, We maynot have at the short session of Congress a 


bill, but we are certain to have one at the next 
long session of We have these river and harbor bills only 
: in two years. When the next Congress after the present con- 
a that that Congress will not have, as this Con- 
- resent depleted condition of the Treasury, projects 
and with on umprovements that will require appropriations at 


we _ here now in this mre ee ees or — 
currently expen wi 5 contracts. Je 

that are fo be dry civil appropriation bill $3,500,000 additional, 
fifteén an million dollars that are to be expended 

in the next fiscal from current appropriations and upon con- 
tracts already made, without reference to thefuture. Theamend- 
from oe ~ I 1 mene mee only 
contracts in the pending bill and the contracts heretofore 

aoe not have expended under them exceeding $10,000,000. 
Will not the Senators on this floor from every State in the Union, 
or every State that has rivers and harbors within it, ask two years 
from now that there shall be sums appropriated for their rivers 


river and 


and harbors, because there are not contract provisions in the pend- 
ing bill appl ing to them? These contract provisions here are 


. They only to a few important places; and yet there 
aaa great fa sn isos which will need improvement. So, under 
the next river and harbor bill there wiil be at least $12,000.000 and 
possibly $20,000,000 appropriated outside of these contracts. It is 
the only purpose of the amendment of the Senator from Maryland, 
as [ understand it, to limit the expenditures under these contracts. 

I will defer largely to the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce and to the Senators upon that committee as to what should 
be the annual limitation, but to say that we shall authorize 
$60,000,000 in contracts and leave it to the Chief of Engineers to 


make contracts and say that the $60,000,000 shall be spent in two 


years is an abdication of the power of Congress that for one, 
whatever others may do, I never shall consent to. We place the 
whole power of the $64,000,000 in the hands of the Chief of En- 
gineers and the Secretary of War to expend it in one or two years, 
except where we have already put in the bill a limitation that 


only 25 per cent shall be spent in a single year. 
80 I think a limitation in addition to the limitations already 


provided in the bill should be added. I would not have made the 
suggestion had not the bill been amended in the Senate. There 
is in section 5 of the bill a provision, as it came from the House, 
that only 25 per cent of the postponed contracts shall be expended 
in any one year. That provision by its own vigor sends these 
contract ap riations over a period of four years. But here 
that limitation has been stricken out and another limitation, 


which I is a limitation as well, has been inserted. Itis that 
there be expended only $400,000 in a single year, unless it is 


otherwise specifically provided for. Is that a wise provision, mak- 
ing fish of one improvement and flesh of another? 
. FRYE. Senator does not understand the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lam gladI donot. I thank the Senator for 
that information. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it. 

Mr. FRYE. No; will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. FRYE. As the bill came from the House there was a pro- 
vision that not more than 25 cent should be expended in any 
one year, but it excepted below $500,000. Now, there was a 
contract shortly of $517,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Ebaster must not say that he corrects me 


was only speaking of these larger 
. Of course I was not ignorant of the fact that 
was a limitation of $500,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Below $500,000, which can be expended in one year, 

and one of the next items was $517,000, with a 25 per cent limit to 

and therefore that could not be expended under four years. 

of contracts were below $800,000 and over all 

by the 25 per cent clause for four years—exceedingly 
unfair and unjust in every respect. 

Now, what the Senate said was that no more than $400,000 

should be expended on any one contract in any one year, and then 


i 


it provided in certain very important contracts, like that at Supe- 
rior and Duluth, that not over 25 per cent should be expended in 
any one , not limiting them to the $400,000, and in another 
one, the harbor of refuge, which was a very important 
work under way, we = in a provision allowing them 25 per cent. 
We could get a dollars of expenditure for Superior and 
Duluth, because they were very important and ought t> be com- 
pleted as soon as possible; and the Senator himself, in concert 
with the Senator from illinois, has to-day put into the bill a pro- 
vision that the Hennepin Canal, the propriety of which I always 
doubted, and I think I have always voted against the Hennepin 
Canal anyway—— 
XXVIII—371 
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Mr. ALLISON. I know. 

Mr. FRYE. Should have 25 per cent of expenditure—that is, 
about $5,000,000, and $1,000,000 that they can spend in every year. 
I do not see how you could make it fairer than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has only reenforced my argument. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator did not need any reenforcement of 
his argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is the point. 
in the bill: 

That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, under 
the provisions of this act, in addition to the sums appropriated herein, the 
Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pay, in any one fiscal 
year, beginning July 1, 1897, more than $400,000 upon the said contracts for 
any one of the works herein placed under the contract system, except as 
herein otherwise specifically authorized to do. 

The Senator from Maine has given two noted illustrations where 
the 25-per-cent clause was inserted, and through the kindness of 
the Senate the Senator from Illinois had the same inserted as re- 
spects the Hennepin Canal. Now, then, there are three impor- 
tant works that have no limitation except the one-quarter of the 
expenditure. There are other important works that have the lim- 
itation of $400,000. All these, I take it, are limitations intended to 
restrict and limit the annual expenditures, are they not? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are for that purpose. Therefore the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland is in the line of the 
policy and of the project and plan of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Only, if the Senator will allow me, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce undertook to so arrange it that the most im- 
portant should not be limited as to the $400,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. And they undertook to discriminate in the inter- 
est of commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; upon certain improvements. 
controversy about the Santa Monica improvement. It lasted two 
days. If that authority shall be given finally under the scheme 
and plan adopted they can expend only $400,000 annually under 
the bill as it stands. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask a 
question in that connection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. On the Lower Mississippi River the amount is 
specified that may be expended for the next year and for three 
years following. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, what will be the effect of the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland, if adopted, in regard to the con- 
tracts on the Lower Mississippi? 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis pertinent. It will, of course, depend 
upon what the Secretary of War or the Chief of Engineers may 
do in adjusting all these appropriations. The Senator will bear 
me witness that I said in the opening of my observations I was 
not certain that the limit of $10,000,000 proposed by the Senator 
from Maryland is the right limit, although I thought it was suffi- 
cient. I would defer very much to the Senator from Maine and 
the other Senators upon the Committee on Commerce as to what 
that limitation should be. 

Mr. BERRY. That being the specific amount named in the 
law as it now stands which may be expended by the Mississippi 
River Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, or it may not be. That is all within the 
discretion of the Chief of Engineers, and in the case of the Lower 
Mississippi it is in the discretion of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, which is far away from us as respects these expenditures 
and far away from our examination as respects the methods of 
the expenditures. 

Mr. PASCO, Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him 
a Ga 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO, I should like toask the Senator if the amendment 
is adopted whether it would not be just as fair that all the special 
limitations should be eliminated from the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I think not. 

Mr. PASCO. Otherwise the items which are to receive the 
special amounts will for the first two years, at all events, absorb 
all the money appropriated for these purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON t do not think so, though I have not myself 
examined it with care as respects that point. It only shows that 
the amount is to be increased to $11,000,000, if you please. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does not the Senator from Iowa think it would 
be right that the reduction should be pro rata all around and not 
exceptional in favor of some improvements and against others? 
Mr. ALLISON. How is the bill now, I ask the Senator? That 
is exactly its situationnow. The reason why I support the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland is because I think it is in ac- 
cord with the spirit of the bill that we shall equalize and arrange 
it so as to limit the expenditure in any one year. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, it may be true as stated by the 


I will read the limitation 


We had a 
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Senator from Iowa, that the amendment ought to be adopted in 
some shape or other, but I doubt very much whether it ought to 
be adopted in the shape in which it is now before the Senate. I 
understand that when the contracts in the bill are authorized, 
there is meas authorization as to each place limiting the amount. 
In the bill itself, these amounts are fixed by the Commerce Com- 
mittee. The effect of the amendment, I understand, is simply to 
do away with all the limitations and leave to the discretion of the 
Secretary of War how much shall be given to one place and how 
much to another. The amendment does not require the Secretary 
of War to make a pro rata reduction from each one of the con- 
tracts, but in carrying out the amendment the Secretary of War 
ae take ont of a specific appropriation made, a specific contract 
authorized, al! the reduction that the amendment requires. I 
think that is giving him too much authority, and for that reason 
I shall not vote for it. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion, so 
that there may be a test vote on it. 

Mr. VEST. If we do not lay the motion on the table we can 
g° on with the amendment in the morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator ess Maryland demands 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Missouri to 
—— amendment on the table. 

he yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu], who is absent, 
but from the conversation I had with him this afternoon I feel 
warranted in voting upon the amendment. I vote ‘‘nay” upon 
this motion. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLu]. I am 

nformed by his colleague [Mr. Pasco] that the senior Senator 
oo Florida would vote “‘ yea,” if present. Therefore I will vote. 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. If he were 
present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron]. If 
he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. I think if the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
were here he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. Upon that assurance I will vote. I vote 
‘“‘vea,” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS, My colleague [Mr. McMILLAn] is paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBurn]. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a standing pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs], who has not voted. I will transfer my pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 31, as follows: 

YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Burrows, ‘ 
Caffery, McBride, 
Oullom, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Dubois, Nelson, 


Squire, 
Walthall, 
Warre 
White. 


Pugh, 
gon 
we 
Shoup, 
NAYS—3L 


Carter, 
Chandler, 
Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 
Gear, 
Gorman, M 
Gray, Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—22. 
McMillan, 
Mulls, 


Morrill, 
M 


table. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, as I understand the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, it nullifies the provisions of 
the bill in regard to most of the appropriations made for harbors 
under contract, and the bill had better not pass at all than pass in 
that way. I understand that there are a large number of provi- 
sions in the bill for contracts in various important works, ese 
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provisions contain limitations of various kinds, some that there 
shall not be over $400,000 expended in any one year, and others 
that not over 25 per cent of the a 8 be spent in any 

e te will undoubtedly 


one year. Those provisions in 


amount to more than $10,000,000, of which certain provisions wii] 


get the whole amount the bill calls for, and all the other pro- 
visions in regard to contracts will get no appropriation, and wil] 
not be entitled to have any contracts whatever made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow mo? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The last provision is a limit upon the whole 
bill. The other provision is a limit upon the specific appropria- 
tions ‘‘ not exceeding”; they are not bound to expend one-quarter 
annually. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the other provisions stand until they 
reach $10,000,000, and then no other appropriations are to be made 
and no other contracts are to be made. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. It does not read so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly reads so,and there can be no 
other construction of the amendment. If the amendment has 
any force at all, if it is not put in here—I do not say the Senator 
from Maryland put it in for any such purpose—simply to preach 
economy and has no binding force whatever upon future Con- 
gresses as to whether the appropriation shall be $10,000,000, or 
$20,000,000, or $30,000,000. or $40,000,000, as that Congress may de- 
termine; but if it is actually binding upon anybody it practically 
prevents any appropriations or any contracts for a large portion 
of the works which are put under contract by provisions of the 
bill. The theory upon which they are being put under contract 
is that they are the most important works upon rivers and har- 
bors in the whole country. Now, if it is the purpose of the 
Senate to defeat the most important of the bill, we had bet- 
ter do it on a direct vote, with a understanding of what we 
are Se 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. FRYE. This amendment is likely to lead to more discus- 
sion. I recognize the fact that it has a@ very hot day and 
that Senators are weary. I should like to ask unanimous consent 
that further debate on the pending bill and any of its amendments 
shall be limited to the five-minutes rule—— 

Mr. PLATT and others. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. That its consideration shall be commenced imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow, and that at 
a a vote shall be taken upon all the amendments and upon 

e bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to know of the Senator from Maine 
whether he includes the amendment offered by th. Senator from 
Mesy iene [o GORMAN]? 

Mr, FRYE. All amendments. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think the pending amendment wil] require 
a greater latitude of discussion than can be secured under the 
five-minutes rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Each Senator is entitled to speak for five minutes. 
The five minutes’ debate is the best and most intelligent debate 
that ever was provided for. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. Interminable speeches in the United States Senate 
befog infinitely more than they instruct. Any Senator can scy 
everything he wants to say about the amendment in five minutes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. LI hope the Senator from Maine will except 
from that statement the delightful speech he made a few hours ay. 

Mr. FRYE. I have finished that speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower 
the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Keser- 
vation in said State as a part of the lands granted to the State 
under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission of 
South Dakota into the U approved February 22, 1889, and 
for indemnity school lands, and for pean. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to te 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the 
county of Navajo, Territory of Arizona; to issue bonds for the con- 
8 nm of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S.R.15) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at (ak 
land, Cal., certain cannon, etc., with an amendufent, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
‘the follow! enrolled bills and jomt resolution: 
. 981 relating 

UG. District of Columbia; 

for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 


to the testimony of physicians in the 


= 
a 
3 


2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street ie city of Washington; ; 

A bill (S. 2848) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Boonville, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 


Wel CH. R. 1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Gilder; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in thu 
District of Columbia; ; : 

A bill (H. R. 8606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
ic domain; 
bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 


d 
A joint resolution (S. R. 167) authorizing forei 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in 
in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their re- 

tive countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 

their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be 
imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m. ) 
éhe Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 13, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. ; 


exhibitors at 
ashville, Tenn., 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, May 12, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. CoupEen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

THE RECORD. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
RECORD. 
‘ Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call up a matter. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to correct the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has a question he 


calls u 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cull the attention of 
the House to what I regard as a violation of the privileges of 
spr in the REcorD, as found on pages 5472, 5473, 5474, and 

75 of the Recorp. The House will remember that on Friday 
last we were in the absorbingly interesting question of 
provi clerks for members. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


lt is impossible 


The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

Aupricu], chairman of the Committee on Accounts, yielded five 

minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. On 
my friend from Alabama trembled for his country 

to such an extent that his vibrations extended over those pages of 

the Recorp that I have named. 

Now, Mr. r, itis not a pleasant task for me to call the 
attention of House to a violation of the privileges of printing 
in the REcorD upon the — of any member; but it is a matter, 
as it seems to me, incumbent upon me, and one in justice to the 
members of the House amenalie and to the proprieties involved 
in the y ap in the Recorp. I think in this 
instance it is so manifestly improper that I sony need to say 

more. Iam quite willing to = now to the gentleman 
for the length of time I have occupied—and grant- 
in that no leave to t [laughter]—for such an explanation 


e. 

Mr. Speaker, the offense which the gentle- 
g of some tables in the Recorp illus- 

made; but, while I have not the notes 

before me, my recollection is that I distinctly stated, with the 


rmission of the House, that I would print them. Now, it is 
nown that never in the history of Congress has a table been read 
before the House. They are simply put in the Recorp by all 
members without objection, simply upon the suggestion that they 
will do so. Since I have been a member of this House I have 
never given myself the pain which the gentleman from Iowa says 
he has given himself to-day. I have never alluded to any mem- 
bers personally, except where I could do it in a complimentary 
and pleasant manner and in such a manner as would commend 
them to the country and their constituents. 
Now, with regard to the revision of the Recorp. There is no 
rule in the rules adopted at the opening of this session of Congress 
| alluding to this subject in any way whatever; and from the be- 
ginning of this Government it has been the custom for members 
of Congress to take their remarks as handed them by the ste- 
nographers and give them such revision as they thought proper 
and best. Even the greatest man that ever was in the Senate of 
the United States, Daniel Webster, in the case of the greatest 
speech he ever made, that rang throughout the whole world—that 
speech appeared in the Recor» thirty days after it was delivered; 
and the persons who took down his a. as nearly correct as 
possible, as I have seen lately published—this speech when printed 
was not recognizable as the speech delivered in the Senate. 

Now, the ro of members of Congress should be, and it is 
my purpose, to do my duty to my constituents and to my country; 
and in speeches which are to go into the Recorp, if I find, after 
reading the stenographer’s notes, I can recast sentences or make 
such changes as to express myself better, it is a privilege that has 
always been accorded without objection to members of Congress. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Allow me to get through; one moment more. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one or two moments more. 

Mr. WHEELER. Thank you. 

Now, on more than one occasion, when I have made speeches 
| which have contained matter which met the approval of at least 
| my own party—on more than one occasion some gentleman on the 

other side has risen to make objection to the way it appeared in 
the RECORD. 





oe 


Now, the other day an objection was made. When I went to 
the Printing Office I found that the gentleman who had made 
this objection had made changes in his remarks far exceeding those 
I had made in mine; but I did not come before the House like a 
tattling schoolboy to rise up here and criticise my fellow-mem- 
bers. ut even in the last Congress, so correct a member as our 
distinguished Speaker, while making a speech on that side of the 
aisle near where the gentleman from lowa |Mr. PERKINS] now 
stands, a speech which was read all over the country, as the gentle- 
man will recall, being on the silver question, taking from his 
pocket a memorandum, read a list of gentlemen on this side who 
then were voting with the gold-standard men and who had up to 
a short time before cast their votes for free and unlimited coinage 
of silver; and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep], with that 
wonderful emphasis and that wonderful command of language 
and manner which he possesses, used, as I recollect, these words. 
He quoted my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], and Mr. Bynum 
of Indiana, winding up with the distinguished gentleman from 
West Virginia, Mr. Wilson. He was referring to the vote of 1890. 
I then rose in this place and said: ‘‘ Yes; and every Democrat who 
voted the other way—who voted against free coinage on that oc- 
casion—has been defeated and retired from public life by the 


people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WHEELER. I am coming to my point. [Applause and 
laughter.] That evening I saw my remark, just as | had made 
it, written out in typewriting in the speech of the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine, the present Speaker, but next morning, 
when that great speech came out, instead of seeing my well-timed 
remark in its place it was not there; there was a perfect blank. 
{Laughter. } hezcfore, if I can have the example of the distin- 
guished Speaker of this House for changing other people’s re- 
marks, certainly © can enjoy the poor privilege of making some 
slight changes in my own. auanter,| 

Mr. PERKINS. Nov, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Uh, I am not through yet. 
applause. | 

A MempBer. Ask leave to print. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I want to put myself right. 
The gentleman said he felt pain; now I want to relieve him of his 
pain by explaining my position. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not yield any further, Mr. Speaker. If 


the pu 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. Can 
the gentleman take me off the floor? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa had the floor—— 
Mr. WHEELER. And he yielded to me. 
The SPEAKER (continuing). And yielded the same time that 





[Laughter and 
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he had occupied to the gentleman from Alabama, which was about 
three minutes. The gentleman from Alabama has had ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, I want about thirty, gen one 

Mr. PERKINS. That is in the same line as the matter I am 
complaining of. If the position of the gentleman from Alabama 
is correct, any member on this floor, any morning that he may 
see fit, can fill the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, or expand it totwo or 
three times its usual size, with any matter that he may choose to 
putin. Now, certainly the manifest impropriety of that must be 
recognized by everybody. If the gentleman will refer to the 
Manual, page 305, he will find that he is not correct in the state- 
ment he makes that a member may print tables, etc., at his will, 
and without asking the consent of the House, provided he has 
simply alluded to tiem in his remarks. I read from the Manual: 

Citations or other matter not actually delivered in the course of debate 
but simply referred to, can not be printed in the RzcorpD without consent of 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have that before me. 

Mr. PERKINS. The reference is to Journal, first session, Fifty- 
third Congress, page 114. Now, Mr. Speaker, there can be no 
question as to the impropriety of the Se under considera- 
tion, and I am surprised that the gentleman from Alabama claims 
itasa right. I have been led to think that he does, because he 
has repeatedly violated the privileges of debate here in a similar 
manner. It has occurred to me that if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama or any other gentleman on this floor considers it a matter 
of right for him to put anything that he may choose into the 
ReEcorD, it would be well for us to determine that question now. 
The ane position seems to me so manifestly improper, so 
absolutely absurd, that I propose to submit the question to the 
House, and I move you, Mr. Speaker, that the superfluous matter 
which I have indicated, other than the matter actually delivered 
on the floor of the House on last Friday by the gentleman from 
Alabama, be stricken from the permanent REcorD; and upon that 
motion I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Iowa moves—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will permit the Chair to put 
the question before the House. The gentleman from Iowa moves 
that the portion of the RecorpD which he indicates, on pages 5472, 
5478, 5474, and 5475,in the remarks of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, the interpolated matter which he did not deliver in the five 
minutes all to him, be stricken from the permanent Recorp. 


Will the —- from Iowa reduce his motion to writing, so 


that the House may know exactly what matter it includes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill doso. 
to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Perkins moves to strike out of the permanent Recorp the matter 
inserted by Mr. WaexeLer on Friday de from the matter, according 
to the reporter's notes, delivered by him in his five minutes’ time; said mat- 
ter being on pages 5472, 5473, 5474, and 5475. 

The SPEAKER. On this motion the gentleman from Iowa de- 
mands the eres question. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to = of order. This 
is a new proposition. There has been no debate on this proposi- 
tion at all, and I respectfully make the point of order that we are 
entitled to twenty minutes’ debate upon it. Itis entirely different 
from the other motion. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks there has been debate within 


offer the resolution that I send 


the rule. 
Mr. WHEELER. Notonthisresolution. The gentleman from. 


Iowa made some remarks and then submitted some verbal sug- 
gestion as to what he was going to do, but not in the form of a 
resolution; and there was debate on that. But now he has sub- 
mitted a written resolution, upon which there has been no debate. 
I make the point of order that under the previous question twenty 
minutes’ debate must be allowed on each side. I should like to 
hear the gentleman sustain his resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] that perhaps the best way out of this difficulty would 
be to refer the whole question to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the House can readily dis of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the last Congress (if I may be per- 
mitted to refer to the matter) a question similar to this was 
raised, and it was referred to the Committee on Rules that they 
might investigate and report. It occurs to me that the gentle- 
man from Iowa has now accomplished his pu in calling at- 
tention to this irregularity, if it be one, and that we might avoid 
further difficulty by referring the question to the Committee on 
Rules and letting them canmtine it. 

Mr. PERKINS rose, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will pardon mea mo- 
ment, I make the s tion for this reason—— 

Mr. PERKINS. e gentleman from Alabama claims this as 


a right; and it seems to me the House ought to determine whether 
he has euch a right or not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly not without debate. 

Mr. PERKINS. Whichever way the House may determine the 
question I shall be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is whether 
under the rules debate on proposition should now be allowed, 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the ruling of the Chair on that question, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was about to make a suggestion which 
I think would relieve the House of embarrassment in this matter, 
It is almost impossible for a member in hastily drawing a resolu- 
tion like this to cover just what matter should remain in tho 
Recorp and what ought not toremain. Having myself had some 
experience in investigating questions of this kind, I simply sug- 
gest that it might be well to refer this question to the Committee 
on Rules, that they might determine what part of the matter pub- 
lished is competent and what part is incompetent and should go 
out. Thatis the object Ihad. Inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Towa has called attention to this irregularity, if it be one, I think 
that the ends of justice would be subserved by the course I sug- 


gest. 

Mr. PERKINS. As there seems some as to have some 
further debate on this matter, I will withdraw my demand for 
the previous question for ten minutes, and will now yield five 
minutes to the other side, retaining five minutes for myself, ziv- 
ing notice that at the expiration of ten minutes I shall move tho 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The a from Iowa yields five minutes 
to the ae from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose any member 
of the House fails to comprehend why this movement was made. 
One _of the most distinguished Republicans said this morning 
that the trouble with these statements showing appropriations 
by Democratic Congresses and by Republican Congresses was 
that they put the Republican party in a bad light, and there- 
fore they want to obliterate them. I want to say to the Repub- 
lican party, and with the best feeling, that if they do not want to 
be put in a bad light they must not make a record which puts 
them in a bad light. They must not for a series of years make a 
character of app riations which place them before the country 
in an unfavora ie light, and then cry out at the beginning of an 
election campaign that they want to and hide their own 
record. The case to which the tleman referred was different 
from the case now before the House. That was a case where a 
member sought to incorporate in the Recorp extracts from news- 

apers, very voluminous extracts, which should properly have 
i read to the House. These are not extracts from newspapers; 
they are simply tables prepared with great care and great accu- 
racy and great truth [laughter]; and though the — of 
them to the country may be disastrous to the Republican party's 
prospects, they ought to stand it like men [laughter and applause}, 
and try to make some excuse, or they ought better to remain here 
during this summer and legislate in behalf of m2 aero 80 as to 
palliate the wrongs they have heretofore committed. As a friend 
near me s oe the lamp holds out to burn ”—I will not 
say ‘‘the vilest sinner,” but I say the greatest transgressor 
“may return.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. er, another trouble in this case was that there 
was put before this House an adverse upon a resolution 
w took $200,000 from the hard wor oe people and 
gave it to already overpaid ea A resolution reported 
adversely was brought before House, and I, in my humble 
efforts, ee prevail upon my fellow-members to consider and 
reflect and tate before they committed themselves to an act 
which they would all their days, and which the metropoli- 
tan press of the country is to-day denouncing as a grab—as 

ustifiable and indefensible as the salary grab of 1873—which 

red every advocate of it to life. That, Mr. Speaker, 
was the ground of my offense. Not a member who has made a4 
speech on this floor—— 

eee The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 

r. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that my time be 


extended. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. , Ido poke. a that this ques- 
tion relates to the value of the tables by the gentleman 
from Alabama, or to the value of the comments which he made 
thereon, This is a question, and a question only, whether the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has the pri to such use of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as he, in discharge of his public 
duties, may see fit to do. 

I presume it is true, also, that both sides of the House are some- 
what afraid of the gentleman from Alabama. paar) _ But 
that is not the question. The a, sole eine 
as to whether the privileges of the House, erence to print- 

matter in the RecorD, were trangressed by the gentleman In 
case, Thatis all. It is a matter of no concern with me, and 
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a matter of no concern with any other member on 
preye Pa A House, what the value of these tables or the lack 
of value in them may be. But it is the question as to whether the 
House of Representatives controls matter appearing in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD or whether the gentleman from Alabama 
“Toe he suggests that it is his privilege; that, notwithstanding 
his desire to economize in the expenditures of the Government, 
he claims it to be his privilege to enter into the Printing Office 
any night in the week, or at any time he may desire, and have 

7, over his name or under his name whatever he sees fit 
y present there for that p , and have it published in the 
RecorD; and that that is a privilege which remains with him as 
against the House of Representatives. Now, it is important that 
we should know whether that right exists or not, and therefore, in 
order that the question may be determined by the House, I have 
made the motion to expunge from the Recorp the matter referred 
to, excepting that part which the gentleman uttered on the floor 
of the House; and on that I move the previous question. 

Mr. CRISH Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me for 
two or three minutes? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Lonly wish to say to the House that if the pre- 
vious question is ordered I shall move to commit this resolution 
to the ittee on Rules. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CRISP. Why, of course. 

Mr. PERKINS. the gentleman think the privileges of 
the House were abused in this instance? 

Mr. CRISP. I _— to on the a from Iowa that 
the very purpose of my suggestion was that this matter should be 

ly examined into, so that the House may know authori- 
atively after bon investigation whether or not there had been a 
breach of privi 

Now, Mr. Seether, ever since you have been a member of this 
Honse, ever since I have been here, whenever a proposition 
has been made to expunge from the REcorp remarks inserted 
therein by any gentleman, and it was claimed on the floor that 
they were i y inserted, it has been, when the question was 
raised, always referred to a committee for investigation. The 
Committee on Rules is the committee that is charged with the 
making of the-rules of the House; it is charged with the interpre- 
tation of the rules of the House; it is your committee, and there- 
fore it seems to me that in this case, unless you wish to deal very 

with my friend from Alabama, the wiser course, the 

judicious course, and the judicial course, that course which will 
itself to the approval of every gentleman who desires to 
himself and the House, and to do no injustice to a fellow- 
member, will be to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 
ar report at any time; they can examine into all of the facts 
involved in the matter; they can inform the House as to their 
— on investigation, and the House can intelligently pass upon 

e question, protecting its own rights and a and at the 
same time inflicting no indignity on the gentieman from Alabama, 
ey do so. 

thank the from lowa 


A I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York i PAYNE}. 

Mr: PA Mr. Speaker, I would not trespass on the time of 
except for the suggestion of the gentle- 


to me that this is a question that the House can deter- 
mine, and one that it is prepared to determine now without the 
intervention of any committee. 
This is not the first time or the second time, or even the third 
time, that the House has been detained because the gentleman 
from Alabama has seen fit to violate this rule of the House by in- 
e 
m 
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or two but often dozens of pages of matter 
House, and has inserted without the con- 
House these lengthy articles in the ConGressionaL 
Heretofore the gentleman has acknowledged his fault, 
claimed that he did it through ignorance or something else. 
I did not claim it was ignorance—— 
And the House has usually excused him and al- 
to stand in the Recorp. Now, it seems to me, 
and each member of the House, in- 
from Alabama, should understand by the 
whether this thing is or whether it is to 
understand—— 
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ional . Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
Mr. PA I have only three minutes. The House will un- 
derstand that if at any time the gentleman from Alabama should 


Fed as nanimous consent to insert matter in the Recorp he 

House without reading the matter 
before the House. There is no time that the ——- from Ala- 
bama, if he proposed to abandon the floor in favor of printing 
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matter in the Recorp that he had written out, could not obtain 
the consent of the House [laughter], and it seems to me that under 
those circumstances the gentleman from Alabama should under- 
stand what is the rule of the House. He comes in here to-day and 
does not apologize—does not ask to be excused. He does not say 
that on account of his ignorance he violated a rule of the House, 
but he asserts as a matter of right that at any time he sees fit he 
may print 2 pages or 4 pages or 50 pages of extraneous matter in 
the RecorD, whether it is in accordance with his line of thourht, 
whether it is in accordance with his argument, whether it is at 
all upon the line of the question on which he ‘‘trembled” for the 
condition of the country or not—that he has a right to insert that 
in the Recorp and, I suppose, send it out by his frank, after hav- 
ing compelled the Government at a large expense, as in this in- 
stance, to set up the matter—solid pages of figures—and print it 
in the Recorp. It seems to me that the House ought to vote on 
it now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr.RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield 
me one minute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, my colleague on the committee [Mr. RICHARDSON], 
and then I shall move the previous question on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this House will bear wit- 
ness to the fact that I have endeavored, not only while the House 
was controlled by my own party, but while it has been controlled 
by gentlemen on the other side, to keep the RecorD as clear as it 
could be kept of matter that ought not to gointoit. Now, Isub- 
mit that this House is not prepared to vote on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Perkins] to exclude the improper 
matter, conceding, if you please, that improper matter has been 
inserted by the gentleman from Alabama in the Recorp. What 
part are you going to strike out? The gentleman has not defined 
it. Are you going to strike out the words that the gentleman 
from Alabama uttered on that day? Do you know, does any 
gentleman know, what words he uttered? He spoke five minutes, 
as lam informed. You do not know, acting in an emergency or 
in this hasty manner, where to draw the line. You want to strike 
out a partof what he has inserted in the Recorp. I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is proper and orderly to let this matter go to the 
Committee on Rules, and have that committee draw the line at 
the proper point. Then we can vote understandingly upon it. 

I submit that we ought not now ruthlessly, because ‘ the gen- 
tleman is an old violator,” as my friend from New York [ Mr, 
PAYNE] intimates, adjudge him guilty without a hearing, and 
strike out everything he said. That is a bad rule to apply. 

ioe the hammer fell. ] 

r. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHarpson] is stating a case that does not exist here. The 
motion provides that the remarks of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, as taken down by the Official Reporters, shall remain in 
the REecorp, and that the remaining portion shall be stricken out. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. i move to commit the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Crisp; and the 
Speaker announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

On a division, demanded by Mr. Crisp, there were—ayes 63, 
noes 122. 

Mr. CRISP demanded the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 75, nays 148, 
answered ‘** Present” 1, not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS— 7%. 











Abbott, Denny, Livingston, Spalding, 
Adams, Dinsmore, Lockhart, Spencer, 
Alien, Miss. Dockery. Maguire, Stallings, 

sailey. Elliott, 5. C. McCormick, Stokes, 
Baker, Kans. Erdman, MeOreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bankhead, Fitzgerald, McCulloch, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, McDearmon, Sulzer, 

Bell, Colo. Harrison, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Bell, Tex. art McMillin, Talbert, 
Berry, Hendrick, McRa Tate, 

Buck, Johnson, Cal. Money Terry, 
Clardy, Jones, Neill, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Kleberg, Otey, Turner, Va 
Cox, K¥le, Patterson, Tyler, 
Crisp, Latimer, Pendleton, Underwood, 
Crowley, Lawson, Richardson, Walker, Va. 
Culberson, Layton, Sayers, Walsh, 
Danford, Lester, Shuford, y 
De Armond, Little, Skinner, 

NAYS—14. 

Aldrich, Ala. Avery, Bennett, Burrell, 
Aldrich, I. Babcock, Bishop, Burton, Mo. 
Allen, Utah Baker, Md. Blue Burton, Ohi2 
Anderson, Baker, N.H. Brewster, Calderhead, 
Andrews, Barham, Bromwell, Cannon, 
Apsley, Barney, Brumm, Chickering. 
Arnold, Pa Belkrar, . Clark, lowa 
















ding, Griswold, Leisenring, Reeves, 








On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 












































































































































n, Gre nor, Le d, Royse, : : . 
Connclly. Hadioy, ' Linton, Russell Pate by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

, Wis. er, rig, ering, J 
Sooke Tit Fee: sete. pane Generhering , | PR ee far: age = eng IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Cooper, Wis. Halterman, Loudenslager, § Shafroth, ae. . Mr. Speaker, [desire to move that the vote by 
Corliss, Harmer, Low, Shannon, which the House concurred in the Senate amendments to Hous» 
Cousins, Hatch, Mahon, Sherman, bill 5781 be reconsidered, and that the House agree to a conferenc. 
Crow ther, Heatwole, Marsh, Simpkins, The SPEAKER. The r fr. Wi : erence. 

mp, Henderson, McCleary, Minn. Smith, DL © . e gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
Curtis, lowa Henry, Conn. McEwan, Snover, the vote whereby the House concurred in the Senate amendments 
Rurtis, Kans. ermane, weet = to House bill 5731 be reconsidered. 
Daniels, Hill, Miller, W. Va. Stewart, Wis. Mr. DINGLEY. Let the title be read. 
Dewitt Hopkt Milnes” Btonae Nobi Mr, BABOOCE. Iris the medical bill, and this 

" opkins, nes, trode, Nebr. r. . Itis the medical bill, and this request comes 

ba ey: Borie, or. vm eanoway, from the Senate committee, as there was a misunderstanding of 
Doolittle, ‘fu Moody, Thomas, some of the amendments that were adopted. 
praper, Hunt r, eae Thorp, * The motion to reconsider was to. 

; ’ , ewell, j . 1 
Ellie Tehmeme, W.Dek, Otden * my The SPEAKER. The question now is upon concurring in tho 
Fenton, Joy. Overstreet, Van Voorhis, Senate amendments. The gentleman moves to nonconcur and ask 
Fischer, Kerr, Payne, Wadsworth, for a conference. 

efer, ‘er Tr, : 
Gamble, Kirkpatrick, Pitney,’ Wellington. The motion was agreed to. ° 
Gardner, Knox, Poole, Wilson, Idaho The following committee of conference was afpointed: Mr, 
Gibson Lacey, Powers, Wilson, Ohio SHannon, Mr. Bascocg, and Mr. Coss. 
Gillet, N. ¥. Lefever, Pugh, Wood, RETURN OF BILL 
Griffin, Leighty, Gules. Wright. ETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. a 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—L The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a privileged 
Wheeler resolution. ; 
: The Clerk read as follows: 
NOT VOTING—131. Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
Acheson, Foote, Mahany Shaw, sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. ) to authorize and em- 
Aitken, Fowler, McCall, Mass. Smith, Mich. power the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservatiin, 
Arnold, R.L Gillett, Mass. McCall, Tenn. Sorg, in said State, as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions 
5 Atwood, Goodwyn, McClellan, Southwick, of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakotainto the Union, ap- 
Barrett, Graff, McClure, Sparkman, proved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur- 
Sek, get = Elan Bear, e 
rtlett, N.Y. row, eiklejohn, teele, TheSPEAKER. ce the request will be granted 
th, ly, i $ ae ’ anted, 
ae _ dy, on tol eens a There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ' 
peck, . ere 8, oon uy eee W.A. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
} ome rtman, . . . . . 
— Heiner, Pa on Pawaey, A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
wers, Hemenway, Mozley, Tayler, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
prodesick, gener, naga qowne, and a joint resolution of the following titles: 
Brown, Hilborn, ’ Northway, Tucker, A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a on to Rachel Patton; 
Catchin Hooker Odell, U Li A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John 8. Cochenour; 
ere. we Howard, Seen won A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; and 
Gobb. ’ Huff,’ Parker, Wanger, Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Cockrell, Hulick, Pearson, Washington, Henry T. Baker. 
Colson, i Haling. pris. Watson, ind. The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
—" Hyde, ” Scien. — resolution and bills of the following titles, with amendments in 
Cummings Jenkins, Prince, Wilber, which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
parts, ‘ie ome, Ind. pamer, ee Joint resolution (H. Res, 187) declaring a certain bridge across 
[tba s 2 Kendall, Rhee Wilson, N.Y. the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Missis- 
Ellett, Va. Kulp, Robertson, La. Wilson, 8. O. sippi, a lawful structure; . 

.  Bvans Lewis, Robinson, Pa. Woodman, A bill (H. R. 3448) auth the county of Navajo, Territory 
Peris , Pate. Russell, Ga. Touma of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house 
Fletcher, Maddox, Settle, and jail at the county seat thereof; 

So the motion to commit was not to. A bill e R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
William H. Mahony; and 





The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TuckERr. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGS. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BLAcK of Georgia. 
Mr. W1tson of Idaho with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. MoziEy with Mr. Moszs. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. Sore, 

Mr, MEIKLEJOBN with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Suits of Mich with Mr. LAwson, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON, 

Mr. Wi..ts with Mr. WILuLiaMs. 

Mr. Mruuer of Kansas with Mr. OWENs. 

For this day: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. WaLsH. 

Mr. LORm™ER with Mr. SHaw. 





A bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 3050) to validate the appointments, acts, and services 
of certain deputy United States marshals in the Indian Territory, 
and for other re 

A bill (8. 1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall; 

Joint resolution (8S. Res. 142) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to d of the Force school property 
on Massachusetts avenue, and to obtain, by purchase or condemna- 
tion, another site in the vicinity, and to erect on the new site a 

for school a ; 

A (8.3121) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and 
Charles M. Larsh; 





















































































Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. Yoakum. A bill (S. 1898) granting a to Mrs. Marietta Hayes: 
Mr. Brosius with Mr. CLarke of Alabama. A bill (8, 2645) granting a pension to Mrs. William Vandever; 
Mr. Kup with Mr. Hutcurson. A bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah L. Hively; 

Mr. Raney with Mr. SPARKMAN. A bill (5. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

Mr. Low with Mr. McCLELLAN. A bill (8. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Cotton; 

Mr. Linney with Mr. Rusk. A bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira Harris; and 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. Mruzs. A bill (8.1124) granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 










Mr. BouTELLE with Mr, Price. 

Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. Ex.ertrt of Virginia. 

Mr. HOWE. I would like to vote. I was not in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Spaupine). The Chair, 
under the rule, can not entertain request. : 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 






message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed Ramet the Bouse of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the tae “to authorize and em- 
pea of South Dakota to select the Fort Military Reservation, 

said State,as a part of the lands to theS under the provisions 
of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, “p- 
ease Reneraes ee, for indemnity school lands, and for other put 

























SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
Speaker as follows: 

=e bill (S. 2889) to aid and encourage the holding of the Tennes- 

wo a ST Rexponition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, 

and making an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Ways 


= bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746, Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘A bill (S. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps—to the Committee on 

aval 

§. 2407) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 

dinate ie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2406) concerning the a of evidence in pension 
claims—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 
cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2047) the time within which the University 
of Utah shall omy lands heretofore granted to it—to the Com- 

j Public Lands. 


on 
mai Dill (S. 1988) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 
within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 
d—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
Missouri River—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (8. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Rives—to the Commit- 

on 5 
“— §. 1609) for the erection of a statue to Commodore John 
the city of Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the 


A bill (8. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill ie to provide for the erection of a monument to 
Ge Maikeaell on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House— 
lec tage riation for the benefit of th 
8. an approp: on for the efit of the 
William Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
.814) for the relief of John W. Gummo—to the Com- 
War Claims. 

ao the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.—to the Com- 
or 
(8. 484) for the relief of William F. Wilson—to the Com- 


§. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administra- 
estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving part- 
yer Bros., and others—to the Committee 6n Claims. 
260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
City, ont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 


> for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 
(8S. R. 88) directing and authorizing the Secre- 
ascertain the cost of securing for the United States 
Atchafalaya Bay, Louisiana—to the Committee on 


A bill (8. 584) for the relief of L. A. Davis—to the Committee on 


g 
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A bill (S. 663 to remove the charge of desertion agains t Philip 
Pincers tehone, G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin infantry 


ETE ene 0 classification division in the United 

Joint resolution Ba granting permission f th ti 
on for the erection 
& cit ny the ornamentation of 


ihe natinal capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann—to the 





on . 

A 14) for the of Pearson C. Mon , of Mem- 

Phis, tp the a 
oe 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin—to the Commit- 
. to authorize the investigation by the Attorney- 
claims to be due the proprietors of 
for eens we perment 
of the Treasury of any amounts found by 
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the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 84) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, 
Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal rep- 
resentative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of ,the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha Railway 
any to construct and operate a railway through the Omaha 
and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (8S. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 7) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Cotton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (8. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3050) to validate the appointments, acts, and services 
of certain deputy United States marshals in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3121) for the relief of Mrs: Emma D. Larsh and 
Charles M. Larsh—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Albert B. 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1572) for the relief W. L. Hall—to the Committee on 
Ciaims. 

A bill (S. 1827) to increase and limit the appropriation for a 
public building at Portland, Oreg., and to designate its uses—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (8S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 
ears Within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 
and—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2074) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 

Hively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 142) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force school property 
on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain another site for that 
school—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING, 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to the diree- 
tion of the Committee on Elections No. 1, I call up for present con- 
sideration the report of that committee in the contested-election 
case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Downing; and I will also say, 
Mr. Speaker, that by an understanding with the gentlemen who 
have signed the minority report in that case I believe we can this 
evening reach a vote, perhaps late in the afternoon. It is agreed 
between us, I believe, that we are to take not to exceed two anda 
half hours on either side. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Moopy] will control the time upon the part of the minority, 
and I will control the time upon the part of the majority of the 
committee. If the statement which I have made meets with the 
concurrence of the gentleman from Massachusetts, I will ask that 
the House order that the agrecment which we have reached may 
be made the rule of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of the mat- 
ter will understand that if there be five hours’ debate that will 
carry it to half past 6, when the vote shall be taken. Is it the 
intention to have the vote as late as half past 6? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. We have agreed that we shall not take 
exceeding two and a half hours on each side, hoping that before 
the House adjourns we may be able to take a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think we ought to take a vote at 
half past 6. should object to having a vote at that time, as mem- 
bers will not be here, and you can not do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman can move the previous ques- 
tion when he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has it in his own control. 
can move the previous question whenever he sees fit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the vote is to be had, the previons question 
ought to be called at 5 o'clock. 

. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to hear from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MOODY. The two branches of the committee have agreed 
between themselves that they will not take a longer time for de- 
bate than five hours. We all hope that we may conclude ina 
reasonable time and have the vote; and if the debate is prolonged, 


to the 


He 
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I hope we may come to some other arrangement; but I dislike to 
enter into an agreement now that the vote shall be taken to-mor- 
row, because if the debate should proceed we shall have to debate 
to empty benches, which I do not propose to do. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. Is there objection to the 
sroposal as to the time to be controlled by the gentleman from 
lIlinois and the gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.]} 

The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Finis E. Downing was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congres- 
sional district of Illinois, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John I. Rinaker was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that at the 

roper time I shall movea substitute for those resolutions, moving 
5 recommit this case to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. With or without instructions? 

Mr. MOODY, With instructions for a recount of a part of the 
vote. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cooke] has yielded to me in order that I may say that, pursuant to 
the instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means, as soon as 
this case is disposed of—not meaning, however, to interfere with 
the special business of to-morrow—I shall ask the House to con- 
sider what is called the free alcohol bill; that is, the bill to repeal 
section 61 of the Wilson bill. A great many gentlemen are inter- 
ested in it, and I have therefore thought it proper to make this 
announcement. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested to me that I 
ought to state more fully the motion that I intend to make. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. What is the point of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts desires to 
present a substitute for the pending resolutions. The Clerk will 
read the substitute. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether he proposes to introduce a different substitute from the 
one which a _— at the end of the minority rt? 

Mr. MOOD . Ido not, unless some sug, on is made as to 
the form of the substitute. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. 
The Clerk — to read the substitute. 


Mr. RICHARDSON (during the reading). Mr. Speaker—— 

The Clerk continued and completed the reading of the proposed 
substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the contested election case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. 
Downing be recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 1, with instruc- 
tions either to recount such part of the vote for erent in the Fifty- 
fourth Congres from the Sixteenth Con onal district of Illinois as they 
shail deem fairly in ae. or to permit the parties to this contest, under 
such rules as the committee may prescribe, to recount such vote, and to take 
any action in the ises, by way of resolution or resolutions, to be reported 
to the House or wise, as they may deem necessary and proper. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Leonarp], 

Mr, RICHAR N. r. Speaker, [rise toa privileged matter. 
I move that the House adjourn in order that we may attend the 
—— of the Hancock statue. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not be taken 
off the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can rise to make a privileged motion 
that the House adjourn. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not while some one else is on the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cookg] had 
been accorded the floor and had 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But there had been no debate. 

ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lllinois was occupying 
the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rose and addressed the Chair when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts commenced to make his motion. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand that. The gentle- 
man rose at what time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 


When the Clerk commenced to read the 
substitute of the 


mtleman from Massachusetts I arose and ad- 

dressed .\e Chair, but waited for him to complete the reading, and 

then made my motion. 
Mr, COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman 

from Massachusetts for the purpose of introducing his substitute, 

_ but still retained the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennes- 


see was too late. 
Ialso yielded to the gentleman from 
ing the floor. 


Mr. COOKE of oe 
DSON. I think my motion is a privileged one 


Kentucky [Mr. 
Mr. RIC 
and that I have a right to makeit. I insist on my right, under 


the rules of the House, to make the motion that the House ad- 


journ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Illinois was on the floor all the time. The gentle- 
man from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. S er, Ll yield twenty minutes 
to the wagner from Pennsylvania [Mr. LEONARD], my colleague 
upon the committee. ; 

Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this case, 
as com with the other cases which have taken the attention 
of this House during the present session, is decidedly refreshing. 
Here there is no allegation of ballot-box stuffing, no allegation of 
raised returns, no allegation of false conduct on the part of sworn 
election officials. On the contrary, this contention rests entirely 
upon errors of election officers honestly, tho in many instances 
mistakenly, performing the duties of their o The Sixteenth 
Congressional district of the State of Illinois comprises the coun- 
ties of Cass, Morgan, Scott, Pike, Greene, Macoupin, Calhoun, and 
aetna it «Be Shelegent Somnt Soin seller ae 
within its ers, the con av population 
of only about 3,700. The official return for Congressman at the 
November election of 1894 gives the contestee, Mr. Downing, 
17,816 votes, and the contestant, Mr. Rinaker, 17,776 votes, a plu- 
rality of 40. It will therefore be readily seen that the errors of 
election officers need not have been very numerous or very great 
to completely obliterate this narrow plurality and give the con- 
testant a ri SS 

One of the charges contained in notice of contest is that the 
election officers of the various election districts of the Congres- 
sional district erred in interpreting and rejecting ballots. The 
ballot in use in Illinois is a species of the Australian ballot sys- 
tem. It is an official ballot SS different party tickets 
ranged in columns. At the head of these columns is the party 
appellation; over the party appellation is a circle in which the 
voter may mark a cross and vote for all the candidates 
for all the offices mentioned in the columns below. There is also 
a provision in the Illinois ballot law which prohibits the voter 
from mar more names than there are offices to be filled. 
Upon this ot voted in the November election, 1894, were four 
tickets, which contained complete lists of all the candidates for the 
different offices to be filled, Democratic, the Republican, the 
Prohibition, and the People’s Party. There were also two columns 
containing ial lists of candidates for the different offices to bo 
— namely, the Independent Republican and the People’s Silver 


arty. 

Of these rejected ballots there were 30 which contained a cross 
in the Repub cirele and also a cross in the Independent Re- 
publican circle. These ballots were interpreted by the various 
election boards as being in violation of the mandate of the statute 
we the marking of more names than there are offices 
to be filled, and were therefore rejected. However, since the 
record was made up in this case, since the briefs were submitted, 
a decision of the supreme court of Illinois has been handed down— 


refer to the decision of 

a voter mark a cross in 
more columns that bal- 
for an office where 
columns, but that where 
head of two or more col- 
an office in those columns 


John I. ora’ 

the Independent 

that office. In 

the ballots marked with a cross in the 
Independent Re- 

counted for the 

therefore be credited to him 

done, the narrow p!u- 

decision in the case of 


uestions which are im- 
ly marked bal- 
report under 
in Parker 
making 
Great liberty is given him as to the form of the cross, 
he must. make some sort cf a cross. 


The decision also holds 
of the voter to 


z 
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had the voter’s name written upon it; another was 
marked after the name “Downing” and before the name “ Rina- 
ker,” it uncertain for whom the voter intended to cast 
and concede that these 3 votes should be de- 





the circumstances, we think that not a controlling authority in 
this case. The chairman of our committee will tell you, as he told 
us, that he has given this question careful and thorough investi- 
his ballot. agree gation, and he has become satistied that the provisions of this 
ducted from the 2 from the contestant and 1 from the con- | statute are directory only, and that these votes received under the 
testee. 54 ballots after careful inspection and | circumstances which I have mentioned should not be disturbed. 
thorough investigation the majority of the committee have decided It is nowhere alleged that these illiterate and disabled voters 
that the election officers were right in 41 instances, that they re- | were otherwise disqualified to vote. 
: 41 ballots properly. As to the remaining 13 they agree that | the statements which they made as to their inability or disability 
should have been counted for the contestee and 6 for the con- | were in any respect untrue. It is nowhere alleged that they did 
testant; leaving the contestee the gainer by 2 votes as the result | not receive assistance from the proper election officers—presum- 


- 


It is nowhere alleged that 


ft 


of our in and conclusion as to irregularly marked ballots. | ably two from different parties, designated by the election board 
Another which gave the committee no little labor was | at the opening of the polls. That being the case, we can hardly 
that of illegal votes: The election law of the State of Illinois re- 


mn 1: see how it isin point of fact any violation of the secrecy of the 
uires the voter to hare lived within the State one year, within | ballot. The minority — makes these cases parallel to the case 
ps county days, and within the election district thirty | of the voter who writes his name upon a ballot. 
days to entitle to the right of suffrage. As often happens The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
there were very many who presented themselves to their election| Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman further, if he 
board to vote, whose residence qualifications were questioned. I | desires. 
think told in case about whose qualification Mr. LEONARD. I think perhaps I had better use no further 
taken. After carefully considering the pe- | time. 
as to each case, the majority of the committee have Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman, that he may 
concluded that 55 of those alleged illegal voters were legal; that 10 | conclude what he was saying. 
were illegal and their votes should not have been received and| Mr. LEONARD. 
counted—6 for the contestee and 4 for the contestant, leaving the Where a person writes his name upon a ballot, that is notice to 
the gainer by 2, by virtue of our investigation and | everybody under whose eyes that ballot ever comes that he voted 
as to ee There was 1 vote offered which | that ticket. Where these voters were assisted by two election 
was concede that that voter was a legal voter | officers, their sworn duty is not to disclose how any person voted. 
and that his vote should have been received. It was a vote for | The fact that the voter takes or neglects to take the prescribed 
the contestant and should be credited to him in this contest. oath makes no difference whatever as to their duties and makes no 
There was also a question about the return in Patterson town- | difference as to the information that may be given to the world. 
ship. Thecertificate showed that the contestee, Mr. Downing,had| Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman permit me a question right 
100 yotes, while the tally sheet showed that he had 114 votes. | there? 


This was discovered accidentally by a deputy county clerk. His Mr. LEONARD. Yes, sir. 
evidence was taken; also the evidence of the recollections of the Mr. HALL. The point which the gentleman is now discussing 
election board, which was conflicting. The determination of | is the point, as I understand, on which the case may turn. 
this question depended upon weighing evidence; and the majorit Mr. LEONARD. I understand that it is decisive. 
of the committee came to the conclusion that there was not suc Mr. HALL. It involves a sufficient number of votes to turn 
evidence as to justify a contradiction of the official return. They | the entire case. 
therefore leave the return from that township as returned. Mr. LEONARD. SoI understand. 

But as to aegeerty marked ballots, as to illegal votes, asto| Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will my colleague permit me to 

vote which should have been received, as to | answer that question? ‘ 
accepting the returns from Patterson township, the minority of| Mr. LEONARD. Yes, sir. 
the committee accept the conclusions of the von ey Sa the com- Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It is a fact in the case not dis- 
mittee, leaving two conclusions of the ority of the committee | puted that the majority of the committee return the contestant as 
to which the minority of the committee do not assent—the con- | elected by 30 votes, and there are 32 votes which the contestee 
clusion as to assisted voters and the conclusion as to the recount | attacks. Now, if you deduct those votes it leaves the contestant 
in Macoupin and Cass counties. I will read the section of the | without a majority. 
law which bears upon the question of assisting Mr. LEONARD. It leaves the contestee 2 plurality. 
Mr. HALL, Now, what I want is to address the mind of the 

Any voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English House to that question, as to the statement of the law the gentle- 


season of any yaygeal disability he a: to mark man is now making. 
uest, be assis n marking wo of t Stz i ” ‘lections. i > ve “me 
WP aittors to bee ve he jadices The law of my State in reference to elections, if the gentleman 


the | Will permit me, is very plain. We have two separate sets of 
of of at the opening of yo. Such officer | judges; first, a distributing set, and then the receiving judges. 
iin. as and shall thereafter give no information e distributing judges are required to put their initials on the 
the eame. top of the ballot. It is handed to the voter, who takes it to the 

all told, some 44 illiterate voters and voters laboring | booths, fixes his ticket, brings it back, and delivers it to the re- 
under some | er presented themselves to their | ceiving judges. The law requires them also to put their initials 
pore nena per stated their inability or mean Lie a uested = ee — the law also requires the voter, on delivering 
assistance in marking their ballots; whereupon the election is ot to the receivin 


judges, to turn his back, or with- 
assistance without administering to them theoath | draw a certain number of feet away from the voting place. 
The 


| 


I will oceupy only a minute or two. 
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statements which is prescribed in the sec- | courts, in construing the law, say that the privilege of the voter 

theory of the majority of the committee is | is to see that the distributing judges’ initials are on the ballot, 

es to their election | and it is his privilege also to see that all of the conditions of 

statement as to their inability or dis- | the law are complied with until he parts with the ballot. But if 

nee eenee, ey ata all that the act required | the receiving judges fail to put their initials on the ballot it does 

the failure of the election officers to perform | not invalidate the ballot. 

the oath should not render their bal- Now, I want to know if you are not taking the position that 

hise them. The of the | you do not require the voter to see that the condition precedent 

administration of this oath | is complied with; something he could have done, something that 

ht of the voter to vote, | under our law, according to the decision of the court, it is his 
their id, | duty to do? 

r. LEONARD. That isthe position I take. I believe it to be 

in conformity with the statute and decisions of the State of 























O18. 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen- 


they erences this on tleman from Illinois [Mr. ConnoLLy] for twenty minutes, or for 
fat the falture this oath rendered the ballots void. | such time as he may desire to occupy. 
was 


ee oe of that committee never acted Mr. CONNOLLY. I think we ought to hear from those favor- 
by 1 e have information that that statute was the minority rt before we proceed further on this side. 


tonsidered in the committee. The able jurist |Mr. Dan- r. COOKE of Illinois. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that in con- 

tl © distinguished chairman of our committee, informs us | ference with the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Moopy] I 
this | ac question was not carefully and | suggested that he follow our colleague on the committee { Mr. 

‘considered by the Elections Committee of the Fifty-| Leonarp]. He expressed a decided objection to occupy the floor 

21 at that time, inasmuch as he expressed his intention to open the 
Was he a member of that committee? debate on that side of the question. 


He wasa member of that committee. Under! Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I do not want 
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to be understood as —- persisting in the intention of opening the 
debate on this side, I have no desire to speak at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoLLIVER). The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, as suggested by gentlemen around me, that 
it is no more than fair that after we have opened the case the gen- 
tlemen on the other side shall proceed to occupy some part of 
their time, so that we may know what their position is. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield so much time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I had not expected 
to address the House upon this case just at this time, but at the 
suggestion of my colleague [Mr. Moopy] I will proceed. ‘ As was 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania ne LEONARD], there 
are involved in the case no questions of fraud. While the notice of 
contest contained many allegations,.yet there are no allegations or 
charges that in any wise attack or impugn the integrity or hon- 
esty of the election officials or their management of the election, 
so that the House can come to the consideration of the case with 
the absolute assurance and confidence there is not the suggestion 
or an intimation made in the pleadings or proofs submitted that 
anything fraudulent was done in the management of the election 
or in the casting or counting of the ballots. 

The contestant in his notice of contest sets out that certain 
irregularities in the counting of the ballots by the election judges 
and officers occurred, but nothing that impugned either the in- 
tegrity or the correctness of their conduct, except mistakes in the 
construction of the law as to how certain ballots marked should 
be counted, whether they ought to be counted for the contestant 
or contestee. He also alleges that certain illegal votes were cast, 
and alleges that certain unsworn and illiterate voters were per- 
mitted to vote, and that their ballots were marked for contestee 
by the officers without their having first taken the oath prescribed 
by law. This comprises succinctly the grounds of the contest; so 
that, I repeat, we come to the consideration of the case with ab- 
solute confidence in the integrity of the election officers. What- 
ever was done that might have changed the result was done in 
the utmost good faith, was done in counting ballots or not count- 
ing them at all, because of the failure of the elector to mark his 
ballot in accordance with the law prescribed by the Dlinois stat- 
utes. 

It is not strange, Mr. Speaker, that these election officers should 
be charged with making errors, because this law—this election 
law—is not simply a species of, or an imitation of, the Australian 
ballot, but is in fact the Australian ballot system recently adopted 
by the State, and had never been construed by the courts of Illi- 
nois prior to this election. The election officers proceeded to con- 
strue it and to count for the contestee or contestant, or to refuse 
cag at all, certain ballots that had been deposited in the 
es. 

Wow, this was done in accordance with instructions that were 
sent along with the election papers by the Secretary of State, and 
which were also posted up at the polling places so that the electors 
could see them. The supreme court of Illinois have, since this 
case was pending, made a decision in the case of Parker vs. Orr, 
and if we are permitted to resort to the ballots for the evidence this 
decision will relieve the House and the committee from any trouble 
in determining how these ballots thus marked and cast shall be 
counted or whether they shall be counted at all. 

Upon investigation of the Illinois statute—which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] will discuss more in detail, 
for I do not desire to take up any more time than is absolutely 
necessary to state the case—I say — investigation of the Ih- 
nois statute it will be found so declared and so adjudicated by 


* the supreme court of the State of Illinois in the case of Parker 


vs. Orr, which will be discussed, and which I have here, that this 
is an Australian ballot system, and that the main purpose and 
intent of this ballot law of Illinois, as is the main intent and 
pose of all these ballot laws, is to secure fair and honest elections, 
and abeve all things to preserve the sanctity and secrecy of the 
ballot. So that we come to determine the main question in this 
case, which is whether the House will accept an unofficial count, 
made by a person not an officer, not under oath when he made 
the count, in preference to the official count made by honest, 
sworn election officers, or in preference to the best evidence— 
namely, the ballots themselves—in the case. 

I have here a sample of the ballot that was voted on that day. 
The gentleman from chusetts [Mr. Moopy] has one that was 
certified to in the evidence, and I have simply a copy of it. There 
are, as you see, 50 —— the ballot. are instructions 

to how the ballot be marked. To vote for the entire 

mocratic, Republican, Prohibition, Independent Republican 
or People’s Silver Party ticket upon this ballot the voter would 
have to mark a cross in the circle at the head of the ticket. That 
is what he didif he desired to vote the whole ticket. If he desired 
to vote for certain candidates on that ticket and not the entire 
ticket, then he would mark in the squares opposite their names. 


The voter, in oe to carry out these instructions as to 
marking his ballot, would sometimes mark in the circle over the 
whole ocratic ticket and then mark one Democratic candi- 
date, and then mark the Republican ticket, sometimes in both cir- 
cles. Ido not mean to — those are the cases; but in 
that way, the voter not following out the ons, the ballots 
were not marked in accordance to law, aa the judges of election 
then understood it. Those ballots were some of them rejected 
and some of them were counted for one party and some for an- 
other. You will see the size of this ballot. 

Now, there was a contest in one of these counties over local off- 
cers, and a recount was had under the supervision of the judges 
of election in one of these counties, as provided by the Illinois 
statute. The ballots were taken out during that recount. § Peni- 
ing that recount a witness, whose testimony is proposed to be ac- 
cepted here and acted on in the of the ots and the sworn 
return of the election officers, s behind or at the side of one 
of the officers conducting the recount and cast his eye over tho 
ballots as they were handed from one ju to another or from 
one counsel to another. He did not have ballots in his hands, 
and did not examine them critically, but he now undertakes to 
detail in his evidence the manner in which those ballots were 
marked and how je should be counted. It is upon that evi- 
dence, upon this point of the case, that the majority of the com- 
mittee undertake to say that the solemn action of the election ofti- 
cers, organized under the law of Illinois so that each side shall 
have a representation, shall be set aside. It is insisted that the 
action of these sworn election officers in determining that certain 
ballots should be for boing marepeey marked, and 
that those ballots should not be coun f . Downing or for 
Mr. Rinaker as they had been; that that count shall be undone 
and that the House shall accept the evidence of an outside third 

in preference to the return of the election officers. I stand 
ere to assert, without the slightest fear of successful contradic- 
tion, that in the election cases that have been decided in this 
House or by courts or in England or anywhere, that the testi- 
mony of an unsworn third party—the unofficial count of a third 
person—has never been taken and accepted in preference tc the 
sworn official returns of the election officers where it has not been 
charged that the return is fraudulent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my friend permit a question? 

Mr, HENDERSON. ‘That is a very important suggestion: 

r. J a very im suggestion: but 
it is claimed, I understand, by the advocates of the contestant, 
that by reason of an injunction, sued out by the contestee, the pri- 
mary evidence could not be obtained, and that they were compelled 


to take this secondary evidence. 
TLETT of Georgia. Iunderstand that. I am coming 


Mr. BAR 
to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You are going to discuss that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, certainly, if I have the 
time and the ability, and I might as well do it now, since my friend 
has asked the = on. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion just at this t? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that there are 160 election dis- 
tricts in this Co ional district? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think as many as that; yes. 

Mr. DALZELL, And am I right in assuming that the recount 
= a accepted only over 25 of the 160 election dis- 


a of Georgia. Yes, I think so. Yes, 25; that 
Mr.DALZELL. And amIright in further assuming that those 
25 districts fall 11 districts short of constituting the whole of one 


county? 
ir, BAR TLETT of Georgia. Yes, 11 districts short of all the 
one county. 
Mr. CONNOLLY.» Neither of those assumptions is correct. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Then the record is not correct. 


ree 
I was on the subcommittee. I went over evidence with my 
coll on the subcommittee. I know I am right, and I shall 
be glad if. the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConnoLLy] can show 
where I am wrong, for I know I am correct in the statement I 
male, and his assertion is not sustained by the record. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Upon what point is the gentleman 


Me. BARTLETT of This recount by Mr. Murphy was 
"Mr. COOKE nf liieoe That & true; and it is so stated in the 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly; but it was denied by 


your . CONNOLLY]. 
Mr. CO OLLY, ppeticiiten I deny that it was % 
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hole district. It was 25 in one county out of the whole 
oe The question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was whether the recount was in more than 25 of the 165 


= BARTLETT of Georgia. And the gentleman said that was 


oor. CONNOLLY. I szid that was not true. The others were 
inte DALE i Pardon mea moment. I only ask for infor- 
mation. Was that had in more than 25 districts? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Twenty-five in Macoupin County and 37 in 
str. DALZELL. I want to know whether Mr. Murphy’s testi- 





covers any more than 25? 
mony GONNOLLY. Only 25, and they all relate to one county. 
That is all in the whole 165. ay 
Mr. BRUMM. Why were there no more than 25 districts can- 
vassed” ARTLETT of Georgia. In that county? 
Mr. BRUMM. Anywhere. I simply want to ask for informa- 
tion. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This was not done at the instance 
of the contestee. They never had any more. As to why they did 
not do aT can not account for it. 

‘Mr. BRUMM. Why did not the contestant have it done? 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
Mr. BARTLETT of rtainly. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. e answer is,an injunction was ob- 
tained on the part of the contestee prohibiting the counting of 
any of the ballots for this entire Congressional district, based upon 


Will oo allow me to answer? 
a. 


an construction of the statute of Illinois which places it 
in conflict with the statute of the United States, which statute 
expressl for the counting of all the ballots in every elec- 
tion in it where there is acontest. That is the reason 
why. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Geor Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
my friend and colleague understands the question. This injunc- 


tion was gotten out after this alleged recount. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. This injunction was gotten out after 
there had been a local contest. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is what I said. 


Mr. COOKE of Other officers had their local contests 
in this election. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Geor, Certainly. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. In twocounties. And there were judi- 


cial recounts made, and at these judicial recounts there were per- 
sons present who made a careful memoranda of exactly how the 
votes stood upon the Congressman, and that evidence was put in 


as evidence after the best evidence had been suppressed 
by this unction. 

Mr. DINSMO: And this investigation, if my friend from 
Georgia will permit me, was all based on a report made by a man 


— ee aes = the making ~~ recount, 
‘making as out an opportunity to © a care- 
ful examination of the ballots. 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The testimony will show that it was 
with the greatest care and sustained and corroborated by 
unimpeachable evidence. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, Mr. S er, I did not in- 
tend to consume as much time as I have. I want to get to the 


; 


F 


point suggested the gentleman from Iowa and answer the sug- 
my } 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BkRumMM] was why the 
were not had in the other counties, and the gentleman 
from , Stated 
Now, I say as to that injunction that it was not obtained 
until after this recount was had in these two counties. The re- 


oo from Illinois. Now, the question asked 
my because there was an injunc- 
count was had for these local offices, and there was no injunction 


before Very well. 
Mr. Will the gentleman a for a moment? 
yt BARTLETT of Georgia. y; tothe gentleman from 


Mr. Rehm Do you my i Ss ao of a Sete 
court can these ballots so ase of Representatives 
shall have no fo to get at them? 


Mr. of I do not; and that is not done in 
this claimed to be so by the minority. 
on = Seite, Does the gentloman from Georgia deny 
injunction express terms ea ning 0 
these after the 8d day of —— 
watt of Georgia. I do; and the order in the record 
Mr. of Illinois. The gentleman will find by examini 
the order that it prohibits ek Sonning of tha ballot vanes tk 
some court of competent jurisdiction, or before some person au- 
mara t0 Sey the case or until ordered by the House of Repre- 
sentatives the 8d day of March, 1895. 








Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iso understand. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Now, does the gentleman claim that 
there is any court having competent jurisdiction over this mat- 
ter? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. What court? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. .Any court of the United States 
or court of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. What court of Dlinois and what court 
of the United States has jurisdidtion over a contested election 
case where the seat of a member of Congress is involved? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not undertake to say, Mr. 


er. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
answer that question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOODY. By the express terms of the statute any judge of 
a court of the United States has jurisdiction over this subject- 
matter of ordering a recount. Also by the terms of the statute 
any judge of a court of record of the State has jurisdiction; but I 
assume that no State court will take jurisdiction in compliance 
with a statute of the United States. but that any United States 
court will assume jurisdiction in conformity to an express statute 
passed by Congress. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
man refers—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Illinois will 
— me if I say to him that he will have plenty of time to make 

is argument hereafter. If it were not for the consumption of 
time which I ought not to undertake to consume I would be glad 
that he should be heard now, and if he does desire to be heard 
further at this time I will give him the floor; but if he does not, I 
hope I shall not be considered at all offensive if I decline to yield 
further. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not contend 
that any State court or any other court could tie up the ballots 
in this case so that Congress could not get at them. The minor- 
ity of the committee has based and bottomed its report upon the 
proposition that those ballots are to-day, by order of this court 
and its decree, just as they were, preserved as when they were 
cast and voted, for the special purpose of preserving them so that 
Congress might have them and count them. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the State law make provision for the pres- 
ervation intact of the ballots? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It does; and they are to-day pre- 
served, and if this House desire to “dig deep” for the truth and 
to get at the justice of the case they can have those ballots before 
the Committee on Elections or before the officials of this House 
where they can be counted just as they were cast. Instead of do- 
ing a wrong this injunction preserved the ballots for the use of 
this House, and the judge who made this order was careful to 
prescribe in it that the ballots should be preserved for the pur- 
poses of this contested election case so that this Committee on Elec- 
tions and the members of this House can to-day, on the evidence 
in this record which is not denied, have those ballots brought 
here and counted for the candidates for whom they were cast. 

Mr. CANNON. MayI ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. Why was not the evidence taken as to what 


The very statute to which the gentle- 


‘these ballots told within the ninety days as the law provides? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
Mr. CANNON. 


ence? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ithinknot, by either side, There 
was no notice given or subpoenas issued. 

Yes; there was a subpcena issued upon the clerk of the court, 
who returned that he had been enjoined from delivering the bal- 
lots except in the way provided by the order. 

Mr. CANNON. as that subpoena issued in pursuance of 
United States iaw? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was. The gentleman knows 
thatit was; heis simply asking these questions for effect. {Laugh- 


I can not tell you why. 
Was there any effort made to take that evi- 
d 


itr. CANNON. I want to get at the fact. It was issued by an 


officer in pursuance of the law? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By a notary public, 
Mr. CANNON. Why was it not answered? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was answered, 
Mr. CANNON. Were the ballots produced? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They were not. 
Mr. CANNON. Why not? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Because the clerk answered that 
he had been enjoined. ; 
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Mr. CANNON. By whom? - 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By the judgeof an Illinois court, 
the judge of an Illinois circuit court. 

r, CANNON. Who sued out the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman knows that it was 
the contestee. 

Mr. CANNON. The sitting member? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. The gentleman from 
Illinois was aware of this all the time; and he need not have had 
any fear that I was not going to state it, for I had expected to 
state it. He has not embarrassed me at all by getting information 
which was no information to him. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman please 
state why the injunction was procured? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. In order to preserve the ballots, 
because they were the evidence of the title of the contestee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. How would those ballots 
have been in any way endangered by bringing them before the 
notary in the presence of the contestant and the contestee and 
their respective attorneys? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know, except in the man- 
ner alleged in the bill; and the judge who tried the case decided 
that they would be, and enjoined their being delivered to the 
notary public. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What judge? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. A judge of a circuit court-of 
Dlinois having jurisdiction in equity. I apprehend everybody 
understands that to have taken the ballots before a notary public, 
an officer who has bardly any other power than to administer an 
oath, who can not preserve order—to have dragged those ballots 
before a notary public would have endangered them. At any rate 
that was the belief of the contestee. And, however much he may 
have erred in that respect, however much the judge may have 
erred in granting the injunction (which I do not concede except 
for the argument), this House can not afford to take the evidence 
of an outsider as to what those ballots contained in preference to 
the returns of the election officers when the ballots themselves are 
preserved 7 order of the court for the purpose of being counted. 

Mr. HALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I consumed? 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. Payne). The gentleman has 
unlimited time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But I do not want to occupy 
unlimited time. I want to get through as soon asIcan. I yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hay}. 

Mr. HALL. I wish to ask this question for information purely: 
Whether the contestee and the minority of the committee have 
ever volunteered or offered to produce those ballots or expressed 
any willingness to do so? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. It was desired to pro- 
duce them and have them counted. The contestee asked to have 
them recounted. They are in the custody of the court—preserved 
by order of the court and by the court officials, for the special pur- 
pose of being recounted by this House. 

Mr. HALL. LIask the gentleman whether that application for 
an injunction was not for the purpose of construing a statute 
which was somewhat ambiguous as to who was the proper cus- 
todian of the ballots? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was filed, as alleged, to have 
the ballots preserved and opened only as provided by the Illinois 

ta 


statute. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in 
this connection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Very well; I will answer the gen- 
tleman’s question, and then I will not yield further. 

Mr. LACEY. The inquiry has been made as to the ground on 
which the injunction was issued, and whether it was a good ground 
or not. Now, I ask whether that proceeding was not based on this 
language of the statute: 

Such ballots shall be opened onl on ERNE, oe in open session of such 
body, and in the presence of the officer having custody thereof. 

The joige mer rhaps have made a mistake in issuing the in- 
junction; but did he not act on the theory that the ballots could 
not be opened except in the presence of the court? 

Mr. BARTLETT of ——— That was the law of Illinois. 
That was the ground on which the injunction was _— con- 
struing a statuteof the State of Illinois which had not before been 
construed, as I understand. 

Mr. LACEY. Was any motion made to dissolve the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Itwasa ocratic clerk who was the defend- 
ant in that proceeding, I believe. The contestant was nota party 
to the suit, was he? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir; but the same counsel 
represented both. 

r. LACEY. Did the contestant ask to be recognized as a party 
in the eons order to move to dissolve the injunction? 

Mr, BART of Georgia. Hedidnot. AslIunderstand ihe 
law in Illinois and everywhere else, a person who is interested in 
a matter of this kind, w title is involved, can come into court 
and be made a party and make such a motion and take such action 
in the matter as the law ma —- 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I re to say that this House, acting 
in a judicial capacity, can not afford to put itself upon record 
as saying that it will punish a man for appealing to the courts of 
the country and punish him because the courts of the country 
have sustained him in the contention that he made. When you 
say that the contestee shall be subjected to such a rule—that the 
law as it has existed for ye shall be changed and that a party 
shall be punished simply because he desired and attempted to 
preserve for the use of this House the evidence which this House 
ought to have—then indeed will you establish a precedent which 
no judicial wr can ever safely follow. 

Mr. Speaker, [ havean authority upon this question of secondary 
evidence. I call the attention of the Honse to the decision pro- 
nounced by Lord Campbell in 2 Ellis & Blackburn’s Report, page 
944. The rule there laid down is that where a third party to the 
case is subpoenaed or notified by proper legal naserr yd to produce 
documents or papers and fails to produce them, if they are stil] 
in existence, and if he does not give a ground for his refusal, 
then, under the law, as construed in that case by Lord Campbell, 
chief justice, secondary evidence of the contents of those papers 
is not admissible. Here is the decision by Lord Campbell: 

If astranger so served (with a su duces tecum) does not produce the 
documents and shows no lawful jus m for refusing or omitting to do 
so, his omission does not entitle party who served him with the subpwna 
to give secondary evidence of the contents of the documents. 

In the same case, Erle, judge, also said: 

the contents of a writ- 

“Pp document or account for 

y say they account for it, because they served with a 

I he person whohad it, and he did not produce it. I am 

of opinion that the law does not admit the diso’ ce of a person served 

with a subpeena duces tecum a sufficient excuse for giving the contents 
of a document when the person served is for his bedience. 

ean case is teat oan a a i en of Lian- 

y, seventy- ng mmon Law “ e 938. 

_ Now, Mr. Speaker, we all understand, as lawyers, = & No- 
tice is served under the statutory provision, that the party in the 
contest or the suit, if he fails to produce the rs, if he can not 
account for them and does not comply with the order, the pre- 
sumption is that there is something in the papers which would 
injure the party so refusing to produce them. And where you 
serve a subpoena duces tecum on a third party, such as the clerk 
of the court in this instance, ae him to produce them, and 
he fails to do so and at the same time declares or discloses the fact 
to the court that the ballots or the are reserved for the use 
of the case, such a declaration or osure would not authorize 
the court to use secondary evidence. 

— ga ag of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me an inter- 
ruption 

r. BARTLETT of Georgia. Of course I can not refuse to 
yield to my co on the committee. 

Mr. COOKE of ois. Were not the ballots in each of the 
counties in this case asked for under a subpoena duces tecum by 
the contestant in this case? 

Mr. BARTLETT of T have so stated. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. as not the answer in every instance 
that ae prevented, or stood in the way? 

Mr. TLETT of . Ihave so stated more than once. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. how does the gentleman under- 
take to say that ne eee was not proper evidence 
under the circumstances? the gentleman make that dec!lara- 


I do. 
. . , if I understand the gentleman, 
he holds that the injunction was a lawful and proper proceeding 
and produced no wrongful results? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I say it produced no wrongful 
result. Whether the judge who granted the injunction rendered 
erroneous j with reference to it it is not for me to 
to criticise his action. Certain it is that 
ppealed from; and I take it for granted, where 4 
judge in Mlinois, wearing the judicial ermine in that State for 
has rendered a decision which was not appealed from, 
question res adjudicata; 
view of the case by some 


my colleague wil! permit 
Yin full. Now will the 
opinion as to whether 


the opinion that the 
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decree entered because the court entertained juris- 
diction of it and ded upon it. I do not undertake to say 
finally, because I have not arrived at a conclusion, that the court, 
as & matter of law, had a right to enjoin the delivery of the bal- 
lots. That isa question that Ido not undertake to enter upop 
now. Nor do to say that the law of the United 
States, which provides that the notary public could serve a sub- 

duces tecum to produce a pa r, would cover the ballots, 
Phat the ballots are “‘papers” in the language of the law, and that 
the pro of the statute is supreme, and that it was a provi- 
sion of that statute which prevented it from being done. 


was la 


Tam not to say that the statutes of the United States 
prevented udge from doing what he did, because as a matter 
of fact Congress has not indicated its purpose on the subject by 


the enactment of a law other than as to how testimony in con- 
tested election cases is to be taken, and matters of that kind. And 
as lawyers we know that until Congress has enacted a law the law 
of the State with reference to elections must be followed. Sol 
do not say that the judgment of the court is wrong, nor do I 
undertake to criticise it. On the contrary, the contestee, taking 
advice of counsel going into court, rested his action on the judg- 
ment of a judge in ois. This House decided in the case of 
Follet against Delano, 2 Bartlett, page 113, that no conduct of the 
contestee in election cases where a mistake was made was to act 
as an a. because the electors of the district were interested 
and their interest was entitled to be considered. Here is the case: 


But the contestant and the sitting member are by no means the only par- 


terested in this representation. The electors of the district, each and 
- ee have a vital interest in that question, and no one of them 
can any laches not his own from insisting that the choice 
of the beregarded. Noconfession of the sitting member, how- 
ovat i SEE sialon of the tanjorily,, noe deprive that majority of ite rianttel 

is e y, nor deprive oO o rightfu 
nae The eae are of the opanton that the House should re- 


ae roof that the sitting member has not, and that the contestant has, a 
Dajority of 


the legal votes before unseating one and admitting the other, 


however the sitting member may have seen fit to conduct his own case in a 
contest. 


If this is the correct rule (and it has been accepted as such by 
the best authorities and commended), then this House can not 
justly punish the people of this district, because the contestee sued 
out this injunction, by unseating him upon illegalevidence. The 

ition to do so is simply monstrous. 

. Speaker, the House at this very session, in the case of Van 
Horn vs. Tarsney, decided that these ballots were the best evidence. 
Both branches of the Committee of Elections No. 2 decided that 
the evidence as to the contents of the ballots was inadmissible, 
and that the ballots themselves were the best evidence; and the 
House refused to send back and have the ballots investigated or 

uired into, because the proof was that they had been tampered 

with, or that the election in which they were cast was one in 
which there had been great frauds perpetrated. That was the 
argument both in the reports of the majority and minority of the 
committee, both sides holding that the ballots were the best evi- 
dence, but the majority contending that they ought not to take 
the time and trouble to ascertain for whom they were cast, because 
could put no faith in them, as they been shown to be 
fraudulent. The minority of the committee took the view that 
the House could ascertain what they were and the truth about 
them. Now, that is the position of the minority in this case, pre- 
cisely. We occupy that position, that the ballots are the very best 
nen House decided in the case of Van Horn against 


they were. 
Before the official return of the elected officer can be set aside 


at least be charged. I call attention to the following au- 
thorities on this subject: 

The burden of is always u the party attacking the returns. The 
He ye by law with the duty of ascertain- 

oe. t, have pe ed that duty fai , 
— it may not require the exclusion of all reasonable 
require clear and of fraud or mistake before 
legal in favor of the of the acts of sworn officers 


is t the commission of a fraudulent or ille- 
ea uslandn fave ets font sat ert ote cal ae os 
nt ee Busetions, section 18. 
Jaw presumes, sworn officers of election perform their duties until 
= one in favor of the 


presumption is a fair correctn 
ion Pai section 763; Koonta vs. Cof. 
Soar Telfair, 4 Le am Sones vs. Saas, = os 
+ vs. Senate Cong. Com. ; Barr's » 254; 
Past 40 Mich., 520; Turner's Case, C.'S. & J..21; Custis vs. Yo: 
1 ibe retain , 


: sections 536, 537; Blair vs. Barrett, , 808; Knox 
es. 1 621; es, Cooper, 1 Bart., 275; Washburn vs. Voor- 
er 54; State os. Commissioners, 35 Kans., 640; Reed vs. Julian, 2 

can not be set aside upon that arecount made by unauthor- 

some the poe roe has been made showed adiffer- 

ent count. This was the ground that the count 
upon of the polls was better evi- 

a count made by cape = pty sworn 

at a and after the result of the count had been 
made known. evidence comes far short of establishing either fraud or 








mistake in the official count. (McCrary, section 538; Gooding vs. Wilson, 5 
Cong. Cases, 79; Featherstone vs. Cate, Rowell Cong. Cases, 108; Mudd vs. 
Compton, Rowell Cong. Cases, 150; Bisbee vs. Hull, | Elis., 316; Bard, ©. & 
H., 117; Frederick vs. Wilson, Mobley, 402; McDuffie vs. Turpin, Rowell, 264; 
English vs. Peelle, Mobley, 235.) 

An application for a recount of the ballots cast at an election will not be 

anted unless some specific mistake or fraud be pointed out in the particu- 
ar box to be examined. Such recount will not be ordered upon a general 
allegation of errors in_ the count of all and giving particulars as to none of 
the boxes. (McCrary, Elections, third edition, section 400; and cases cited.) 

In the case of Letcher vs. Moore (Clark and Hall’s Cases, page 
715) the House refused to accept a recount of a portion of the elee- 
tion precincts to discredit the returns. In that case the votes of 
four out of five counties of the district was recanvassed; and the 
report says: 

If a part of the vote is omitted this is not even prima facie evidence, be- 
cause non constat that a canvass of the whole vote would produce the same 
result. 

Mr. BRUMM. It seems to me that this case will turn probably 
on this question, and the sooner we get this information the bet- 
ter, though it may take alittletime. Isee by reading the minority 
report that you favor the adoption of the following resolution: 


That the contested election case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Downing be 
recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 1, with instruction ther 
to recount such partof the vote for Representative in the Fifty-fourth Con- 
Pontes the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois as they shal! deem 

airly in dispute, or to permit the parties to this contest, under such rules as 


the committee may prescribe, to recount such vote, and to take any a 
in the premises, by way of resolution or resolutions, to be reported to 
House or otherwise, as they may deem necessary and proper 

Now, suppose this case is recommitted. How can you get at 
these ballots now, any more than you could have gotten them 
before? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, sir, because the order of 
the judge, on page 214 of the record in this case, declares that they 
are enjoined— 

From removing or permitting said ballots to be removed from the place 
where they are now kept, until the same are ordered to be opened or 
recounted by a court of competent jurisdiction of the State of Dlinois or of 
the United States, or by the House of Representatives in Congress of the 
United States after the 3d day of March, A. D. 1895. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are you now reading from the decision of the 
court which granted the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; I am reading the decree of 
the court. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is a part of the decree of the court? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; signed by Lyman Lacey, 
the judge of the circuit court, where the case was heard and de- 
cided; and this is certified to by John F. Clark, clerk. I hope the 
gentleman will understand how we can recount them. They are 
there. They are preserved. The witnesses swear they are there, 
sealed up, tied up, put in trunks. There they remain to this day, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To be counted here, if necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And the clerks for those counties 
certify that they are there in the same condition in which they 
were when they were sealed up by order of the court, and we have 
these certificates here before the House. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman will allow me, 
how were these ballots originally counted? Were both parties 
represented by election officers? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
which these gentleman belong. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
resenting both parties? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. The Illinois law required that. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. How is it proposed to set aside 
their official count? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By the statement of a person 
who stood behind one of these officials and looked over his shoul- 
der, and who undertakes to say how the ballots were marked and 
for whom he thinks they should be counted; and this was done by 
him only in 25 precincts out of 37 in Macoupin County, when there 
are 160 precincts in the district. 

Mr. RNER of Georgia. Was he an employee of the contest- 
ant? How came he there? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did it in the interest of the 
contestant and was employed by him to do so. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. He was not commissioned or di- 
rected by any court? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; as a matter of course, not; 
and no pretense is made that he was or that he acted except at the 
request of the contestant. We should count the ballots for our- 
selves. It is not only our right but our duty to do so, that the 
truth may be ascertained and the right prevail. We have ample 
authority to do this. I call attention to the following language 
of Judge Cooley, to be found in Cooley’s Constitutional Limita- 
tions, page 625: 

But back of the prima facie case the court may go, and the determination 
of the State board may be corrected by those of district boards, and the latter 


by the ballots themselves, when the ballots are still in existence and have 
been kept as required by law. 


tion 
the 


These parties? 
I mean the political parties to 


Yes. 
There were men on the board rep- 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Right here, if I may be allowed to inter- 
rupt my friend, I will call his attention to the fact that he read 
an English case which I do not think he has applied. As I un- 
derstand the doctrine, which is a sound one, if the contestant had 
been asked to produce the ballots, under a subpoena to bring and 
produce them, and if they were in his possession, the authority 
would apply if they were not produced. But the contestant sued 
out this subpoena and the clerk, who was not a party in interest, 
had the possession of the ballots. The answer was put into the 
clerk’s mouth by the contestee, through his writ of injunction. 
The clerk, standing in the shoes of the contestee, refused to pro- 
duce the ballots. Therefore it seems to me that the English au- 
thority would operate against the contestee. If I misinterpret the 
gentleman’s application, I should be glad to have him make it 


clear. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think you do. It does apply. 
The gentleman has not applied it in the way that I think it ought 
to be applied. 

Mr. I ENDERSON. I want to hear your application of it to 
this case, because I think this is an important part of the case, so 
far as I have listened to the discussion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We have a statutory provision, 
notice to ees number of the States have—and they have it in 
England by statute. Notice to produce papers in the possession 
of a party serves as a subpoena duces tecum upon a third party; 
so that if a party to a suit is served with notice to produce, and 
it is shown that the papers are in his possession, that he has them 
and he fails to account for them, then the law, as a penalty upon 
him, does one of twothings. It either permits the plaintiff (if he is 
the plaintiff and the person notified is the defendant) to proceed 
against him without hearing him, or permits the jury to conclude 
that he does not produce the papers because they are hurtful to 
his case. Butif a third party fails to produce under a subpcena 
duces tecum, no such inference can be drawn as against the party 
against whom the evidence is sought by means of the subpoena. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; but in this case the contestee had 
brought about the condition of things which prevented the clerk 
from responding to the subpoena, and all the time was insisting 
upon the enforcement of the injunction, so that it could not be 
done, as I understand it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, That is true; the contestee did it, 
but the contestee did it in the assertion of what he deemed to bea 
legal right, and in the assertion of that legal right he had the 
judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction sustaining him. 

ow, does the distinguished gentleman [Mr. HENDERSON], the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House, undertake to 
say that any court would visit upon a party as a penalty or a for- 
feiture that which he was sustained in doing by a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think that the contestee, as I understand 
the case thus far, ought not to have stood in the way of letting 
the best evidence be produced-—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did not. 

Mr. HENDERSON re. To show his title. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that is why secondary evidence had 
to be taken. As to your objection to the secondary evidence, I do 
not see, in its 5 eye to the case, how it helps the matter. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iam sorry you do not. 

Mr. TERRY. With the —— of my friend from Georgia 
I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Iowa thatif the 
law provided that these ballots should not be opened before a no- 
tary public—should not be produced before a notary public—and 
the law requires that they should not be produced except before a 
court, then the clerk in refusing would not be standing in the 
shoes of the contestee, but he would be standing as the minister 
of the law. So that when the court of Illinois, clothed with com- 
petent jurisdiction to construe the statutes of Illinois, held that 
the law forbade these ballots to be opened before a notary public, 
then the clerk making such response responded not as the con- 
testee but as a minister of the law acting under the direction of 
the chosen instrumentality authorized to interpret the law of the 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ido not yield. I can not yield 
~— further. Iam obliged to go on. af 

r. HOPKINS. I would like to answer that suggestion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will yield if you will not take 
it out of my time. 

Mr.-HOPKINS. I want to say that the evidence in this case 
was being taken under the Federal law, and the notary public 
that he speaks of under this law has the same right, the same 

wer, and the same authority as a Federal judge; and it has been 

ecided on this floor that an officer of that kind, clothed as this 
man was, seeking to examine these ballots, was empowered with 
all the authority of a court, 
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Mr. TERRY. I want tosay to the gentleman from Ilinois that 
there is nolaw of the United States that clothes the notary pub|i. 
with the power of a United States court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The tleman, then, has not read the law 
and does not know what he is talking about. : 

Mr. TERRY. I undertake to say further that you can not fing 
~ decision of any court in Christendom—— 

r. HOPKINS (interrupting). That was decided in the last 
Congress. 

Mr. TERRY (continuing). That ever held that under a statute 
providing that the ballots should only be opened before a court 
a notary public was a court within the meaning of the statute. 

Mr. PKINS. Now, if the gentleman knows anything, and 
knows aoe of the facts in the Scull case, he knows that 


under the law as interpreted there the notary public was given the 
power I —— of. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Am I understood to have the 


floor? 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to have it out with my impetuous 
friend from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have the law of Illinois here 
before me. There being no law of the United States upon the 
subject, it provides that the ballots in an election in Illinois shal! 
not be opened except in — court, and must be opened in such a 
body in the presence of the officer having the custody thereof. | 
have undertaken to say, in answer to the question of my friend 
from Iowa, that the law of the United States makes no provision 
except for permitting the notary public to take the testimony and 
have the eee produced. I am not discussing the Scull case, 
referred to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxins), }e- 
cause my colleague will do that. I could discuss it. But I take 
it that no House, and no tribunal, will undertake to say that be- 
cause the contestee in this case—and there I will leave this ques- 
tion—because the contestee in this case undertook to protect the 
ballots by legal process and by sanction of a court, which was 
done, that this House in trying this case should trample under foot 
the rules of law and admit the testimony of a witness who, while 
he doubtless intended to tell the truth, is not reliable because of 
the circumstances that surrounded him. His testimony itself 
shows that he was liable to be incorrect as to how these tickets 
were marked, and under those circumstances I think that this 
House, even this Republican House, ought to pause long before 
they destroy a rule of lawso universal and so essential in the pres- 
ervation of the title of a seat of its member. 

One more word in reference to the other point and I am done. 
The other point is that there were a number of voters who voted for 
the contestant and for the contestee who under the law of Llinois 
were illiterate voters, and who had to take an oath before they 
could be assisted by the clerks or officers in marking their ballots. 
I do not know what occurred in the committee room of the last 
Congress with reference to the case of Steward against Childs. | 
know it was an Illinois case. I know it was a case which under- 
took to construe the very Illinois statute which we now are to 
construe. I know it has been stated that the chairman of our 
committee, who was also upon the Elections Committee then. said 
th at it was not a well-considered case; but I know that this very 
iventical point was made in the contest of a Democratic contestant, 
aud I know that there were coun made by the Repub- 
lican contestee that illiterate voters were assisted to mark their 
ballots for the Democratic contestant without taking the oath 
prescribed by statute. 

1 know that the briefs submitted a both sides for the con- 
testant and for the contestee made point and discussed it. 
know that a committee composed of a majority of Democrats an 
a minority of Republicans, including the distinguished chairman 
of the present Committee on Elections No. 1, including also the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 3 of 
the present House, unanimously rted that Steward, the Demo- 
crat, was not entitled to his seat, because, among other reasons, 
it was stated that of the voters who had voted for contestant ‘! 
had been assisted by the Democratic election officers to mark their 
ballots, when the law of Illinois required that the voters should be 
first sworn as to their inability to mark the ballots themselves. 

Mr. DANIELS. Where is the evidence that the minority of 
Te er en eee eee 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know what occurred in 
the committee room, but the evidence is here that the Committee 
on Elections submitted a report to the effect I have stated. Here 
is the report. No minority report is made 


The gentleman from Georgia 


Mr. DANIELS. I have the report here, and there is no ¢v! 
dence whatever in it that any member of the minority of that 
comunittee in the last House to the , and the report 
by the minority in’the case of O'Neill vs. Joy was directly to the 


contrary—to the effect that a voter could not lose his vote by the 
neglect or fault of the officers of election in that respect. 















BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know, of course, what 
me. committee room, but I can not presume that the 
ed —— - our (rapa sae the distin- 
cans W committee wo consent to a 
oe “declared and laid down distinctly a wrong principle 
of ew simply because it would keep a Republican in his seat. I 
will not consent to that conclusion. os 
Now, Mr. Spool here are the authorities. The other day the 
supreme court of Kentucky, a State which has a similar provi- 
sion of law, I may say the exact statute as Illinois, with reference 
to how illiterate voters shall be assisted, decided that voters who 
had their ballots marked for them without having first taken the 
oath, should not have their ballots counted. Here are the cases. 
Here is an a mtly unanimous report in the Fifty-third Con- 
ress. Here is the position of the supreme court of Kentucky 
decidin this question, which I.will furnish to my friends on the 
other side. Here are the reports of decisions of other States, 
Minnesota and 


Wisconsin, to the same effect, and if the report of 
the majority of this committee shall be adopted, if it shall be de- 
clared that that is not the law, then his case will stand out in 
bold relief as the only authority, and that an authority made for 
this occasion, which can be cited to sustain its doctrine. 

Whatever is done in contested election cases, surely the plain 
and admitted propositions of law should not be changed to suit 
partisan purposes or needs. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


Under the leave granted me by the House, I append to my 
remarks the following, submitted by me to the Committee on 


Elections No. 1 on this case: 


Mr. BARTLETT, of the subcommittee, submits to the committee the follow- 


views: 

in e undersigned submits to the committee, and to each individual member 
thereof, the fo! i. in the above-entitled case, as an expression 
of his views conce the same, and as indicative of the very strong im- 
ression which he has received from a careful study of the testimony, the 
efs of counsel, the authorities cited, and the argument submitted orally. 
In the first place, this is a case upon the results of an election held 
in the Sixteenth Congressional district of Dlinois on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1894, for Representative in Co’ , under the Australian ballot-system 
law of and in connection h the regular general State and county 
elections, at w. candidates for all the State and county offices appear upon 
their respective party tickets in connection with the candidates for Repre- 
sentative in Congress. The Australian ballot law of Dlinois is, it will be seen, 
peculiar in some respects, and contains mandatory provisions intended to 
enforce the fundamental principle of that law, which, it has been declared by 
the supreme court of the State, is the searesy. purity, and integrity of the 
ballot. As all the party tickets and the candidates of each party for the vari- 
ous offices to be at that election are printed in allel columns upon a 
le commonly called a‘ blanket ticket,” being sgucentmately 10 
~ +t long by 26 inches wide, and as the voter is required to indicate by 
cross in the circle to the left of and immediately preceding the 
at the head of the ticket he wishes to vote straight, or in the square 
of and immediately preceding the name of the candidate upon any 
ticket which he desires to vote for instead of the candidate which is 
ted ke his own ticket, it results that at every voting precinct, and 
qotzing egrees of education or intelligence of the voters, who 

uired to oer 

‘or 


a 
title 
at the left 


Bee 


Pp 


a 


d 
the official ballot delivered to them in a voting place in 
a that pu eouenste and apart from the election offi- 
cers or any other p_ son in order that their ballot may be absolutely secret, 
as all the voters do not fully and clearly comprehend the in- 
structions which are and provided for their benefit, and which would 
result in absolute ‘ormity in the marking of the ballots, there have been 
peculiari! the manner of marking ballots amounting in many instances 
to such a mutilation as to destroy the expression of the intention of the voter 
and to so confuse the mind of the election officers that they find it impossible 


ballots, it will be found from the record, furnished to a large extent 
u which the contestant in this case has staked his 
held by Mr. Dowese, the contestee. 
that the errors which he complains of, which have, he 
of the official certificate, are the errors of judgment, 
offi whom there is not the slightest 
a fraudulent intention. A careful 
itched ots above alluded to, which appears in the 
would seem to indicate that the aforesaid honest mis- 
election officers, in deciding whether they should be counted or not, 
‘or whom, have been made as ly upon one side as the 
exception, however, of one class of marked or scratched bal- 
as have been marked by the voter with a cross in both Re- 
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and the meeopen tent ublican party ticket circles, there being 

no candidate upon the ependent Republican eenty ticket for Representa- 
tive in The same kind of double mar nes. it appe were made 
in case of tic ticket and the People's Silver party ticket, ina few 
instances, but more os em seearred in the former then i the latter case, 
as larger part of tickets mar is manner were 

rejected by the election officers, and, as in accordance with the opinion of 


the supreme court, subsequently rendered and not then published for the 
guidance of election officers, it vas held inter alia that tickets marked in 
such a ought to be counted for the candidates upon the ticket first 
marked, there was no candidate for the same office upon the ticket 
and mently it follows that in considering these peculiarly 
marked we that a few more of the same must be counted for 
than for Dc wning. 
that in the County of Mpcoupin. during the progress 
ballots had in a paepoemce of lawful authority, and in the 
cent ecpeed by the statutes of Illinois, for the purpose of determining a 
con case between the rival candidates for the office of county 
treasurer, a private and unauthorized recount was made on Congressman ai 
anaes of the contestant in this case, and was made by his 
son, one ir y and another, who were employed so to do by the 
who an account of some 36 precincts out of 37 in the said 
recount having been abandoned in the county contest case, as the 
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charges and variations from the official count were of such an immaterial 
amount as to have no effect whatever upon the result as declared by the offi- 
cial returns. 

It seems, however, that the result of this private and unofficial recount of 
the first 11 precincts on Congressman, thus made by the son of the contestant 
and the person assisting him, neither of whom was under oath or otherwise 
specially qualified, has not been made known to this committee, either in the 
testimony or in the briefs of contestant’s counsel, so far as the result of the 
same related tothe parties in this contest; but it does appear, from an exami- 
nation of the table made by the officers who did conduct the county contest 
and the recount of the ballots in that proceeding of the aforesaid 11 precincts, 
that, so far as the results could be obtained, the errors and mistakes so dis- 
covered were in favor of and increased the vote of the Democratic candidate 
by 16. It is, however, brought out prominently in the record by the contest- 
ant that, so far as the remaining 25 precincts were concerned, which were 
those recounted privately and unofficially by the said Murphy, in the interest 
of said contestant and purely ex parte, there were discovered errors and mis- 
takes as concerned the “objected to” and “rejected” ballots which had 
theretofore not been counted by the various precinct election officers, in offi- 
cial count and otherwise, to the extent of increasing the vote of Rinaker 35 
net. Itis but fair, however, to the contestee in this case to say that he was 
no party toand had no knowledge of, nor did he consent to, the aforesaid 
unofficial recount, and that he protests against its being received by this 
— as of any value whatever as regards his right to the seat he now 

01as. 

But it should be borne in mind that the result of the private recount made 
by the contestant in the first 11 precincts, which showed a net Democratic 
gain of 16, would have shown, if the same had been testified to by the per- 
sons who made it (as was done in the case of the last 25 precincts), a gain 
to the contestee equal to that found in favor of the candidate of his party 
over the official returns for county treasurer, which, if it had been made to 
appear in the record of this case, as we insist it should have been done in all 
fairness and justice, and if the contestant had desired to have acted fairly 
and honorably by his opponent, the net gain by the discovered errors and 
mistakes testified to by safd Murphy of 35 for contestant (discovered in his 
private recount of the last 25 precincts of the county), would have reduced 
the claim of the contestant in this case with regard to the total vote in 
Macoupin County accordingly, and he then could have claimed, by reason of 
his private and’ex parte recount above alluded to. a gain of but19; but it 
must be taken into account, and be borne in mind by this committee, and as it 
will appear by an analysis of the testimony, that a part of even the aforesaid 
19 alleged gain for contestant in Macoupin County were made up of scratched 
or irregularly marked ballots which had been excluded from the official 
count, but which the said Murphy assumed to decide should be so counted, 
notwithstanding the sworn officers of election had returned them as“ ob- 
jected to” or ee ballots, and made them parts of their records, in 
order that any tribunal of competent jurisdiction trying a contested election 
case in which they became material might determine judicially as to whether 
or not they should be counted for one or the other of the candidates. And 
it is upon this assumption of a judicial function by the said Murphy, who was 
acting in a private capacity as the paid agent of the contestant in this case, 
and in an ex parte manner, and who assumed to decide that certain of these 
“objected to” and “rejected” ballots ought to have been counted for Rin- 
aker, that this committee is asked to deprive the contestee in this case of his 
seat in Congress, based upon the verity of the official returns, not only of 
that county, but of all the counties in the district, the integrity and accuracy 
of which have not been impeached or contradicted in any manner, and of 
which it has not been and can not be, I assume, asserted that they were pro- 
cured by fraud or collusion of the contestee, or based up-n errors made in his 
interest, with intent to defraud the contestant of any of his rights. 

It is also to be observed in the testimony that the aforesaid so-called “ re- 
count of ballots” in Macoupin County was made under such circumstances 
and with such surroundings and in such a manner as to impart no verity 
whatever to the results testified to by contestant’s witnesses as compared 
with the official returns made under circumstances of official sanctity, and 
by officers whose integrity and honesty have not been impugned or called in 
question in this case. And we assert that in all the history of contested elec- 
tion cases before Congress there will not be found a single case where upon 
testimony of this character or upon a recount of ballots made under such 
questionable circumstances and under such surroundings as in this case has 
any sitting member ever been deprived of his seat in Congress. To establish 
such a precedent at this time and upon such testimony as is adduced gor our 
consideration in the record of this case would be to establish a most danger- 
ous and destructive precedent, and one which would subject this committee 
to the just criticism of the House and of all succeeding Congresses 

It would be a reversal of the time-honored doctrines of the law, which 
have prevailed in this Congress since its institution, and which are expressed 
in section 440 of the second edition of McCreary on Elections, and in section 
588 of the third edition of the same author, wherein he states the doctrine to 
be that “a return can not be set aside upon proof thata recount made by un 
authorized persons, some time after the official count has been made, showed 
a different result from the official count.’ This doctrine was also asserted 
in the case of Gooding vs. Wilson, Forty-second Congress, and to the same 
effect are all the books upon contested elections. A reversal of this doctrine at 
this time can not but be disastrous. I am unwilling to agree that any cloud 
upon the title of contestee in this case to his seat shall be predicated upon the 
testimony of an unofficial recount made by an unauthorized person, at least 
so long as the ballots themselves, of and concerning which the said unlawful 
recount has been made, are in existence and in a condition, as it is stipulated 
they are in the record, to be examined and recounted by this committee, 
and their exact result learned by us from a recount made by ourselves. 

But I wish also to call attention to the fact that contestant, iu his claims. 
in order to increase the apparent gain which he hopes the committee will 
allow him, and by reason of which he hopes to overcome the narrow majority 
of the contestee, has sought to include, and in his summary has insisted 
that, in addition to the apparent gain resulting from the testimony of Murphy 
aforesaid in the count of Macoupin, there shall be counted for him a second 
time certain scratched or irregularly marked ballots, which themselves fur 
nish the material and were included ty the said Murphy in hisalleged recount 
showing apparent gains for contestant. Murphy includes in his statement 
of gain for contestant 14 of these *‘ objected to” or “rejected” ballots. Aside 
from this demonstration that contestant has thus attempted to secure an 
unjust advantage by counting for himself twice the same irregularly marked 
or scratched ballots, I insist that this committee could under no circum- 
stances concur with Murphy in that decision, after examining the decision 
of the supreme court of the State in the case of Parker vs. Orr, and assum- 
ing that the description of such marked or scratched ballots, as testified to 
by the son of the contestant, is correct. Under no circumstances and under 
no construction of the law or the rule laid down in the said decision of the 
supreme court could there be counted for the contestant of those 14 irregu- 
larly marked ballots more than 5; much less should Murphy be allowed to 
credit Rinaker with the whole 14. But there should be, I insist, 4—at least 3— 
of the same counted for the contestee. 

My position with regard to this county, however, is that there can to ne 
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other result accepted as the true result of the election in that county by this 
committee than that which is expressed and ae in the officially an- 
nounced result, made up and canvassed by the State officials from the re- 
turns as certified tothem. From any evidence which has been adduced in 
this case, or brought to the attention of the committee, the most that could be 
justly aad properly admitted by the committee would be that the testimony 
ot Murphy and Rinaker, and others, tends to show that there have possibly 
been some slight errors committed in matters of jud mt and decision, 
upon irregularly marked ballots, and sibly in ual tallying and count 
in Macoupin County, which would justify this committee in demanding and 
having brought before it, for its personal and actual inspection, the ballots 
themselves and all the records and papers pertaining thereto, upon inspec- 
tion of which and upon the recount of the same, @ by the committee, we 
shail be able to arrive at the exact and true result. It can be done in no 
other = 

The following tables contain a careful analysis of the testimony as to 
“scratched " or “informally” marked ballots in the counties of Macoupin, 
Cass, Pike, Morgan, Greene, Scott, and Calhoun. 

Analysis of scratched or informally marked ballots: 


MACOUPIN COUNTY (25). 


Record 
pages. Witness. 


RA How counted by 
No. | Downing. 
1 Counted for Downing.| Counted for Downing. 
2 | do ...............--.| Counted for neither. 
_ 8 | Counted for neither. ..| Counted for Downing. 
..do 4 ad Counted for neither. 


do 5 aire 0. 
do. sae 6 | Counted for Downing.| Counted for Downing. 
‘ Counted for neither. 


How counted by 
Rinaker. 


96, 50,51 | T. Rinaker -. 
do... 


do.. 7 | Counted for neither... 
do.. 8 | Counted for Rinaker.. Do. 
a O taves Do. 

..do nadie Counted fot Rinaker. 
do initotl Counted for neither. 
do Counted for Rinaker. 
do Coagees for neither. 


do 
Do, 


do 
do Do. 
..do.. Counted for Rinaker. 
do Counted for neither. 
do Counted for Rinaker. 
—- for neither... a - ted for neither. 
Counted for Rinaker .. 
; ao 
Counted for neither. -. 
I ....40 


~ Query: Should not Ex. 21 have been counted for Downey? 
CASS COUNTY. 


0. 
Do. 

23 Do. 
24 Do. 
Do. 


~ 


25 


Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for neither. 
= aes for Rinaker. 
o oO. 
Counted for Downing.| Counted for Downing. 
Counted for neither...| Counted for neither. 
— for Rinaker .. Do. 


104,105 | John G.Pearn| A 
d B 


do 
Covnted for Downing. 
Counted for Rinaker -. 
do 
do 
Connees for neither... 
o 
do Do. 
Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for Rinaker. 
Counted for neither...| Counted for neither. 


Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for Rinaker. 
do Do. 


Do. 
Counted for Rinaker. 


Do. 
Counted for neither. 
Do. 


Do. 
‘ —— for Downing. 
Counted for neither. 
do Do. 

Counted for Downing. 
es _ —- oe 
un ‘or Downing. 
Cones for Rinaker .. 


MORGAN COUNTY (2). 


Counted for Rinaker -- 
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GREENE COUNTY (4). 


-| Counted for Rinaker, 
do Counted for neither, 
Counted for Downing-| Counted for Downing, 
Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for Rinaker. 


SCOTT COUNTY (2). 


|) mwrooman 
8) connSom 


I am of opinion that an unbiased and honest consideration of the testimony 
in the record relating to Greene County will admit of no other construction 
or conclusion than t the clerical error of 14 votes, which was made hon- 
estly, I believe, but which resulted in depriving Downing in the official count 
of 14 votes in Patterson precinct, should be corrected by this committes, and 
that number of votes restored to Downing’s vote in the district. I base my 
conclusions that this should be done upon the testimony of County Clork 
Carmody, found in the printed record, page 145, where he states, in answer 
to the question: 

“ 2. Dia you assist in the canvassing of the vote? 

“A. In the first canvass, with the justice of the peace, I did not assist. Mr. 
Short, m rr, St that, but the next after that we heard about 
the Rinakerand whing vote being so close, Iwenttoone of the judges, 
a Republican, who had served in town here at elections, and suggested that 
we go through them again so as to be sure. 

“Q. What did you got h? 

“A. Went through the vote for Congressman. 

“Q. Went through what? 

“A. The tally sheets and certificates. 

“*@. i wee from the made the calculation, was it not! 

“A. Yes, sir; and the certificate on the back of the tally sheets. We got to 
talking about it one day, Mr. Jones and I, and I went in there (in the closet 
where the returns were kept, previously testified ts Iwanted to show him 

sheet, marked 114 votes for 
sheet in the certificate they had 

t there was a mistake there: that 

as the tally sheet showed that 


reported around here that first one was 
seoceing, after the canvass was 

Harry in: he was a Repub- 
township, and I told him there was 

go over the canvass again, and we took 

t them again. We discovered 

had tallied 114 for Downing on 

certificate it was written out 1!) votes. 
pemptyy wees bagel on the certificate 

for him as certified by the judges of 


. Carmody, with reference to certi- 
certificates of the various judges of 


the number sh vote te the secretary of stato cast for 
you making u your estimate ta 
votes tallied up for his on the tally sheet 
ber of votes specified in the certificate of 
? 


certified to in the certificate on the back 


number of votes tallied up for Mr. 
correct number that he received in 
in Greene County than 

county ¢ to the secretary of 


Patterson? 
in which changes 





J ae 
OA 








made; one wasin Woodville. The writing was so poor tia. 

bere tell what it was intended for, but there ~ % a difference c* 
'y 10 votes, and they wrote 67 when it should have been 
difference there. By comparing them we could see that it 
‘or a 57 instead of a 67, or a 67 instead of a 57, and I don’t remem- 


made out your certificate and sent it to the secretary of 
tate ‘aid youmake it conform to the number of votes indorsed on the back 
of the tally sheets ” 


age letter we found the mistakes we sent for Squire Heron ard 
o, and ted out to them the two mistakes I have mentioned. 
where they were giving Downing too many votes. 
Cennole showed it to them, and they saw that 
made a and corrected the Woodville mistake. 
% l understand you to say that you sent for the canvassers, the two jus- 
tices of the and they corrected the mistake in the Woodville vote? 


“@ = deducted a whose vote? 
o with the vote in Patterson town: ? 

ve that as it was because they certified he only got 100 
sheet showed they counted him 114 votes. Taking 
votes owes got, and the number of votes the 

t was the proper number of votes. 
Downing would show about 14 votes that were 
office. . 


y 
ed eee In reading on the back 
t. e 


called it 57 when it 
when it should have been 57. The writing was so 
one as it did like the other. 
tary of state show the num- 
districts as certified to by the judges and 
the tally sheets? 


votes the tally sheets showed tallied up for 
ae a result would that make, added to the number of 
pe up and certified to for other candidates, with reference to the 


about right. I donot know Soother it tallied just the 


or not, but it was about ri ; 
of the judges of election, Patterson Township, testifies 


on} 534. In answer to a question of counsel as to what discrepancy ap- 
‘apon the tally sheet referred to, how it happened, etc., he says: “ The 
between the tally sheet and the cert I think was a clerical 
who wroteitout. The votes were counted, and 
cy in the | tive ticket, and we counted 
. We counted them for we thought if an error had 
might have been one made some _ else also. We 
a second there was an understanding between 
and I think we all understood it the same, that, as the tally sheet 
was the correct count; if my recollection serves me right, it was 
Mr. aoe We not notice that error there, but my un- 
derstanding wen ot the , and always has been, that the vote for Down- 
should been 114 votes instead of 100.” 
ng in, W.C Linder, another of the judges of election in Patterson Town- 
on page 537 of the , in answer to questions of counsel as 
* recollection with reference to the discrepancy in the tally 
«My recollection is that there were 114 votes counted for Downing. 
*“@ a een as to how many votes were cast for Mr. 
at election? 


5 


“A. One hundred and fourteen is my recollection. 
“Q. Your recollection now is that that was the number of votes Mr. Down- 


ing received in that township at that election? 
‘A. Yes, sir. 
we a state that Downing got 114 votes? 
“ it that way. I don’t know how I can state it. I think 
remember it was that I heard that there was an error some- 
but hear the nature of it. I heard there was an error in our 


to that one thi and I remem- 
that [ had and looked at that, 


memoranda now? 
did not know that I was 


going to be called up 
preserved 


it. I was clearing out 
not more than a month 
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“Q. If the tally sheets show that Mr. Downing received a certain number 
of votes, and the certificate of the judges shows that he received a 





ferent 
number, which is correct, if you know? 
“A. E would not swear positively, as I said before; but my recollection is 
that 114 is right. I have never seen the tally sheets since that night, but I 
think the tally sheets show 114.” 


Again, Mr. W. H. Dyer, who was a clerk at the said election in Patterson 
Township, being asked if there isany discrepancy between the tally sheet 
and the certificate made by the judges aud clerks as to the votes cast for 
Downing for Congress, which was correct, and how he knew, answers, on 
page 538: 

“A. It ia my judgment that the tally sheet is correct. I aimed to count 
the votes just as they were given to me, and I think the tally sheet is correct.” 

A.J. Martin, another clerk, testifies on pages 539 and 540, to the same effect. 
The only other witness who testifies regarding this diserepancy, or clerical 
error, on the tally sheets of Patterson Township, is one Abraham Groce, who, 
in his examination in chief for the contestant, testifies as to the regular Demo- 
cratic vote reeeived by other candidates, and tothe reception by Downir 
114, but which figures he states, without giving any adequate or satisfactory 
account. of the reasons therefor, were changed to 100. All of his testimony, 
both in chief and upon cross-examination, and wpon reexamination and re- 
cross-e xamination, is unsatisfactory, indefinite, and so evidently biase: as to 
render it worthless and not to be regarded for an instant in comparison with 
the testimony of the other five witnesses who participated in the transaction 
and whose testimony we have quoted from as above. 

There is no indication in the testimony of any of these witnesses, nor any 
intimation of any kind to be found in the printed testimony, or in the tabu- 
lated statement of the vote returned officially in the county, which would in- 
dicate that Mr. Downing did not receive his full party vote, while it would 
seem that, in some precincts, Rinaker received, in addition to his party vote, 
the votes of some Prohibitionists, and I am unwilling to believe, in the light 
of the above-quoted testimony, and in the absence of any official recount of 
the ballots of that county, that Mr. Downing should be deprived of the 14 
votes in Patterson Township which were not included in the official returns, 
by reason of the clerical error so fully explained in the testimony. It is man- 
ifest that the error in Woodville precinct, by which, if it had remained un 
changed, Downing would have received 10 more votes than he was lawfully 
entitled to, was corrected by the canvassers very properly, and the official 
certificate made to conform to the exact vote which he did receive. 

We are at a loss, however, to understand why the same correction was not 
made with regard to the palpable clerical error of 14, made by the clerk or 
judge who indorsed the tally sheets, as was done in the Woodville case. It 
certainly is within the power of this committee and Congress to make this 
correction, and the 14 votes should be added to Downine’s total. If the ob- 
jection be made that the tally sheets are the best evidence, certified copies 
can easily be obtained. 


x of 


CASS COUNTY. 


With regard to the unofficial and private account of the ballots in Cass 
County, it appearsfrom the evidence of John G. Pearn, page 104, record, who 
was a party in the county contested election case, that fre kept a tally of the 
ballots in 8 out of the 16 precincts, and only of ballots called off in recounting 
for the contest purposes, so far as the same related to vote on Congressmen. 
He and his assistant, Mr. Dale, were also engaged, and their attention prin- 
cipally centered upon the result of the reeount as to the office in which Pearn 
was interested, and their unofficial and unauthorized tally on the Congres- 
sional vote must be taken notice of with that understanding. 

As has been shown in the table quoted hereafter, the count kept by Wil- 
son, and the count kept by Pearn, and the count kept by the contestee him- 
self differ in their results, owing no doubt to the different circumstances 
under which they weremade. Itis fair, however, to presume that, inasmuch 
as the attention of the contestee and Mr. Wilson was centered wpon the Con- 
gressional vote alone, their results are far more likely to approximate the 
truth than that of the count kept by Mr. Pearn and Mr. Dale, whose princi- 
pal interest in the recount was centered upon the result of the contest to 
which Mr. Pearn was a party. This only serves to emphasize what we have 
said hereinbefore; and that is, that inasmuch as the ballots are in the condi- 
tion to render them competent as evidence, and are accessible to the process 
of this committee, and can be laid before it in the exact condition in which 
they were cast, together with all PR ang a to” and “ rejected” ballots, and 
the record of the action thereon taken by the judges of election, it is the 
manifest duty of this committee, in view of the interests which the people of 
the district have in the result of this contest, as well as the parties thereto 
and Congress itself, to require the same to be laid before it, and to make such 
an official examination thereof in this case as will enable the committee, and 
each and every member thereof, to be convinced as to the true and exact 
result of the election in Cass County. The following tabulated statement by 
precincts shows the result of the three separate recounts alluded to as com- 
pared with the official returns: 


GASS COUNTY—RECOUNT UNOFFICIAL. 





Official count. 





Net result differing from official vote. 


Exam's unofficial recount shows: Net loss, Downing, 4. See Rinaker’s 
_ > SE Net loss, Do’ 1. 
Downing’s unofficial recount shows: Net gain, Downing, 3. 
ASSISTED UNSWORN VOTERS. 
There feature in this case, however. which we believe should 
to asresadjudicata. We refer to the dispesition 


committee 
votes which the testimony shows have been cast by certain 
for the respective parties to this contest, and to whom 


making out or marking of their ballots was rendered by 


| 
| 


| 
| 


Wilson's recount. 





Pearn’s recount. 

















Downing’'s recount. Page 
| --— of 
Downing. | Rinaker. | Downing. | Rinaker. | Downing. | Rinaker. | record. 
169 169 98 169 98 | 104,416 
§2 52 Ps v4 52 a 104, 417 
S 36 41 36 41 104, 417 
168 168 159 169 | 159 104, 417 
172 72 200 172 200 4, 417 
153 183 215 14 215 104, 417 
163 163 | 195 163 195 | 104417 
138 138 | 130 140 | 130 104, 417 
1, 070 1, 055 | 1, 070 


recedent to the rendition of such assistance having been complied with on 
he part of the voter, namely, his oath taken, showing that he was legaily 
entitled to such assistance. Phe statute upon the subject is, in my judgment, 
manda , and is found in chapter 46, paragraph 311, section 4, of the stat- 
utes of ois, and is in these words: 

“Every voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English 
language, or that by reason of any physical disability he is unable to mark 
his ballot, shall, wpon request, be assisted in marking his ballot by two of the 
election officers, of different political parties, to be selected from the judges 
and clerks of the precincts in which they are to act, to be designated by the 
judges of election of each precinct at the opening of the polls.” 


In the t majority of the voting precincts in the district it is to be pre- 
election in various precincts without the statutory condition sumed la 


XXVIII—322 


w was strictly complied with and regarded as mandatory by 
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arise from the fact that a is shown to the contrary. In afew of the 
precincts, however, in the counties of Morgan, Cass, Pike, and Greene, there 
were instances proved in the record in which the statute above quoted was 

arded by the election officers as directory on, and voters were assisted 
iheus the declaration upon oath of the voter that he was entitled under 
the statute to assistance in the marking o7 his ballot; and it is in these in- 
stances, it has been claimed by the contestant, that such assisted voters who 
had cast their votes for him should be allowed to stand as cast, and their 
votes, which I hold were illegal, be counted for him in the aggregate of his 
vote. 

My opinion is founded upon the law itself, as above quoted, and the deci- 
sion of the supreme court of the State of Mlinois and the decision of the Fifty- 
third Congress, and the Committee on Privileges and Elections thereof, as 
shown in the officially published reports, being Report No. 1741, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, in the case of Steward vs. Childs, under facts analo- 
gous to those in this case and arising identically under the same statute. And 
also as held under an analogous statute regarding the numbering of ballots 
and the indorsing of initials of election judges on the back thereof,in the 
case of O'Neill vs. Joy, Report No. 268, Fifty-third Congress, second session. 
In the supreme court of the State of Illinois, in the case of Parker vs. Orr, 
rendered November 10, 1895, extracts from which, as reported in the North- 
western Reporter, have been set out by the contestee in his supplementai 
statement of claims filed with this committee since the hearing. In the full 
text of that opinion will be found this language concerning the provisions of 
this mandatory statute: 

“The statute being directory and not mandatory as to the manner of vot- 
ing prescribed in section 23" (which relates to the marking of the ballot) ‘it 
remains to be determined what is the proper construction in settling this 
question. Two objects must be kept in view, viz, the secrecy of the ballot 
and the intention of the voter.” 

And concludes its opinion in this case with the following language: 

“It may properly be added that it is the duty of every voter, under this 
law, to asce n fully the provisions of the statute and the directions of the 
secretar i of state in his instructions sent out with the ballots, and that when- 
ever. either arenes negligence or willfulness, he disregards that duty, he 
does so at the peril of losing his vote." 

The above ean not be misinterpreted. The clear and explicit 

rovisions of section 14 above quoted, as construed by the above decision in 

rker vs, Orr, leave no room for doubt that the chief purpose and intent of 
that law is to insure to the voter by eve ble safeguard the absolute 
secrecy of his ballot; and also asa restraint upon bribery, as, without the 
safeguard provided by that section, any corrupt purchase and sale of votes 
might be given effect and the delivery rendered certain if an unrestrained 
license were afforded to the claiming and rendering of assistance to a voter 
who had not been required to declare under oath that he was entitled under 
the law to receive it. This proposition is so plain that I refrain from further 
argument to show that its provisions are clearly of the essense and substance 
of the election, and necessary to carry out its clear object and intent, and 
that disregard of the same by the voter is done at the peril of losing his vote. 

There is no doubt in my mind but that the provisions of the law above 
alluded to, which require that before assistance may be rendered to a voter 
by the election officers he shall declare upon oath that he is disqualified from 
marking his ballot in the manner prescribed by law, was prompted by a 
sound public pone: is a wise and beneficial one, and is mandatory, and that 
violation of the same is fatal to the reception and counting of the vote of the 
person thus unlawfully assisted. It remains, therefore, but to ascertain from 

he evidence how many of this kind of voters have cast their ballots with- 
out making the aforesaid declaration under oath and, if possible, for whom 
said ballots were cast, to enable us to determine and find specifically how 
many votes should be deducted from the total of each party to this contest 
on account thereof. The following table presents what I believe to be the 
correct statement of this class of votes, at what precinct, for whom cast, and 
what deductions ought to be made on account thereof. 


GREENE COUNTY—WALKERVILLE PRECINCT. 


Assisted voters not sworn: 
Samuel Lockhart, Rep.,v. for R. 
poerveriy, p. 157. 

Henson, D., v. for D. 
speteeriy, p. ; 

Henson, D., v. for D. 
Shetterly, p. 157. 

Samuel Lawson, D., v.for D. 
Shetterly, p. 157. 

Deduct from Rinaker 


PIKE COUNTY. 


Not sworn. Assisted voters: 
J. 8. Mart, 
Darnell, 

Z. Kellom, 
Simon Manker, 
Samuel Manker, 
C. Kimbro, 

W. Butler, 

I. Foster, 

M. Kimbro, 
Deduct from Rinaker 


Voted for Rinaker, Record, pages 332, 334, 335, 336, 337. 


encves 9 
CASS COUNTY. 


Not sworn. Assisted voters: 
Philadelphia precinct. 
Jacobs, b.. Record, #9, D. 
Simmerman, D., Record, 99, D. 
Pesuct From Downing... ... .. nc cccovccccsanceessncce 2 weccecce oo 
J. T. Crimes, R., 
I. N. Crimes, R. 
W. N. Maddox, R., 
George Brooks, R. 
Deduct from RE sarin seneniennn dense neneee neceuneccesénccesnseaet pcewe 


MORGAN COUNTY. 
Not sworn. Assisted voters: 


. 5. Tones 

. J. Joquin 

. A. Deornellos 

. M. Souza 

. Tony Baptiste 
Rep. T. Deaton 


Record, pages 375, 376, 377. 
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Rep 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
tep. 
Rep. 
Rep. 
Rep. M. Rose 
Dem. Jos. Bringle 
Deduct from Downing 
Deduct from Rinaker 


Total deducted from Rinaker 
Total deducted from Downing 
Oe ENON CROE DUCED Wc oc do bbans gacddcn sehen ccctevcccece cn... .. 


OTHER ILLEGAL VOTES. 


For the purpose of this statement, it is sufficient to say with regard t» the 
claims and concessions of the parties to this contest, of and concerning the 
votes of persons in the various peoumene and counties of the district, which 
were illegally cast on account of the disqualifications of the voters by reason 
of nonresidence or otherwise, thatin my judgment the voluminous evidence 
concerning them, which has been taken by both parties to the contest, results 
ina sowing t about an equal number of votes to be deducted from cach 
party on this ground. I prefer, therefore, to leave the further consideration 
of that feature of the case to a more careful and complete analysis of the 
same in a report of the committee should it become necessary, and [ there. 
fore dismiss this class of testimony and the results thereof, as regards il! ova) 
voters, from further consideration at this time. I will simply state that, in 
my sotemens., the result of the most scrutinizing analysis of the law. and 
the facts develo and relied upon, would fail to show any materia! differ. 
ence in the result as affecting the many the sitting member. 

To summarize, therefore, the facts in this statement, it will be seen that, in 
my opinion, this is a case in which no claim is made that the sitting mem}yer 
has obtained the certificate “aoe which he has been given the seat in this 
House through any fraud or illegality, or that there been any serious 
irregularity upon the part of any of the election officers, nor on the part of 
the contestee or his partisans or friends, but that the contestant rojices 
solely and entirely upon evidence of honest mistakesand errors in judgment, 
by honest men acting as election officers, who have endeavored to discharge 
their sworn duty in strict ——— with the law. Such errors and mis- 
takes are, he would have us believe, sufficient in number and importance to 
cause this committee toset aside the accredited and veritable official ret urns, 
duly certified to the secretary of state, upon which contesteo’s title rests 
to his seat, and he asks this practically —— the following grounds: 

, That by an ex te, unauthorized, unofficial, and inaccurate recount of cer- 
tain ballots in Macoupin County, by which after assum to decide judi- 
cially u the question as to whether or not ballots judi: ly and officially 
rejected or ohiontes to, and not counted by the sworn election officers, who in 
the careful and deliberate Oates their sworn duties had decided they 
ought not to be counted; and of a similar superficial and partial recount made 
in Cass County; and by reason of a clerical error in Patterson precinct, Greene 
County, by which contestee was deprived of 14 votes, to which he was legally 
entitled and which should have been counted for him in the total result: and 
by reason of what would amount toa reversal of the cases decided by this and 
preceding Congresses, and the adjudicated construction of the laws under 
which the election was held by the courts of Illinois, Mr. Downing should 
be deprived of his seat in and Mr. Rinaker be declared duly elected 
thereto. In the present condition of the case and with means of absolute cer- 
tainty easily within our reach, I can not under.a sense of my duty to the 
House and to the people of the district consent to such a conclusion. _ 

Much undue stress has been laid u the and injunction ob- 
tained by contestee which appear in the reco’ In order that the ba!lots in 
the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois might be preserved for in- 
spection by this committee and Congress in this case, should it desire to make 
such an examination thereof, and in order that they might not be destriy«d, 
as would have been the case in many of the counties under the operation 0! 
law, and to insure their proper preservation and safe-keeping in order that 
their value as evidence in case might be , the contestee secured 
by due legal process and upon a proper sho made toa court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction, an injunction or decree, which was duly served upon the 
custodian of said ballots in the various counties of the district, and which in 
its terms, among other th declares as follows: 

“ It is therefore ordered and adj and decreed by the court that the 
said defendants, as county clerks of their ive counties, and each of 
them, and their successors in office, and their deputies, assistants, agents, and 
attorneys, and each of them, be, they are hereby, enjoined and restraine! 
from opeeemd Gast of tha cloctien held in the r respective counties 
on the 6th day of November, A. D. and now in the custody or possession 
of said defendants, as county clerks of respective counties, or from per 
mitting the same to be opened or recounted, or from removing or from per 
mitting said ballots to be removed, from the place where they are now ke), 
until the same are ordered to be rons or recounted by a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction of the State of or of the United States, or by the 
_—— = ae tatives in Congress of the United States, after the 3 day 

arch, % . 

The Sy my upon which the aforesaid decree was ted, being set out 

in full in the copy of his bill, in the ited record of this case, at page -!-, 
ad which was rend after a full hearing in the presence 

of said record. Iam of opinion that! 

Illinois statute, this step was not the 

sontestee, and that, so far from work- 
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insist that the developments of the testimony in this case render 
I theron and necessary, before the contestee shall be deprived of his seat 
it ex the floor of the House of Representatives in this Congress, that we should 
neail ourselves of the unity afforded us, and should sustain the mo- 
* made by his counse at the hearing of this cause, that this committee, 
tion y directions from the House, by its own ~ me process should re- 
ction of the ballots, either of the entire Congressional district 
county and precinct therein or at least of the counties of Cass, 
Greene, and Macoupin, t the accuracy of the returns of which there is 
testimony found in the record. 
this committee with abundant power, I believe, to 
take action of its own motion and without further delay. But should it 
be otherwise the House has full power to direct this to be done. 
lam convinced that it isthe duty of this committee to refrain 
from in this case and itself recount the ballots as aforesaid, 
and in the interest of the electors of the Sixteenth Congressional district of 
[linois and in the interests of the parties to this contest and in; ustice to the 
House of Representatives that this course be taken without any further de- 
lay, and I trust that this will be done. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I think that in justice to my col- 


league upon the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CooKE], No ht to be stated to the House that the very able re- 
port p y the majority of the committee was prepared and 


presented by him. Bysomeerror which has creptinto the records 
of this House it would appear that the report had been prepared 
and presented by the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Danrets]. I do not intend, of course, to 
suggest for a moment that the report does not have the assent of 
the gentleman from New York, because I know that it does, but I 
want the credit for that ty able report to fall where it is due. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY. I amvery glad to receive the gentleman’s thanks, 
but I do not wish to occupy much of my time receiving thanks. 
(Laughter, 3 ‘ uth 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I was simply going to add that it is a 
matter of no consequence to me, I can assure the gentleman. 

Mr. DANIELS. e mistake was made by the printer. 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly, and if coavthdne that 1 have said 
can beconstrued into a reflection upon any member of the commit- 
tee I desire that it shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. , it is a source of sincere regret to me that I have 
been unable to agree-with the conclusions which were reached by 
the majority of the Republican members of the Committee on 
Elections; but I take it that in a matter of this kind, the decision 
of which will take a seat in this body from oné man and giveit to 
another, every man must be the keeper of his own conscience. I 
have e thiscase with the utmost care and the utmost ability 
that I could bring to it, and the conclusion which I arrived at in 
the first place has been reenforced by further reflection. I be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, thatif the decision of the majority of the com- 
mittee is sustained by this House it will be an outrage upon the 
people of the Sixteenth Congressional district of Dlinois and a stain 
upon the good name of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Imake no 
imputation upon the motives of any man who may disagree with 
me, but I state to this House the deliberate conclusion at which I 
have arrived. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we ought not to go much further in the 
consideration of this case without understanding exactly where 
we are. We throw aside all the minutiw upon which we might 
disagree, and we come to the two main points upon which the two 

ches of the committee are at odds. Mr. Downing holds his 
in this Congress by a plurality of 40 votes. It is proposed to 
it from him by a plurality of 30 votes. There is not a claim 
record, or made by counsel, or indulged in by any member 
committee, that from the beginning to the end of this elec- 
ere was any fraudulent — on the part of any man who 
ything todo withit. It behooves the members of this House, 
oat reverse a plurality of 40 votes and turn it into a plu- 
of 30 votes, to examine with care the grounds upon which 
sought to be done. 

is one main branch of this case which has been largely 
which I will restate to the House. There were 

,000 or 39,000 votes cast in that election for Con, ; 
than 5,000 were recounted, and the errors which it is 
in that recount were 39 in number in favor of 
9 more than the plurality the report of the 
give him. Itis perfectly clear, then, that unless 
of the recount in the two counties—Macou- 
can not upon this record seat the contestant. 
what = may think about the other question—the 
voters—if you decline to accept the results of 
recount in those two counties, then that is an end of this 


, let me say here, so that there can be no mistake about it, 
the minority of this committee do not propose to settle this 
contest here; they propose to send it back to the committee with 
instructions to find the real truth. no matter what difficulties may 
I know—and I answer it now—it will be objected 
delay will — asa denial of justice. How 
can be the detriment arising from this delay? 
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We are approaching the closing day of this Congress. It will be 
of no great advantage to either of these gentlemen to occupy a 
seat in this hall for the few days that are left to us at this session. 
If a recount is had as we propose, when we come back here this 
contest can be determined in my opinion beyond all doubt, and 
the man who is honestly entitled to the seat can take it with- 
out any stain upon it or without any doubt hanging about his 
title. 

Let us see what the recount is that it is proposed to substitute 
for the count of the honest election officials of the county of 


Macoupin. There was a recount of the vote fer county treasurer 
of that county. That is the home county of General Rinaker, the 
contestant. It is there he proposes to make the gain which shall 


reverse the plurality shown by all the other seven counties of the 
district. The parties met, and they had a recount of the vote for 
treasurer in 36 of the 37 voting precincts of that county. The 
sucecessful candidate for the office of treasurer had a plurality by 
the original returns of 39 votes. When the last precinct was 
reached the errors were so few and so balanced each other that 
the counsel concluded that the recount could not change the result, 
and that precinct was not counted. In the meantime, in the first 
11 precincts of that county, an unofficial recount was made of the 
vote for Representative in Congress. The recount was made by 
representatives of General Rinaker—among others by his son, who 
was one of the counsel in that recount. We have never heard 
what the result of that recount in those 11 counties was. Nobody 
comes forward to tell us the result of that unofficial recount in 
those first 11 precincts. We may guess at the reason when we 
find that in the contest for treasurer those are the 11 precincts 
where the Democrats gained, while they lost in the precincts se- 
lected to be brought forward in this House to take the seat from 
the man who now holds it. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Would the gentleman consider it at 
all seemly or proper for counsel in acase to come forward and 
testify, especially where the client was his own father? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I must let Mr. Thomas Rinaker, 
the son, settle that question for himself. He did come forward to 
testify in this case. He was the first counsel who did so; and he 
testified to this very recount in which he acted as counsel. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooke] can not have forgotten that 
circumstance. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Not so far as the result reported by 
Murphy is concerned, according to my recollection. 

Mr. MOODY. ‘Not so far as the result reported by Murphy 
is considered.” He could not testify to what Murphy knew; but 
he testified about other matters concerning that recount, which 
he deemed material to aid his father in this contest: and I say 
that when he withheld the information which he had with respect 
to the eleven counties where if there was to be a gain for the 
Democratic candidate that gain would be found, there is a signifi- 
cance in the matter which can not be denied. 

Now, after that recount had gone on for two or three days Mr. 
Murphy steps in and takes part in it; and you must accept Mr. 
Murphy’s recount as correct and reject the sworn returns or else 
you must leave Mr. Downing in his seat. 

Before I come to the details of the recount I want to describe to 
this House the method in which it was conducted. There was a 
table 5 feet long and 24 feet wide. Upon one end of the table sat 
the county judge, under whose direction the recount was proceed- 
ing. By the side of him were twotellers. On the two sides of the 
table sat the four counsel for the parties to the recount. Upon the 
other end of the table sat the deputy county clerk, Waggoner, who 
produced and opened the ballots which were to be recounted for 
the office of treasurer. Behind Waggoner, who was opening these 
ballots, laying them upon the table and announcing from each bal- 
lot whether the vote was for one or the other of the candidates for 
treasurer, sat on a high stoel Mr. Murphy, the important witness 
in this case. All the information, gentlemen, which Mr. Murphy 
had about the true state of the ballot in that county he received 
while sitting on that high stool in the position 1 have named. 

I have here one of the original ballots. [Exhibiting ballot. } 
Those ballots contained the names of 50 candidates. The county 
clerk took those ballots. He first turned them over and looked 
for any marks on the back that might invalidate them; then he 
uttered the name ‘‘ Gleason,” or whatever else may have been the 
name of the candidate for treasurer; passed the ballot to counsel 
for verification, and it was passed about the table. All the oppor- 
tunity which Murphy had to ascertain the truth of the matter was 
while the ballot was in Waggoner’s hands and before it was passed 
to anybody else. These ballots were counted, according to the 
testimony of the county judge, at a rate of not less than 6 per 
minute? and in some cases as high as 16 per minute. They reg- 
ulated the speed with which the ballots were handled, not to 
conform to the convenience of Mr. Murphy, who was a spectator, 
but for the convenience of the count by the officers who were 
engaged in that business, 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If the gentleman will permit 
me, f would like to ask him if during that count an announce- 
ment was made of the votes for Congressman? 

Mr. MOODY. No; there was no such announcement. 

These proceedings were not exactly secret, because it appeared 
to be generally known that Mr. Murphy was present and was 
making a count of the Congressional vote, yet he was not recog- 
nized as a party to the official count or as being there according 
tolaw. Mr. Murphy was a spectator, like many others who were 

resent. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But all know that he was keeping a count. 

Mr. MOODY. I have already said that such was the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And when the count was slow, at the rate of 
six ballots a minute, it was these ballots where there were many 
changes; that is to say, they were not the straight ballots? 

Mr. MOODY. On the contrary, the sixteen-a-minute ballots 
were put all together as straight ballots, and were counted faster. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the rapidly counted ballots were the 
straight party ballots; that is what I mean. 

— MOODY. Unquestionably the gentleman is correct in 
that. 

Now, remember, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Murphy was unques- 
iionably in the employ of General Rinaker, which fact appears in 
the testimony, which is not disputed. It is shown that he 
was employed at the instance of Thomas Rinaker, the contestant’s 
son and counsel. There was no concealment about it and no dis- 

te of the facts. Nobody represented the other side there. Mr. 
Krarphy thought he could keep the count accurately under the 
circumstances I have tried to recite to you—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it will not interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. MOODY. Iwelcome interruptions, especially interruptions 
that I know are intended only to elucidate facts in the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not true that Bell and Anderson were at- 
torneys in the case also for the coutestee? Were they not sitting 
at the table looking at the ballots as the contestee’s counsel? 

Mr. MOODY. It does not appear whether they were attorneys 
ee There is nothing in the record to indicate 

t fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think that is admitted. 

Mr. MOODY. Whether they were or not, at that time the evi- 
dence does not disclose, but there is no evidence that they kept 
Boh po | 

,ow, Mr. Murphy ¢ t he co count accurately, 
and Mr. Waggoner, whose back was turned to Murphy all the 
. time, also thought Mr. Murphy could keep the count accurately; 
but everybody else who i in the case and give their opinion 

of the value of Mr. Murphy’s count oe it would not be pos- 
sible to keep an accurate count under circumstances. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not rely too much on the —_ of peo- 
ple on such subjects. Too much depends on the differences in 
men; and Mr. Murphy to have been an accurate man, as 
far as it would have been ible for a man to be accurate under 
the existing conditions. 
within the sound of my voice to say if it is possible, under the cir- 
cumstances, that any man could keep an account of the ballots 
accurately, or whether it would be possible for such a man to keep 
such a count more accurately than the sworn officers of the law, 
who had every facility afforded to them for performing their du- 
ties? Whycontrast Mr. M y’s recount with the official recount 


at He was alone, voring to keep this count under 
circumstances. 


On the other hand, in the official recount there was the judge 
of the court to decide questions in dispute about the law; 
was a teller for each i 


scrutiny of the first man, 

fourth man, until finally it 

was detected. So that, as a matter of fact, the j 
eyesight of one man was corrected 

another still, each one verifying 


phy sat? 
Mr. MOODY. They were not; they were folded and 


strung 
Mr. Mu no opportunity—and if I am wrong 
about it chomid ‘giad to be corrected —— _ 


man from Iowa sayi 
head of the table, and by whose 


ite ae tharphs ante 


ut I appeal to every man in this House | the 


was the deputy clerk who the ballots, and he, having the 
ballots there open before read the result aloud to those 
assembled, and then the ballots es around. 

Mr. MOODY. I stated that, I thi If I did not, I am very 
much mistaken. 

A Memeper. Yon did state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. When this clerk opened the ballot, 
he was doing that, I smapees, while inspection of the last pre- 

ballot was bei 


Mr. MOODY. No; he took the ballot, opened it, made the an- 
nouncemeut as soon as he inspected it, reading the name of either 
one candidate or the other for county treasurer, and then imme- 
diately it a from Mr. M be 

Mr. ‘DERSON. And then out another ballot and pre 
pared n tarelnt gl thing, and oe the nasealiee would lie there 
some ti il the i i next pr ing one was 
completed by the ether thea? 

Mr. M 'Y. Ican only answer that the uncontradicted tes- 
timony shows that the ballots were counted, as the county judge 


Mr. Murphy had what chance he could have under those circum- 
stances. 


Mr. HENDERSON. The object of my first question was to 
know whether at the end or the inning there was a period of 
rest for the ballot, when Mr. Murphy was situated so that he could 
take advantage of that period of rest. 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly there was a period of rest, of 
greater or lessextent, when Mr. Murphy could see the ballot. No 
one disputes the fact that he had some chance. Our point is that 
he had not a chance to be more accurate than the precinct officers 
Sane ee ee ae — And let me 
again, expense repetition, say the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Henperson] that the speed with which these ballots 
were handled was made to conform to the recount upon treasurer 
am" 10¢ to the i of the recount upon Congress. That 
is an ok wa matter. 

Mr. BRUM ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a «ues- 


Mr. BRUMM. a aeeiend. Mibtietier wan ging on ins 
election case for treasurer? 
Mr. MOODY. That is true. 

Mr. BRUMM. That the question as to who or who was not 
Se ae 

Mr. MOODY. 

Mr. BRUMM. Whiletheseballots were being counted, or being 
examined with reference eters cower emery agg name 
of Murphy was sitting where he see those ballots; and he 
swears, as I understand it, that he discovered that among those 
one be ee eee See ae had been declared by 

is investigation illegal, that there were a certain num- 
ber of those that had u them the name of one or the other of 

s ° ; ill permit me 
explain in detail, that he counted every ballot that was re- 
counted; that he looked over the shoulder of those who were 
ing for treasurer. He had a pad on his knee and a pencil in 
and he made a that passed; and I 


as you will see 
of two recounts, 
because General Rinaker 


and very greatly ahead of his 


Mr. BRUMM. Them there is really no conflict, and there is no 
ene ante testimony goes to saow, of what Mr. Murphy 


Mr. MOODY. There is no denial and can be no denial of the 
made that recount. We all know that he 








1896. 







has made an error of fact in reference to the illegality, 
gent he will permit me to go on and speak for a few moments 


haps I shall explain what is in his mind. 
longer. A ROTH. Ww the gentleman answer a question? 
Mr. MOODY. 


y: 

ROTH. Ishould like to know whether the testimony 
ae pi when Mr. Murphy sat behind this man, when he 
found there was a mistake made in any ballot, whether he called 
the attention of — to it? s 

Mr. MOODY. evidence shows that he did no}. He made 
his count entirely independent of every other human being in the 
world, and upon that I want to call the attention of the members 
of this House, as men who love justice and fair play, to what the 
Republican judge of that county who presided at that recount 
sail—@ man who was elected upon this very ticket at this very 
election, who was friendly, as everybody was and everybody is 
here, to General Rinaker. In answer to this question: 

Would you like to undertake to have your count, made under the circum- 
stances that Mr. Murphy made that, considered strictly accurate? 

He replied: 

testing an election, I should want the ballots coun a little 
aa connate than they werecounted. Ofcourse Ishould ond en = 
watching the side as well. 

And that answers the question of the gentleman better than I 
can answer it. 

Mr.DANIELS. Now Iask the gentlercan whether the evidence 
of the deputy county clerk did not show that the process when this 
counting S eg done was that the ballots were opened and laid fiat 
on the e? 

Mr. MOODY. I have so stated byillustration. IfI have notso 
stated I desire to do so, for I do not desire to misrepresent, and if 
Ido misrepresent I beg gentlemen to correct me. But all the bal- 
lots were, as has been suggested, spread upon the table. The an- 
nouncement was made and they were passed along with the speed 
which I have described. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to make one further inquiry 
of my friend, and then I will not disturb him further. 

Mr. MOODY. I -_ cheerfully. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And if heis going to cover the point he 
need not cor attention to it. 

Mr. M Y. I will pay attention to the gentleman always. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You are very kind to all of us. Itseems, 
according to the argument, that the rights of the defendant 
depend upon the secondary evidence. Now, what I would like to 
hear is the views of the gentleman on this point. Was it within 


his power to the primary evidence? 
. MOODY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will discuss 
that later in m ent, without any evasion whatever. 
Mr. HEND. - I want to see if he could get the primary 


dence. 

Mr. — Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly; if it is not on the question of in- 
junction 


Mr. CANNON. It is not, except incidentally. It is upon an- 
other Ley In fact, were the attorneys of the sitting member 
present at this recount, one or both? 

Mr. MOODY. The gentlemen who subsequently appeared in 
the record as attorneys, or some of the gentlemen who subse- 
quently appeared in the record as attorneys for the contestee, and 
some who subsequently appeared as attorneys for the contestant, 
were present at this recount. They were attorneys in the re- 
count; they were not acting for the contestee. No atto:ney was 
acting in to the Congressional election. Murphy was the 


man officiated. 
. CANNON. I want to ask the a one or two more 
questions. Within a few days, as I understand from a hasty 
reading of the report, after this recount on the local contest the 
subpeena duces tecum to bring these ballots was issued by the 
notary under the Fed law. ' 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr.CANNON. Now, then, is it or is it not true that the sitting 
member had then applied to the State courts? 

Mr. MOODY. course it is true. 

Mr.CANNON. To my friend's mind, is it significant that those 
attorneys of the sitting member got enough information to know 
that they did not want these ots counted under the Federal 

Mr. MOODY. I do not think these attorneys appeared for the 
sitting member at that time. I do not think they appeared at this 
recount. Thatfact hasnever assumed any significance in my mind. 

Now, I want to call your attention and weary your patience, 

atable w I have prepared for use in my argument, 
and lest I fall into the lot of my friend from Alabama {Mr. 
Wuereer] I ask consent of the House to print this table instead 
of and then I shall refer to it in detail. 

The pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 


a “ Wt eine 
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of the gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 
The table is as follows: 
Gains and losses in recounts, including “ objected to” ballots. 


—___— 


By Murphy's recount| By official recount 
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Mr. MOODY. There were 25 precincts counted by Murphy, 
and in 8 of them he purports to find no change. In the other 
17 precincts he finds the change indicated here upon this table. 
That column whch I point to shows the gain for each precinct 
that he found for Rinaker; that [indicating] shows the loss or 
| gain which he found for Downing, and these figures in red are 

correspon@ing losses and gains on the recount for treasurer in the 
same precincts. 

Now, gentlemen will observe that this gain of 35 votes net in 
this recount of 17 precincts in the contestant’s home county is 
made up of little odds and ends picked up in the different precincts, 
In only one case are there as many as 4—the precinct of Ship- 
man. In only two precincts are there as many as 3. In most 
cases there are only 1 or 2. Now,I do not dispute Murphy’s 
honesty. There is nothing in the record which permits me to do 
that. Ido not dispute his accuracy. I have no right to do so on 
this testimony. But Ido say that when it comes to the matter of 
picking up, out of 200 or 300 votes in a precinct, 1 or 2 or 3 or even 
4 votes, we can not trust to that process if we seek to do justice 
between man and man. 

I say again that these changes may have been, and undoubtedly 
largely were, the result of different views of the law between 
Murphy and the en officers, and who is to tell us which 
view was right? Toillustrate this point, in the precinct of North 
Palmyra there isa gain of 1 for Rinaker. It is shown without 
contradiction that in North Palmyra Mr. Murphy said to a by- 
stander that there was a gain of 1 on account of a ballot which 
was marked in this way: ‘* This is the ballot of J. C. Hamilton,” 
he claiming that that was a legal ballot and ought to have been 
counted. ‘That testimony is not contradicted. That was the 
claim of the contestant in his brief. But the supreme court of 
Illinois since that time has decided that such a ballot can not be 
counted. 

Now, I say that the consideration of this illustration which I 
have given to the House may account for the difference that there 
is between the official count and the recount of Murphy. And I 
say that, without knowing on what grounds he proceeded, we 
ought not to take the judgment of a man about whom we know 
nothing, except that he is accurate in figuresand that heis honest, 
as against the count of men who were sworn officials under the 
law and against whose integrity not one word has been uttered, 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
the very fact which he presents here soclearly, showing that these 
changes are but few in number in the various precincts, is not the 
highest evidence that could be brought here to show the accuracy 
and reliability of Mr. Murphy’s work? In other words, if there 
had been a change of 6 or 8 or 10 shown in one precinct and only 1 
in another, and 7 or 8 or 9 in another precinct and only 1 or 2 in still 
another, would not that indicate a hop-skip-and-a-jump method 
of counting, Which could not be so accurate as the one embodied 
in this table? 

Mr. MOODY. My colleague upon the committee appears to test 
the value and the accuracy of Mr. Murphy's testimony by the 
closeness with which it conforms to the original count. I accept 
that standard. [Laughter.} The original count is the thing that 
is ultimately authoritative in this case until, in a legal manner, 
some other state of facts is shown. 

Mr. REEVES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. REEVES. The county judge sat at* the end of his table, 
and was it not his duty to pass, and was he not in fact passing, 
upon the validity of those baliots? 
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Mr. MOODY. It was his duty to pass upon the validity of 
the ballots, but in point of fact he did not. My friend is mis- 
taken, and I hope to convert the whole Illinois delegation before 
I get through if they keep on asking questions, [Laughter.] It 
was his duty to pass upon those questions, but wherever there was 
any objection made to a ballot, judgment was reserved; so the 
court never did pass upon these questions. Nobody under God’s 
heavens ever passed upon them except Murphy, and what we ask 
is that before we take away this man’s right, before we take 
away the rights of the people of this district, this House shall pass 
upon these questions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This evidence of Murphy was offered by the 
contestant during the forty days allowed him by law to take his 
testimony, was it not? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, what prevented Mr. Downing from hav- 
ing the ballots counted to verify or to defer+ this evidence during 
the forty days allowed him for the taking of testimony? 

Mr. MOODY. Nothing occurs to me now. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. ae did not do it, did he? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Downing did not do it. We want to do it 
now. If Mr. Downing made a mistake, do not visit it upon the 
people of Dlinois. 

r. HOPKINS. But if there was fraud, we do not want the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to sustain it. 

Mr. MOODY. Fraud! If I did not misunderstand the gentie- 
man’s word, this is the first time that any man has alleged fraud 
against anybody in connection with this case, and it shows that 
the gentlemen who are supporting the majority report are being 
driven to extremities to do it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been described how the ballots have 
been preserved. I would like to call attention to the law, because 
I know that gentlemen want to follow it. The law as laid down 
by McCrary is this—I will not weary the House by reading very 
much. McCrary states the law in these words: 

The official acts of sworn officers are Gregus to be honest and correct 
until the contrary is made to appear. It has accordingly been held that a 
return can not be set aside upon proof that a recount made by unautho 
persons some time after the official count has been made showed a different 
result from the official count. This was upon the ground that the count 
made by sworn officers immediately upon the close of the polls was better 
evidence of the true result than a count made by interested parties not sworn 
at a subsequent period and after the result of the official count had been 
made known. Such evidence comes far short of establishing either fraud or 
mistake in the official count. 

I commend that last statement to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopxiys]. 

He cites Gooding vs. Wilson, Forty-second Congress, in which 
case the report was unanimously made by a very able committee, 
of which Mr. McCrary himself was chairman. 

Mr.McCALL of Massachusetts. Will my friend permit me 
another interruption? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes... 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The count relied on by the 
contestant is the count of Mr. Murphy? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. McCALLof Massachusetts. Andthatcontradicts the count 
of the election officers? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, how many different 
election officers were there who were contradicted by Mr. Murphy? 

Mr. MOODY. I think somewhere about 75. I can not tell the 
exact number. And I beg you toremember, gentlemen, that they 
are representatives of different parties. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman does not mean that the “ count” 
is contradicted. As I understand, the question is as to the legality 
or illegality of certain votes. 

Mr. MOODY. No; there is also a question of errors in count- 
ing. How much of the controversy in this case turns upon a 
difference of opinion as to the legality or illegality of votes and 
how much upon the question of actual errors in the count no man 
can tell. But I say, where the question is as to the —— or 
illegality of votes, this House ought not to proceed on Mr. Mur- 
phy’s judgment, and where the question is upon errors in the 
actual count this House ought not to proceed upon Mr. Murphy’s 
judgment, against that of 75 honest Republican and Democratic 
election officials of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, Does the gentleman mean to say that 
Mr. Murphy passed upon any alleged illegal ‘votes or upon any 
irregularly marked ballots? 

Mr. MOODY. I mean just this: Mr. Murphy said that when- 
ever either party to the recount on the treasurership objected to 
a ticket he marked it “‘ objected to” and claimed it for Rinaker 
or for Downing, as the case might be, and then he put those votes 
into the statement which he made of the gain of 36 votes. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. That is to say, in the contest going on 
over the other office*he paid no attention to the objections of 
counsel p”* and con, but treated as regular the ballots that had 
been retuined as regular, in accordance with the returns; but 


such ballots as had been returned by the election officers as ‘po. 
jected” or ‘objected to,” and not counted—those he did not 
include in his count. 

Mr. MOODY. It is not clear whether he did or not. 

Mr, COOKE of Illinois. Certainly my statement is correct. 

Mr. MOODY. The fact is not to my mind clear; and I make no 
such claim. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I listened tou see whether any precedent co) 
be produced for conduct of this kind. I observe that my frien:js 
on the other side have not as yet produced a precedent. Ther» js 
one, Mr. Speaker; and I want to call the attention of the House to 
it, especially the attention of some members of the Mlinois ojo. 
gation. 1t is the case of English vs. Peelle,inthe Forty-cig);t) 
Congress. If gentlemen think that that is a proper precedent to 
follow, they will support the majority report in this case; if they 
doubt it, they will vote with the minority in this case. : 

In the Forty-eighth Congress the Democrats had a plurality of 
42 votes. Mr. Peelle held a seat from the State of Indiana j\y a 
plurality of 88 votes, andthe Democrats undertook to get the seat 
from him. Mr. English, who had the advantage of having a yery 
powerful and very rich father, undertook to steal that seat away 
from Mr. Peelle. He came here with a contest in order to do xo, 
Among other things he had this testimony: A recount was going 
on in the county of Marion, in the State of Indiana, for the oftice 
of county sheriff—not county treasurer, asin this case. One of 
the men engaged in that recount was employed by Mr. Enylish’s 
father—just as Mr. Murphy was employed in this case by General 
Rinaker’s son—to make a recount at the same time of the Con- 
gressional vote. 

Now, sir, there are two things to distinguish that case from 
this. In the first place, the man who made the recount in that 
case, whose name was Brown, had two counts to attend to. On 
the other hand, those ballots went through his hands with jusi the 
8 that he let them go; he had all the time that he wanted. 

hat goes the other way. I say that if there is any choice }- 
tween these two recounts, as to the value to be given them as 
evidence, the choice is in favor of the gentleman in Indianaj)olis 
who made the recount in English vs. Peele. He was not plain 
Murphy, he was Hon. Austin H. Brown; and he brought the 
testimony of a Senator of the United States, Senator McDonald, 
to his good character. And he brought the testimony (it was in 
the record) of a judge of the supreme court of the State of Indiana, 
Judge Niblack, that he was a man of unquestioned character. 
He had been a Treasury clerk in Washington, an assistant clerk 
in the Sixth Auditor's Office; he had assisted (God forgive him for 
it) in the preparation of the report on the tariff of Robert J. 
Walker; he had been clerk of Marion County; he had been county 
commissioner, and State printer, and county auditor; he had been 
a member of the city council. He had every qualification in tle 
world, besides the title of ‘‘honorable” to his name, and the cer- 
tificate which he got from the gentleman to whom I have referred. 
And he made another convenient recount of the votes cast just 
about like the recount of this case. He testified that Mr. Envlish 
thereby gained 99 votes, just enough to entitle him to a seat on 
this floor with 12 to spare. 

The majority of the committee reported in favor of Enylish, 
and the report came before the House. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER]—I do not know whether he is present now 
or not-—was then chairman of the committee. To his eternal 
honor be it said he voted against the report of his committee and 
in favor of the Republican member, after a debate of unexaim)|«l 
bitterness and a long contest (the minority report being in favor 
of the Republican). Although that was a ocratic House, the 
minority report was substituted by a vote of 121 to 117. Then they 
adopted on the other side filibustering tactics. A motion to recon- 
sider and a motion to lay on the table were made, and some gentle 
man on that side moved that the House adjourn, in order to secure 
reenforcements from outside, and carried the motion. The nex! 
day the motion to reconsider was defeated by a tie vote, |)" to 
132; then a motion to reconsider was carried by 133 to 130, anda 
motion to recommit to the Committee on Elections was defexted 
by a vote of 133 to 134. Then, on reconsideration, the vote on the 

option of the minority report was defeated by 1 majority. 

ow, there are gentlemen about me on this floor who can not 
fail to remember that contest,or the debate which took place a 
that time, or how they voted upon the question. It is precisely 
the same — that is presented in the pending case. [ls 
question of the injunction can not obscure the real question ® 
issue here, nor can the question of how the evidence came int) 
the case, or how the evidence was taken, or any other collateral 
question. It is simply a question of whether the testimony in the 
case is to be believed or rejected after it isin the case. It is not® 
oe of the reception of the testimony. ong that was 
one a month later could —* affect the weight of evidence, 
and in that case to which I have just referred, the whole Rep)- 
lican side of the House, with the minority of the Democrats, w«'® 
against accepting the unofficial count, and my friend from [1inols 
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r. CANNON], who now rises to question me, voted all the way 
~— against accepting the last recount. I hope he will be 
consistent now, if it is not too much to expect consistency of any 
man who has served so long in Congress as my distinguished 
friend from Mlinois. [Laughter and —_—) 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum], who sits just 
before me, voted against accepting the report of the committee; 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. eed who sits near me, 
voued ool to accept it; the ar ipemage from lowa [Mr. Hepsurn] 
not only voted against it, but was on the committee which re- 
ported it. The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Lacry] voted 
against it, and I have reason to believe that he at least intends to 
be consistent and to make his action square to his own conscience 
and not topartisan ends. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] 
was also — it—— | 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will per- 
mit me, he is en. Iwas not a member of that Congress. 

Mr. MOODY. Then there was another gentleman of the same 
name. 

Mr. LACEY. There was a member from Michigan of the same 


name. . 
Mr. MOODY. Well, all gentlemen of that name ame to be 
right in their opinions on the question of recounts. [Laughter]. 

Yow, Mr. Speaker, there is a precedent. It is for this Repub- 
lican House to say whether we shall follow it. Are we enough 
in need of ublican votes here in this Congress to stultify every 
word spoken by the Republicans and every vote cast by them in 
a precisely similar case in the Forty-eighth Congress? 

r. Speaker, if it were not that somebody might stretch my 
words into a reflection upon some one with whom I differ on this 
question which I do not intend, I would adopt as my own lan- 

ge the words spoken on that occasion by a member from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Long], who closed his address with this language: 

Mr. Speaker, this whole case as presented in the majority report is an in- 
sult tocommon intelligence. If it is a joke, then it is time to end it. If not, 
then this House in the a 4 of its own self-respect, rising above all parti- 
sanship, ht to tramp such infamy under foot. I would like nothing bet- 
ter than to leave it to you, Mr. § er; I would like tosee what quiet but 

uick werk you woud, make of the miserable sophistry which seeks to rob 
the member Indiana of the seat which he is so justly and clearly enti- 
tled to hold on this tloor. 

Now I yield to my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. C ON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I have 
a = recollection—— 

r. MOODY. Well, the gentleman had better get a special 
recollection. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, very well, I will. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman, as he is familiar with the case, this question: Was there 
evidence taken touching the ballots in that election? 

Mr. MOODY. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Was any effort made to take the evidence? 

Mr. MOODY. No; the Democrats complained because the 
OT did not make an effort to do it. 


.CANNON. Well, neither Democrats nor Republicans made 
an effort to the primary evidence? 
Mr. MOODY. ey did not. 
Mr.CANNON. They did not? 


Mr. MOODY. No; and the secondary evidence was in, and the 
House would not believe it. 

Mr. CANNON. This was mere secondary evidence, then, that 
was acted upon, with no effort having been made to get the pri- 
mary evidence? ’ 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know that as a fact. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me answer. The words ‘‘secondary evi- 
dence” were not used in the debate in that case from beginning 
to end, according tomy memory. The evidence was in the case, 
just asthe evidence is in thiscase before you here to-day. Theonly 
thing the Republicans said was, ‘‘ We will not believe it. We 
will not take that evidence of an unofficial recount against the 
a of the precinct officer.” And that is what we do 

ere, 

Mr.CANNON. Precisely. But let me ask the gentleman this 
oe question, if he claims now that these two cases are upon 

ours, 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no two cases, Mr. Speaker, are upon all 
fours—— 

Mr. CANNON. But in principle? 

Mr. MOODY. In principle I do say so, according to my con- 
science, 

Mr. CANNON. One further question now. I want to ask my 
friend if he this case here, in the exhortation to myself 
and others, as an appeal to the Democrats who are in this Con- 
gress who were in that Congress, who voted to unseat Mr. Peele, 
to vote consistently? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; I do not do anything of 
that kind. I want this side of the House to be better than the 
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Democrats. That is the reason I belong to the Republican party. 
[Langhter and applause. } 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I approach the question of the injunction. 
Let there be no mistake about this. I am not going to undertake 
to announce any decision upon the question as to whether that 
injunction was well founded or not as a matter of law 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Before the gentleman proceeds to 
that branch of the case I should like to ask him if the testimony 
of Mr. Murphy is all the testimony there is as to the recount? 

Mr. MOODY. Absolutely all, except that in one other county 
there was a gain of 4 votes, upon the same sort of testimony 
by another man, which testimony was contradicted, by the way, 
but we do not make any point about that. There was a gain of 
4 votes in Cass County, but that gain of 4 votes depended upon 
the testimony of one man, whose testimony was contradicted. 
The gain of 35 votes in Macoupin County, which is conclusive in 
this case, depends absolutely and solely upon the testimony of 
Murphy. The only possible corroboration is the fact that Wag- 
goner, who sat with his back to Murphy all the time, gave it as his 
opinion that Murphy could count accurately. That is all there is 
in the case. 

Now'l want to come to the question of this injunction. I be- 
lieve every lawyer in this House will agree with me that the ques- 
tion of the injunction is not free from difficulty. ThatisallI say, 
that it is not free from difficulty. It is by no means sure how that 
question would be decided if it came to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. Let us see what it was. It was an injunction 
against opening these ballots except by Congress or by a court of 
record of the State of Illinois or by a judge of a United States 
court, 

Now, I agree that we will eliminate the State court, for reasons 
that I have already stated to the House; but the statute under 
which contests are tried confers jurisdiction upon a judge of the 
United States court to issue his subpoena and take the evidence 
in this case, and there is no question about it. Gentlemen say it 
did not belong to the jurisdiction before this act of Congress was 
yassed. That is true; but all jurisdiction, if I am not mistaken, 
in the courts of the United States depends upon some statutory 
enactment. It is given by one statute or by another statute; and 
by this statute under which contests are tried the courts of the 
United States have the power to issue a subpoena and take the evi- 
dence. Now, this injunction was issued upon the 17th day of 
January 
Mr. HOPKINS. If my friend will allow me to interrupt him, 
under the statute the district judge must live in the district? 

Mr. MOODY, Yes; undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And he has no more power than anotary pub- 
lic for that purpose? 

Mr.MOODY. No; Ithinknot. I think the jurisdiction is lim- 
ited by the statute itself. I think the statement of the gentleman 
is correct; but we know that there is a difference 
Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
this jurisdiction conferred upon the court or upon the judge? 

Mr. MOODY. Upon the judge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Whomight be sitting as an officer taking the 
testimony in the case? 

Mr. MOODY. Itisconferred upon any judge of a United States 
court who resides in the district. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but would he not have to be sittin 
a notary public would? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Or as that officer would who was taking the 
testimony in this particular case? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes; certainly he would. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Andif he was not selected for that purpose, 
then he would have no power whatever. 

Mr. MOODY. The jurisdiction is invoked by act of the party. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any further jurisdiction or authority 
reposed in the judge of a circuit court under the Federal statutes 
than there is in a notary public that may be selected? 

Mr. MOODY. No; not as I understand it. 

Now I will talk about the effect of the injunction, which is 





Is 
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‘ 
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claimed to be a suppression of the evidence in this case. I say 
that if it held these ballots until Congress met, it is a perversion 
of terms to speak of it as a ‘suppression of evidence.” ‘‘A preser- 


vation of evidence”—*‘ « suppression of evidence.” But the injunc- 
tion expressly exempts the United States courts. The injunction 
was had on the 19th of January, and of the forty days allowed to 
the contestant for taking evidence only three days had passed 
away. He could have had one day, or ten days, or a dozen days 
if necessary, to go to a judge of the United States court to have 
escaped the terms of thisinjunction. He could have had his sub- 
poena issued from the court, and there would not have been any 
conflict between the United States courts and the courts of Lli- 
nois; and he could have taken testimony if he wanted to. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I take issue with the gentleman, 
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Mr. MOODY. My friend can do that. Iam stating my posi- 
tion. The real fact was that they thought they had maneuvered 
Mi.. Downing into a corner, so that they could get this court of 
~— jurisdiction to accept that recount of Murphy’s. 

r. PKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr, MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You spoke about the injunction conferring 
power upon the United States courts. 

Mr. MOODY. I did not say any such absurd thing as that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did not you read the injunction, and argue 
that it was a to have these ballots counted by the United 
States court an oy authority of this Congress? 

Mr. MOODY. That is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I say to the gentleman that the United States 
has no jurisdiction in these matters aside from the very counting 
of the ballots which comes under its authority the same as the 
notary pubiic. 

Mr. MOODY, The United States courts do have the fullest 
authority that any court can have in the performance of its du- 
see in the authority to take evidence, which the statutes gives 
them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What authority has the United States court 
to determine a contested election case? 

Mr. MOODY. The United States court has just the same au- 
thority as the notary public had, no more and no less—the 
authority conferred by the statute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Simply acting under this authority that is 
given to the pe public to take evidence. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no; acting under the authority given by stat- 
ute. Just let my friend look at the old cases when we had the 
Federal election laws. Jurisdiction was conferred upon the 
United States courts by statute, and they could act anywhere 
upon the subject-matter under statutory authority. Under the 
authority conferred upon the circuit and district judges of the 
courts of the United States there is no power given to determine 
contested election cases. The only power given is the power of a 
judge who resides in the district to take the evidence. Nobody 
as power to decide an election case except the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and all I ask is that the members of the House, who 
are listening to mé@ to an extent which I deeply appreciate, will 
act upon this question upon their individual responsibility and 
according to their consciences. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The language of the injunction is as follows: 

Until the same is ordered to be ned and recounted by a court of com- 
House of Representatives in Congress of the United States after the ad day 
of March, A. D. 1895. e 

The question I want to ask is this: Supposing that a judge of 
the Federal court had been selected as an officer to take this tes- 
timony, does the gentleman contend that that court would be a 
court of competent jurisdiction of the United States, such as re- 
ferred to in this language of the injunction? 

=e MOODY. That certainly, Mr. Speaker, was my under- 
standing. 

Mr. PBURN. Then there is no distinction in the mind of 
the gentleman between a court of competent jurisdiction of the 
United States and a judge of the United States in a Federal court 


depositions? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, be ; there isa distinction. There is a dis- 
tinction in the duties between the judge trying a case in equity 
and a case under an indictment, or between the differing 
jurisdictions that statutes repose in that judge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman think that the court is- 
suing this injunction, when it used that language, then contem- 


_— a district judge, we will say, taking depositions in an election 


case 

Mr. MOODY. Iam notin the confidence of the court in Ili- 
nois, and I can not s 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
in that or 

Mr. MOODY. I do not intend to be unfair. I stated my belief 
that it would have been possible for the contestant to have gone 
to the United States court and continued taking testimony there. 
I may be aa, ae that is not a vital part of the case. 

f Mr. HEPBURN. But could he have done it under the injunc- 
jon? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes, sir; under the injunction. I think the in- 
junction would not have prevented him. In respect of any sub- 
pee, a court is a court of competent jurisdiction which 

as jurisdiction of that particular matter. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to ask whether under that jurisdiction 
the judge of the district court would have had power to enforce 
the production of the ballot box for the purpose of investigation? 


ay. 
The gentleman is scarcely fair in answering 


Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes; I think so, M ition is tha 
would have had. 5 ney _ 


Mr. BRUMM. What process do you think he would have 


pursued? 
Mr. MOODY. Hissubcepna. It would have been 
at the clerk had ref 


Mr. BRUMM. Suppose 
with the subpoena? 

Mr. MOODY. My pointis that he would not. My point is that 
the injunction excepts a subpoena issuing from a ju of a court 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman has spoken of the right of tho 
contestant to go into the United States court. I want to ask him 
whether, as a matter of fact, the record does not show that there 
is no Unitéd States judge living in that district? 

Mr. MOODY. I can not tell. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the record show that fact? 

Mr. MOODY. If it does, it has escaped my attention. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am informed that the record shows there is 
no judge living in that district. 
et Mr. MOODY. The gentleman may be correct in his informa- 

on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, assuming that to be correct, the con- 
mene —_— not under the law go into the United States court, 
could he 

Mr. MOODY. Well, if he could not, he could not, of course. 

These questions of law can not be determined by the accidental 
residence of a judge in one place or another. e are determin- 
a of law. 

. HOPKINS. But whether the legal right which the gentle- 
man claims to exist could be exercised depends upon that matter 
of fact vont 

Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. Moopy). Would not the notary public 
have had the same jurisdiction which the judge would have had? 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRUMM. So that the question as to whether the judge 
lived in the district is not material. 

Mr. MOODY. Of course not. 

Mr. LACEY. Isit not the fact that the injunction simply copies 
the language of the statute of Illinois? 

Mr. MOODY. That is true. 

Mr. LACEY. Theinjunction uses the identical language of the 
statute; and if there was any violation of the proprieties of the 
occasion, it arose from simply copying the statute. 

Mr. MOODY. This leads me to ask this House to consider this 
question—a question of constitutional law as to the relative rights 
of the States and the United States. What is the provision of the 
Constitution with reference to this subject? I read from Article 
I, section 4: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
rescribed in each 


sentatives State by the legislature thereof; but 
the Co’ 


ielded to. 
to comply 


be 
mgress ma aban time by law make or alter such regulations, except 
as to the places of ch Seathers. = ’ 

Now, there is no question that under the Constitution of the 
United States the State of Illinois has the right to regulate its own 
elections; to determine whether votersshall vote viva voce, by open 
or secret ballot; whether the ballot shall be destroyed as soon as 
it is cast and counted or whether it shall be preserved for one 
month or six months; whether it shall be preserved for a recount 
or not. All that is within the control of the legislature of Ilinois 
under the Constitution of the United States. Do gentlemen for- 
get that we had an elaborate system of Federal election laws 
which has all been swept from the statute book? Under that sys- 
tem of Federal laws the case of Ex Siebold arose, which is 
quoted here—a case which decides not material to this case 
except what I will read. Mr. Justice ey, on page 388, said: 

The State laws, which Congress has seen no occasion to alter, but which it 
allows to stand, are in effect adopted by Congress. 

What, then, is the law of the State of Illinois which Congress 
has not seen fit to alter? The law of that State is this: 
all cases of contested elections the contesting the same shall have 
‘ht to have the pammege of ballots cast at such election opened, and to 

errors of the judges in counting or refusing to count any ballot cor- 
cpanel chy tn open cntsh. co id cbenguasion ef auch bony, and in the pre 
ence of eacthost belies te custedy thereot. : 

Now, the question is whether the State of Dlinois had not the 
right to say to Congress, ‘‘ You may look to these ballots; but when 
you look to them you must look to them under conditions which 
we under the constitution prescribe in our laws until Congress 
sees fit to alter them.” : 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the State of Illinois had 46 candidates on 
these very ballots for State officers in this election. It might well— 
and we can see the reason for the oe might well object 
to having these ballots taken out of the custody of the r offi- 


ut into the possession of some public or other 
of seinghesermn i 


officials for the ae t until Congress 
makes it clear that it intends to override any provision concern- 


ing the preservation of ballots which the State chooses to make, 
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the man who acts on that view is not to be treated as acriminal, 
and have his rights taken away from him because it is claimed 
that he made a mistake on a mere question of law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then ifthe tatute is plain that these ballots 
can not be taken from the officers in whose custody they now are, 
would the committee, as suggested by the gentleman, have any 
right to make a recount or to examine them in any way? 

Mr. MOODY. Unquestionably they would. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How would that be possible, if they can only 
be recounted according to the provisions of the statute of the 
State of Illinois, which does not provide for the recount in the 
manner suggested by the gentleman? In other words, the com- 
mittee does not meet the requirements of the statute of the State. 

Mr. MOODY. This meets the requirements of that injunction, 
which is enough for the present consideration of the case. 

Mr. HOPKIN S. But it does not meet the point the gentleman 
makes himself. : : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And it does not meet the requirements of 
the injunction, either, that required it to be in open session. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yourargument, if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will permit me, would lead to the conclusion that these 
ballots can not be opened at all. 

Mr. MOODY. The terms of the injunction are until some order 
be taken by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And a committee would have to be sent 
out for the purpose of making the examination? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly; but, gentlemen, do not let that be an 
obstacle in the pathway of justice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, as lunderstand your point, it is that the 
statute of the State of Ilinois is supreme, and the statute of the 
State of Illinois does not provide for such a count at all. 

Mr. MOODY. 1am not asserting that the statutes of the State 
of Illinois are supreme. I am asserting that the question is so 
doubtful that any man who acts honestly, under the advice of 
counsel, and procures an injunction from a court of competent 
jurisdiction, ought not to be treated like a criminal, and ought 
not to be forbidden to inquire into the true state of a controversy 
with a view to determining exactly what his rights are under it. 

Mr. COOKE of Dllinois. Will the —— not admit that 
the Federal statute, where it speaks plainly upon the right of a 
contestant and contestee to have all of the papers relating to the 


election produced, is supreme over the law of the State? 
Mr. MOODY. Well, that is a question of construction. The 
only question here is whether there is a conflict or not. Where 


thereisa conflict—a well-defined conflict—the statute of the United 
States is undoubtedly supreme. But I can not stop to answer 

uestions about the plain language and powers that arise under 
the Constitution of the Uni States, or the authority which is 


given to ane Oy the Constitution. 

Mr. COO of Illinois. Then will the gentleman please ex- 
plain to the House why, if the Federal law is supreme, the injunc- 
tion is to be excused? 
‘ Mr. MOODY. Well,if I have not made myself plain to the 
gentleman from Illinois I certainly can not hope to do so by con- 
tinuing thiscontroversy. I can not pursue this branch of the sub- 
ject further. I do not wish to use up toomuch of the time of the 

ouse. I might state the position, however, by a familiar illustra- 
tion from criminal law: A man takes a piece of property without 
— under a claim of right; the law will not convict him as 
a . 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. But will not the gentleman recognize 


the difference—— 
Mr. MOODY. My friend must excuse me. I decline to yield 
Iam ‘ to call the attention of the House, because it is an 


essential element in this case, to the assisted vote. It is a material 
point, because you have got to take Murphy's count and also re- 
tain the assisted votes to unseat Downing. 
The Illinois statute upon the subject has been read. I will not 
undertake to read it again. It is not necessary. We say it is 
ing to every authority that can be produced. 
The gen on the other side will not, I venture to assert, 
show authorities to the contrary. They will confine themselves 
to oe the authorities that I produce, but will give none in 
their own position. is question could not have 
arisen except under the Australian-ballot system, which has been 
in the State of Illinois. It was raised first in a case 
that originated in Michigan. The court there decided the pre- 


cise question at issue. e statute there is substantially similar 
to that of the State of Illinois. Any attempts to distinguish it do 
not reach the substance. The Michigan court held that the ballot 


of an assisted voter, who did not take the oath as to his disability, 
ought to be rejected. The precise question was decided unani- 
mously by the supreme court of Minnesota. The question was 

this House in the last Congress, and was decided by a 
House in favor of a Republican. There are three 
upon that question. Some reason is given why each 
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one of them should not be accepted by the House. but nothing is 
substituted in their place. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS] says that the 
decision of the committee in the last Congress was nota carefully 
considered one, and that there is not anything to show that the 
minority did not dissent from that conclusion. Why, there is 
something to show. The gentleman from New York is here him- 
self. If he dissented from it, I invite him to say sonow. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts, my colleague [Mr. McCALt], who 
is chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 3, and who joined 
in that decision, did not dissent from it. If there was any dissent, 
I call on him to state it now. 

I say in all justice and fairness that we ought not to reverse the 
decision of the last Congress in this case. 

Now, we wrote this report and submitted it to the House on 
the 28th day of April. On that day, without our knowledge, this 
question received a solution by the supreme court of the State of 
ndash It is not in the report, but I want to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen toit. I have it here; it was handed down the 
very day we filed this report. 

Remember, Michigan has decided it as we claim. Minnesota 
has decided it as we claim. The Congress of the United States 
has decided it as we claim, and no other court or tribunal on the 
face of the earth, to my knowledge, has decided it otherwise. On 
the day that we filed this report the supreme court of Kent ucky, 
upon a statute that can not be distinguished from the one under 
discussion by any fair use of words, handed down this decision. 
The section of the Kentucky statute is as follows: 

Sec. 1475. [literate, blind, and disabled persons; pe 


nalty for false declara- 
tion.—Any elector who declares on oath that, by reason of inability to read 
the English language, he is unable to mark his ballot may declare his choice 
of candidates or party ticket to the clerk, who, in the presence of the judges, 
sheriff, and challengers, and the elector, shall, with his pencil, mark a dot in 
the appropriate place for the cross mark to indicate the choice of the elector 
The clerk shall then fold and deliver the ballot to the elect 


or, and instruct 
him to retire to the booth and there mark his ballot by making a cross mark 
either in the squares showing dots or any other squares he maydesire. In 
all other respects he shall vote as is required of other electors. In case any 
parese applying to vote is blind, and shall so declare on oath, the clerk shall 
2 allowed to mark his ballot for him in the presence of the other offic 
election and the challengers allowed by law; or in case any person sha 
so physically disabled as to be unable to mark his ballot,and shall so d: 
on oath, the clerk shall have the right to mark his ballot, as in the case of a 
blind person applying to vote. Anyone making a false declaration under 
this provision of this section shall, upon conviction, be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $50 and be disfranchised for a period of two years, and any c! 
who shall willfully deceive any elector in marking any ballot or willful! 
mark the same in any other way than as requested by said elector 
guilty of felony,and upon conviction shall be imprisoned in the penit 
for not less than two nor more than five years. 

The decision is as follows: 

First. The officers of election permitted the ballots of four voters to be 
stamped openly on the table of the clerk of election without requiring them 
to state under oath any disability which prevented them from marking their 
own ballots, and all of these ballots were so marked as to be counted, and 
were counted for “eee. 

Second. The clerk at that precinct accompanied 18 voters into the voting 
booths, and stamped or assisted those voters in stamping their ballots so that 
they should be counted for appellee. 

Third. * * * Upon the first ground stated, we are of opinion that the 


ers of 


lare 





entliary 


court should have sustained the contention of appellant, and excluded from 
count the ballots which were marked openly by the clerk of the election with 
out the statement under oath of disability required by the statute. (1475 Ky. 


Statute.) 

In our view the statute imperatively requires that the voter shall declare 
his disability,on oath, before his ballot can be marked for him by the clerk 
and to permit the officers to assume, either from the voter's appearance or 
from their own alleged personal knowledge, that he is so disabled as to be 
unable to mark his own ballot would be to open a door for wholesale evasion 
of the requirements of secrecy in the ballots. This rule may result in hard 
ship to the individual voter in cases where the officers are neglectful of their 


duty in requiring the oath of disability to be made, but the requirement that 


the voter shall take the oath before his ballot can be marked and deposited 
in order that he may be punished if he make a false declaration is, in 
judgment, mandatory to the voter. 

The statutes are alike in substance. There is no prohibition in 
the Illinois statute, and there is no prohibition in the Kentucky 
statute against counting ballots that are voted without the voter 
taking this oath. In each case there is a penalty for a man who 
makes a false oath. It is called a ‘‘ false declaration ” in the Ken- 
tucky statute. It is called a ‘false statement” in the Dlinois 
statute. The sections are onall fours. I commend this decision 
to the examination of any man who desires to do justice; and we 
add Kentucky to Michigan, to Minnesota, and to the House of 
Representatives in favor of our side of this question. When we 
ask what there is against it, the answer must be: Nothing, nothing, 
nothing! 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is the counting of these ballots essential 
to the seating of Mr. Rinaker? 

Mr. MOODY. It is absolutely essential. There is no dispute 
about that. All agree to it. Each question must be decided in 
favor of the contestant in order to enable him to take his seat. 

Now, the gentleman from New York | Mr. DANIELS], for whose 
attainments we all have the greatest respect, says that the case 
of O'Neill vs. Joy was contrary to this. Why, gentlemen, the 
case of O'Neill vs. Joy was nothing of the kind. The case of 
O'Neill vs. Joy was this: The voter in that case had prepared his 
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ballot in accordance with the statute. He had done everything 
under heaven that he could do, and he passed the ballot to the 


election officers, and they failed to put their initials upon it. He 
could not help that. It was not an act of his that failed. It was 
an act of a person over whom he had no control, and there can 
be no question about this. I do not know whether the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS] wrote the report in that case or 


not, but whoever wrote it understood it, because in that report 
it is said: 
Prohibition [of depositing such ballots], it will be seen from the language 


of the section, is directed to the judges themselves and not to the voter. 
When he passed back his ballot to the judges as the ballot he intended to 
vote, all had been done by him which the statute required from him to have 


his vote deposited and counted. 

The default was neither his default nor the default of anyone 
over whom he had any control. In the case of the voter who 
does not take the oath, the default is his own act. He may ten- 
der the oath. What would happen if they declined to receive it 
is another question. No such question arises in this case. He 
has the control over his own actions. He may either take the 
oath or not. Heis presumed to know the law. If he does not 
know the law, [commend to him the words of the suprome court 
of Illinois in the late decision: 

It may properly be added that it is the duty of every voter under this law 
to ascertain and follow the provisions of the statute and the directions of the 
secretary of state in his instructions sent out with the ballots, and that 
whenever, through negligence or willfulness, he disregards that duty, he 
does so at the peril of losing his vote. 

Now, I say the Illinois case which is in our report—and I want 
to appeal to the House for a consideration of it—goes to show, to 
my mind, that when this question arises before the supreme court 
of Illinois they will Seti it in the way we contend for. They 
will follow the case in Michigan, they will follow the cases in 
Minnesota and in Kentucky. All the courts agree that the very 
essence of the Australian system of voting is the compulsory 
secrecy of the ballot, and that any construction of the statutes 
which tends to impair that secrecy is to be avoided. If you once 
allow an election officer not to take the ballot and count it without 
the oath of disability from the illiterate voter, the door to fraud is 
open, and will be entered. If you decide against our contention, 
you are providing a weapon for the hands of the enemies of the 
purity of the ballot box, 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Will the gentleman point out the par- 
ticular section and the language of the Illinois statute which he 
holds as mandatory? 

Mr. MOODY. Why, it has been read a good many times. Why 
should I read it again? 

Mr. COOKE of Dlinois. 
is the mandatory language. 

Mr. MOODY. I willanswer the gentleman. The Illinois stat- 
ute is entitled, among other things, *‘An act to enforce the secrecy 

-of the ballot.” 

Mr. Cooke of Illinois rose. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me get through. The State of Illinois has a 
system of voting where, in an election in cities and towns, a man 
has the right to write his name upon the ballot for the purpose of 
identification. The Australian ballot law did not give him the 
right to do this, nor did it deny it to him. The law was silent on 
the matter. The man might go into the ballot box and vote fora 
mayor of a town and mark his ballot so that it might be identified. 
Ast say, the Australian ballot law was silent on that question, 
and he might assume that he could do the same thing under that 
law. But the supreme court of Dlinois, although that act does 
not deny him the right to write his name on the ballot, and says 
nothing about it, has decided that if he so does he forfeits his bal- 
lot and it can not be counted— 

Because — 

To use the language of the court, in substance, for it is im- 
portant— 

Because it might lead to the destruction of the secrecy of the ballot, and 
furnish means to designing persons to evada the law as to secrecy. 

That is where I find the mandatory power. The principle of 
that decision enforces the views I have submitted, and if you hold 
omy other way you furnish means to destroy the secrecy of the 
ballot. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these courts I have referred to in these three 
great States arrived at their decisions independently. The court 
in Kentucky, which sent down an opinion on the 28th day of 
April, does not cite the decision in the Michigan case, and it does 
not cite the decision in the Minnesota case, and it does not cite the 
decision of this House. These three courts, reasoning upon the 
imperative necessity for the secrecy of the ballot, have all come to 
the conclusion that if a man seeks to take advantage of this pro- 
vision, having some such inability to vote as shall require assist- 
ance, he must do so in accordance with the statute at the peril of 
losing his vote. 

Mr. DANIELS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that in the Minnesota case it was stated by the court that 


Point out the section and state where 


every one of these ballots that was contested under that provision 
of the law of Minnesota had been sworn to. “They had swor) 
every voter. Is not this the language: “ The oath was orally a.- 
ministered and informally taken, and held to be a compliance of 
the statute of the State”? 

Mr. MOODY. I know what the gentleman is aiming at. }, 
suggests the language presented in the report is in the nature of 
an obiter dictum. 

Mr. DANIELS. [ask you simply the question whether all t}\> 
votes in controversy in that case were not sworn to personally? 

Mr. sere The court held that what they did amounted {» 
an oath. 

Mr. DANIELS. And that ended the controversy. 

Mr. MOODY. It did not end the controversy by any means. 
When the question of the construction of this section of the statute 
came before the court of Minnesota they discussed and disposed of 
the whole question. Now, I suppose a court knows what it de- 
cides and what it does not decide. And when you have a syllabus 
prepared by the court you have something pretty near to what tho 
court decides. I hold in my hand the report of the decision, whic}; 
shows in some place here that the syllabus was prepared by tho 
court. I can not find it. ' 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thatis right. That is the rule, and the law 

uires it. 
fr. MOODY. Here is the syllabus of the supreme court. | 
find it stated here that the syllabus is by the court. I read it: 

The seuuement found in section 57 of the same chapter, that an oath must 
be administered to an alleged illiterate or physically disabled elector bo fors 
he can have the aid of another person in the marking of his ballot, held pan 
Soper. And the elector who requests such aid must, under oath, bring him- 
self strictly within the terms of the statute as to his ree to mark 


own ballot. He can not avail himself of aid — the ground t 
uses glasses, but hasnot brought them with him. 


That is what the court decided. . 

Mr. DANIELS. Was not that statement made after the court 
had decided that every one of those contested voters had been 
propery sworn? 

r. MOODY. No, sir; it was made while deciding the whole 
question. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. 

Mr. MOODY. Ihave cited to the House what the court itself 
said that it decided. 

Mr. DANIELS. Let me read what the court said as to the ex- 
tent of its decision on the subject of these votes: 

We also wish to say in this connection that the provision of the law requir- 


ing the administration of an oath to such persons as claim the right to have 
their ballots marked is mandatory, and must be strictly observed. 


That was after they had decided the whole case and decided 
that these votes were properly in. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman from New York gets any com- 
fort from the language used by the court of Minnesota and the 
order in which it is uttered, he is welcome to it. I have stated 
what was decided. I do not care whether you call it dictum or 
not: the court said that they decided that question. 

This is an example which I commend to the attention of the 
House as to the manner in which these authorities will be treated 
by gentlemen on the other side. They will not bring anything 
againstthem. They can not bring anything against them. They 
will go back to old authorities under an open-ballot system, which 
have nothing to do with the secret-ballot a system which 
makes secrecy compulsory. They will seek to find in minute «if- 
ferences in the language of statutes distinctioninsubstance. They 
will say that in the case of Steward vs. Childs in the last Con- 
gress the Committee on Elections did not pay enough attention 
to the question which they then decided. But that is all they will 
or can say. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to prolong this discussion 
further. It has been desultory, I know, on account of the inter- 
ruptions which I have welcomed and of which I do not comp|ain. 
The record in this case shows that the ballots were preserved 
down to the time of the injunction—preserved from the time they 
came from the hands of the election officers, who were honest 
election officers; that those ballots were sealed up, strung on 4 
wire, and the wire itself sealed. The injunction of the court has 
held those ballots subject to the disposition of this Congress: 
there is no question about that. After the recount in the county 
which is principally in dispute, the ballots (as the testimony 
affirmatively shows) were . They were put back into 
their cases; they were put into a trunk; the trunk was sealel 
with the seal of the county clerk; and his name written across 4 
paper which was sealed over; the trunk was locked; the key was 
put in an ae the envelope was sealed; and the sealed envel- 
ope was put in safe of the county clerk; and there it stays ‘~~ 


his 
at he usually 


day. 
Lola in my hand the certificate of ay county clerk in that 
district. I will read only one of the ificates—the certificate 
of the clerk of the county which is principally in dispute—the 
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county of Macoupin. I will read the certificate, and I wish gen- 
tlemen to observe that this officer is a Republican: 
Srate oF ILurNots, Macoupin County, ss: 


. Oeltjen, ‘ D 
oe ae aa, i hereby certify that the tickets or ba!lots cast at the gen 
eral election of 1804, together with all the election papers pertaining to said 

~ti said count L ; : 
ec eondicion that they were when I testified concerning them in the con 
tested election of John L. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Downing. I further certify 
that I shall continue to preserve said ballots and papers of said election until 
the said election contest of Rinaker vs. Downing is Saely determined. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my band and the seal of said court 
this 2éth day of April, A. D. 1896. 


(SEAL. J FRED. G. OELTJEN, 


County Clerk. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the date of that certificate? 

Mr. MOODY. April 24, 1896. 

There, Mr. Speaker, in the safes of the county clerks of that 
district in Illinois lies the real truth in this controversy. We can 
have it if we want it. Wecango there and get it. The minority 
of the committee recommend that we shall go there and find out 
the truth between these men—the truth that concerns the rights 
of the people who chose one or the other as their Representative 
here. It is our duty before God to do this, and not to take away 
this man’s seat upon the record that is in the case before us. 
You have the power to doit. You have the might, but not the 
right. Before I would hold up my hand to take away this man’s 
seat upon this testimony I would let it wither and fall to the 
ground. Before I would let my tongue utter the words that 
should take his seat from him I would let it rot and drop from 
between my teeth. The gentleman from Illinois smiles at’ my 
earnestness. He has the power, as others have, to do this. We 
have the majority to do it. Butif we do it we shall only addone 
more to that long list of unjust and partisan decisions which de- 
faces the history of Congress. Itrust that this Congress will not 
bring that disgrace upon itself in these closing days of its sitting. 
[Applause. 

Mr. COOKE of M[llinois. 
strength at the present time to continue upon my feet to answer 
in detail all that has been said by my friend from Massachusetts 

Mr. Moopy]. I regret exceedingly to be compelled to say that 

uring the last three weeks I have been ill most of the time, and 
that I am not able tocontinue the discussion of this case with that 
vigor and comprehensiveness of treatment which I would like to 
bestow upon it. But I believe that the nature of the case is such, 
and that the record which has been made is so clear upon the ques- 
tions at issue, that it will not require any considerable time on my 
part to make the statement which it is my duty to make. 

I need not say that I appreciate the solemn sense of responsi- 
bility which has been expressed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as he approaches and contemplates the proposition or 
the duty of expelling from this floor one of our associates. There 
is no legislative duty which I could be brought to perform which 
would be more distasteful than that of serving upon an elections 
committee. The duty is an invidious one, and one from which a 
frank and generous mind naturally shrinks. But there is a law 
to be observed and a duty to be performed; and as members of 
this august assembly we may not shrink from the duty, nor may 
we disobey the law. 

The questions in this case are: What isthe law? What are the 
issues of fact which arise upon the record? And what is the con- 
clusion to which we should come as conscientious, fairminded 
men, in the performance of the high duty which has been intrusted 
to us under the Constitution of the United States of determining 
who — sit here to participate in making the laws for a great 
people? 

I return with the greatest pleasure the compliment which my 
friend from Massachusetts was kind enough to bestow upon me, 
by saying that which is far more to his honor than any poor merit 
I have displayed in this case. The report which he prepared on 
behalf of the minority in this case displays a breadth of candor, a 
clearness of judgment, and a fairness of conclusion upon many 
propositions which have troubled this committee for many long 
months, and upon which — a minority report, if it had been 
prepared in any captious a or form, would have thrown 
an obscurity upon the consideration of the questions now before 
this Honse, and would have made it much more difficult for us to 
have come to a fair and impartial decision of the case. I refer to 
the entire elimination from the consideration of the House of all 

uestions which relate to the irregularly marked ballots, of which 
there were in this case nearly 60. 

I refer further to the elimination from the consideration by this 
body of all questions yattening to the alleged illegal voters, some 
57 to 60 in number. Upon those two branches of the case mem- 
of the committee, especially of the subcommittee, were re- 

to spend a large amount of time, a ben 3 great amount of 
, and a very considerable amount of patient investigation. 

candor of the gentleman from Massachusetts, who has 
the minority report in this case, all those questions and 
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Mr. Speaker, I have not the physical | 
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aforesaid, have been preserved and are now in the | 
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some others, too, are happily removed and eliminated entirely 
from our consideration. They need not bother or worry us at all 
in our attempt to reach the real merits of this controversy. 

The manner in which the minority report is drawn, the credit- 
able position taken by the minority in this respect, as I assume 
and maintain, leaves only two questions in the case upon which 
there may exist some doubt in the minds of members of this 
House who sit here as the judges to determine finally the right to 
the seat which is here incontroversy. Those two questions I will 
state in their inverse order. First, there is the question as to 
the assisted voters—those voters who were in the various precincts 
of the Congressional district, before casting their votes, assisted 
by the judges of the elections in marking their ballots without 
having first taken the oath prescribed by the statute setting forth 
that they needed or were entitled to have such assistance. Quite 
a large number of such voters voted without having taken that 
oath prior to being assisted by the various judges in the different 
precincts. 

I merely state that question. The other great question in the 
case is that which arises from the fact that after it had been dis- 
covered in two of the counties of this district that large errors 
had been made in the counts by the regular officers of elections 
the contestee in this case, instead of allowing the law to take its 
course as prescribed by the Federal statute, which required and 
allowed the ballots to be produced before a notary public, to be 
there introduced in evidence and counted, went into one of the 
State circuit courts in one of the eight counties in the district and 
there filed a bill asking for an injunction to prevent such produc- 
tion of the ballots and such recount from being had. Those are 
the two great leading questions in this case, and all other questions 
are so far eliminated or dwarfed into insignificance that they 
amount to nothing in comparison with the determination of 
two points. 

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that there is, or was, in this case an- 
other large question of vital importance to the final conclusion by 
this body upon the merits of the controversy. That question arose 
from the fact that the Australian-ballot law of Illinois, adopted in 
1891, provided by a clearly mandatory section that the ballots 
should be printed with a heading or party appellation at the top 
of each party ticket in letters of a specific size. Thelaw required 
that that heading should consist of letters at least one-fourth of 
an inch in height; and by a clearly mandatory provision it was 
declared that none but ballots prepared in accordance with the 
provisions of the act should be received or counted. 

It appears from the evidence in this case that in two of the 
counties in that district the ballots were printed and furnished to 
the electors in disregard of that provision. Instead of one of the 
party appellations or headings being in letters one-quarter of an 
inch in height, the word ‘*‘ Independent” in the phrase ‘ Inde- 
pendent Republican” was printed upon the ballot in letters only 
one-eighth of an inch in height—aclear infraction of the language 
of the statute. 

It was claimed on the part of the contestant that if the commit- 
tee or the House should hold that the law of Dlinvis with reference 
to the assisted voters was and is mandatory, though no words of 
the statute are mandatory on that point, that then the clearly 
mandatory language of the statute with reference to the printing 
of the ballots with letters of a certain size should receive full force 
and effect, the result of which would be that all of the ballots in 
Cass and Pike counties would be thrown out, whereby the sitting 
member would lose 280 of the plurality returned in his favor upon 
the face of the returns. But the majority of the committee, of 
which majority I have the honor to be a member, were not able 
to find anywhere in the reports of the supreme court of the State 
of Illinois any decision which would warrant them, notwithstand- 
ing the apparently clear mandatory provision of the statute in this 
respect, in casting out and rejecting entirely the votes of the two 
counties of Pike and Cass in this Congressional district. The law 
is too well settled in Lilinois on the question of mandatory and 
directory provisions of election statutes toallow the majority of the 
committee to adopt such a narrow construction of the provision as 
to the printing of the ballots as would cast out all the votes of 
Pike and Cass counties, and thus disfranchise all of such voters. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these, then, are three great points at issue, 
the question as to the injunction, the question as to the assisted 
voters—those who voted without having taken the oath provided 
for by the statute—and the question as to the throwing out of 
the votes of Pike and Cass counties. And in this connection let 
me say that the gentleman from Massachusetts, in the report signed 
by the minority of the committee, has been exceedingly candid in 
every other respect, except in regard to these two points to which 
lam now about to refer. Every text writer, every decision of the 
courts passing upon statutes which are to be strictly construed, 
and upon those which are held not to be essential to the validity 
of the election, classifies the different provisions of statutes of that 
nature into those which are mandatory, as the law terms it, and 
those which are merely directory. The mandatory provision by 


those 
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no means must be omitted, but must be in every respect fulfilled 
and performed. The directory provisions, however, are not essen- 
tial to the election. They do not go to the vital question of the 
legality of the election, and are construed to be mere directions 
to the officers who are in control of the election, and may be passed 
over and held not necessarily to be such as would vitiate or invali- 
date an election in the event that they are ed over. 

I have looked carefully, Mr. Speaker, through the report by 
the minority of the committee in this case, and I have not been 
able anywhere to discover a single word in that report which 
classifies the Dlinois statute in question either as a mandatory 
provision or as a merely directory one. Ido not know but that 
gentlemen felt emaciven deeply embarrassed when they ap- 
proached that question, because if they held the statute with ref- 
erence to the assisted voters to be mandatory, how could they 
escape from holding the provisions of the statute with reference 
to the printing of the ballots and the size of the heading upon 
them, to be mandatory? And yet see to what a conclusion it 
would lead them at once if they adopted that latter construction. 
See what a difference it would make in their case. We would 
not then need to go through all the trouble and labor involved in 
the consideration of all the minor questions at issue in the case. 
The contestant would have a sberality of 280 over and above all 

uestion should a strictly mandatory construction be oe on 
the provision of the Illinois statute with reference to the size of 
the letters to be used in printing the party appellations at the top 
ot the ballots. 

Each one of the accepted writers on the law of elections has 
devoted a great deal of care, and made extensive citations of 
authorities upon this very question of mandatory and directory 
provisions of statutes. I will referto Paine on Elections, sections 
497, 498, and 600, and to McCrary on Elections, sections 114, 126, 
127, and 200. One of the best definitions as to the distinction 
which has been always made in these classes of statutes, as be- 
tween directory and mandatory provisions found in the various 
State statutes, I find in the sixth volume of the American and 
English sp song soe of Law, page 325. It is very brief, very in- 
structive, very clear, and bears so directly on the pending issue in 


this case that I will read it for the information of the House: 


1. Directory and mandatory provisions.—Constitutional and statutory pro- 
visions for the conduct of elections are either mandatory or directory, and a 
violation of mandatory provisions will avoid the election, without regard to 
the motive of the persons guilty of the violation, and without any inquiry 


into the effect upon the result of the election; but in case of directory pro- 
visions the election will not be set aside, unless the disregard of the provi- 
sions has been such as to show a fraudulent intent, or uncertainty has been 
produced in the result of the election. When the election is fair and honest, 
courts will not disfranchise the voters, unless compelled to do so by the per- 
emptory requirements of the law. 

Direc’ provisions are such as are not of the essence of the election, but 
are enacted asa guide to the officers of the elections. As to what require- 
ments are mandatory and what merely directory, the cases are not all in 

reement, and it may be difficult in some cases to determine from the author- 
ities into which class a provision falls; but it may be said that the tendency 
of the courts, and also of legislative bodies, is not to hold a provision manda- 
tory unless it is clearly of such a character that its violation will tend to pre- 
vent a correct determination of the result of the election, unless it is d 
in the law that its violation shall render the election void. This is true even 
if the Inagengs is pe el as to the officers, or even if its violation may 
subject the offending officer to penal liability. (Cases cited, note 2.) 

2. Thus, in the case of Daly vs. Petroff (10 la., 389), it was said, the 
power to throw out the returns from a p ct is one which a court should 
only exercise as a last resort and only under circumstances which demon- 
atrate that the disregard of the law has been so fundamental and continuous 
that it is impossible to determine what votes were lawful and what unlaw- 
ful or arrive at any ce result, or unless the whole proceedings are shown, 
either by the face of the papers or aliunde, to be so tarnished by the fraud- 
ulent or criminally negligent conduct of the officers as to be altogether un- 
reliable. (Barber, Re, 10 Phila., 579.) 

Courts will not set aside an election unless it is clearly legal but will give 
effect to it if possible. (State vs. Board of Freeholders, 3 Jd. L., 209; Ter- 
giory vs. Mohave County (Ariz.), 12 Pac. Rep., 730; Fowler vs. State (Tex.), 
88. W. Rep., 255; Tarbox vs, Sughrue, 96 Kans., 225—— 


Mr. CANNON. Will it interrupt the gentleman to ask him a 
question just there? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. I hold in my hand a copy of the Tlinois stat- 
utes. Let me read a line or two from it, speaking of the Aus- 
tralian ballot: 


The party appellation or title shall be printed in capital letters not less 
than one-fourth of an inch in height. 


Then, further: 


And none but ballots provided in accordance with the provisions of this 
act shall be counted. 


Now, I also see from the reports and the evidence that in two 
counties in Illinois in this district that law was not complied 
with; but instead of being in quarter-inch type, it was in eighth- 
inch type, and therefore, under the express provision of the law, 
it could not be counted if that provision of the law is mandatory. 
Now, if those two counties were rejected, the report and the evi- 
dence show that the contestant would be elected by 280 votes, 
without reference to any of these other questions. 

Now, I have followed the argument of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Moopy] about assisted voters. Under his con- 
tention, and under the decision of the Minnesota court (and I 


understand under the decision of the New York court of appeals) 
this same law would elect the contestant by 280 votes. . 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Unquestionably so; but the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] will bear with me a moment while I 
call his attention to the fact that the supreme court of Ilinois has 
also passed upon such questions, and has often held that it wil] 
not lay its hand upon the ballots of the voters and disfranchisa 
them, except where it ap that some fraudulent result was 
intended, or followed from the allowing of the vote, as against 
some such statute. I could quote from the decision of the supremo 
court of the State of Illinois in Clark vs. Robinson made as long 
ago as the 88th Illinois, page 500. Thecourt quoted a prior section 
of our election law which expressly provided as follows: 

No vote shall be received at any State election in this State if the name of 
the person offering to vote be not on the said register * * * unless the 
person offering to vote shall furnish to the jud of election his affidavit in 
writing, stating therein that he is an inhabitant of said district * * * op. 
titled to vote therein at said election, and prove by the oath of a householder 


and registered voter of the district in which he offers to vote that he knows 
such person to be an inhabitant of the district. 


Now listen, and hear how the supreme court of Illinois passed 
upon a question that arose upon a statute of that mandatory 
c cter, where votes had been received and counted, and the 
question arose as to whether they were rightfully received and 
lawfully counted. I quote from the decision in the case of Clark 
vs. Robinson, 88 Illinois, page 500. The court said: 

The words of the statute are express. * * * The presumption of the lo- 

lity ofa vote * * * arises from the fact of the deposition of the ballot 

n the ballot box. A vote so deposited is presumed to be a legal vote until 
there is evidence to the contrary. * * * Failure of observance of this di 
rection would not invalidate a vote that had been received by the judges of 
election and deposited in the ballot box, but once there the presumption 
would be that it was a legal vote, notwithstanding the express prohibitory 


words of the statute against receiving the vote. e find no error in count- 
ing these votes. 


e ballot should be liberally construed and the intendments should be in 


favor of a reading and construction which will render the ballot effect 


rather than in favor of a conclusion which will, on some technical ground, 
render it ineffective. At the same time it is not admissible to say that some- 
thing was intended which is contradictory of what was done, and if the bal- 
lot is so defective as to fail to show any intention whatever it must be disre- 


ded. 
werhe principle that controls in such cases which touch the recording and 
return of the votes received and the mode and manner of conducting an elec- 


tion in detail are to be regarded as directory to the officer. And while such 


ofticer may be liable to punishment for willful failure to discharge the duties 
imposed by the statute the citizen is not thereby to be disfranchised. 


Such is the language of the a court of Illinois upon that 
class of cases; and my distinguished colleague [Mr. Cannon | will 
understand how a majority of this committee, coming against 
the decisions of the supreme court of Illinois in such classes of 
cases, did not feel themselves authorized or justified to seize hold 
of this technical difficulty which existed in the case of Cass 
County and Pike County and throw out the votes of those two 
entire counties. The majority of the committee thought they 
would be going beyond any decision that had ever been made in 
the State of Illinois if they came to any such conclusion. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will w me at that point—— 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. But I should like to say that all that 
reasoning and thosedecisions of the supreme court of Illinois leave 
literally nothing of the claim which is made here on the part of 
the contestee that the language of the statute with reference to 
assisted voters is mandatory. There is not a thread or a patch 
upon which you can restanysuch claim. There is no mandatory 
provision whatever of the statute to be found bearing upon that 
question. Neither is there any directory provision, except that 
which is directory to the officers that they shall administer the 
oath to those who wish to take the oath that they require assist- 


ance. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to see if I understand my friend. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts . Moopy] contended that 
the assisted voters who did not take the oath that they were disa- 
bled from marking their tickets were assisted without taking tlie 
oath, and then cited the Minnesota decision to show that those 
votes ought not to be counted. Now, then, when I turn to the 
Illinois statutes, as to the assisted voters, I find that there is no 
law in Illinois saying that the votes shall not be counted, and I 
agree with m they ought to be counted; but when I turn 
over and look at. these ots, 820 in number, that were not 
printed as the statute provides, and find that the law expressly pro- 
vides that they shall not be counted, I would like to know what kind 
of a fix the gentleman from Massachusetts is in, if my friend can 
tell me, because if his doctrine is applied to these illegally printed 
ballots that he has applied to the assisted voters, then Rinaker 1s 
seated by 280 votes. 

Mr. KE of Illinois. I will say in answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois, as to the predicament that my friend from Mas-a- 
chusetts is in as to particular su . 1 asked him in the 
midst of his eloquent imprecation w this subject to point to 
— section of pot Illinois — Bee oe — ae ene 

Ze m t, an y, with a versa 
that I admire and th a lucidity that is beyond all expression of 
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to an argument that it ought to be so; that | argument now and resume it when the House shall again take up 


me such @ provision; but he nowhere found it; he | this question, I will move that the House adjourn. 


did not read it;. he could not find it; it is not in the law. These 


decisions from 


proceeded the statutes of other States, which the courts of 
these Se al Seas held to be mandatory statutes, and being man- 


when the cases came to the various supreme courts 

pe yw er ee jnvolving an alleged infraction of the mandatory 
law, the supreme courts in those States held the statutes to be 
oe attention to the fact that in Dlinois there is no such 
provision, no such decision; but the entire current of our authori- 
ties since the admission of the State into the Union has been to 
the contrary; im other words, _ have held always to this ex- 
ceeding] Tiberal construction of the law with reference to giving 
force, effect, and conclusiveness to the ballots and the choice of 
the suffrage of the people; and I hold that that is a pretty good 
line of decision for any court or any legislative body to hold to, 
because it the majesty of the sovereign people, who rule 
in this Government, and the sacredness of the ballot should every- 
where be admitted and its security should always be carefully 
guarded. The only complaint that could be made against this 
committee, and the friendly complaint made by our friends here, 
is that the majority of the committee have not gone far enough and 
taken hold of the radical provisions which we find in this statute 
which would cast out, exclude, and throw aside entirely all of the 
ballots in the counties of Cass and Pike, because the election law 
there was clearly violated in terms. : ’ 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this point? , ; 

Mr. COOKE of Mlinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. You are now discussing the matter of the man- 
datory or directory provision of the law, and then you say you 
could have thrown a number of these ballots out because the bal- 


lot is not printed on the inside in the size of type in which it should | 


have been printed? i 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. The large heading on the top of the 
Australian ballot? ey 

Mr. BRUMM. Exactly; on the inside. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. It is only printed on one side. 

Mr. BRUMM. It is that part which is for the information of 
the election officers and the voter. 

Mr. COOKE of Minois. All the voters would cast their votes 
on a big sheet like this, the Australian ballot. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ; but a of my question 
about that is this, whether this is directed to be printed on the 
outside of the ballot or simply on the inside. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. On the inside, what I call the face of 
the ballot. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes; thisis simply as to themethod, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. COOKE of Hlinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, then, as to the secretuse. The provision 

mires of each voter to swear that he is unable to mark his own 
ballot. You contend that this is merely directory also. 

Mr. COOKE of Hilinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There is no provision of that kind in the 


Ww. 
Mr. BRUMM. Oh, there is no question about that. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I think not. 


Mr. BRUMM. Iflamnotmistaken. I want to get at the facts. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You are mistaken. 

Mr. BRUMM. I first want to know whether there is any pro- 
vision requiring them to swear—that they shall first swear—that 
he COORE of Uline Y language . il 

inoi our incorrect, 
but in substance I think that is so. ris 
Mr. BRUMM. geet aaa inels is, if it be shown 
after an oe ee at these people who did not swear that 
they all voted for the contesting still contend 
result, or that it 


but Jisect 
Mtr, CODE cris I find it difficult to answer the 


tle- 


man from Tvania, because I do not clear] prehend what 
heseans. I only say this: I am simply di de one branch 


the case; that is, as to what the law of Illinois provides with 
reference to voters who are assisted by the election officers before 
have first taken the oath that they require the assistance of 

as we know, 


eens? He 
e has not been in goed 
it would be agreeable to him to pause in his 


is evidently cree 
health recently, if 








I desire to 


| consult entirely the wishes of the gentleman from Illinois. 
the other States, Mr. Speaker, are decisions which | 


Mr. COOKE of Dlinois. I thank the gentleman from Maine 
for his suggestion; it is most agreeable tome. I will not consume 
much more time upon resuming the case to-morrow. 

Mr. BLUE. To-morrow is set apart for pension business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. At the suggestion of the gentleman who has 
been occupying the floor, and who is somewhat weary, I will now, 
as it is past 5 o’clock, move that the House doy >w adjourn. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Willthe gentleman withhold that 
proposition for a moment? I wish to make a personal request of 


the House. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Go ahead. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may put in my published remarks some statements I did not have 
time to bring before the House in this case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right. 

The SPEAKFR pro tempore (Mr. Dotiiver). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Georgia? The Chair 
hears none, and leave is granted. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
— Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 
domain; 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; 

A bill (BL R. 1980) to —— @ life-saving station at or near 


Point Bonita. at the Golden Gate, in the State of California: 


A bill (HL. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Gilder: 

A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner: 

A bill (H. R.. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certaim uses of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their 
respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purposeof exhibition at said exposition to be im- 
ported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw for a moment the motion to 
adjourn. 

COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL, NAVAJO COUNTY, ARIZ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a bill 
returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
house and jail at the county seat thereof, was read, with the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I move that the amendments of 
the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Gentlemen interested in the pending election 
case desire to conclude it to-morrow. In order that this may be 
done without interfering with the special order providing for the 
hearing ef pension cases, I ask that Thursday, the 14th instant, 
be substituted for Wednesday, the 13th instant, in the order with 
reference to the consideration of pension business, so that those 
cases may be taken up on the day after to-morrow, instead of to- 
morrow, leaving to-morrow open for the conclusion of the elec- 
tion case. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. One inquiry 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We did not hear the request. 

The SPEAKER. The request is to change the special order in 


regard to —- cases from to-morrow (Wednesday) until the 
next day (Thursday). 



















































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. PICKLER. Do gentlemen know whether there is any more 
probability of appropriation bills coming in on Thursday than on 
to-morrow? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; there will be no appropriation bills on 
Thursday to interfere; if there are, we will vote them down. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The proposition is simply that the special 
order be postponed from to-morrow until Th y, with the same 
privileges now obtaining. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is merely the substitution of 
one day for another. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MGODY. I wish to inquire whether we can not now make 
some arrangement for the close of the debate on the election case. 

Mr. PICKLER. lask unanimous consent that if this case does 
not take the whole of to-morrow, the Pension Committee may 
have the remainder of the day. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has interrupted the regular course 
of business in order that the change of day might be made, and 
he does not feel at liberty to further interrupt the proceedings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was —— to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 

~145) to provide for the presentation of medals of honor to the 
militia and volunteer troops of the several States who volunteered 
their services for the defense of the States of Maryland and Penn- 
sylvania in the year 1863, prior to and after the battle of Gettys- 
burg, Pa., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1742); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill No. 8444, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8890) as to 
medals of honor, accompanied by a report (No. 1747); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8815) 
changing the time of holding circuit courts of the United States 
at Hartford, in the district of Connecticut, rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1754); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2986) entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county 
of Niagara, State of New York,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1755); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of Monroe, La., to 
construct a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River te ances said 
city, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

No. . 756); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8880) to authorize the 
Auditor for the War Department to audit the claims of the State 
of Missouri on file in his office, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1763); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8191) to extend the act of July 28, 1866, 
for one year, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a rt (No. 1764); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3326) for the relief of certain officers of 
the Missouri State Militia, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a (No. 1765); which said bill and 
report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4175) to restore the pen- 
sions of widows in certain cases, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a (No. 1771); which said bill and 
report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wera 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, ang 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naya] 
Affairs: The bill (8.716) entitled ‘‘An act to correct the naval his. 
tory of John C, Dull.” (Report No. 1744.) 

y Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
oe R. 2258) for the relief of BarzillaC. Hudson. (Report 

0. 1745.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: Tho 
bill (H. R. 924) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove tho 
charge of desertion as to Jasper L. ere of Company F, 
First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry. (Report No. 1746.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
a ao (H. R. 4860) for the relief of Jacob Scott. (Report 

0. . 

The bill (H. R. 2747) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
service record of John R. Killingsworth. (Report No. 1749.) 

The bill (H. R. 657) to correct the military record of James 
McGee. eet No. 1750.) : 

By Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

The bill (S. 895) entitled “An act for the relief of Christopher 
Ellis,” {Be rt No. 1751.) 

The bill (H. R. 511) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the record of William J. McFalls. (Report No. 1752.) 

The bill R. 918) to correct the naval record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I, 
(Report No. 1753. 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bil! 
H. R. 8187) for the relief of the heir or heirs of John Howard 
ayne. (Report No. 1757.) 

y Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 8809)-to refer the claim against the United States 
of the trustees of the Cumberland Pres Church, of Athens, 
Limestone County, Ala., tothe Court of ( rt No. 1758.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 322) to refer the bill (H. R. 2926) for the 
relief of Lydia A. Newby, with all socenpenten papers, to the 
gt ie ims, repo: in lieu of House bill No. 2926. (Report 

0. ; 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 323) to refer the bill (H. R. 7679) for the 
relief of Mrs. Ellen J. , with all accompanying papers, 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 7679. 
(Report No. 1760. 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (S. 2962) entitled ‘‘An act to confer jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims in the case of The Book nts of the Methodist 
=_ Church South against The United States. (Report No. 
1761. 

A resolution (House Res. No. 324) to refer the bill (H. R. 8837) 
for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Anton Borchert, 
with all accompanying to the Court of Claims, reported in 
lieu of House bill No. . (Report No. 1762.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

es oe eat cotton oer John ne and the 
paymen im of his unty. — 0. 1766.) 

The bill (H. R. 3985) tor vekef of William cAdams, who sur- 
vived William Marks, now deceased. No. 1767.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the ttee on Invalid Per- 


ons: 
The bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to Joseph R. Martin. 
Report No. 1768.) 
Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: __ 
e bill (H. R. 7299) to pension Jackson Lykins for services in 
the late war. (Sonos No. 1769.) 

The bill (S. 574) entitled ‘‘ An act granting a pension to Caro 
line A. Slocum.” (Report No. 1770.) ; 
By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
sie e bill (H. R. 7160) granting a pension to Francis A. Kitchen, 


United States Army. (Report No. 1772.) 
-R. re granting an anus of pension to Aretas 
0. 1778. 

By Mr. LE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
ba R. 6816) for the relief of Catherine Holland. (Report No. 
; By Mtr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 1149) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Sophia 
J. Chilcott.” No. 1775.) : 

The bill (8.1119 — “An act granting a pension to Peter 
o 


Daly.” ek 
By Me OMAS, ‘ae the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill Se eae i to Jane H. Sandborn, 
dependent daughter of Gilman T. born, late a private in Com- 
Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. (Report No 


ta 





- 
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en 


. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Be ai (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel. 
(Report No. 1778.) ; : 

The bill (H. R. 5234) to grantincrease of pension to Russian Blair, 

Company B, Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteers. (Report No. 1779.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

Ss: 
tony Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R.8891) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to the Veteran 
Association of Fairhaven, Mass.—to the Committee on Naval 
‘i DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8892) to authorize the registra- 
tion of trade-marks, and to protect the same—to the Committee 
Patents. 

“Br Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8893) to ratify an agreement 
with the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, 
Wyo., and making appropriation to carry the same into effect: 
establishing the Woening Hot Springs Reservation and making 
an appropriation for the survey thereof—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H.R. 8894) granting to Lafayette Post, 
No. 217, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Easton, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 35 cannon balls—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8895) relating 
to the appointment of receivers for and the reorganization of in- 
solvent railroad corporations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8913) to increase and equalize 
the trade of the United States with foreign countries—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res. No. 321) from the Com- 
mittee on Territories requesting the Committee on Rules to fix an 
bey hag Song the consideration of House bill No. 4052 and Senate 
bill No. : 





also House bill No. 7716—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the Massachusetts legislature, 
in support of the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
= consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 8661) to restore Charles C. Fleckner, of Maryland, 
to the position of passed assistant ~—— in the Wnited States 
Navy—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of Abraham C, Bryan, of 
Traphill, N. C.—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
_By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 8896) to increase the pen- 
sion of ae or eae the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8897) —s- pension to 
illiam W. Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth Wellons—to the Committee on Pensions. 
_By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8899) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 8900) for the relief of Emanuel 
Peck, to amend his military record, and grant him an honorable 
to date January 4, 1862—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs, 
By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8901) for the 
relief of F. M. Fleck, of Apollo, Pa.—to the ittee on Mili- 


; ee oo eee oS _ (H. ty es an 
increase erick O. Lathrop—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. se 
Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8903) for the relief of M. S. 
, of n—to the Committee on Claims. . 
By Mr. McC RY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8904) toincrease 
the pension of Sarah Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8905) to on the widow of Gen. William 
J. Landram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McDEARMON: A 


T Nesbit, of bill (H. R. a the relief of 
oney Nes Gibson Coun’ —_ Commi 
War ty, Tenn e ttee on 
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By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8907) granting a pension to 
John W. Channing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 8908) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Narcissa Grace Short—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8909) granting 
a pension to Esther Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. SPENCER: A bill (Hs R. 8910) for the relief of the 
Mississippi Manufacturing Company, of Copiah County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8911) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Clark M. 
Tompkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8912) for the relief of G. H. Le 
More, of Havre, France—to the Committee on War Claims, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Protest of 44 citizens of Dallas County, Tex., 
against the passage of bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Bloomfield, Cal., pro- 
testing against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York, asking that the sum to 
be appropriated for the improvement of channels at entrance of 
port of New York be increased to $500,000—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, asking Congress to pass bill appropriating $125,000 for 
the completiwn of new appraisers’ stores in New York—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. B)WERS: Remonstrance. and petition of 86 citizens of 
Escandido, Cal., regarding the Marquette statue—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, petition of 72 citizens of Merced, Cal., for export bounty 
on agricultural staples—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): Resolutions of 
Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, concerning 
House bill No. 8582, to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 
bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Vhio: Resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring medical examination of imimi- 
grants to the United States at the port of embarkation—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 27 citizens of Sturgis, Ky., asking 
that a bill to restrict immigration be passed—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of W. R. Neville and 16 other citi- 
zens of Grant County, W. Va., praying for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Jacob Full, deceased, late of Pen- 
dleton County, W. Va., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of P. K. Peck and 7 others, of Rut- 
land, Vt., in favor of House bill No. 8273, for the classification of 
post-office clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by a meeting of property holders on 
Kenesaw avenue (Mount Pleasant and Columbia Heights), April 
27, 1896, in regard to Senate bill No. 2928, relating to the laying 
of tracks of the Belt Line Railway Company through Kenesaw 
avenue—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Florida Society of Sons of the 
Revolution, favoring the publication of certain records and 
papers relating to the Revolutionary period—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, petition of Frank F. Hill and 53 others, of St. Johnsbury, 
Vt., in favor of the passage of joint resolution No. 11, prohibiting 
further appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Montpelier, Vt., praying for favor- 
able action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8306, 
granting a pension to Darwin T. Brown—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of W.C. McDonald and 64 other 
citizens of Blackhawk County, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of a law prohibiting the use of freight cars without closing the 
space between their roofs by an extension of some kind to prevent 
persons from falling between them—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. HULL: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of [owa, urging the passage of the bill to establish a. 
national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of Pan- 
aca, Nev.; alsoof citizensof Lopes, Wash.; also of citizens of Wood- 
land, Wash.; also of citizens of Crested Butte, Colo., also of John 
Gray and associates; also of J. E. Griffin and associates, regard- 
ing. the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

y Mr. Mo CREARY of Kentucky: Petition of George L. Davis 
and others, of Moulden, Ky., asking for an increase of pension for 
Sarah Montgomery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Division No. 812, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, asking for the passage of House bill No. 268, 
concerning carriers engaged in interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of the mayor of Belfast, 
Me., and others, against military training in the public schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MONEY: Petition of Narcissa Grace Short, for a pen- 
sivon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 128 citizens of Honey Brook, Pa., 

aying for the rec nition of God in the Constitution—to the 

mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Joint Executive Commit- 
tee of the Trades of Philadelphia, on the improvement of the Phila- 
delphia Harbor and the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Papers relating to bill grant- 

S nm to Esther Jackson-—to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. SCRANTON: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
295, “Of Scranton, Pa., favoring the Ledge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac F. 

ae. of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Also, papers relating to the claim of A. H. Beans, of Loudoun 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
©, papezs relating to the claim of A. C. N. Smets—to the 
mumittee on War Claims. 
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WepnesDAy, May 13, 1896. 
eo by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ie > Reasetnry proceeded to read the Journal of Pea + pro- 
ings, when, on motion of Mr. FauLKNER, an unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


DAYS OF GRACE ON PROMISSORY NOTES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, I ask unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish Nom of cerane on a 
sory notes, drafts, etc., im the District of 
been read. It was objected to by Speaeeanatintes tneeenbana 
Ex. Hoar], but he told tapatieeasin that he had made a mis- 
and saw no objection to its passage. 

There being no ae the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

teres was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


ature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
towing ils = and joint resolution, which had previously been 
r of the House of Representatives: 

ay ye 98t relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of hronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (8. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; 

A bill (S. 2848) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the MIT CH, Be 15 \ a Mo.; iin an 

A ( 1 authorizing e Secretary ar make 

uses of nati military parks; 
A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 


Williams 
A bill (B. RB. 1980) to a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 
A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick V Van Gilder; 
A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
2 bil (3000) - w, 
( 3606) granting a pension to French 
bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands 


the 
. ie - hi f fi 

8 ve oe for the purpose o ae or a making 
their allowing spe mre ap = 


tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said 


imported free of duty, under regulations preseri 
tary of the Treasury. 


referred to the 







cok 


Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
lic domain; 


A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 


A bill (HL. R. 6431) to pa P. Ferguson $1,765; 
A bill (H. RB. 7865) to yon they return free of duty of certain 


— exported from the United States for exhibition purposes. 
an 


A joint resolution (S. R. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
ennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in ashville, Tenn.. 
te this country from their re- 


exhibits, and om foreign coun. 


ition to be 
by the Secre- 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
The following bills were severally read twice eae their titles, and 
Committee on the Disteiet of 


A bill (H.. R.7469) for the ane of snow a from the 


sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, 
and for other p 


; and 
A bill (EL Re ) to establish certain harbor regulations for the 


ae of tae by thei 
bills were severally read twice ir titles, and 
‘aaa to aie ieamne a 


tion of Game: 


on Forest Reservationsand the Protec. 


A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
right of way for railroad through the Grand 

A bill LE. ~—— pee a the Den: 5 aorippl 
) granting to ver, ie Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad ya right of way for a railroad 
through the South Platte Plum Creek forest reserves, in the 

== Colorado. by thei 
ollowing bills were severally read twice ir titles, and 

referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A. bill (H.R. 8324) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned eannon and four 
yramids of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union 
ldiers’ Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin: and 
A - (H. R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boon- 

ton, N. J., 4 yor cannon and 20 cannon balls. 


The bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the River of the North was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on 

Mr. FRYE. Under the unanimous-consent agreement the river 
and harbor bill was to be laid before the Senate immediately afte 
the of the Journal. 

Mr. E. I desire—— 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President— 

Mr. FRYE. 1am blind and deaf absolutely to all requests. 

Mr. LODGE. ee ee ee eee mest. I have 
—— te present, which I be allowed. 

YE. It was agreed that after the reading 


of the Journal the river and harbor bill should be taken up. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such was the unanimous-consent 


ment. 
. LODGE. I desire to submit a report from a committee, if 
that is to be allowed. 


ft 


concurrence in the amend- 
of to a Senate bill which the 

Chair is ready to lay before the Senate. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING REGATTAS,. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
Representatives to the bill (S. 2642) to provide 
on excursion steamers, which were. 

the word Ssheamena,” to-stribee out the word “and” 
insert the word ‘oe in the same line, after the word 
“oarsnren,” to insert words ‘“‘and all craft, whether as ob- 
servers or participants”; in line 10, after the word “steamers.” to 
the” and insert the word ‘‘ yachts’: 
also in the same line, after the word “oarsmen,” to insert the words 


Mr. HILL. In behalf of the Senator Seeds move to 
concur in those amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. Those amendments are all right. 

The amendments were in. 

Mr. FRYE. I will yield ten minutes, Mr. President. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
to the bill (S. 730) granting a0 
eee aaa teana Morrell Carroll, which was, in 
word “dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘seventy-five” aud 
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Mr. GALLINGER. 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the Senate concur in the 


MOUNTAIN VIEW CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 15) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Mountain 
View Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc., 
which was to strike out all after the word ‘‘ California,” in line 7, 
down to and including ‘‘salutes,” in line 11, and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘six condemned cannon and six pyramids of condemned 
cannon balls for the purpose of decorating the Grand Army bur- 
ial plat, reserved for the burial of honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors of the Union, and to be placed around and near the 
soldiers’ monument already erected there.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADA J, SCHWATKA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 710) granting a pen- 
sion to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, 
which was, in line 7, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘ seventeen.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GaL.in- 
GER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. MircHE.L of Wisconsin were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Balfe Mu- 
sical Club, No. 1, of New York, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commision to collate information and to consider and recommend 
legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, 
and capital; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER nted a petition of Potomac Council, No. 
104, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Gormania, 
W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying that an appropriation of $5,000 be made for 
grading and regulating Illinois avenue in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Missoula Typogra hical Union, 
No. 277, of Missoula, Mont., and a petition of Federal Labor 
Union, No. 6512, of Belt, Mont., praying for the Government 
ownership and control of telegraphic lines; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Queenstown, Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the introduction of military training 
in the public schools of the country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Schuylkill County Patriotic Or- 
der Sons of America, of Pottsville, Pa., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Pennsylvania, pra ng for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on 


Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of Philadelphia, wht ome hy for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry ials of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
persed e against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in 
Statuary ; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist E 1 Charch 
of Pleasantville, Pa., and a petition of the Grace Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Oil City, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred 
i ereal eyes Se Stat of Bat 

presen a on her o 
Trainmen of McKees Rocks, Pa., praying for the establishment 

a board of arbitration to settle the erences between em- 

_ and railway companies; which was referred to the Com- 


“ae Education and 
and 
He 


a 


i 


B 
8 


bor. 
presented a petition of the Engineers’ Club of Philadel- 
praying for the adoption of a metric s of weights 
; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Scranton, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a department of commerce 
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Pe 


and manufactures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's New Century 
Club of West Chester, Pa., remonstrating against the payment of 
certain claims against the Indians, as proposed by the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States who served in the military and naval service during the war 
of the rebellion, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the pension of ae who lost limbs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army Association of 
Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
amending the pension laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Otis Steel Company, 
Limited, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the adoption of a metric 
system of weights and measures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Elm Grove Grange, No. 644, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Evansport, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 8008, regulating the manufacture of filled cheese; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Stonecutters’ Association 
of Lancaster, Ohio, remonstrating against the employment of con- 
vict labor in the construction of public buildings, and praying for 
the enactment of legislation restricting second-class postal matter; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Stomps-Burkhardt Company, 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect free labor and industries in which it is employed from the 
injurious effect of convict labor by confining the selling of goods, 
wares, and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the 
State in which they are produced; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize 
the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, which is Order of Business 660 on the 
Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. From the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia I report back the bill (H.R.8279) to authorize the reas- 
sessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, with amendments, and I ask that it take the place 
on the Calendar of the bill just recommitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will 
ordered. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill (8S. 3131), to provide for a director in chief of 
scientific bureaus and investigations in the Department of Agri- 
culture, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Joint Committee on the Dedication of 
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8532) 
to establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Colum- 
bia, to report it without amendment. I ask that it take the same 
place on the Calendar, being Order of Business 968, that is now 
occupied by the bill (S. 2987) to establish certain harbor regula- 
tions for the District of Columbia, and that the latter bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha 
McNeil, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the petition and papers in the claim of Wil- 
liam B. Matchett against the Government of Venezuela, reported 
adversely thereon; and the subject was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 810) to amend the act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (8. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2802) granting a — to Margaret Rowsell, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 1660) to provide for the adjust- 
ment and pavers of certain claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia by drawback certificates, and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST. I notice by the Recorp that yesterday the Senator 
from Ohio ime: SHERMAN] reported from the Finance Committee 
House bill 8008, what is known as the filled-cheese bill. My atten- 
tion was called to something else at the time and I did not observe 
the report. On behalf of the minority of the committee, consist- 
ing of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WALTHALL], the Senator 
from Tennessee | Mr. swe the Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. 
JONES], the Senator from California {Mr. Wuirr], and myself, I 
had leave from the committee to file the views of the minority. I 
should have stated yesterday that it was simply a majority report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted as requested. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River of the North, reported it without 


amendment. 
In behalf of the Senator from North Da- 





Mr. GALLINGER. 
kota [Mr. HansprovuGuH], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], 
and myself, I submit the views of the minority of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia upon the bill (S. 3088) to authorize 
the extension of the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Com- 

any. l'ask that the views of the minority be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Harbaugh, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (5.1338) to provide for 
the purchase of asite and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Durham, in the State of North Carolina, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2923) for the better improvement of the 
Government reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of 
Arkansas, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2967) to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved Februar 
4, 1887, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. I desire to state that this is a report of the majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. CHILTON. I dissent from the report of the majority, and 
will file a minority report at a later day. 

_ VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

CHARLES K. JENREE. 


Mr. WALTHALL. lam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6298) to cor- 
rect the military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc., to report it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senate to put the bill on its 
passage at this time. It will take but amoment. It is to correct 
the record of an officer. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
x as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 

on. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
line 5, after the word ‘‘Company,” to strike out “ B, Twenty- 
seventh New York Volunteer Infantry,” and insert “‘D, First 
a York Veteran Cavalry Volunteers”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the posvenary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Charles K. Jenree, late of comees D, First New York Veteran Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, and to issue to the said Charles K. Jenree an honorable : 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
CLAIMS OF B. H. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign yey to 
whom was referred the message from the President of the United 
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States, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution of January 
7, 1896, report from the Secretary of State, with accompanyiny 
sepees of the special agent of the United States sent to the Fiji 
Islands to investigate the claims of B. H. Henry and other Amer- 
ican citizens, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by tije 
following resolution, which was placed upon the Calendar: 

Be it resolved, That the President is hereby requested to continue the jy 
vestigation and efforts hitherto made by the United States in the matter .¢ 
the claims of B. H. Henry and other American citizens inst the Govern. 
ment of Great Britain in regard to certain lands in the Fiji Islands, to +), 
end that such an adjustment of such claims may be made as may be war. 
ranted by the facts and by the law applicable thereto. 


VICTOR HUGO M’CORD. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message from the President of 
the United States, received January 10, 1896, in relation to tie 
arrest and imprisonment of Victor Hugo McCord at Arequipa, 
Peru, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3132) to restore to the 
pension roll the name of Nathaniel W. Davis: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3133) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Betsey B. Olin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (8. 3134) to restrict employment on 
public buildings and public works to citizens of the United States: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3135) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Glover; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3136) for Sunday 
rest; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KYLE. I have reintroduced the bill by request, as I intro- 
duceall bills and resolutions of which lam not the author, althouch 
I may be in sympathy with the provisions of such bills or resolu- 
tions. Looking over the list of bills introduced by myself I see 
that the words ‘‘ by request” were left off of this bill two years avo. 
Probably my statement was not heard by the clerks. In looking 
over my bills I notice another measure which I introduced by re- 
quest. This was Senate joint resolution 94, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session. Thestatement evidently was not heard at the desk. 
The joint resolution had been published in the journals of the city 
several days before. I presented it to the Senate by request of the 
Knights of Labor. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (8. 3137) grauting an increase 
of pension to Lambert L. Mulford; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3138) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Israel Blessing; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3139) to amend chapter 67 of vol- 
ume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3140) to restore to the pension roll 
the name of John E. Watson; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. ae) ee 
Kern; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying perers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GH introduced a bill (S. 3142) to provide an American 
register for the barge Black Diamond; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 3143) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Spyker; which was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3144) aes a pension to 
Samuel Shaffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3145) to increase the pension of 
William Hulsizer; which was read twice by its title, and, wit) 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY (by request) introduced a bill (8.3146) to revise 
and amend and penn ager at ‘a a ee ew. = 
encourage and ote telegraphic communications wee 
America and he orem the Pacific Ocean from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan. 
and China; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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AMENDMENTS TO DEFICTENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be —— 
Ly him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
ie. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
inted. 
Pe. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
rinted. 
a CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
sed by him to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON NATIONAL SANITARIUM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That Senate Report No. 771, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
on Senate pill 2593, be reprinted. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE, 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of document No. 205, Fifty-fourth 


Congress, first session, relating to a postal telegraph and telephone, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


DIRECTOR IN CHIEF OF SCIENTIFIC BUREAUS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 3,000 extra copies of the arguments before 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry in favor of the proposition for a 
director in chief of scientific bureaus in the Department of Agriculture, to- 
gether with all the appendices accompanying the same as published for the 
use of said committee, 1,500 of which shall be for the use of the Secretary of 
Agriculture and 1,500 for the use of the Senate. 


DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. CHILTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and rate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
pu ; » by striking out the word “nine,” in line 2 of said enrolled bill, 
and inserting “ eight.” 

Mr. CHILTON. The object is to correct the numbering of a 
section in a bill that was passed a day or two ago. It is merely a 
formal correction, and I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. BACON. I desire to give notice that on Friday morning, 
after the conclusion of the routine business, I shall ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to call up the bill (8.3101) to prohibit the issu- 
ance of bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Govern- 
ment by the Secretary of the Treasury or other officer of the 
Government without the authority of Congress, in order that I 
may submit some remarks upon it. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 9th instant ove and signed the act (S. 661) to amend 
section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing 
time for vessels to unlade. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 11th instant approved and signed the act (S. 
1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange on 
behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choctaw Point, 
Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United States and held 
for —— , with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas 
Ci po es any other tract or parcel of land in 
said county equally well or better adapted to use for light-house 


purposes. 
BILL BECOMES A LAW. 


The eee Seer announced that the bill (S. 2557) grantin 
& pension to A. Boyd was presented to the President Apri 
Congrats tm which it arieinated within the tox days preasined i 
within the ten days prescri 
the Constitution, has become a law without his aaquoval. , 
GUARDIAN FOR PENSIONERS. 
Mr. FRYE. Now, I shall be ob’ 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine. 


Some time ago I ‘ted from the Committee on Pensions the 
bill (S. 2287) for the appointment of a committee or 
guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the District of Colum- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


9155 


bia. 
District of Columbia who squander their money through drunk- 


It is a bill that is applicable particularly topensioners in the 


enness, etc. I am quite sure that there will be no objection to the 
passage of the bill, and I should like to have it taken up and 
passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


| from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to insert 


the following proviso at the end of section 1: 

Provided, That the compensation of said guardian shall be fixed by the 
court, not to exceed 5 per cent of the funds so intrusted to his 

So as to make the section read: 

That any judge of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, upon the 
filing of a petition alleging that a United States pensioner residing in the 
said District is squandering pension money in drinking or by vicious | t 
of life, and after service of a copy of said petition on the pensioner 
upon evidence satisfactory to him, appoint a guardian for said pensioner 
and thereafter all payments on account of pensions due to said pensioner 
shall be made to said guardian, who shall expend the same under the direc 
tion of the said court: Provided, That the compensation of said guardian, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is from the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill providing for the 
appointment of a guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the 
District of Columbia.” 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the agreement of yesterday, 
the Chair lays the river and harbor bill before the Senate. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment of Mr. GorRMAN. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending question. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me one 
moment? I wish to move one or two little amendments while they 
occur to me. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 24, line 20, I am informed by authorities 
in interest who know all about it that $1,000,000 under the con- 
tract system will complete that contract. Therefore I move to 
strike out ** $403,856,” leaving the amount $1,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On pages 114 and 115, under the subhead of New 
York, I move to insert: 

New York Harbor, from the Narrows to the sea, with a view of obtaining 
35 feet at mean low-water mark. 

Buffalo, entrance to Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor 

East Chester Creek, with a view to extending improvement to head of tide 
water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Maryland. I must confess my astonishment upon yester- 
day at the result in the Senate upon the motion I had the honor 
to make to lay the pending cmeninent upon the table. Unless I 
am egregiously mistaken as to the effect of it, I think the Senate 
will reconsider that action. If Senators will give some attention 
to the wording of the amendment they will see that it is exceed- 
ingly far-reaching and has an effect which I hardly think the 
Senator from Maryland himself intends, with great deference to 
him. ‘The amendment reads: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
herein authorized to be made by apportioning them in such way as not to 
obligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts beyond appro- 
priations made, for a sum exceeding in the aggregate $10,000,000 in any one 
fiscal year for such materials and work authorized to be contracted for in 
all of said acts. 

I take it for granted that there can be no contention as to the 
meaning of this amendment in so far as it is limited to the work 
and materials to be done and purchased under contract. It is 
exclusively intended to apply to the contract expenditures under 
this bill. 

I will say, in passing, to the Senator from Maryland that his 
calculation as to the amount of the contract sums to be expended 
is very erroneous. I have not gone through all of them, but my 
knowledge of the bill is such as to enable me to say that the esti- 
mate is erroneous in regard to some States. I think if he will 
turn to the State of Washington, conspicuously, he will find an 
error as to the amount of the contract sums to be expended in that 
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m earth has aright to complain of it? 


Mr. President, Lit 
What will it do? It will give for the year ending June 30, 1897, 
$20,000,000 to be expended by the Secretary of War, and but once, 
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ever $20,000,000 expended in one year, and that included the Missis- 
sippi River, it included the great harbor of Galveston, and all 
those great works. It will give under that provision $19,000,000 
to be expended for the year ending June 30, 1898. The Depart- 
ment has considered—and that has been the case in all recent Con- 
resses, as the chairman of the committee, I think, will bear me 
out—that the river and harbor bill covers twd years. They take 
the amount of $12,000,000, for instance, and they expect to ex- 
pend $6,000,000 of it during the fiscal year for which we are appro- 
priating, which is up to the Ist day of July, 1897. So there is 
$6,000,000 of cash available for the next fiscal year, and $10,000,- 
000 under contracts, which will be $16,000,000, and $4,000,000 under 
contracts heretofore made; which makes practically $20,000,000 for 
the next year and $20,000,000 for the year following. It will take 
under that arrangement six a to complete the expenditures 
provided for in this bill. In addition to that, two years from now 
we shall have an appropriation of from fifteen to twenty million 
dollars—of course the exact amount can not be stated now—— 

Mr. WALTHALL. May Iask the Senator from Maryland a 
question? . 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield with great pleasure. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I only want to ask the Senator how his 
amendment affects the improvement as to the time within which 
the expenditure to be made is limited, as in the case of the Mis- 
sissippi to three years? 

Mr. GORM There is no question, in my judgment, but 
that that is a specific appropriation and that the work is required 
to be completed. So far as that case is concerned, the provision is 
emphatic in the bill itself. As I understand, the amount would 
be expended as provided for in that particular section of the bill. 
I submit to the Senator that the bill as it came from the House, 
if lam notright in this, would have interfered with that provision. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I would say to the Senator that if he is 
mistaken in that, then a very large proportion of the appropria- 
tions made for the Mississippi River improvement would be lost, 
and all that is not made prior to June 1, 1897, will lapse. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us see if lam right, or if the Senator is 
right. If lam wrong about it, then the bill as it came from the 
other House has. practically the same provision, the only difference 
being in the amount. The provision for the Mississippi River is 
that $2,583,333 may be expended annually for three years. That 
is in the bill as it stands. Those are the contracts which are au- 
thorized to be made for the work. The bill came from the other 
House with that provision, and it has not been changed by the 
Senate a particle. If the Senator will turn to page 99 of the bill 
he will find this provision: 

Sec. 5. That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, 
under the provisions of this act. in addition to the sums appropriated herein, 
the Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government pay, in any one 
fiscal year, beginning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount 
authorized to be let by any one of said contracts. 

There is a limitation. If the Senator is right, and if my dis- 
tinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is right, as to the 
effect of my amendment, the bill as it came from the other House 
made the same interference with this appropriation, 

Mr. BERRY. That was corrected in the Senate, was it not? I 
ask the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will tell the Senator in a moment. I am 
talking about the bill as it came from the other House. If the 
contention of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Mississippi is right, then the provision in the bill as it came from 
the other House would be limited to 25 per cent of the amount 
a i , and it would ap eg four years to complete the im- 

rovement. I do not believe that contention is right, with all due 

eference to those Senators. 
oan BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to make a sugges- 
on 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Twenty-five per cent, or one-fourth, so far as 
the Mississippi River contract is concerned, would exactly take 
up the appropriation within four years, even according to the bill 
as it came from the other House. 

3 Mr.GORMAN. The bill provides for three years—not four 
ears, 

Mr. BERRY. There is a provision for the first year and for 
three additional years. There is one provision made-for this year 
and then for the three years beginning June 30, 1897. It is not a 
provision for three os. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. DoI understand the Senator from Mary- 
land that his amendment does not apply to the Mississippi River 
um nt at all? 

-GORMAN,. Ithinkso. I contend also that the bill as it 
came from the other House would not have applied to it,and that 
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if the contention of my distinguished friend as to the effect of my 
amendment is good, then there would have remained the restric- 
tion of the Mississippi River improvement in the bill as it came 
from the other House. I do not believe it will bear that construc- 
tion, however. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator’s amendment, as I understand, 
provides for continuing contracts not exceeding in any one year 
$10,000,000, at the will of the Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not as to specific contracts. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is a specific appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River for four years. The first appropriation is a 
appropriation of $1,250,000. Then there is an appropriati: 
three years after the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897—a continu- 
ing contract—for $2,583,000 per annum. Do I[ understand the 
Senator from Maryland to say that his general provision in the 
shape of an amendment, that the continuing contracts all together 
are not to exceed $10,000,000, does not apply to the specific appro- 
priations made for the Mississippi River? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator, as a rule of law, w! 
there is a general provision such as is proposed, that not more 
than $10,000,000 shall be expended, and an executive officer, who 
is supposed to be a lawyer, taking up this bill, finds that it is 
required that in any one case $2,000,000 shall be expended, whether 
he would not first apply that amount? Would not that be the 
rule of law, and has it not always been the practice of the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. As to the cash appropriations that might be 
so, but as to the continuing contracts I rather think it might 
be different under the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. If that be so, this bill as it came from the other 
House with the 25 per cent limitation would unquestionably be 
the same. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will ask the Senator would he have any 
objection to putting in the amendment a provision in accordance 
with his statement of his own view of the meaning of the amend- 
ment, so that there will not be any question about it? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no objection to it. All I wish to accom- 
plish is that when we meet here in December next we shall not be 
confronted with estimates based upon contracts made which 
would involve the expenditure of over $10,000,000 in the next fis- 
cal year. That is all I desire to accomplish. I have no other 
desire. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. IfI understand the design of the Senator from 
Maryland, it is that itis necessary to put something of a restrictive 
character in this bill, so that the Secretary of War may not go too 
far in the expenditure of public money. If that be the danger 
menacing us, I do not think that it amounts to a very great deal, 
because I think that that officer in the treatment of river and har- 
bor matters has evinced a disposition to be economical. When 
his estimates were sent to Congress during the present session, 
instead of adopting the figures suggested by the local engineers, 
the Chief of Engineers, for the first time, I believe, in many years, 
cut the amount down so low that, according to his view, no smaller 
amount could possibly be successfully expended; and this he did, 
as I understand, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
Feeling that that officer has been thus disposed to be careful with 
the public money, in some instances going further than some of 
us on the committee would have gone, it appears now rather un- 
necessary to put on this additional restriction. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have, of course, great admiration for the 
present Secretary of War, and I believe he will doall the Senator 
from California indicates. It is not at all for want of confidence 
in the Secretary of War that I offer the amendment; but it is 
nothing new, I wish to say to my distinguished friend from Cali- 
fornia, to put such a restriction on the Secretary of War or on any 
other Secretary. We have aathorized an expenditure of four or 
five million dollars for the construction of guns, and we have said 
that the Secretary of War must, not exceed the expenditure of 
two millions of that moneyin one year. We have said to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, ‘‘ We will give you ten or twenty million dol- 
lars to construct your ships and your armor, but you must not 
expend more than a certain amount in any one year.” So thereis 
no unusual restriction on the War Department proposed by the 
amendment. On the contrary, this is a wise provision, which 
Congress has frequently made; and but for such provision the 
Treasury to-day would be in a worse condition than it is. 

More than that, I desire the passage of this bill, and as a Sena- 
tor representing a great State in this Union [ have a duty to 
perform, and that is to try to keep these expenditures within 
reasonable limits. I can not afford to vote for any bill which will 
put it in the power of any one man in the present condition of 
affairs to force the expenditure of money which we have not. 


May I interrupt the Senator from Maryland? 


cash 
m tor 
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Mr. MILLS. 
amendment of his gives the power to the Secretary of War in ap- 
portioning the $10,000,000 to leave out the contracts in the State 
- Texas? I wish to know whether that power is to be placed in 

is hands. 

Mr. GORMAN, I do not believe, as I said a moment ago, that 
there has ever been a river and harbor bill where there was acon- 
tract authorized to be made that that power did not exist to the 
fullest extent, so that the Secretary of War could determine in 
each case, and has so determined in each case, the exact amount 
which he will expend at Galveston or Baltimore or upon the Pa- 
cific Coast; and there is no other way in which these contracts 
can be entered into. 

I wish to insert in the Recorp a corrected statement of the con- 
tinuing contracts contained in the bill, as there were one or two 
errors in the table [ submitted yesterday. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

CONTINUING CONTRACTS. 


I want to ask the Senator from Maryland if this 




















Maine............--.----- $1,570, 500.00 | Rhode Island ............ $707,000. 00 
Massachusetts .......... 1, 145, 000.00 | Pennsylvania............ 894, 500. 00 
New York............... %, 655,558.00 | West Virginia........... 1, 200, 000. 00 
Delaware ...........-..-. 4,885, 846.00 | Tennessee ............... 600, 000. 00 
South Carolina.......... 1,996, 250.00 | Kentucky-................ 1,349, 000.00 
Georgia.................. 3,572,500.00 | Mississippi............... 860, 000. 00 
Louisianas...........---.- 1, 488, 250.00 | Michigan ..............-- 1, 065, 000, 00 
cia eecianincntendnttl 1, 403, 856.00 | Illinois................... 6,360, 960.00 
Ohio ......-c.cce--------. ),8964,000.00 | Ohio River .............. 2,807,200.0 
0 eee 168, 737.91 | Mississippi River ........ 13, 400, 000.00 
Minnesota ...............  3,080,553.00 | Missouri River.......... 900, 000. 00 
Oalifornia ..............- 8, 908, 000. 00 cctinkinadinaa inated 
PR. cwnaccscendcces an Geeree Grand total........ 64, O17, 227.91 
Washington 1 scanaoe usa 2, 880, 000. 00 
Maine: 
Harbor at Rockland. ...............c-sssesc-cessee $760,500.00 
NEE SEs 0008 dqncorencsondubep<reasedunbeet 810, 000. 00 
—— $1,570, 500.00 
Massachusetts: 
At CNEL... ccpeassvalbinacdntquantiintinicant 1, 145, 000. 00 
1, 145, 000. 00 
New York: 
SN GR SUMO, ocrdseawentes duesacsd pescedSsucis 2, 200, 000. 00 
Ne DINE ic a piconducninren cubes worneten 298, 258. 00 
Se Tee COE . nccvenencconcnscnvesbeusanciené 637, 300.00 
ETE SINE a-nececednnnnccunnapeeshoushuneben 420, 000. 00 
—————_ 3, 655, 558. 00 
Delaware: 
Harbor of refuge, Delaware Bay...............-- 4, 660, 000. 00 
ROR STI «cn cnnnncanoccsnepmseseranhics 225, 846. 00 
—_—_— 4, 885, 846. 00 
South Carolina: 
TET BEET icnawsddncunacddcacscoqucsseceeqntnounnt 1, 996, 250. 00 
—_ 1, 993, 250. 00 
ria: 
i on eineecanoupebions Kolm 987, 500.00 
NE So su winston wiiinigoaalaieiealia 2, 345, 000. 00 
TI ROG actin sinnwtccudiwdageinenpatbuenes 240, 000. 00 
—————_ 8, 572, 500.00 
Louisiana: 
CPO DAVEE, .0.ccuubapiebdaketeeishbnseseendiee 815, 000. 00 
PAF OG FIAGQOMIRG. 6.00.0 < cncceccsscccsacsoossecequnen 1, 173, 250. 00 
—————_ 1, 488, 250. 00 
Texas: 
WOR PAGS... 2.00 scasacemisedectswevsccicionnseesense 1, 408, 856. 00 
——————_ 1, 408, 856.00 
Ohio: 
SE TG ann Kcicduecveccccccciinsicovc ques 1, 354, 000. 00 
—_———_ 1, 354, 000. 00 
Wisconsin: 
EOS TRRROGE cones vocccensensndssnesaenedine 168, 737.91 
168, 737.91 
Minnesota: 
TEE cunhineccenanes pebnerensncosessatessneasenstie 8, 080, 553. 00 
: _ 3, 080, 553. 00 
California: 
SN SOD oc orcunednicducqnenessswonseentudus , 000. 
I BR in kas nvitee acehecucousesqsseoshGneene 2, 900, 000. 00 
WE RIEIOOE EERE ROP wcnccencnansescesececencceccces 342, 000.00 
—— 8,908, 000.00 
Pequins Ba ibhintdiibtneenacdsshpanstcekentiingibiahiin 1, 000, 000. 00 
CRM BECO onewncines osucencooncnessebbomsannd 2, 064, 467.00 
Willamette and Yamhill rivers ..................- 200, 000. 
Washi ——_—_——--. 8, 264, 467.00 
ashington: 
Salmon pay and NIE a cathe netcncnbecsnnnantn 1, 400, 000. 00 
CHONG DERE HOE soo cccnnccocccencsondesecccencsacssets 980, 000. 00 
——————_ 2, 380, 000. 00 
Rhode Island: 
Providence River and Narragansett Bay ........ 707, 000. 00 
ieiiiiniat —_——_—— 707,000.00 
nsylvania: 
NE iin cetssetconsnenvetecasaceneneosesen 894, 500. 00 
West Virginia — 804,500.00 
est Vir; : 
Wel BEOROMANIIR «nc cscs cccccs csvccecenccaccesce 1, 200, 000. 00 
T —————_ 1, 200, 000.00 
Tennessee: 
Cum beriand TAVGP. ..cccsa cccccnseccccesesenssonsase 600, 000. 00 
—————__ 600, 000.00 
Kentucky: 
Bontacky RIVES .cccccsisccccocntssssésessessacssns 1,349, 000. 00 
sie —————_ 1,349, 000. 00 
Mississippi: 
WAKO BEVEL wcccecccncccctuscsencosussacaqnseensecn 860, 000. 00 
Michi ————_ 860,000. 00 
gan: 
BP OORRO PO 2.00 cccccccccseeiaveewssen eotnuien 1, 065, 000. 00 
: —————_ 1, 085, 000. 00 


rete ae 








Illinois: 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal.................--.. $5, 710, 960.00 
SD REED accgatnisoncedosagudsdilmibwenerneden 650, 000.00 
————. $6, 360, 960.0 
Rs ae Gat, « scntctocessccsseedtmbbienetianibes , 000. 
RI... cin anbtibtuntnn deuberedeenaednanen 1, 990, 000. 00 
TE IEEE « s.cciue Guccen dba Gentweneaseunntinient 517, 250.00 . 
——— 2, 807, 250. 0 
Mississippi River: , 
DE 6c occssnpedencouuieshonddenine 5, 025, 000. 00 
APE TREE, cose cnccunancenstebnneaneshbecoes 8,375, 000.00 
— 13, 400,000.00 
Snes GR oa isd ion imines nccksrbiimcbneadsnncdses 900, 000. 00 





900,000.00 


Nore.—Page 48, appropriation made for payment by the Secretary of War 
of judgments and costs for the condemnation of all the property and apyur- 
tenances of Monongahela Navigation Saapeny, : 

In addition to the contract for construction of Mlinoisand Mississippi Can.) 
it is authorized to pay indemnity for condemnation of right of way. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
a question or two, as I desire to get as nearly as I can at what his 
amendment means. 

Mr. ViLAS. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 
a suggestion first, and perhaps it will anticipate what he is going 
to say? I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland—I am in entire 
sympathy with him—if he will not accept this addition to the 
amendment he proposes, which will probably meet the view which 
has been suggested. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that ho 
modify his amendment by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That this shall not relate to or affect the appropriations, or the 
special regulations for the expenditure thereof, hereinbefore made for the 
harbor of refuge in Delaware , the harbor of Duluth, Minn., or the Mis 
sissippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of said river. 

Mr. MILLS. What becomes of Texas? 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that the suggestion the Senator offers to do 
away with my desire to ask a question? 

Mr. VILAS. I want to say there are special provisions made 
in this bill for those places, special directions in the expenditure, 
If those special directions for expenditure were excepted, the pro- 
vision of the Senator from Maryland would apply equally to all 
others entitled to them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not yield to the Senator to make a speecc 
on the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Mary- 
land whether his amendment is proposed to cut out all the appro- 
priations not under the general contract system? 

Mr.GORMAN. As a matter of course not. 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not refer to them? 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not refer to them in the slightest. 

Mr. CULLOM. , Then it refers to those that are proposed to be 
put under continuous contracts only. Now,I desire to ask this 
other question: As I understand, we shall be compelled to appro- 
priate $4,000,000 to carry out contracts heretofore made. That is 
true, is it not? 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. Therefore we shall only have for the year 197 
$6,000,000 to apply to the continuous contract appropriations in- 
cluded in this bill. Is that (yo 

Mr. GORMAN. You will have $3,500,000, which is already ap- 
propriated in the sundry civil appropriation bill on the old con- 
tracts. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be $4,000,000 left, as I understand? 

Mr. GORMAN. We have $3,500,000 appropriated now, and 
there will be $4,000,000 left for the next wseniom of Congress. We 
shall have $6,000,000 direct appropriations under the river and har- 
bor bill now —s 

Mr. CULLOM. Only $6,000,000. ' 

Mr. GORMAN. That will give $9,500,000, and then $10,000,000 
on contracts. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the Senate just now is deal- 
ing with the river and harbor appropriations contained in te 
pending bill. As I understand it, we shall have but $6,())0),0) 
which can be used during the next year which is appropriated (or 
in this bill and under the general contract system. Therefore. if 
we vote for this amendment, we shall know exactly what we are 
going to get for the next year as applied to the contracts that are 
contained in this bill, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator from Maryland has concluded or not. = 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not quite concluded, but I will ¢'v6 
way to the Senator if he desires. ; 

r. ALDRICH. Before the Senator concludes I should like to 
ask him a _—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALI 
om} is 3 7g 

tr. ALLISON. I shall only occupy a few moments. On yes- 
terday I stated that I favored a limitation upon this Dill. 
Whether the amount suggested by the Senator from Marylaud 
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Mr. GorMAN] was the right one I was not prepared to say, but 
ee amendment now suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. Viias] shows the situation in which this bill will be if there 
is no further limitation put upon it. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin suggested certain exceptions, beginning with Delaware Bay. 
As this bill stands there is an appropriation of $5,000 for Dela- 
ware Bay, and there is authority to contract for four millions and 
a half. ere is a limitation, then, upon that, that not more than 
one-quarter of it shall be expended in any one year. Therefore, 
when the Committee on Appropriations comes to consider this 
question next winter we s find ourselves having an estimate 
before us of a million dollars for Delaware Bay. That is No. 1. 

We shall find also before us an estimate for the Mississippi River 
from the Passes to Cairo for $2,500,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. | For that year? 

Mr. ALLISON. For that year. I am speaking now in round 
numbers. That is three and a half million dollars. We shall 
find also an appropriation for Duluth Harbor, wherein the esti- 
mates for that year will be a million; that is, four and a half mil- 
lion dollars, and so on, running through a half dozen other appro- 
priations in this bill, including the Mississippi River above Cairo, 
and including the Missouri River. 

What I said yesterday I repeat to-day, and that is that this com- 
mittee have not, as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] said 
this morning, placed additional power in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of War, but they have limited his power, as the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland is a limitation on his power. But 
for this limitation of one-quarter, as to Delaware Bay, it would be 
within the power of the Secretary of War under this bill to make 
a contract for the whole four and a half million dollars to be exe- 
cuted in a year and a half. 

Mr. EL S. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. The bill expressly provides that Congress may 
make appropriations from time to time. 

Mr. LISON. Undoubtedly; and that will be inserted in the 
contract; but suppose the contractor says, ‘‘ I will finish this work 
in a year and a half, and I will take my chances of getting the 
appropriation.” 

r. ELKINS. He would be a good contractor, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. He would be a good contractor; he would be 
a splendid contractor; and most likely he would do it, unless there 
was @ limitation put upon him. 

Mr. ELKINS. Here are two distinguished Senatcrs and two 
great leaders, and I venture to say they both do not construe this 
amendment in the same way. There have been a dozen lawyers 
in this Senate on their feet who wanted to know what the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland meant. It looks as if these 
two Senators, who are members of the great Appropriations Com- 

mittee—and I want the Senate to take notice of that—are to ex- 
ercise a sort of guardianship over the Committee on Commerce in 
this limitation—for that is what it means—after the Commerce 
Committee has carefully considered this bill and given three 
weeks to it; and now comes the Senator from Maryland, who is a 
distinguished member of that committee, but a greater member 
of the other committee, and with him the chairman of the great 
Appropriations Committee, and they say, ‘‘ We want to guard 
against extravagance; we want to correct you; and we want to 
save the Treasury”; and I venture to say that no two Senators 
can take this amendment and read it for half an hour and agree 
upon what it does mean. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he knows 
what it does mean? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to discuss this amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to add that there are no accounting 
officers of the Treasury and there are no engineers in the United 
States who can properly construe this amendment. It will endan- 

r this whole bil). e had better let it remain as it is; we had 

tter follow the old beaten path, and take the river and harbor 
bill as we have worked it out, and follow the precedents of the 
Government. 

I know it is easy to talk about putting restrictions in a bill, but 
these works pertain to commerce, and we want the Commerce 
Committee to have charge of them. This is a fight indirectly 
made at the Commerce Committee by the great a 
Committee. They have enough todo. Let them take care of the 
matters which are properly within their jurisdiction. The Com- 
merce Committee are satisfied on this matter and now are unani- 
mous that the billis right. If the Senator from Iowa can construe 

what the proposed amendment means let him do so, so that any 
lawyer can understand it. 
. ALLISON. Iam glad my friend finally reached his ques- 
tion. Ido not intend to construe this amendment. I intend to 


make some on by way of amendment to it. 
Mr. ELKINS: T knew it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), The 
Senator from Iowa . ALLISON] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. I intended to make some suggestion by way of 
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amendment before I got through. I had supposed that the object 
of bringing these bills into the Senate was to compare views of 
Senators here. I did not know that there was an omnipotence in 
any committee of this body. The Senator from Maryland oilfered 
the pending amendment, and I ventured some gentle criticisms 
last evening in a modest way respecting the limitation that was 
already in the bill as to the power of Congress. The Senator from 
Missouri comes in this morning and says that we are giving the 
Secretary of War power which he never had before. 

The Secretary of War under this bill as it stands has unlimited 
power to contract, and but for the limitation which the Commit- 
tee on Commerce itself has put in the bill, all the appropriations 
where contracts are authorized to be made could be executed in 
a single year, and I illustrated it by taking the Delaware Bay ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido. 

Mr. VEST. Will the chairman of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee point out one single river and harbor bill in which we have 
ever heretofore made a provision that the Secretary of War should 
apportion harbor appropriations, taking, if he pleases, as he could 
do under this amendment, all for one locality or putting that with 
another, provided he did it inside the limits of the $10,000,000? 
Will the Senator just point that out to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator first answer my question? 
What does the amendment mean? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment, as I construe it, means that 
there is a limitation upon the annual expenditures under postponed 
contracts for which no appropriations are made that are to be 
executed not for the fiscal year for which the appropriations are 
made, but in the next fiscal year. That is what it means—that 
the total appropriations shall not exceed $10,000,000. IL do not 
know whether that is the exact sum that should be fixed. Ido not 
know whether it should be ten or twelve or fifteen or twenty mil- 
lions. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to complete what I was saying. 

The limitation to which I have referred was in the bill. What 
other limitations are in this bill? The Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VeEsT] put clamps upon his own Mississippi River Commission by 
saying that they should not expend, between the Passes and Cairo, 
more than two and one-half million dollars a year. If he can do 
that, why can not we say to the Secretary of War: ‘‘ You shall not 
expend, under this appropriation, more than $15,000,000 a year ”’? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ELKINS. Now, let me ask the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from West Virginia 
will please suspend a moment. The Chair understands that the 
Senate is proceeding under the five-minute rule. That being so, 
the time of the Senator from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senaior from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Maryland and 
the Senator from Iowa, acting under their responsibility as mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations and guardians of the 
Treasury, desire to limit the annual expenditures under this bill. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Iowa that not one single cent of money can be expended under the 

yrovisions of this bill until an appropriation shall first have 
een made by Congress; and whether we can limit the next Con- 
gress as to what appropriations they shall make is a question I do 
not care to discuss. I do not think we can do so by such legisla- 
tion as this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whilst thatis true, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island knows, when the Secretary of War makes an estimate un- 
der one of these contracts we are obliged in good faith to make 
the appropriation in order that the contract may be executed. 

Mr. AL;DRICH. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 
half a minute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. All that this limitation would do would be to pre- 
vent the Secretary of War from incurring a debt which we would 
be in honor bound to provide for by appropriations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, at the proper time, whenever that was, 
but not in any particular year. 

The Senator from Iowa says if the Secretary of War makes an 
estimate for a contract we are bound in good faith to carry it out. 
The Senator knows a great deal better than I do what estimates 


I shall not occupy 
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are sent here by the Departments which they claim are necessary 
to be expended, and he laows how far short the aggregate appro- 
priations every year fall below these estimates. 

The fact is that this amendment can have but one purpose, and 
that is to tie the hands of future Congresses as to the amount of 
appropriations to be made, not as to the contracts to be made, 
because these contracts, as the Senator from Iowa well says, all 
contain a provision that they are to be proceeded with as fast as 
appropriations are made, and they can not be made in any other 
way; and every contractor who makes a contract under those 
provisions understands that as well as I or the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to ask the Senator why is it that 
the Committee on Commerce has put in a provision that contracts 
shall only be made, or obligations shall not be incurred, for more 
than one-quarter of the amount ot the appropriation in any one 
year? Wh y is that limitation put upon these appropriations and 
not upon others? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to put some kind of a restraint, if you 
please, upon the action of the Secretary of War; it is not manda- 
tory, but it is a persuasive constraint upon the Secretary of War 
in the arrangement of these contracts. Are the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Maryland afraid of themselves next 

ear? This question of appropriations under these acts is entirely 
in the hands, in the first instance, of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and in this case, as in all others, they pay attention to 
the estimates of the Departments or not just as they see fit. The 
are not obliged, because the Secretary of War shall put in his esti- 
mates for two millions and a half for work upon the Mississippi 
River, to insert in the sundry civil appropriation bill an appro- 
priation for two millions and a half. Neither is Congress under 
any restraint to do that. 

i am quite willing to trust to the good judgment of the Com- 
merce Committee as to appropriations to be made under ‘these 
contracts. I do not desire to put into the hands of an executive 
officer of this Government the decision of a question which must 
and ought to belong to the two Houses of Con s and the Presi- 
dent. If any amendment is to be adopted of this nature it ought 
to be an amendment placing this matter squarely in the hands of 
the Secretary of War and making him responsible as to the rela- 
tive merits of these propositions in regard to contracts. 

If we are prepared to do that, if the Secretary of War is better 
to be trusted than the Appropriations Committee of this body 
and the body itself as to future appropriations for expenditures 
upon rivers and harbors, let us put the responsibility squarely in 
his hands and not try to give him responsibility which belongs to 
us. I assume that in the future the members cf this body will be 
able to take care of the appropriations for these and all other pur- 

ses, governed by the revenue of the country and their responsi- 

ility as Senators. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I could not for the life of me get 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr, ALLIson], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to say what the amend- 
ment means, nor can I get the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator—— 

Mr. ELKINS. In one moment. As near asIcan understand 
the Senator from Maryland, he says it does not apply. There is 
nothing in the language of the amendment, but he goes out and 
finds in his imagination as a lawyer, I suppose, that the Delaware 
Bay is not embraced in the amendment, that the Mississippi 
River is not in it, and that a lot of other public improvements are 
not included in the amendment. I do not know how that con- 
struction is arrived at, but if the author of the amendment con- 
strues his amendment properly it is an outrage upon the other 
public works, I submit to the Senate. If the amendment has con- 
cealed in it something we can not understand which exempts a 
great many other works, then it is a discrimination inst and 
an outrage upon the rest of the per improvements of the coun- 
try. I submit tothe Senate that it isdangerous to pass an amend- 
ment the meaning of which nobody knows. 

If the Senator from Maryland said, ‘‘Be it enacted so and 
so, That $10,000,000 shall be the limit of the river and harbor bill 
this year,” then we would have known what he meant; and if he 
means that, why not say it? I am afraid that that is what will 
be determined by the Attorney-General of the United States. 
When the Secretary of War looks at the bill he will say: ‘‘ The 
Government is in great straits; we areselling bonds to keep going. 
I will send this provision over to the Attorney-General and 
him what it means.” It will be very easy for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral under this elastic amendment to say, ‘‘I do not think we get 
the Delaware breakwater matter in it, but it means you shall 
spend $10,000,000 this year and you can not spend any more.” 

ngress can pass anotherriver and harbor bill at its next session. 

The amendment is mischievous. Itis full of danger. It is full 
of doubt. Nobody knows what it means. As I said before, the 
Commerce Committee has given three weeks to the consideration 
of this bill. They have agreed upon it unanimously here. They 


had the engineers’ estimates before them. They had before them 
the recommendations of the Secretary of War. They think just 
as much, I take it, of the Treasury and preserving it, and economy 
as the Appropriations Committee. I say to the Senate that there 
is no Senator here who will attempt to state, nor will the Senator 
from Maryland attempt to state, what the amendment means. [f 
Senators here, great lawyers, have different views upon the con- 
struction of the amendment, what are the Government officers 
—- do? Whatis the Secretary of War going to do? How 
are the accounting officers of the Government to proceed? How 
are the engincers to proceed? What works are the engineers to 
select out under the amendment? Then the board of engineers 
become supreme. They say, ‘‘ We will ee it on the Illinois 
and eg Canal.” Then there will be a fight. Somebody 
will think they ought to expend it on his improvement. The 
amendment is so doubtful that I think it is safest simply to vote 
it down, and pass the river and harbor bill as it came from the 
House and as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I think I under- 
stand what the amendment means. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator does, it is a good thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has been argued by the Sena- 
tor who proposed the amendment and by some others as though 
the only effect of the proposed amendment is to limit the amount 
to be expended in the two fiscal years to which it applies. 

The amendment does more than that. It absolutely prohibits 
the Secretary of War from obligating the Government under the 
proposed act and all prior acts providing for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts be- 
yond appropriations made, for a sum exceeding in the aggrevate 
$10,000,000 in any one year. Itis not merely that it shall notexceed 
$10,000,000 for any one year, but the Secretary of War is prohib- 
ited from entering into contracts by which the Government will 
be obligated to a further extent than $10,000,000. In other words, 
the bill provides in the body that the Secretary of War shall be, 
and he is hereby, sutherinnl and directed to enter into contracts 
to the extent of between sixty and seventy million dollars. Then 
comes in the amendment, and it undertakes to provide and does 
provide, if we pass it, that he shall only enter into contracts to the 
extent of $10,000,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It leaves, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island {Mr. ALDRICH] says, the discretion in him as to 
where the contracts shall be made. The effect of the amendment 
is to destroy the whole bill as framed by the committee. 

There is another effect. Here you propose to limit the power of 
the Secretary to obligate the Government to enter into contracts 
exceeding $10,000,000, and yet you have provided for contracts 
that have run up to sixty or seventy million dollars. How is he 
to seleet? How is he to determine? Is he to take the Delaware 
breakwater for $4,000,000? Is he to take Duluth for another two 
or three million dollars; the Mississippi for two or three millions 
more? That makes up the $10,000,000. He can not contract 
beyond thatsum. If the amendment is adopted, he can not o))li- 
gate the Government beyond those three or four items; and what 
is the effect? All the other contracts provided for in the bill are at 
a standstill, and he can not contract at all in reference to any of 


them. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Oregon whether ihe 
language in the third line would not at least be plausibly con- 
Pam thus: ‘‘ He is not to obligate the Government to pay under 

is act.” 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Would not that be the construction? 

Mr. CULLOM. To pay in any one fiscal year. 

Mr. MITCHELL of ‘ t is not the amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is what it means. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Notatall. I think the provision 
is fairly susceptible of but one construction, and that is to placa 
limitation upon the power and jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
War to enter into any number of contracts that will exceed in all 


the sum of $10,000,000. ' 

Mr. ALDRICH. I to the Senator from Oregon, in an- 
swer to the inquiry of the tor from Louisiana [Mr. Carreky I, 
that the Secretary of War does not make obligations on the part 
of the Government to pay in any fiscal year. That is left ex- 
pressly to the ee of Congress. It is in the contracts them- 
selves. You do not agree to pay in any particular year an‘ in 
any given amount. It is expressly provided in the contract that 
the work is to be paid for from time to time as the appropriations 


shall be made therefor by Congress. 
a nm. I wish to say one other word. 


Mr. MITCHELL of 
What will be the effect of the amendment in the matter of secur- 
ing contracts on proper terms for the execution of the work: 
ill a contractor, when he knows that he is limited in the amount 
that he is to receive in any one year, contract for a piece of work 
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for the same amount he would if it were left open, to be paid as 
the work p 2 3 oe 

The amendment, it appears to me, whatever view is taken of it, 
is pernicious, and the effect of it, and the only effect, is to destroy 
the bill. I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, we might as well look upon this 
amendment in a business sort of way before we act upon it. The 
purpose of it, I understand, is to limit the appropriations on the 
continuing contracts to the sum of $10,000,000 a year. Yesterday 
when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] had the floor I asked 
him a question, suggesting that if the amendment were adopted 
the special amounts, for the first two years at all events, would 
absorb the whole amount appropriated for these purposes. I had 
not the figures then before me, but I have looked them up, and I 
find that the facts fully warrant the suggestion I made. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. PASCO. I will proceed to give the figures upon the differ- 
ent projects. 

The table furnished us by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN] yesterday shows that there is due upon the old con- 
tracts already authorized in previous years the sum of $8,225,033. 
It is proposed, I understand, to cover those in two years, and that 
would make $4,112,516 a year if equally divided. Thereare in the 
bill besides four contracts which are to be completed according to 
the intent of the bill in four years, and these special provisions, I 
take it, must be provided out of the $10,000,000 before any appro- 
priations can be made for any other work. The four contracts 
that are to be completed in accordance with the plan contemplated 
in the bill are as follows: 


lemmas ORME . 2.222 ce nwccccnccs coccce e+e ceee- 
indice ectnncsncne nsec nc-ce- ee nccece 
Duluth and Superior harbor -...............-..-.---- 
Delaware Bay harbor of refuge ................-..--- 


$1, 427, 240 
2, 583, 333 
770, 138 

1, 165, 000 








Amounting in all to -........------------------ 5, 945, 711 


These items, with the old contracts, will make $10,058,227 for the 
next two years, and more than the $10,000,000 will therefore be 
expended in carrying out these special exceptions in the bill, leav- 
ing nothing for any of the other continued contracts provided for 
in the bill. 

After two years, when the former contracts are out of the way, 
there will then be in the neighborhood of $6,000,000 a year ab- 
sorbed in these four improvements, so that every other continuing 
contract all over the country will be obliged to stand aside and 
wait until these special contracts are carried out and completed 
for two years at all events, and most of them for more than four 
years. So, notwithstanding the bill upon its face authorizes these 
contracts to be made now, it takes it out of the power of the Sec- 
retary of War to make provision for any payments upon any of 
them, with these four exceptions, until two years, and for the larger 

of the amount until four years have elapsed. Therefore the 

ill virtually carries within itselfaveto. You - it shall be done 

on the one hand, and you say practically it shall not be done on 
the other hand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Florida does not 
take into account that one-half of the $8,000,000 will be expended 
during -~ next fiscal year, and that it is already appropriated, 
or nearly so. 

Mr. PASCO. I do not think that the table ee ty the 
Senator from Maryland quite bears out the statement e by 
the Senator from Iowa. I am not so familiar with these former 
contracts as are members of the Committee on Appropriations. 
[Examining table.] Yes; the Senator from Iowais correct. The 
amount in the sundry civil bill for this year is $3,584,000; that 
is, for the coming year, closing in 1897, 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PASCO. Therefore it still carries the total of the figures 
I have stated for 1897 and for 1898, though the payments are not 

ually divided. That makes two years. That is the effect of it. 

t does seem to me we had better strike out these continuing 
contracts altogether than to pretend to enact them and then put it 
bs sy, the power of the Secretary of War to enforce them. 
<Q ERY. Mr. President, I do not think the amendment 
ought to meet the sanction of the Senate. While I do not agree 
with tie tions advanced as to the construction of the 
amendment, I yet think that construing it as fair as it can be it 
works very injuriously to certain appropriations under the bill. 
My own construction, however, is first that the Secretary of War 
by the amendment is only obliged to contract for $10,000,000 per 
annum of the amount yo emer for these continuing contracts, 
and that all classes of appropriations are included within this 
general loweri 


ng. 

Now, I desire to direct attention to the specific appropriation for 
the River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of 
the Ohio at Cairo. That appropriation in round numbers is 
$9,000,000. It isa million less than the river and harbor 
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act of 1892 carried. That appropriation is apportioned thus: 
$1,250,000 as a cash appropriation and $2,583,000 for three years, 
commencing on the seth of June, 1897. 

This appropriation. although it is under the continuing-contract 
system for the three years from June, 1897, is not one that looks 
toward the completion of the work. In that respect the appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River is different 
from an appropriation for the completion of a harbor. An appro- 
priation for the completion of a harbor might as well be extended 
six years instead of four, even if the four-years plan were adopted 
under contracts made with the sanction of the Secretary of War. 
Butas to the appropriation for the Mississippi River, construing the 
amendment to mean thatall continuing contracts are to be razeed 
proportionately, it contemplates running the money for the Missis- 
sippi River over six years, thereby cutting off one-third of the 
amount appropriated for that river, because the sum appropri- 
ated was designed for four years, not to complete the improve- 
ment, because it will take many years to do that, but as a sum 
necessary for the next four years for the improvement of the river. 

Therefore it is that the amendment would cut off the amount 


appropriated for the Mississippi River by two years and one-third 
the amount, and after having submitted to a 10 per cent reduction 
from the previous act, $1,000,000 (the appropriation was $10,000,000 


before), 1 think the amendment would work peculiar hardship 
upon the Mississippi River. I therefore draw the attention of 
the mover of the amendment to this feature of his amendment, 
with a view to seeing whether or not his amendment can not be 
improved on by excepting the Mississippi River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The time of the Senator from 
Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 merely rise to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, which is to insert, in line 7, 
after ‘‘for,” the words ‘“‘the payment of”; and after the word 
‘*sum,” the words ‘‘on account of any of said contracts.” 

Mr. GORMAN. How will the amendment then read? 

Mr. GRAY. Then the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land will read: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
herein authorized to be made by apportioning them in such way as not to ob- 


ligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts beyond appro- 
priations made, for the payment of a sum on account of any of said contracts 


exceeding in the aggregate $10,000,000 in any one fiscal year for such materials 
and work authorized to be contracted for in all of said acts. 


I offer the amendment to the amendment because the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] rose in his place and made the argu- 
ment that there is something more in the amendment than ap- 
pears upon the surface; that it is made to limit the power of the 
Secretary of War to make any contract or any number of con- 
tracts the aggregate of which shall be for more than $10,000,000, 
whereas as I conceive the object of the Senator from Maryland it 
is to confine the payment in any one year on account of any of 
these contracts to the sum of $10,000,000. Itis to make the amend- 
ment plain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the amendment to the amendment 
which I send to the desk may be read for information. I will 
offer it at the roper time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 

Provided, That this provision shall apply equally to all contracts authorized 
by this act without regard to any special terms to the contrary contained in 
the clauses providing for such contracts. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to have the Delaware Bay project and 
the Hennepin Canal and all the rest of these improvements stand 
upon the same basis. 

Mr. MILLS. Why not say ‘all contracts and all appropria- 
tions”? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not care. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is getting worse and worse. 
understand the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I merely wish to remark that we 
could not have a much better illustration of the character of this 
general and comprehensive grab than was offered by the situation 
when I made the suggestion to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland | Mr. GoRMAN] practically in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson] yesterday 
evening. It wasimmediately cried out against by the Senator from 
West Virginia oo ELKins} and the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 
MITCHELL} and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu} 
and others, who altogether made a great outcry. But in point 
of fact the amendment did not withdraw any bone from the cage. 
It would not have shortened the rations. Itwould merely have 
prevented any misunderstanding in regard to the construction 


I have no objection to it. 


Nob dy can 





ine tne tse 
j 
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which was so well stated by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
a few moments ago. If he be right in that construction, then 
the amendment which the Senator from Maryland has offered 
might have embarrassed the appropriations seriously, as was sug- 
gested yesterday evening by the Senator from Iowa: and for that 
reason, in accordance with what the Senator from Maryland said 
in answer to the Senator from Mississippi, I thought it wise to 
inguire if the amendment might not be put on. 

Of course, there was no purpose to secure any special advantage 
for any one of the appropriations. The bill oo already done it 
beyond all question. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is 
right in his construction. The bill has already secured to those 
several appropriations their special advantage. The Mississippi 
River is already taken care of, and we ought at all events as I 
think to vote down the amendment pro by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH]. It would destroy the special con- 
sideration which the Committee on Commerce have given to the 
Mississippi River and these particular improvements which need 
certain regulations. But it is highly important, as it seems to 
me, highly important to the success of this measure, highly useful 
to the interests of the country, that we shall provide, as has been 
argued by the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Iowa, 
some proper limitation upon the amount for which the Secretary 
of War shall impose obligations upon the Government. Senators 
sa —— 

r. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. I have but five minutes. Senators say that the 
contracts are to be made only for so much as shall be appropri- 
ated by Congress, but is not Congress going to appropriate what 
the Secretary of War obliges us to incur? Is Congress not going 
to appropriate what the obligations of the Government require 
in order to be properly discharged; and if it does not, then what 
is the vaiue of making contracts if you are not going to give the 
contractor his specific time of payment and his certainty of receipt 
of money? 

Mr. GORMAN. The only exception is that in the sundry civil 
bill another branch of the Government attempted to reduce the 
amount below the contract price and the Senate restored it. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Maryland illustrates it per- 
fectly. The whole value of the system of contracts consists in the 
Secretary of War being able to make specific and definite terms 
with contractors. 

Now, all that is provided in the amendment is simply that he 
shall extend the time of the completion of the work in certain 
cases, and the times of payment during a certain number of years, 
and if these special exceptions were eliminated from it the pro- 
vision suggested by the Senator from Maryland would be ample 
to cover every case there is. As I said before, there is no occasion 
for any ravening, because no bone was really removed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to say in the first place 
that there has been some intimation that the committee have been 
extravagant in the make-up of the bill, and that, too, by some 
Senators who had come before that committee and urged increases 
in almost every case within their States. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is right, precisely. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state in addition that the committee 
did after a desperate effort succeed in knocking out, I think, about 
three continuing contracts. It came down to the Senate and the 
Senate forced them back upon the bill, and the committee had to 
take them whether it wanted them or not. So much for the ex- 
travagance, if there has been any extravagance, in the bill. 

I recognize that the bill carries a large amount of money. It 
carries a great Geal more than any of us would like to have it 
carry, but it came from the other House with the continuing con- 
tracts on it, and it was impossible for the committee to get rid 
of them. Senators from all over the Chamber protested whenever 
an attempt was made to take out one of the contracts. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Maryland would save 
the Government any considerable amount of money, or a single 
dollar, an argument might be made for it; but the Senator from 
Maryland himself admits that it will not save one solitary cent, 
but simply postpone the payment of it for two years probably 
over and above the part postponed in the bill. 

Now, why should that be done? The Senator from Maryland 
says on account of the condition of the Treasury. There is $268,- 
000,000 in the Treasury to-day. If the deficit continues at $25,000,- 
000 a — we shall still have enough to pay for the river and har- 
bor bill and the running expenses of the Government at the same 


rate that the receipts are coming in to-day. There is nothing in 


the amendment. It accomplishes nothing; it saves nothing; and 
it is not necessary on account of the condition of the Treasury, 
because there is $168,000,000 in the Treasury over and above the 
$100,000,000 of reserve. It is a great deal better that the surplus 
should not accumulate toa large extentin the Treasury. Ido not 
mean to say that wrong ne should be made, but when 
the Senator from Maryland insists that this provision is necessary 
in order to save the ury for this year, the facts do not bear 


him out, because there is $268,000,000 in the Treasury as shown by 
the report of the Secretary. ; 

Now, one other word, Mr. President. I do not know what the 
exact effect of the amendment would be on the Lower Mississi})); 
River. There are better lawyers in the Senate than I am w)) 
think it would materially cripple that work and probably stop i+ 
altogether, and for that reason I am opposed to the amendment. 
If it were found necessary to reduce the total amount of the appro. 
priation it could be done in a much better way than by putting an 
amendment on it, the precise effect of which no man here see). 
to understand, save and except that it would put it in the power 
of the Secretary of War to stop one work altogether as might suit 
him and put all the money upon some other and more valua})|e 


work. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the amount for the Mis- 
sissippi River in the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. There is an appropriation of about $9,000,000: 1 
think something over that amount. It is $9,600,000 altogether— 
$2,500,000 after this year (I am not speaking accurately) for each 
of the succeeding three years, the entire amount to be expended 
in the contract in four years. The result would be, as I believe, 
that if the amendment were adopted a certain portion of that ap- 
rT would be lost to the Mississippi River altogether, 

ause it must be expended within four years, and this would 
stretch it out to six years and would thereby stop the contract. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Any curtailment would be that much lost, 

Mr. BERRY. Any curtailment would be that much lost. The 
plans were made by the Mississippi River Commission and by the 
Chief of Engineers, and this was the least amount upon which 
a could continue that great work for the next four years. 

r. THURSTON. Mr. President, Iam nota member of either 
committee that has had this matter of appropriation under con- 
sideration, and I would not venture to discuss it at this time ex- 
cept for the fact that I shall be called upon soon to vote upon it, 
and I desire that the reasons for the vote I am to cast may go upon 
the record. : 

I came into the Senate this morning favorable to the amend- 
ment, understanding nothing more of it than that it aimed to 
limit the expenditure of the money by the Government for river 
and harbor purposes. I am strongly im with the idea that 
a very great deal of unnecessary a ls appropriated from time 
to time by the Congress of the United States for these improve- 
ments. wish our Constitution permitted that the Executive 
might veto any particular item, for I believe that under a provi- 
sion of that sort we could appropriate moneys actually needed, 
provide for improvements actually desired, and leave out those 
that in some years at least have aroused the criticism of the 
country. 

But as I read the amendment and carefully consider its appli- 
cation to the provisions of the bill, I find myself bound to vote 
against it. I would very gladly join Senators upon this floor in 
limiting the appropriation or the contract obligation of each and 
every continuing contract so that the amount provided might be 
distributed through any number of years. I find that the bill as it 
came from the other House, on page 99, in line 18, provided that 
not more than 25 per cent of the whole amount authorized to be 
let by any one of the contracts for which provision is made in the 
bill 1 be authorized or expended in any one year. But the Sen- 
ate has stricken that out. I believe that a provision of that kind 
is proper. I believe that a provision as to each specific continuing 
contract which would adjust and apportion the entire amount of 
the authorized expenditure from year to year would be in the in- 
terest of wise legislation, and I would vote for any such amend- 
ment. 

I would vote for any amendment which would limit the Secre- 
tary of War in his distribution under the contract plan to the 
expenditure of any certain per cent of a specific appropriation 
through a number of years. But the present amendment, as | 
read it and as I must understand it, places the power in the Sec- 
retary of War to authorize, first, the total expenditure under 010 
item of appropriation for the next year to the full amount of the 
contract authorized; and if he does that upon a contract which 
would provide for an a of $3,000,000 there would then 
be left to him only § ,000,000 to be distributed among the others. 
The Secretary of War, under the amendment, could authorize the 
performance of three contracts to the exclusion of the performance 
of all the other contracts in the bill. a 

Therefore, sir, it seems to me that the amendment is vicious and 
takes the power Congress should reserve to itself and gives \t to 
the Secretary of War, where he may exercise the greatest favor 
itism and lavish the moneys of the Setaannet upon one locality 
to the exclusion of all others. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska that that is just what the Secretary of War can do 0 
without the amendment, under the bill, except as to the points 
where they have limited it to one-fourth. I quite agree with the 
Senator from Nebraska that it would be a great deal better 
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restore the House provision which the Senate has stricken out as_ object to the amendment. 


in Committee of the Whole. But I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment pro — Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is a pending amendment to the amendment. The amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa can be read for information, but no further 
amendment can be received to the amendment. The amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware is an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr.GRAY, Will theSenator from Maryland accept my amend- 

ont? 
ar. GORMAN. Iwill accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware. I have no objection to it at all. So that will 
open the way for the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Maryland will have 
no objection to accepting the amendment which I moved? 

Mr. GORMAN, Theva very decided objection to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I ask for a vote on it. I supposed that 
most of the amendments would be accepted by the Senators on 
the other side. 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have read the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 of the amendment, after the word 
‘‘ for,” insert the words ‘‘ the payment of ”; after the word ‘‘ sum,” 
in the same line, insert ‘‘on account of said contract”; so as to 
read: 

Which provide for contracts beyond appropriations made for the payment of 
a sum on account of said contract exceeding in the aggregate $10,000,000, etc. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that none of the 
amendments to the amendment meet the objection suggested by 
the Senator from Missouri, which is the largest,in my mind, and 
that is that the discretion is given in the amendment to the Sec- 
retary of War to select the work upon which the $10,000,000 is to 
be expended. If that be the case, we may as well turn over the 
whole thing to the Secretary of War, for the effect of the amend- 
ment is to give him $10,000,000 to expend as he pleases. He may 
put it on one work if the contract is sufficiently large for any one 
work to embrace it, or he may distribute it on three works and 
leave out the whole coast of the United States under his discre- 
tion. 

I have always understood that it was the duty of the executive 
officers of the Government to execute the law as Congress makes 
it. Here a committee of this body have been working for months 
on the bill to distribute the appropriations around as they may 
be demanded in the different works, and after they have brought 
their bill into the Senate we propose te give the Secretary of War 
the power to annul all the work and to take the appropriations 
and give them to three works if he wants to do so, leaving out all 
the rest of us. Does the Senator from Maryland understand it so? 

Mr.GORMAN. So far from understanding that to be the case, 
I understand just the o ite, that every work provided for in 
the bill the Secretary of War will be obligated to go on with, and 
the only limitation is that in the aggregate he shall not expend 
more than $10,000,000 in one year. 

Mr. FAULKNER. May I ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion? I am trying to get at the real meaning of the amendment. 
Does not the other amendment adopted by the Senate limit and 
control the Secretary so that he can not obligate the Government 
for over $400,000 in any one year as to any particular improvement? 

Mr. MILLS. But under the amendment of the Senator from 
a he has the power to select the work. That is the point 


am On. 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the extent of $400,000. 

Mr. MILLS. Why would it not be better to say that he shall 
so adjust the contracts herein authorized to be made by appor- 
tioning to each work the amount which is to be e meds that a 
certain per cent of the appropriation in the bill shall be expended 
on each work? I do not want to give to any Secretary of War the 
discretion to select any work that he may please and expend the 
money oi it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the pending amendment, the amend- 
ment I offered, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island has heretofore been read for information. The 
Chair now understands the Senator to offer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I — ~ an amendment to the amendment 


ICER. The amendment to the amend- 
The Secretary. At the end of the amendment add: 


That this provision shall app! ually to the contracts author- 
ized by Geb withoes panend $0 an upecial terme to the contrary con- 
tained in the clauses providing for such contracts. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Maryland will not 
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There certainly 


Will he accept it? 
ought to be a spirit of fairness in this business. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment as amended on the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM. The whole business. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The whole thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land on the table. It has not yet been formally amended, the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. MILLS. An amendment to it was accepted by the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN, 
modify it. 

Mr. VEST. 
table. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us havea direct vote on the proposition. 
We had one vote to lay on the table, and that was the last vote 
taken in the Senate. I suggest that we take a direct vote upon 
the proposition. 

Mr. ELKINS. DolI understand the Senator from Missouri to 
move to lay the amendment and all the amendments thereto on 
the table? 

Mr. VEST. Yes: the whole thing. 

Mr. ELKINS. It will take them all. 

Mr. BERRY. It will take them all. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then, if the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland is laid on the table, it will dispose of the whole brood 
and family of amendments, all of which obscure the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to get in an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let it come in and we will kill it with the rest. 
Iam willing that that shail be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the recep- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the amendment to the amendment will 
be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer it as a substitute for the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
no objection, the amendment will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to hear it read, but I shall not with- 
draw my motion or lose my right to make it. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment of Mr. GorMAN as 
modified insert: 


I modified the amendment. I had aright to 


As modified, I move to lay the amendment on the 


There being 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
authorized to be made beyond the appropriations made herein by apportion 
ing them in such a way as not to obligate the Government to pay under said 
contracts a sum exceeding in the aggregate $12,000,000 in any one fiscal year 
for such materials and works authorized to be contracted for. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from Maryland as it 
has been modified, and all pending amendments to it, on the table. 

Mr. VEST. That is the motion. 

Mr.GORMAN. On that question let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPi£]}. 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PaLmMer]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TinLMan]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] 
and vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. Cam- 
ERON], but as he and I agree upon this matter, I will record my 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], but my pair has been 
transferred, and I vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
McMILLAN}, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. 1am paired with the senior Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. CaLu]. If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I 
should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ihave a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Virginia |[Mr. DANIEL}. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER] and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the Senator from New 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, Ishould 


Iam paired 
If he were 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


York [Mr. Morrny]. The Senator from New York is,I under- 
stand,in favor of the amendment, and the Senator from New 
Hampshire votes the same way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not paired with the Senator from New 
York on this vote, not unless it is a party question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. PrircH- 
ARD] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would vote 
*¢ vea.” 

Mr. CHILTON (after having voted in the negative). Iam re- 
quested by the senior Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Carrery] to 
= with his colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD], and I therefore with- 

raw my vote and announce my pair. 

Mr. CANNON (after having voted in the negative). I am 

ired on this vote with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

ORGAN]. He is not present, andI therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to state that if my colleague [Mr. 
DANIEL] were here he would vote ‘‘nay” on the motion to lay 
the amendment on the table. He is in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the affirmative). Under 
the circumstances, if it is understood that the Senator from Vir- 
—_ {Mr. DANIEL] can not be paired with the Senator from New 

fampshire |Mr. CHANDLER], 1 will withdraw my vote. I should 
like to exchange pairs; I should like to vote ‘‘ yea” on the motion, 
but I understand that the Senator from Virginia would vote “ nay” 
if present. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 
r. CHANDLER. I vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill pair my colleague [Mr. PrircHarpD] with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danie] and the Senator from 
Washington can vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—40., 

Mitchell Oreg. 
elson, : 


Dubois, 
Elkins, 

ak 
Gallinger, 
George, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 


McBride, 
Mantle, 


Aldrich, Sherman, 
Baco: 


Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 


Pugh, 
a 
wall, 
NAYS—23. 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
Mart 
Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—26. 
goaeien, 
Morrill, 


Murphy, 
Palmer, 


Cockrell, 
Faulkner, 


Teller, 

So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, to 
take the place of the amendment just voted down. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 10, page 100, insert: 

Provided, That except where otherwise herein specifically authorized, the 
ey Se acetate saad recs WT octet 
ae a cuntinulns contract shail be expended in any one a 

Mr. FRYE. I think that there must be a misunderstanding 
about the limitation which has been proposed in the bill. I think 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] misunderstood it. 
The bill came from the House of Representatives with a provision 
only as to those continuing contracts where the sum to be in the 
end expended exceeded $500,000, that a 25 per cent limitation should 
be put on. Almost on the second or third page of the bill is a con- 
tinuing contract for $517,000, and just before it comes one for 
$500,000. Under that limitation, the $500,000 contract could be 
completed in a year and paid for, and under the 25 per cent limita- 
tion the $517,000 contract would take four years. There is no 
justice in that; there is no propriety in it. The large majority of 
these contracts are between $500,000 and $900,000. There is not 
the slightest difficulty about completing these contracts in two 
years; and in these contracts time is just as important as money, 
and yet under the 25 per cent limitation, if it was an $800,000 con- 
tract, you would have to take four years about it; and if it was 
a $700,000 contract four years about it. Av the same time, if it 
was a $4,000,000 contract you coulde d$1,000,000ayear. There 
were several of those—the Hennepin 1 is for nearly $5,000,000, 
and you could expend a million and a quarter a year; in the Su- 
perior and Duluth, $4,000,000, you could spend a millionayear. I 
could name several others where a million dollars a year could be 
expended, but if it happens to be a $517,000 contract, one very im- 
portant, and just as important as any other, it would have taken 


four years to carry it out. There was no justice in that limits. 
tion, nor would there be any more justice in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky. The committee consider) 
that question and made a limitation on all these continuing co). 
tracts that no more than $400,000 a year should be expended on 
any one of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Except those stated in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator did not let me finish. 

Then we excepted—not the Hennepin Canal, for the Senate 
excepted that—but we excepted Superior and Duluth. Nobody 
questions the importance of completing that contract at the ear|i- 
est day ible. We excepted the Delaware harbor of refuye. 
where thousands and thousands of vessels will seek its she|tor 
every year, because of its great es and we excepted the 
Mississippi River. You must make the appropriations for tle 
a River ene f if you are going to make them at a], 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. According to the estimate furnished as to the 
amount carried by this bill between the continuous contracts and 
the money directly appropriated the sum total to be appropriated 
is about $72,000,000 in round numbers. Will the Senator from 
Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, inform me 
as to how much of that money under this bill can be spent for the 
next fiscal year, provided the Secretary of War should make «|| 
the contracts for the amount of money appropriated and that the 
contractors should be able to orm the work? 

Mr. FRYE. I have never figured that, but [ imagine it would 
amount to $25,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH. Then, as I understand it, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], according to his 
statement, would make the amount to be expended $22,000) (0), 
Dol understand, then, that the only difference between the amount 
of money under any circumstances that could be spent under the 
bill as it stands and under the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland is $3,000,000? 

Mr. FRYE. No. The Senator asked me under the continuing 
contracts. There is $12,000,000 appropriated here that can be 


—— 

r. SMITH. WhatI want to get at as near as I can is as to 
how much of the money, when this priation bill shall have 
been , will be called upon or could, under any circumstances, 
be called from the Treasury to be paid out during the coming 


year. 
Mr. FRYE. I have never estimated it. I hold toa little dif- 


ferent opinion from what has been expressed on this floor in rela- 
tion - 7 ae ct elnie lat endieann yet a the Secre- 

of War did no i ing an expenditure if he 
dleckred to do so, I do not care what the appropriation was nor 
where it was. Under the law, if he desires not to expend the 
money, he has the right to refuse, and he has refused to expend 
- _ the case of ede came up here - other 

y. ere Was an & e ten years ago of $17)),()00 
which has not yet been expended. Why? use the Secretary 
of War used his discretion and refused to expend it. 

I go one I understand that in this bill it is in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War to make these contracts, or not 
to make them, and there is where I differ with the Senator from 
Missouri (Mr. Vest]. I know what the decisions of the courts 
have been; but heretofore, in nine cases out of ten at any rate, 
when we have made a continuing contract the language used 
was: “‘ The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to make a contract”; and in every instance in this bill it is that 
he ‘may makeacontract.” I believe that that language was used 

the House committee and by the House itself for the purpose 
of leaving in the hands of the of War a discretion as to 
what of these contracts he shall now enter into, what he shall 
enter into a year from now, and what he may enter into two 
years from now, or whether he shall enter into any of them or 
not. Therefore I voted against the amendment of the Senator 
from land. : 

Mr. SMITH. Iam sorry to be obliged to interrupt the chair- 
man of the committee foramoment longer. My object, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in asking the question I have was simply that on the face of 
the bill which is now pending it will appear to the public, or it 
would at least to the ordinary mind, that the bill was carryn< 
an expenditure of $70,000,000, or three or four times the amount 
ever heretofore appropriated in a similar bill. I think in justice 
to the members of this body that it should not go out in that form. 

I am in favor of fair appropriation bills for river and harbor 
pu But with the present condition of the general business 
of country and with the general condition of the receipts and 
disbursements of the Government Treasury, I say, notwithstand- 
ing some of our friends have refefred to the large amount which 
is now in the Treasury, partly there from the sale of bonds, tat 
we are not justified in appropriating an amount of money grea''T 

heretofore 


than was ever appropriated by any Congress for 








- 


1896. 
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P . Now, if ever, is the time in the history of our country 
when we should show to the people, while they are in a state of 
distress, that we are not going to embarrass them either by addi- 
tional taxation or by the sale of bonds, by the passage of any bill 
such as this, which is not necessary at this time. 

I , Mr. President, on this question, not as I might as a par- 
tisan, glad to be able to see the majority of this Senate and of Con- 
gress passing a bill unprecedented in the history of this country, 
but I speak as a Senator, representing no party but the great 
American people; and I say here that when we undertake to go 
before the American ple with a bill double that of any passed 
in the best times ever known in the history of our country, I doubt 
very much whether it will meet their approval. 

L hope, if there is any question as to the amount the Treasury 
will be obliged to pay out on this account for the coming year, 
that some amendment may be offered to limit the expenditure. I 
do not care whether it is the Secret of War or the Secretary of 
the upon whom the limitation is placed; but I do feel 
that I should like to vote intelligently, and 1 should like to know 
how much I am going to vote shall be expended in this direction. 
Without that information I can not see how any Senator can prop- 
erly be called upon to cast his vote for a measure as to which he 
is so largely in doubt as to the amount of money it carries. 

Mr. LIN Y. Mr. President, I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce whether I understand him to say 
that so far as where direct appropriations are made this bill is 
mandatory upon the Secretary of War, but so far as appropria- 
tions are to be made under contemplated contracts the making of 
those contracts and consequent expenditure of the money under 
those contracts is merely permissive? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not say so, Mr. President. I said that both 
were in the discretion of the Secretary of War and that he had 
always exercised that discretion. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, Mr. President, when this bill becomes a 
law it will be nothing more than an enabling act, which may be 
carried out by the Secretary of War or suspended at his discretion. 
I do not believe that any Department of the Government will reach 
the conclusion that this is a mere enabling act, intended merely 
to empower the Secretary of War to make or to refuse to make 
these public improvements at his will or discretion. He will un- 
derstand that it is his duty to carry out the expressed will of Con- 
gress as it appears in this bill, and the only discretion which he can 
properly exercise will be as to limiting the time within which the 
money shall be expended. 

I think it is the duty of Congress, when it comes to authorize 
contracts to be made for the expenditure of $65,000,000, to indicate 
to the of War its opinion as to what this limitation 
ought to be; and it does seem to me if he be authorized to make 
contracts which will involve the expenditure of $13,900,000 a year 
under the contract system, with the knowledge that each succeed- 
ing year other appropriations will be made, Congress should say 
to the country that not exceeding twenty or twenty-five million 
dollars a year ought to be taken out of the public Treasury for 
- o— improvements under existing conditions. 

. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky to 
rmit me to interrupt him. It may be that he has forgotten the 
imitation already in this bill. There is a limitation in the bill 
that the Secretary of War shall not contract, as I understand, with 
per pent of these oe = vr es to be 
ann exceeding $400,000. t is a deci imitation; 

and I think that is in the bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. FAULKNER. It is in the bill now; and in the construc- 
tion of these gn ame there can not be expended in any one 
year an amount exceeding $400,000 on any one continuing con- 


Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask if any estimate has been made as to 
what the amount of the annual expenditure will be if the Secre- 
tary of War goes to the extent of $400,000 under these various 
a 


. FRYE. No estimate has been made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the Committee on Commerce can not tell 
whether the expenditure of the coming year will be fifteen, eight- 
een, or‘ twenty-five million dollars under that limitation? 

Mr. FRYE. I estimated it at $25,000,000; but it was not a care- 


estimate. 
Mr. LINDSAY. For the first year? 
Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is, including appropriations that are not 


to be 
Mr. FRYE. No; the second year the bill appropriates about 
twelve two or three h thousand dollars. My own 
impression would be that if we made a contract in every single 
“ee ee rate $25,000,000. 

Mr. . How much ture of money would it re- 
uire to fulfill the terms of the bill if all the contracts authorized 
be made were made? 


ss 


Mr. FRYE. There is a restriction, as the Senator knows, in 
the bill of $400,000—that in no one contract can there be over that 
sum expended. 


Mr. ALLEN. But that is not the question I asked the Senator. 


Taking the appropriations altogether, with the money which will 
be necessary to discharge the obligations which may be incurred 


under the bill, the contracts which may be entered into, how 
much money, in round numbers, will it take to exhaust the bill? 
Mr. FRYE. It takes about $64,000,000 in continuing contracts, 
and they all run over four years, and one of them probably will 
run eight years. 
Mr. ALLEN. Is that in addition to the present appropriations? 


Mr. FRYE. That is in addition to the appropriation of 
$12,000,000. 
Mr. ALLEN. So it will make about $76,000,000, all told? 


Mr. FRYE. Ishould think so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think $13,000,000 spent under the continuing- 
contract system is an excessive sum, after the Senate has decided 
against the limitation of $10,000,000. I shall therefore insist 
upon my amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to hear the amendment read, 

Mr. FRYE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS. What is the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 10, on 
page 100, the following: 


Provided, That, except where otherwise herein specifically authorized, the 
Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts provided for by this act that 
not more than 20 per cent of any one of the appropriations to be expended 


under a continuing contract shall be expended in any one fiscal year 


Mr. ELKINS. 
as to the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. Turpie}. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Llinois [Mr. PALMER], 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr1i.u], but he and I agree on 
this question, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired generally with the senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], but I am assured by his 
colleague [Mr. Burrows] that on this question he would vote 
‘“‘yea,” if present, and as I vote the same way I will record my 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK] isabsent from the city. He is paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Gisson]. 

Mr. CANNON. On this vote I am paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama {Mr. Moraan]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to announce that on this vote my col- 
league [Mr. PriTcHARD] is paired with the Senator from Virginia 
oo DANIEL], who is paired generally with the Senator from 

ashington [Mr. Squire]. By this transfer of pairs the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Squire] is at liberty to vote. My col- 
league would vote ‘* yea,” if present. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that the exchange of pairs as made 
is satisfactory, and so my vote in the affirmative may stand. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that my colleague {Mr. Cau] 
on this vote is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHILTON. Iam paired on this question with the Senator 
from Louisiana ae BLANCHARD]. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand my pair has been transferred, 
and I therefore vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 18; as follows: 


There is the same objection to that amendment 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired 
If he were 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Nelson, Stewart, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Pasco, T est, 
Baker, Frye, Perkins, Walthall, 
Berry, Gallinger, Pettigrew, farren, 
Blackburn, George, Platt, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Jones, Nev. Pugh, White, 
Butler, nige, Quay, Wilson. 
Caffery, McBride Sewell, 
Cameron, Mills, Shoup, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
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NAYS—18. 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Peffer, 
NOT VOTING—44. 


Jones, Ark, 
McMillan, 
Mantle, 
Morgan, 
smnem, era 
Arter, u ’ 
( ‘hilton, Palen, 
Clark, oar, Pritchard, 
Daniel, Irby, Proctor, 

So the amendment was lald on the table. 

Mr. HILL. On page 14, line 14, in order that the item there 
may have further consideration in the conference committee, I 
move to strike out “ five” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 14, page 14, before the word ‘ thou- 
eee is proposed to strike out “ five” and insert ‘‘ ten”; so as 
to read: : 

Improving harbor at Huntington, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BATE. In line 5, on page 65, in the clause relating to the 
improvement of Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn., be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,” I move to strike out “ eighty” and 
insert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty ”; so as to make the appropriation 
$250,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be stated. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I beg to say that this amendment 
proposes to provide for a continuing contract for $250,000. The 
work can be completed,I think, within eighteen months or two 
years. It is for the removal of an obstacle in the Cumberland River. 

It is a verysmall amount. Its friends went before the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, but I regret to say they did not allow us but 
$80,000 for the continuing contract which was appropriated by 
the House, I trust the Senate will agree to make it $250,000. 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Brown, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 


Gear, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 


Sherman, 
Thurston, 
ilas. 


Allison, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 

Call, 


Davis, 
Dubois, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 


Though the appropriation involves but a small amount, it is of 
— interest to our people. 


The commercial organizations, the 
yoards of trade, and the people generally are much interested in 
it and ask that I present the matter to the Senate. I do so, and 
I hope the Senate wil! accept the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE] will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 65,line 5, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ eighty ” and insert ‘‘ two hun- 
dred and fifty”; so as to to read: 

Seaprortag Copeteaians River below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $250,000, ete. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am not at all surprised that 
eee Senators should <r this bill, as it authorizes the 
making of large contracts for the expenditure of money. I am 
surprised, however, that Democratic Senators should give aid and 
comfort to this seeming squandering of the public money. Of 
course these contracts will be made in the year 1897; they will 
be made evidentiy by a ublican Secretary of War, if the 

resent prospects are realized, and no doubt these contracts will 
be made with a class of gentlemen who will be willing to con- 
tribute very 1 y and very liberally to the support of the Re- 

ublican party in its cam I can understand, therefore 

m a mere party a t, why Republican Senators should 

support this measure. can not understand, however, why 
Democrats should do so, nor why Populists should do so. 

There is one matter about this bill that we ought to know, and 
I regret very much that the chairman of the committee has failed 
thus far to enlighten the country upon the prospect that we have 
in view at another Co of a money for the im- 
provement of additional creeks. e bill itself carries an appro- 
priation for the improvement of many creeks and one mill , 
as I recollect it. I do not recall any ditches. I think there is one 
ditch, however, in New York. But the bill requires estimates to 
be made for the improvement of 16 different creeks for the im- 

rovement of which ap ropriations have never been made here- 
fore. The first one ve Mile Creek, in Alabama. The second 
is Petaluma Creek, in California. Then there are Cedar Creek, in 
Delaware; Suisun Creek, in California; Orange Creek, in the State 
of Florida; Oldmans Creek, Divi Creek, and Tuckerton Creek, 
in New Jersey; Catskill Creek and Coney Island Creek, in the 
State of New York; Potecasi Creek, in i 
wanda Creek, in the State of Pennsy: 
fornia; Mantua Creek, New Jersey, and 
State of Washington. 
i think it is important that the country should know that the 
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bill not only improves ————_ and obscure estuaries in the 
country that are of no earthly account for commercial purposes 
but that the contemagtanas ov is that it will take in all ti 
creeks in all the different States of the Union, tially those 
States lying along the Atlantic and Pacific Seaboard. 

I think the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerca 
did not do the country full justice when he failed to enlighten t},, 
taxpayers that the bill which carries with it something })\, 
seventy-six and a half million dollars of money, immediate 4), 
prospective, is to be supplemented by a bill in the Fifty-fif;) 
Congress which shall take in all the creeks from Maine to Flori 
and from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, I think the peo)|o 
ought to be warned or ought to be informed of an appropriation 
policy upon the part of the incoming Administration which w;/] 
take into consideration the creeks. 

Let me say one thing more. I observe in the bill that we hayo 
made an appropriation to improve what is known as Yellow }\\ jj] 
Pond, in the State of New Hampshire. That is my recollection, 
It has been several days since I read it. 

Mr. FRYE. Connecticut. 

Mr. ALLEN. In Connecticut. 

Mr. FRYE. Not quite. 

Mr. ALLEN. The people can be informed and rest assured that 
as soon as we get through with the estuaries and the lagoons and 
the bayous and the creeks we will reach the ditches of the country 
and then we will reach the mill ponds. ) 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is talk- 
ing about things that he knows nothing on earth about. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you. 

Mr. FRYE. He is talking about creeks as if a creek because it 
is called a creek has no navigation on it. I told the Senator the 
other day, when the same question was raised, that there is ay 
appropriation here for Newtown Creek, and that there is $67.0, - 
000 of commerce on Newtown Creek. 

The play on the word “creek” is old. It smells of antiquity. 
It has been used over and over again. It is the old talk of run- 
ning a ship on dew and all that sort of thing. Let me tell the 
Senator there is no creek appropriated for which has not received 
the approval of two engineers, first a preliminary examination, 
next a survey, and then a declaration t commerce requires it. 
Let —— im that the oe all een the South depend 
upon these very appropriations t their ucts of cotton and 
tobacco to the eaten r 

Mr. GRAY. In competition with the railroads. 

Mr. FRYE. These rivers and bayous and creeks are little arter- 
ies of commerce, to be sure; they require only small recmist ions, 
but they go directly to the poor working people and the farmers 
of the country and not to the great commercial centers. The Sen- 
ator had better investigate the bill before he undertakes to abuse 
it by talking about creeks. 

Besides, I am sick of having Senators rise on this floor and ob- 
ject to the river and harbor bill when the same Senators come 

fore the committee and demand at the hands of the committee 
increased a riations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that the Senator from Maine 
should misconstrue my remarks. I am in hearty syiapathy with 
the bill as it exists, of course, and the tive appropriations, 
and I was a sa that I thought the Senator from Maine 
had failed to discharge his duty only so far as he failed to cal! the 
attention of the country to the fact that all the creeks in the coun- 
| and all the mill ponds after a time are to be improved. __ 

am perfectly ing that the Senator shall make appropria- 
tions to improve the creeks and rivers of the State which I have 
the honor in = to represent here. I shall not regard it as an 
offense if he does so, and I think the Senator is premature in his 


It is all the same. 


| remarks that I am talking about something I know nothing about. 


I have seen some of the creeks in thiscountry. It is in accordance 
with the policy of the bill, and I say this at the hazard of what 
little interest the State of Nebraska may have in it, whether the 
Senator from Maine may like it or not, to expend thousands and 
millions of dollars in worthless improvements of creeks and estu- 
aries and bayous. The argument that the Senator from Maine 
makes here been made a hundred times before. There never 
was a reckless and inexcusable expenditure of public money that 
an artful man could not conjure up a subterfuge or excuse for it. 
Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I hope the heated forensic passag® 
between the chairman of the committee and the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. aS to creeks and bayous will not divert 
the Senate from the I have made, for it is 4 
ust and proper one. It y to increase the amount of the 
ouse appro on from eighty thousand to two hundred and 
a! thousand dollars. 
pon the question of “creeks” I have no comment to make, 
that my amendment is not for a “creek,” but for 
the berlan ver, navigable 500 miles, and 200 miles of it 
between the city of Nashville and its mouth. Thousands of tons 
of freight annually go down its bosom to the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi rivers, and is thus around thecountry. Theresre 
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two railroads down that river—one on either bank. They con- 
trol the rate of transportation of the products grown in the fertile 
country drained by that river and its tributaries. I propose by 
the amendment at least to helpto check the monopolistic tendency 
of the railroads that run down the banks of the river and bring 
them to a sense of propriety in regard to the amount they should 
charge for the transportation of the farm products rai in that 
immediate country. : 

I will not be driven from what I believe to be my duty by the 
idea that is thrown out oe Senator from Nebraska as to the 
course to be pursued by Democrats. Mr. President, I do not be- 
lieve in these extravagant expenditures that increase the burden 
of taxes upon ouralready overburdened people. I do not approve 
of all or even half that is found in the pending bill, but because 
I do not shall I stand idly by and see others taking the loaf while 
I can not get even a slice on the meritorious amendment I offer in 
the interest of the people in my State? The cleaning out of the 
rivers and harbors isagreatadvantage toour country, for it brings 
about much-needed competition; but it should be done with mcd- 
eration and propriety, and I do not myself approve of the extrav- 
agance that isin this bill, and I have voted every time an oppor- 
tunity has been offered for the reduction of the amount of $70,- 
000,000. Iwill doso again. But, sir, my proposition should not 
be defeated simply on account of the declamation of the Senator 
from Maine t r. Fry] or the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. It should stand on its merits. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 


motion of the Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the 
able. 

; Mr. BATE. I suppose the Senator from Maine will allow me 
to get through, certainly, before he moves to shelve my motion. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I supposed he had 
concluded, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee to yield the floor. 

Mr. BATE. I want to have it understood that the Cumberland 
is not a creek, but a splendid and beautiful river. It isa stream 
which bears tons of commerce upon its bosom; one which con- 
tributes much to the advantage of a half million people who live 


upon its banks. The appropriation asked for by this amendment | 


would relieve the chief obstruction to its navigation at the mouth 
of Harpeth River, between the ay of Nashville and the Ohio 
River. It has no connection with the just and proper appropria- 
tion applied to this river above the city of Nashville. 

Mr. FRYE. For this river there is one item in the bill for 
$80,000 and in another item there is a continuing contract for 


$600,000. 

Mr. BATE. It is altogether a different proposition. That is 
above and this is below the city of Nashville. I tried to make it 
appear that at the mouth of the river, where this spplies, there 
is an obstacle that should be removed, and with that obstacle 
removed we will have two months’ additional regular navigation 
of the river and help the laborer and the producer transport their 
products at reasonable rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. FRYE. As chairman of the committee I feel that it is my 


duty to reply to a certain extent to what the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. Smrru] has said in relation to the bill, and therefore 
lask ous consent that, oe the committee, I may 
occupy about fifteen minutes of the time of the Senate. 


atl VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, there never has been a time in my 
experience when there has been such a universal demand for river 
and harbor improvements as this very year. There is hardly a 
great harbor in this country hitherto regarded as ample for all 
req its of commerce which has not been persistent in its 
demands for wider and deeper channels to accommodate the great 
freight ships of the world. It has come fromaway down in the 
magnificent harbor of Portland, from Boston, New York, all over 
the Great Western Lakes—the lakes 2 or 3 feet lower than usual 
and the ships twice as large as ever. From them this demand 
has come to Congress. It has been an irresistible demand, for it 
is the demand of the American people. It is in response to that 
demand that the bill has been reported by the two committees of 

the 


commerce of this 
so enormo’ 


blic in the last quar- 
y that it is the marvel 








of the whole world. 
heard it estimated—I dare not myself make an estimate 
where from twenty to forty billion dollars’ worth of domestic com- 
merce is transported every year over the 175,000 miles of our 
railroads and by over 8,000,000 tons of documented and undocu- 
mented vessels, a fleet three times greater than that of France 
and Germany and Italy and Spain and England combined en- 


I have 
that any- 


It is without parallel in all history. 


gaged in the same business. It is,I say,the marvel of the age. 
Mr. Depew, in a speech only a short time ago—I remember seeing 
it in the press—declared that our commerce transported over our 
railroads 100 miles exceeded by 200,000,000 tons the commerce of 
the whole world. I take it there is no Senator here who will not 
be ready to admit that a great factor, a very valuable factor, in 
that immensely increasing commerce has been the constantly de- 
creasing freight charges. 

Twenty years ago we paid our railroads 3} cents a ton-mile. It 
cost them 24 cents a ton-mile. Last year we paid those same rail- 
roads seventy-eight one-hundredths of 1 cent a ton-mile, and 
the cost was about one-half of a cent. You take freights by 
steam on the ocean and they are only one-fifth of those by 
rail, while by sail they are only one-tenth. The voyage from 
California to Europe with a load of wheat is 15,000 miles. The 
charges of freight on that wheat are from $7.50 toS$l0aton. That 
is five one-hundredths of a cent a ton-mile up to sixty-seven one- 
thousandths of a cent. 

The people of this country are not content. 
ing that those freights shall still go down. How can they be 
further reduced? Can your railroads carry any morecheaply? I 
assert that they can not unless some new motive power is discov- 
ered which economizes in the matter of fuel. Where can you carry 
it more cheaply? On the water, and nowhere else; and for that 
reason the people of the United States to-day, the intelligent busi- 
ness men of the country, are everywhere demanding water im- 
provements. Did you notice a few months ago that by an over- 
whelming vote the people of New York appropriated $9,000,000 to 
broaden and deepen the Erie Canal? What for? To decrease 
freight charges, and for nothingelse. Have you noticed that there 
are demands to-day coming from great boards of trade that there 
shall be dams built to raise the water in the Lakes? What for? 
To accommodate the great freight ships of the Lakes and make 
freights cheaper. Have you noticed that the demands are coming 
from all over the country for great canals and waterways from 
the Lakes to the ocean? What for? To make freights cheaper. 
Have you noticed that the people are demanding the building of 
the Nicaragua Canal? What for? To bring the Pacific and the 
Atlantic 10,000 miles nearer to each other and to decrease the 
freights one-half at least and build up the commerce enormously, 
both domestic and foreign. 

Sir, you can see, and if the Senators are in touch with the 
American people they will feel it, too, that the demand in this 
country is for accommodations on the water. How will the peo- 
ple get them? The United States has exclusive jurisdiction over 
navigable streams in this country. There is only one place to 
obtain those appropriations and to secure those improvements, 
and that is from Congress. We have been responding for the last 
ten years and we have been supposed to be responding with a rea- 
sonable degree of liberality. Have we been throwing away money? 
Have we been too extravagant? We have spent millions of dollars 
on the great Mississippi River. Is it money thrownaway? Year 
before last it took 3,500,000 tons of documented and undocumented 
vessels to carry the freight on that river alone. I admit itis a 
vexatious and troublesome river, but can the United States refuse 
to make appropriations for it and let it become a useless one? We 
made heavy appropriations for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Was it money thrown away? Such a harbor will accommodate a 
portion of this country greater than all the islands of Great Brit- 
ain. Is that money thrownaway? I picked upa moment ago the 
statement of the local engineer. Let me show you what he says. 
Colonel Miller says: 


They are demand- 


The depth at Galveston March 2. 1893, 13 feet; March 2, 1894, 14 feet; March 
2, 1895, 15 feet; March 2, 1806, 22 feet. From the date of my arrival here in 
March, 1893, to the present date the channel has deepened 8} feet. There is 
no doubt that 25 feet of water will be obtained in a few months, and ulti- 
mately a depth of 30 feet. 


Is it wasting the money of the people of the United States to 
obtain a deep-water harbor ai Galveston, floating vessels of a 
draft of 30 feet and accommodating a third of this great Republic, 
and that third being the agriculturists of the country? 

We have appropriated a large sum of money for a magnificent 
lock at the Soo. Tt was placed under a continuing contract. It 
has taken five or six hundred thousand dollarsa year. Is it money 
wasted? Last year two and a half million of tonnage passed 
through the Soo Canal in eight months’ time, more than passed 
through the Suez Canal, which carries the commerce of the world, 
in an entire year. We made great appropriations for a deep chan- 
nel through the Lakes. Is there a Senator here who will say that 
money is thrown away to maintain a channel of 21 feet through 
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those lakes and accommodate the magnificent commerce of that 


section of the country? 

Mr. President, take the Alabama River. I see the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGu] sitting here. We placed the Alabama River 
under the continuing contract system,and the Savannah Harbor 
also, to obtain, I think, 24 feet of water and a channel 500 feet wide. 
It has been accomplished. How accomplished? At a cost of 7.7 
centsacubic yard, the lowest price ever paid by the United States for 
dredging. ow, what will it do? Take the Alabama River alone. 
You lay out $50,000 more on the Warrior and the Tombigbee 
rivers, and you will open up to the commerce of the world inex- 
haastible mines of the best coal on the globe, which can be landed 
on shipboard at Mobile for $1.25 a ton. One year’s business will 
save the people every single dollar appropriated for that improve- 
ment. Imight goon almost endlessly in this direction. But I 
will not trespass on the Senate. 

The next question is, Why do you not finish some of these im- 
provements and stop? Why does not commerce stop? We can 
not complete and stop, because the demands of the people for 
cheap freights have doubled the size of freight ships in the last 
ten years, and a channel 300 feet wide and 12 feet deep, ten years 
ago ample, will not permit the freight ships of ay to turn 
around in it nor through unless they can walk on the bot- 
tom. Another thing, why do ee have such large ships? Be- 
cause small ships are eliminated to-day from the problem. They 
can not carry at a profit at present rates. It is utterly impossible. 
It is only the great ships that can be successfully run. Low 
freights hove compelled great ships,and great ships are to-day 
demanding these improvements. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] talks about creeks 
and bayous. That has been the fashion with river and harbor 
critics for years. Such talk is stale and such fault-finders have 
not the facts. To-day under the law how are you to secure an 
improvement for a harbor? We will suppose the Senator from 
Montana {[Mr. MANTLE] desires to have an improvement for a 
river in his State. What is the course to be pursued under the 
law? He comes to the Committee on Commerce and gets a pre- 
liminary survey in the bill. Whatis that? It requires an engi- 
neer officer to go to the locality, make a careful and thorough 
examination into the commerce, present and prospective, then 
to determine whether or not under all circumstances the locality 
is entitled to improvement, whether or not the interests of com- 
merce will justify it. He makeshis eens If unfavorable, that 
is the end of it. We hear no more aboutit. About a third of 
them are ended in that way. 

If, on the contrary, he reports that it is worthy of improve- 
ment, then two years from that time there is an item in the next 
river and harbor bill, providing for a survey, an estimate, and a 
prerect. The local engineer makes his survey, his project, and 

is estimate, reports to the Chief of Engineers, the Chief examines 
carefully both reports, and then at the end of four years he sends 
them to Congress with his recommendation. Then the commit- 
tees in both Houses make their careful examinations, and if they 
agree with those officers Congress makes an appropriation. Now, 
pray tell me how a miserable creek or a useless bayou can secure 
a place in the river and harbor bill through that devious route 
which it must travel? I say it is absolutely impossible. 

There has been extravagance in the use of money for river and 
harbor ao I admit it. But what kind of an extrav- 
agance? ‘Too small appropriations. Let me illustrate: The Sen- 
ator from a {[Mr. WALTHALL] desires a harbor in his 
State improved. ere is a project for dredging. It will cost a 
million dollars. It has been recommended by the of Engi- 
neers, after the first and second examinations, and the local a 
neer estimates that $200,000 ought to be eat for 
coming year; that that amount can be profita Phare meng The 
Chief of Engineers looks it over and he finds that adding all the 
recommendations of the locai en together will make a river 
and harbor bill of $70,000,000. he cuts this item down one- 
half, and recommends $100,000. Then the two committees of 
Congress find that the gate of the Chief will reach $30,000,- 
000, and they make an cut, and the result is that it ay 
$50,000 that year. That must suffice for two years. Now, 
contractor must bid on a fifty-thousand-dollar jobonly. It takes 
all the paraphernalia it would require if it were a million-dollar 
contract. he charges double what he would if he had the 


entire contract. 

The $50,000 is expended. The next he gets nothing be- 
cause we only have a river and harbor bill once in two years. At 
the end of the next year the currents, the storms, and the waves 
have swept away the $50,000, and that is repeated year after year. 
In twenty years that improvement would not be completed under 
our old plan of doing business, te dollar thus apt 
in nine cases out of ten was wasted. e started with G 
in just that way. We appropriated $500,000 year after year and 
made no headway at all. 


1 saw very plainly how that was an extravagance, and a few 


years ago proposed to the Senate Committee on Commerce ¢},a+ 
we — experiment. I knew that in Europe where they wis)\.4 
to make an improvement of any importance they first appropriateq 
the entire amount of money necessary, then made their contr,,.;. 
and the contractors drew on the money 80 appropriated until ¢.),! 
pletion was reached. I pr that we select half a dozen jy). 
portant improvements and di the Secretary of War to make 
contracts to complete them. It was done in several insta) 0s 
We selected, first, Galveston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, St. \\,,;,., 
Lock, Hay Lake Channel. Nobody questions the importan:.. \ 
any of them. Nearly all of them are right on the ragged ojo 
of completion to-day, and under the old plan they would not }\,;¢ 
been completed within ten years. How about the cost? 

Mr. PASCO. Some of them are completed. 

Mr. FRYE. Someof them arecompleted. How about thie cost? 
Our improvements before that time had always cost us more t}\ay 
the estimates. How about it this time? @ saved $900,000 on 
Galveston. I have read to you the result there. We saved oy 
the lock at Sault Ste. Marie $768,000. We saved on Baltinore 
Channel 15 per cent, on Hay Lake Channel 34 per cent, and in, »j] 
these cases we saved as much in time as in money. How aljwut 
Philadelphia? The estimates at Philadelphia were $4,300,000. Tho 
entire contract was let for $2,000,000. We saved in that single 
contract $2,000,000; the work is nearly complete, and the P))j\y- 
delphians are rejoicing in their great harbor. 

r. SMITH. Will the Senator excuse me for a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator when he says “ sayed” 
does he mean to say that it would have cost that much more un- 
der other circumstances? 

Mr. FRYE. I mean to say the engineers estimated the cost of 
removing the islands at Philadelphia at $4,300,000, and that it 
would have cost every dollar of that, and probably more, as js 
shown by our e ience in the past. But being authorized to 
make a contract for the entire work, they actually let it for a goo 
deal less than one-half the price the dredgers ever offered to 
take it for before. That is what I mean. 

Mr.SMITH. In other words, the difference between the esti- 
mate of the ae and the price paid is the difference you 
claim was saved. 

Mr. FRYE. That isa play on words. I donot care anything 
about that. 
= SMITH. Itis not a play on words. It is a statement of 

Mr. FRYE. In the next bill weinserted the Hudson River; the 
Charleston Harbor, which has been completed, and is a perfor 
success; Savannah; St. Johns River; Mobile Harbor, com))leted, 
a@ success; Mobile =z the Cascades; ship channel through the 
lakes 21 feet deep. e saved all the way from 15 to 50 per cm 
on all of these contracts and saved more in time. Let me sive 

ou an illustration. The estimate for the lake ship channel was 

840,000. We let it for $1,304,000 and the work is about done. 
We saved one-half the cost and more than one-half the time. 
Take Mobile Bay. I told you what the ing was—7.7 cents 
ic yard. Never before have we had it done for less than 
12 cents. Take Humboldt Bay, i The estimate was 
$1,715,000. We let it for $750,000, a million dollars less than the 
estimate, and the other day a picture was sent to me which 
showed a steamer sailing t into the bay, the work being done. 

Now, Mr. President, why has the other House provided for con- 
tinuing contracts in the river and harbor bil! to the 
amount of $64,000,000? y has the Committee on Commerce on 
the of the Senate approved of that action? There are items 
in the bill that I have been against and oe Yet why am 
I able to assert in this presence that this is a good Dill, pro- 
motive of the best interests both of commerce and of the working 
people of this blic? I hesitate not to make such a declara- 
tion because of lessons ta’ me during the experience f the 
last ten , and he is = ao who reads history written 
and profits ne nothing from its teachings. 

It the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill }ass’ 
Mr. SMITH. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage 01 the 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceed 
call the roll. ; 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were 


rake os ee 
Mr. RIS (when his name was called). I am op d with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1}, who s nec 


sarily absent. He and I agreeing upon this question, | record my 


vote “‘nay.” ; 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea gener! pt 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], bu' i 
that if he were present, he would vote “yea,” and | cas 
same vote. I “yea.” 


| 


e 
é 
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Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina a TILLMAN}. 
I understand that the same transfer hereto 
this vote? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. : 
the same transfer made twice before to-day. 


I am pai 
Do 
ore made applies to 


The Senator from Nebraska will make 


Mr. THURSTON. ThenI transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the transfer of pairs announced by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston] I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Pritcu- 
arp] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would vote 
‘‘vea.” I wish to pair him with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Dantet], so that the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] can 


vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT]. If he were present, I should vote 
“ ea,” 

Mir, PASCO. I wish to announce that if my colleague [Mr. 
CALL] were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” He is out of the city 
at the present time and is not paired. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] is absent, 
but he is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—457. 

Davis, Mantle, Shoup, 
—_ Dubois, Martin, Seuhe, 
Bacon, Elkins, Mills, Stewart, 
Baker, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Berry, e, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Blackburn, nger, Nelson, Turpie, 
Burrows, Gear, , Vest. 
Butler, George, Peffer, Walthall. 
Caffery, Gray Perkins, Warren, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Platt, Wetmore, 
Cannon, ey, gh, White, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. uay, Wilson. 
Chandler, dsay, oach, 
Cockrell, Lodge, Sewell, 
Cullom, McBride, Sherman, 

NAYS—9. 

Chilton, Hill, Smith, 
sy Harris, Kyle, Vilas. 
B 

oe NOT VOTING—23. 
Blanchard, Gordon, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Brice, Morgan, or, 
Call, Hale, Morrill, Tillman, 
Clark, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Gibson, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
So the bill was . 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frye, 
. Quay, and Mr. VEsT were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian war veterans bill that 


We heen eee “E> 
Mr. GALLINGER. It was read. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was read at that time. I do 


ae =— it will take long. Perhaps it can be disposed of in a few 
a 

Mr. VEST. I should be very glad if the Senator from Oregon 
would let me have a till passed which has been read, in order to 
get it into conference. It will not take long, I presume. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 2698. The bill was read the other day, and at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] the proceeding 


was E 
Mr. M. The bill was read in full. 
Mr. VEST. Yes; it was read in full. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President,I rise toa point of order. By 
consent on a former day it was that immedi- 


ately upon the of the river and harbor bill, which has 
pe the resolution in relation to seati Mr. Du 


‘ont, of Delaware, should be taken up for consideration and be 
continued until a vote should be reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read from the 
Recorp the agreement referred to by the Senator from Indiana. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Vice-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mr. GoRMAN. It is that upon the passage of 


XXVITI—-324 


land will restate his request. 
river and harbor appro- 


priation bill, the next morning, immediately after the routire business, the 
resolution proposing to seat Mr. Du Pont shall be taken up an continued un- 
der eunsidevaiien. and that the vote shall be taken not later than 5o'clock on 
the second day.—Congressional Record, page 4772. 

Mr. TURPIE. I see that I had misapprehended the text of the 
unanimous-consent agreement. I tnought it provided that the 
resolution should be taken up immediately after the passage of 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state to the Senator from 
Indiana that I was under the same impression until a few mo- 
ments ago, but in counseling with some gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber my attention was attracted to the Recorp, 
and I saw it was the unanimous agreement that the next morning 
after the conclusion of the river and harbor bill that resolution 
should be proceeded with. So the Du Pont case will come up 
to-morrow morning under the order heretofore made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to offer anamendment on the part of the 
minority of the committee in conformity with the precedents upon 
the subject. I move to insert ‘‘not” before “ entitled.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the amendment be 
printed and go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I now yield to the Senator from 
Missouri. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 2698. 
been already read in full. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of 
St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the southwest 
line of said county, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to act upon the committee amend- 
ments and we can take up the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Illinois when that part of the bill is reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, to insert after line 25 
the following proviso: 

Provided also, That said proposed bridge shall not be located within one- 
half mile of any bridge already constructed across said river 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Illinois has an amendment to 
propose to the provision. He desires to strike out ‘‘ one-half” 
and insert ‘‘ three-fourths.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to strike out the words ‘‘one-half” and 
insert the words ‘‘ three-fourths of 1”; so as to read ‘‘ within three- 
fourths of 1 mile of any bridge.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 
1, section 9, after the word ‘‘ That,” to insert ‘‘as”; so as to read: 

That as a principal reason for giving authority to build the bridge herein 
contemplated is to secure reasonable rates and tolls to that class of traffic 
described in this act for passage over the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 8, after the word 
“The,” where it first occurs, to strike out ‘‘said”; in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ corporation,” to strike out “or individuals”; 
in line 11, after the word ‘‘ directors,” to strike out ‘‘ or individuals 
owning” and insert ‘‘of the corporation owning or controlling”; 
so as to read: 

That said corporation may transport on said bridge and approaches thereto 
persons and roperty of the class described in this act, ona new allow others 
so to do; and said bridge and approaches may be used for the transporta- 
tion of all that class of persons and property described in this act, under such 
regulations as the directors of said corporation or the parties owning the 
said bridge may prescribe. The corporation owning the said bridge may 
take, receive, and collect such ratesand tolls for travel, passage, or transpor- 
tation over said bridge and approaches as the directors of the corporation 
owning or controlling said telies may from time to time fix and establish, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 31, after the word 
**said,” to strike out ‘‘ directors or individuals owning” and to 
insert ‘‘ corporation owning or controlling ” ; in line 35, after the 
word “over,” to strike out ‘‘the same” and insert ‘‘said bridge”; 
and in line 36, after the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘‘in either 
event”; so as to read: 

In case said corporation owning or controlling said bridge shall operate a 
street-car line or permit any street-car company to operate a street-car line 
on said bridge and approaches, the fare for a single passenger over said 
bridge for persons over 5 years of age shall not exceed 5 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 11, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 11. That said corporation shall have power toacquire title to lands, b 
condemnation or otherwise, as may be necessary for the construction of said 


It has 
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bridge and approaches thereto, in accordance with the laws of the State or 
States wherein titie to such property may be necessary to the construction 
of such bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 12,in the follow- 
ing words: 
Sec. 12. That the said co tion, its ass successors, grantees, mort- 
gees, representatives, and successors in interest, may, from time to time 
borrow pommey of any rate of interest and issue or r evidences o' 
indebtedness bearing such rate of interest and at such time and at 
such place or places as may thereby be deemed ble or proper, and ma 
scoure such bonds or other inde ess by mortgage of such bridge an 
cecosches and such tolls and of the privileges, rights, and franchises given 
vy rt. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend by inserting at the end of line 
20, in section 1, the words ‘‘ or in the navigation of the river”; so 






_ as to read: 


And it shall be the duty of the said board to give a public beseing in the 
city of St. Louis to all parties interested in the construction of sai a 
or in the navigation of the river whenever the design and drawings of said 
bridge and maps of location shall have been submitted to the Secretary of 
War as herein provided. 


Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend, on page 3, section 8, line 3, 
before the word ‘‘ unbroken,” by inserting the article ‘‘an.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Inline 4 of section 3 I move to insert the word 
“single” before the word ‘‘spans,” and to change the word 
“spans” to ‘‘span,” in the singular number; and in same line 
I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘span” down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘ water,” in line7, on e 4, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 38, line 4, it is ne to strike 
out the word “spans” where it first occurs and rt “span”; 
before the word ‘‘span,” to insert the word ‘‘single”; and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘span,” to strike out “‘ and shall have at 
least two channel spans of not less than 750 feet clear width, each 
measured at right angles to the current at any and all stages of 
water”; so as to read: 

Sxo. 3. That in case the said brid 


fore constructed and known as the 
unbroken and continuous single span, etc. 


shall be built below the bri hereto- 
Eads dge, it shall be built with an 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. What does the Senator make the width of those 
8p. 


ans? 
Mr. GEORGE. We do not have two spansthere. It is to bea 
single span. 

In section 8, line 7, on page 4, I move to strike out the word 
a ” and insert ‘‘span.” 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a committee of conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 

i of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, 


point the conferees on the 
. E.xuys, and Mr. Jones of Nevada were appointed. 


PENSIONS TO INDIAN WAR VETERANS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I now ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate for the present consideration of Senate bill 2281. The 
bill has already been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest to the Senator that we pro- 
ceed for the remainder of the evening with the Calendar of un- 


objected cases. 
. MITCHELL of I hope the Senator will allow me 
to have this bill consi and 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Itis the Indian war veterans’ pen- 
sion bill, which was usly reported by the Committee on 
Pensions, a its chairman . GALLINGER]. 

a on Then, I as soon as that bill shall have 
nm disposed of that unanimous consent we may proceed 
vee dea ceuaiberstinc anes ee 

Mr. MITCHELL of . Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I unanimous consent that when the bill 
inc of the Senator from Oregon is disposed of the Senate 

to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calen- 
er. The only question is, whether we should proceed to the 
consideration of unobjected House cases or unobjected cases 


nerally. 
a. SHERMAN. I have one case that I shall ask to have taken 
up. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a Senate bill? 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is a House bill of only four lines in 


a which can be in a minute. 
. COCKRELL. _Iask unanimous consent, then, that we may 
o.” P 


“ner of unobj House bills. [‘‘No.” “No.” 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first ask if there jo 
objection to the request of the Senator from Oregon to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill named by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
ga abu ke Caan eetiaerrince cen 
an act en $= gran @ survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Haw 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” 
“now = 27, 1892. 

r. LODGE. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill has been read heretofore, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the bj)! 
has been heretofore read im full. It will be again read if any 


Senator desires. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well. I do not ask for it. 
ENT. The amendments reported by tho 





The VICE-PRES 
Committee on Pensions will be stated. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions 
was, in line 19, after the words ‘‘ Pacific Coast,” to insert ‘the 
Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 to 185s.” 

Mr. PASCO. That amendment was heretofore agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of oe That was agreed to the other day, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in line 82, after the words “record 
of,” to strike out ‘‘ enlisted” and insert ‘‘ enlistment”; and in line 
35, after the words “shall be,” to strike out “acceptable” and 
insert “‘ accepted ”; so as to read: 

And provided further, That where there is no record of enlistment or mus- 
ter into service in any of the wars mentioned in this or the original act 


of which it is a supplement, the record of pay by the United States shall be 
accepted as evidence of said service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PORT OF CONNEAUT, OHIO, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the of Conneaut, in 
the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, in district of Cuya- 
hoga, in said State of Ohio. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NETTIE A, CHEEKS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask consent of the Senate to have taken 
up for consideration at this time Senate bill 2913, granting a pen- 
sion of $20 a month to Nettie A. Cheeks. 

Mr. eens beine give notice a ere a object to any 

en up untl we em up in regu- 
ov There are a hundred of these cases on the Calendar, 
and they o — together. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN, am sure my friend from Missouri will 
allow me to remind him and the Senate that this is the first time 
I have ever asked such an ind 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2913) granting a pension 
to Nettie A. Cheeks, which had been from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before the word 
on out ‘‘thirty” and insert “‘ twenty”; so as to 


be, and he is hereby, 
an it etc., Le pe Gecnstans: of She Potonton be an mie barely. 
Cheeks, of Peter O. Cheeks, late a private y D, Thirteenth 


nited States Infantry, and a private United States Marine Corps, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. . 
The ded so as to read: “A bill granting an 1D- 
crease of pension to Nettie A. Cheeks.” 
CIRCUIT COURT AT HARTFORD, CONN. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to to the Senator from Missouri. 
I desire to have a bill the time of holding the 
United States circuit court at Conn. That court has 


to be held on the third Tuesday of September, and it is desired to 














change the time to October. If the bill is not passed now it will 
not get through the other House. — FG 
Mr. ELL. That is all right. I have no objection to 


the consideration of a bill of that kind. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, p led to consider the bill (S. 2859) changing the time 
for holding circuit court of the United States at Hartford, in the 
district of Connecticut, which had been reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 

y s circuit court in the district of Connecti- 
ohana orm id 2 fiarttord. in eaid atrice on the second Tuesday of Octo- 
ber. 1806, and thereafter in each year on the second Tuesday of October, and 
that aftor the third, Teesday, of September, 1006, the termpot suid clrcait 
Somber shall be discontinued. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VILAS. The Judiciary Committee have had under consid- 
eration for a considerable length of time, and finally reported, 
after a good deal of examination, a bill to amend the practice act 
which governs the court in the Indian Territory. Its passage is 
very much desired by the judges and the bar of that Territory, 
and there is really a necessity for some change in respect to the | 
condition there. I ask that the bill may be considered. It is Sen- 
ate bill 1833. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1833) to amend the act | 
of March 1, 1895, and other acts relating to the United States | 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary | 
with amendments. The first amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion 3, as follows: 

Seo. 3. That section 2 of said act be further amended so as to provide as fol- 


lows: The United States marshal in each of the three josey istricts in the 
Indian Territory may appoint one chief deputy . who shall receive 








salary of $2,000 per annum, and each m may appoint six deputy mar- 
shals in his each of whom shall receive a aiaey of 1,200 per annum 


and his expenses as now provided by law; and each of said marshals may ap- 
point as many other copay marshals as he may deem necessary for the 
enforcement of law and the suppression of crime, and such deputies shall re- 
ceive for their services the compensation allowed to United States marshals 
by sections 829 and 830 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: Provided, 


t no such deputy marshal shall receive a greater compensation than $1,200 
per annum. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section [4] 3, line 20, after the 
word “act,” to strike out ‘‘ be so” and insert ‘‘is”; and after the 
word “‘amendment,” in the same line, to strike out ‘‘as to author- 
ize each of the clerks of the United States court in the Indian 


Territory to a t one es aed clerk for the courts held at Mus- 
cogee, South ‘ Ardmore, who shall receive a salary 
of $100 a month, and one other deputy clerk at each of said places, 


who shall receive a a month, each of whom shall 
orm the same duties and be subject to the same provisions of 

aw as the other deputy clerks ” and insert ‘‘ by striking from the 

third sentence thereof the words ‘where he himself does not re- 

side’; so that said sentence will read: ‘Each of said clerks shall 

ap es mty clerk for each court in his district’”; so as to 
e read: 


Sec. [4]3. That section 3 of said act is amended by striki 
thereof 


from the third 
sentence words “ where he himself does not eo”; so that said 


sentence will read: “ S 
re ‘Each of said clerks shall appoint a deputy clerk for each 


The amendment was to, 
. The next amendment was, in section §) 4, line 7, after the word 
That,” to strike out ‘‘section 4 of said act be so amended as to 
authorize” and insert ‘‘in addition to the number provided by 
section 4 of said act”; in line 9, after the word “‘ judge,” to strike 
out ‘of said court”; in line 10, after the word “ ct,” to insert 
on a on or clght diet the vr district,” to strike 
as or t districts in manner required 
in this act” and insert “accordingly”; so as to make the section 


read: 

That in addition to the number provided by section 4 of said act 
ee for the northern is authorized es t two additional 
for ald det whol resi is nae ean rs Seta 
stables heretofosp tng gt a fat GE rs and con: 
missioner's tofore appointed: and judge is authorized tore-form the com- 


; agreed to. 

word «« Reet hee * — [6] 5, line 8, after the 
. ou’ oe " 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ ) 
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| tence of said section and by inserting in lieu of said sentence the followi 


ol7l 


The next amendment was to strike out section 8, as follows: 

Sec. 8. That section 6 of said act be amended by adding thereto the follow- 
ing: ‘“* That nothing contained in any act of Congress heretofore passed appli- 
eable to the Indian Territory shal) be construed so as to disqualify any mem 
ber of any Indian tribe, whether by blood or adoption, otherwise qualified, 
from mete ey in any case, civil or criminal, in said Indian Territory, 
but no person shall be qualified to serve as a juror who does not understand 
the English language." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [9] 7, line 6, after the word 
**court,” to insert ‘‘and in furtherance of justice”; and in line 8, 
after the word “district,” to strike out ‘‘ the place for trial to be 
fixed where the fairest and most impartial decision can be had and 
where it shall be most convenient for all concerned, to be deter- 
mined by the judge”; in line 11, after the word ‘“‘ party,” to strike 
out “to transfer the case from one place to another: Provided, 
That all applications for change of venue, or transfer of ~ases, 
both civil and criminal” and insert ‘‘ which”; so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. [9] 7. That section 7 of said act be amended by striking ont the last sen- 


“All 
cases shall be tried in the court to which the process is returnable unless a 


change of venue is allowed, in which case the court shall change the venue to 
the nearest place of holding court in another district; and any civil case may, 
in the discretion of the court, and in furtherance of justice, be removed for 
trial to another place of holding court in the same district on application af 
either party, which may be contested by the opposing party.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [10] 8, line 21, on page 5, 
after the word ‘ prosecuted,” to insert *‘ the said court shall or- 
der”; in line 22, : “of said 





22, after the word ‘‘clerk,” to strike out 
court shall” and insert ‘‘to”; in line 23, after the word “court,” 
to strike out ‘‘of appeals”; in line 25, after the word ‘‘and,” to 
strike out ‘‘when said papers are so received by the circuit court 
of appeals they” and insert ‘‘the same”; in line 2, page 6, after 
the word “shall,” to strike out ‘“‘ have the same jurisdiction and 
powers” and insert ‘‘ proceed”; in line 3, after the word “ error,” 
to strike out ‘‘as” and insert ‘“‘ with the same powers”; in line 5, 
after the word “would,” to insert ‘‘otherwise”; and in the same 
line, after the word “had,” to strike out ‘‘said cause been deter- 
mined therein”; so as to make the section read: 

Sze. 8. That section 11 of said act of March 1, 1895, be amended by adding 
thereto the following: “ Provided, That in any case in which for any reason 
a majority of the udges are disqualified from sitting in said court of appeals 
in the determination of any cause in which an appeal or writ of error has 
been taken or qreseowtes, the said court shall order the clerk to transmit the 
record and all the papers filed in said court tothe circuit court of appeals for 
the eighth circuit of the United States, and the same shall be filed therein, 
and said court shall proceed to hear and determine said appeal or writ of 
error with the same powers the United States court of appeals in the Indian 
Territory would otherwise have had. The mandate from the circuit court of 
appeals in cases under this provision shall be to the court in the Indian Ter 
ritory from which the appeal or writ of error was taken or prosecuted: And 
provided further, That no appeal or writ of error from the final decision of 
said appellate court shall be allowed in civil cases unless the value in coutro- 
versy exceeds $2,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out sections 11 and 12, as 
follows: 


Sec. 11. That section 11 of said act of March 1, 1895, be further amended so 
as to provide that writs of error and appeals from any judgment of the 
United States court in the Indian Territory shall be allowed, and may be 
taken to the court of appeals of said Indian Territory under the same form 
of procedure as appeals and writs of error are taken from the circuit courts 
of the United States in the eighth circuit to the United States circuit court 
of appeals for said circuit. 

Sc. 12. That section 2348 of Mansfield's Digest of the Laws of Arkansas 
—— put in force in the Indian Territory, be so amended as to read as 

Ollows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, section 9, line 8, after the 
word “sureties,” to strike out ‘‘to bind themselves”; so as to make 
the section read: 


Sec. 9. That in all prosecutions in cases less than felony in the United States 
commissioners’ courts in said Indian Territory the commissioner may, in his 
discretion, require the prosecutor, or some person for him, to enter into bond, 
with good and sufficient surety, for the payment of all costs which may accrue 
in said prosecution. Such bond shall be given to the United States, and sha)! 
require the principal and his surety to pay all costs in the case if defendant 
is acquitted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [14] 11, page 8, line 9, after 
the word ‘‘ required,” to strike out ‘‘of the prosecuting witness”; 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 11. That jurors in civil cases before United States commissioners’ courts 
in the Indian Territory shall be entitled to a fee of 50 cents for each case in 





which they may serve. The amount required for their payment shall be 
advanced by the party to the suit who may demand the jury, and shall be 
taxed as a of the costs in the case. 

In all inal cases before United States commissioners’ courts in said 


Territory wherein a jury is impaneled at the demand of the defendant, each 
qenen shall be entitled to 50 cents in each case, but not more than $1./0 shall 
9 allowed to any juror for any day he may serve asa juror in said court. 
The commissioner shall issue certificates for such compensation as in the 
case of witnesses in felony cases, and if the defendant is found uilty, execu- 
tion shall issue immediately for the fine and costs acainst the defendant, who 
shall stand committed until such fine and costs are paid, or discharged as 
provided by law; and if the defendant is acquitted and a cost bond has been 
required, judgment shall be entered on said bond for all costs in the case. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was to strike out sections 16 and 17, as 
follows: 


Sxc. 16. That the United States commissioners and United States consta- 
bles in the Indian Territory shall each receive and be allowed to retain, in 
addition to the salaries which they are allowed by law, all fees earned by 
them in civil cases cognizable before such commissioners, to be taxed in ac- 
cordance with the Arkansas laws in force in the Indian Territory. 

Sec. 17. That in every criminal case before United States commissioners’ 
courts in the Indian Territory, wherein the defendant is represented by 
counsel and demands atrial by a jury, the commissioner may sepous an 
one of the licensed attorneys in the Indian Territory to represent the Uni 
States in the case, and may tax against the defendant, if he be found fuilty 
an attorney's fee of $10 as a part of the costs in the case, and when co’ ected 
by the commissioner he shall pay the fee so charged to the attorney who 
represented the United States; but the United States shall not be liable for 
attorneys’ fees in such cases except as herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [18] 13, line 3, page 10, 
after the word ‘‘ detainer,” to strike out ‘‘ and” and insert ‘‘ or ”; 
and in line 4, after the word “‘ detainer,” to insert “or of eject- 
ment”; so as to make the section read: 


Src. 13. That concurrent jurisdiction with the United States court in the 
Indian Territory is hereby conferred upon the United States commissioners 
in their respective districts in said Territory to enforce the provisions of 
chapter 67, entitled “ Forcible entry and retainer,” of said Mansfield’s Digest 
heretofore put in force in said Territory, and as amended by this act, in all 
cases, regardless of the value of the cope 2 pemtooreren; and appeals 
shall be allowed in such cases to the United States court in said Territory as 
in other cases, upon executing a bond in a sum at ieast double the value of 
two years’ rent or use of the property in controversy, and in double the 
amount of the judgment and costs in the case, conditioned 


law. But appeals from United States commissioners in such cases to the 
United States court, and from that court in all cases of forcible entry and 
detainer or unlawful detainer, or of ejectment, to the court of ap the 


Indian Territory, shall not operate to supersede the ju 
session of the premises in question unless the judge 
court of the district shall so order. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 19, as follows: 


Sxo. 19. That it shall not be necessary, in order to sustain an action for un- 
lawful detainer in the Indian Territory, under the provisions of section 3348 
of said Mansfield's Digest, heretofore put in force in the Indian Territory, for 
the plaintiff to weve he relation of landiord and tenant between him and the 
defendant, but it shall be sufficient to maintain 
shall establish the fact that he is entitled to the 
controversy and that demand was made in 

on thereof to him thirty days prior to the commencement of t. 

bonds heretofore required by law to be given in the Indian Terri in 
actions of forcible entry and detainer and wful detainer shall he 

be given in a sum at least double the value of two years’ rent or use of the 


ent for the 
the United States 


premises 
for the delivery of ay 


property specited in the writ, which value ascertained as provided 
said nsfleld's t. In all actions for forcible cowry ont de ror 
for unlawful detainer in the Indian Territory in case the finding of the ver- 


dict is for the defendant, the Sones shall give judgment thereon with costs 


and for any damages that ma in favor of the defendant, and 
Il also ae a writ of restitution. directed marshal, S 


to the to cause the 
defendant to be repossessed, to which added a comman 
the marshal to levy of the chattels, lands, and tenements, subject to 
execution of the plaintiff, the damages in favor of the defendant, 


with costs. If the finding and judgment be in favor of the defendant, but 
from any cause he be not enti to the of the premises at the 
time of judgment, then the writ of execution shall only be for the damages and 
costs that ma awarded him, and in all cases where judgment is rendered, 
either cout the plaintiff or defendant, for any amount of recovery, dam- 

‘4 — judgment shall be rendered his sureties in the bond 
Given n the case. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [21] 15, after line 4, page 
12, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That where two or more defendants are joined in the 
same bill of indictment and tried without severance, the number of chal- 
lenges shall be the same as if one defendant were upon trial. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
~ The next amendment was, in section [22] 16, line 9, 
the word “be,” to strike out “should”; 

Sno. 16. That if ony judge of the United States court in said Territory be 
interested in any suit pen in the court over which he may preside, or be 
of counsel or a hn to either the parties $0 the sult, one of the other judges 
who may be qualified may preside at the trial of such case. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [23] 17, line 16, page 12, 
after the word ‘‘ crime,” to strike out: 

And no perecn other then a party to the suit or prosecution shall be com- 
po to testify in any me, eve or criminal, in said Territory, who has 

Fike rime of periiny, suboraation of perjury larceny ourgiary robbery, 
cape, or f ry; but no person shall be Hisqualified as yee ae said Ter. 
ritory who been convicted of any other crime or misdemeanor. 


So as to make the section read: 
Sec. 17. That in the courts of the Indian Territory no part: 
prosecution shall be excluded as a witness in the case on } account or on 
account of his conviction of any crime. In all cases the fact of conviction 
mee be chown te ie eee conviction or by oral evidences in order to 
affect the credibility of the witness. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [25] 19, line 7, page 13, after 
the word “may,” to insert * by sentence ”; soas make the section 


Sec. 19. That the United States court in the Indian Territory may by sen- 
tence require persons convicted of crimes or misdemeanors and confined in 


12, before 
; 80 as to e the section 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 








the jails in their respective districts to perform manual labor, either w+); 
or without the prisons, under such es and regulations as may en 
scribed by the Attorney-General; but no expense which may accrue oy +); 
account shall be paid by the United States in excess of the fines whic), ).. 
be collected in each trict, respectively, which fines may be used by ; 

Attorney-General for this purpose, and any moneys which may be rec), 
for such labor shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States. 


The amendment was to 


The next amendment was, in section [26] 20, line 6, page 14, 


after the word ‘‘ thirteen,” to strike out ‘“ conveyances of real es. 


tate, chapter 27”; in line 9, after the word “ districts,” to strike 


out ‘corporations, chapter 29”; and in line 11, after *“seventy- 


one,” to strike out “medicine and sur, ractices of, chapte 
105”; so as to read: Sey, PB Chapter 


Sec. 20. That in addition to the laws of the State of Arkansas heretofore 


put in force in the Indian Territory, the provisions of the following chapters 
and sections of the general laws of the State of Arkansas, in force at the close 
of the session of the general assembly of said State in 1383, published in iss4 
in the volume known as Mansfield’s Digest of the Statutes of Arkansas, which 
are not locally inapplicable or in conflict with any laws of Congress, are hereby 
extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, and jurisdiction ¢5 
enforce she ppeynnene thereof is hereby conferred u the United States 
court in d Territory, namely: Saerensoes, chapter 4; arbitration and 
awards, chapter 5; bastardy, chapter 13; coroners, ——s 33, and the United 
States commissioners in said Territory shall be ex officio coroners in their 


respective districts; ejectment, chapter 55; estrays, chapter 58; ishme 
chapter 71; partnerships, limited, chapter 116; pomene, sale of, chapter 1), re 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 28, as follows: 


Sxc. 28. That all the provisions of cha; 9 of Mansfield's Digest, entitled 
“Attachment,” heretofore put in force in the Indian Territory, which are in 
conflict with the yee of chapter 71, entitled “Garnishment,” put in 
force in said Terri this act, are hereby re in so far as they apply 


in said Territory: ided, , That when the plaintiff has a debt or 
demand against the defendant which is due he may cause a writ of garnish- 
ment to be sued out and served as provided by law in such cases, upon the 
institution of suit by him to recover such debt or demand: And provided 


her, That a judgment shall be rendered in the garnishment proceeding: 
: ioe a at the same time that judgment is rendered agains 
e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [29] 22, line 13, page 16, 
after the word “be,” to insert ‘‘so”; so as to make the section 


Suc. 22. That in this act or in any previous acts of Congress in ref- 
erence to the In erritory shall be so construed as to repeal or in any 
way modify section 1024 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and 
that ad reby declared to be in full force and effect in said Ter- 


The amendment was to. 
; aoe next amendment was to strike out sections 30 and 31, as 
cllows: 


So. 30. That any person in the Indian Terri’ 


stances who shall make a a for 
itors without preferences, conve his property save 


such as isexem: ay ew enn emew under the lawsin force therein, shall 
be released in the claims of all the creditors accepting the benefits 
of such assignment within six months after the filing and recording of such 
comenpens Sears Se proceeds of the it shall pay 40 cents on 
the of the claims of such creditors: however, That this pro- 
vision is not intended to affect the claims of those creditors who do not accept 
under such assignment. 
Sxc. 31. That any person who shall board any railway train in the Indian 
cere es ees m: 7, eens, having no ae business thereon 
and become a passenger thereon, but with in- 
tent to ae a thor on such train, however short the distance, shall be 


being in failing circum- 
pees of all his cred- 


guilt <a See a fine of not less than $5 
n more than or by imprisonment not ex six months, or by both 
such fine and im nt. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [82] 23, line 14, page 17, 
after the word “the,” to strike out ‘ United States court” and 
insert ‘‘ courts created under act of Congress”; so as to make the 
section read: 


Sec. 23. That in all cases of conviction for crime in the courts created under 
of in the Indian Territory the judge of said court shall fix the 
which may be imposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out 33, as follows: 

Sec. 33. That if Indian shall fail to return an 
execution in hands within the time uired by law. he may, in 4 
suit t against him to recover the amoun in the execution, 
show as a defense the in execution was insolvent at the time 


the execution was issued, and remained so up to the date of its return. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ee 
Mr. ALLEN. I offer as a proviso to the last section of this bill 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be stated. . 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the last section of the 
bill the following: 

Provided, That trials of court in any United States 
court, except the Supreme Gourt of the United States, the accused shall, om 
a by jury. 


demand, be entitled trial 
Mr. VILAS. Ia the Senator from Nebraska mistakes 
the bill which is under consideration. This is not the contempt 


bill which involves that subject and which has been considered, 
but is a bill relating entirely to the courts in the Indian Territory: 








1896. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I did not misapprehend the bill at all. I under- 
stand what the bill is. I also understand what the amendment 
is. I hope the honorable Senator from Wisconsin will accede to 
the amendment. ’ os 

Mr. VILAS. I certainly can not, because it is entirely foreign 
to the bill. I do not want to introduce into this bill, which is 
merely to regulate the practice of courts in the Indian Territory, 
a provision as to what shall be the law in cases of contempt. I 
move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ‘ALLEN I hope the Senator will not insist upon that 
motion, and take snap judgment here without a statement in 
reference to the amendment. 

Mr. I shall not make the motion if the Senator wishes 
to address the Senate upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin is undertaking to 

run away from the discharge of an unpleasant duty by assuming 
that my amendment is not germane to this bill. While I have 
not been a lawyer so many years as the Senator from Wisconsin, 
Ihave been a lawyer pretty nearly thirty years, and I know in a 
general way what pertains to the practice of courts, and I know 
a provision with reference to the trial of contempts is germane to 
a bill which provides for the practice in any court. e Presid- 
ing Officer of | this body and every Senator in this Chamber knows 
that. 
Mr. President, there is a disposition to shirk any Senatorial or 
Congressional responsibility with reference to the subject of con- 
tempts. It is true the Judiciary Committee have reported a bill 
which defines what constitutes a direct and also an indirect con- 
tempt, but it is no more than declaratory of the common law. 
There is not a thing in their definition which isnew. Itissimply 
an attempt to comply with the wishes of certain classes of citi- 
zens of the United States, which it does not comply with, and, in 
my judgment, a very feeble and ineffectual attempt on the part 
of the Committee on the Judiciary to escape any legislation on this 
subject. 

A direct contempt of court is a contempt which is committed in 
the immediate presence of the court by loud and unusual noises, 
or by any other kind of disturbance which interferes with the 
orderly istration of justice. It may not bein the court room; 
it may be so immediately adjacent to the court room as to bea 
direct contempt. An indirect contempt is a contempt which is 
committed the process of the court, and not in the presence 
of the court, as, for instance, the publication of an article in a 
ne that may undertake to influence the action of a judge 
ora ee cer of the court. 

The Federal courts have carried the doctrine of contempt to the 
extent that they have in many cases stifled the constitutional 
right of free oo I can understand quite well how gentlemen 
feel who are halting between two opinions; that is, between the 
opinion whether the common man of this country shall have his 

hts as completely as the most exalted citizen and the opinion 


ther they as ticiane dare to encounter the active hostility 
of in the accomplishment of their political 
ambitions. I think I state it exactly as it is. 


A few years ago, Mr. President, under the wise counsel of the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] there was passed by 


Congress what is known tothe country as the interstate commerce 


act, the sole purpose of which was to regulate the great corpora- 
tions in their and in the conduct of their business, and to 
prevent and those things which were hostile to the inter- 
ests of le. Yet the most effectual portion of that act, ac- 
cording to strained judicial construction made in the State of 
Michigan by a Federal judge—Judge Ricks, I think his name is— 
was from its purpose and applied to the case of 


men who were employed in the service of the companies. From 
that time until moment it has been a common thing in the 
Federal courts to enjoin men engaged in the service of railroad 
from the commission of certain acts, and then, when 
the injunctions were violated, to call those men before a Federal 
court or judge, and without any formal accusation against 

ormation or indictment, to try them by an ex 
them to imprisonment. I apprehend 
followed in the Territory in which this bill 


This rule has been carried to the extent that it has stifled free 
It has been carried to the extent that it has produced 
less than three years ago, a Fed- 
eral court held to the doctrine that it had jurisdiction to enjoin 


: 
: 
§ 


an employee of a railroad company from to a coemployee 
in a peaceful and orderly manner and using his power of persua- 
sion upon his neighbor to leave the service of that company. 


What distinction is there between the law of injunction thus 
abused and thus wrested from its o Sean and that ine 


which a citizen to  chocllon oo henteatie nm the 
limbs of another man and him into his own servitude invol- 


of some corporation? There is no dif- 
ference in principle—not the slightest—except that the slavery in 


the first instance is caused by the criminal use of the writ of in- 
junction, and the slavery in the second case is caused by the 
brutal powerof force. Thatisall. There is nodifference between 
the chattel slavery which characterized this country thirty-five 
years ago and that slavery which characterizes it to-day in this re- 
spect except in the one instance that the slave answered to the lash 
of the master, and in this case he answers to the injunction of the 
court, the judge of which himself is the tool in many instances of 
the corporations which enforce this condition of affairs. That is 
all there is toit. Itis apparent to everybody. No man will dis- 
pute this proposition when you talk with him in private conver- 
sation. He will admit it, and admit that it is deplorable; and yet 
so strong, so powerful, are these corporations in the politics of this 
country that few men will take the risk of calling up legislation 
to check them. 

I certainly hope that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vilas] 
will not insist on taking snap judgment upon us, and by that 
means run away from the proposition that these persons who are 
accused of contempt, like the most ordinary criminal, shall have 
a jury trial with proper restrictions and regulations. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall not move to lay the amendment on the 
table, but will let a vote be taken. It has nothing to do with this 
bill. There is another bill on which it can be considered fully. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say just a word. I appeal to my friend 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] to withdraw the amend- 
ment at this time. I shall endeavor to cooperate with him in the 
passage of some such provision on the veauiae bill relating to con- 
tempts which has been reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
I hereby give notice that after the disposition of the joint resolu- 
tion relating to the election of Senators by the people, of which 
notice has been given by the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MircHELL]}, 
I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill relating to contempts and 
proceed to a final disposition of it. 

Mr. PUGH. The Du Pont case has the right of way. 

Mr. HILL. First comes the Du Pont case, and then the Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has given notice as to the joint res- 
olution proposing a constitutional amendment. After that I give 
notice I will ask to take up the contempt bill. It is a bill about 
which there is some difference of opinion; it will lead to consider- 
able debate, and I think it unwise to make a premature fight on 
an amendment to the pending bill. The Senator from Nebraska 
has at heart the same cause I have, and we shall undoubtedly co- 
operate in the passage of the bill I refer to, as I hope it may be 
amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this connection I desire to 
change the notice I gave in regard to the joint resolution proposing 
a constitutional amendment providing for the election of Senators 
by the people. The notice I gave was that immediateiy after the 
conclusion of all the appropriation bills I should move to take up 
the joint resolution. i desire to change it, and to give notice that 
immediately on the conclusion of all the appropriation bills except 
the general deficiency bill I shall move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of that measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the assurance I have received from the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hii], the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. ViLas], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puan] that 
they will heartily—— 

r. PUGH. Yes; and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gr« ae 
that they will heartily cooperate in the passage of a bill that wil 
provide for a jury trial in case of contempt, I withdraw the 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say right here that if a favorable oppor- 
tunity occurs between the consideration of the appropriation bills 
I shall then bring the bill forward. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is withdrawn. 

The bill was repo to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that we may now 

roceed with the consideration of unobjected House bills on the 
alendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from Missouri wishes to bring up 
any particular House bill I shall not object, but I do think we 
ought to take up the cases on the Calendar in regular order. 
There is no reason why House bills should have preference. In 
another place such preference is not given to Senate bills. Some 
of us have spent a great deal of time in making reports on Senate 
bills, and they ought not to be allowed toslumber on the Calendar 
for weeks and months without attention. 

I do think we ought to take up the entire Calendar when we 
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proceed, giving every bill a fair cpoereuaty and let it be sent, 
wher passed here, to the other end of the Capitol. Then let the 
responsibility for its failure, if there is to be any, rest elsewhere 
than in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the responsibility for the failure of 
House bills for our own constituents which have been passed else- 
where will rest upon our shoulders. There is but one way to 

roceed, in my eolennins. It has always been the way, when the 
Senate has proceeded with its business with anne like rapidity 
and dispatch, that is occasionally to take up House bills and act 
upon them, and the House in time will become ashomed of itself 
3 = do likewise with Senate bills. I hope the proposition 
wi a to. 

Mr. PASCO. I have said that if there are on the Calendar any 
particular House bills in which the Senator's State or his people 
are interested, let them be called up, and I shall not object to 


their being considered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have no purpose to transact busi- 
transacted. 
uested to call up a House 


ness, and it is the only way the business can 
ine CHANDLER. i a os bs P 
i anting a pension, but from doing so if consen 
oun be given to the request of the Senator from Wissouri Inet 
CocKRELL]. Ifwe are going on to call up bills, however, I will ask 


unanimous consent to call up the bill I refer to. I do not object 
to the request of the Senator from Missouri. 
ion of the Senator from 


Mr. PASCO. At the urgent suggestion 
Missouri 1 will not object at this time, his wish. I dislike 
very much to oppose him, but 1 do not think it is just toward 
Senators who have been busy on Senate bills and have got them 
advanced upon the Calendar that they should be put off indefi- 
nitely. But I will not object at the present time. I do hope, 
however, that when he es similar requests hereafter it will 
be to proceed regularly with the Calendar, taking up House and 
Senate bills as we come to them. I have no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the uest of 
= — from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 

er 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL-—CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to call up the conference report on 
the Indian ap we bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
ee report on the bill indicated, which will be stated by 
title. 

The SECRETARY. Report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian ent and fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There has been some mistake in regard to 
one or two items in the report, and I therefore ask the Senate to 


ee to the . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of c ce. 

he report was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House, and ask for a further con- 
ference on the di ng votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 


ference, and Mr. Perrigrew, Mr. TRLLER, and Mr. CocKRELL | pjj] 


were appointed. 
FRANK D. ORME. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H.R. 
6172) oo ae er ¢ taecten the United States in lot 5, 
uare 1113, in the city o' . 

r, CULLOM. This bill is an exact copy of one reported by 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ee We had it w 
a day or two ago and the Senator from Ne (Mr. ALLEN} 
objected. He has since looked into the bill and says he has no 


NER] — 
The bill was reported to 
to a third reading, read the time yas 

Mr. CULLOM. ' I move that the bill (S. 2083) aw sal 
of the title of the United States in lot 5,square 1113, in the 
Washington, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTED COPIES OF PATENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first case on the Calendar under 

the order adopted will be announced. 


The bill (H.R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the s.), 
of printed copies of patents was considered as in Committee of {),,, 
ole. It proposes to amend section 493 of the Revised Statn:.. 


so as to : 
ace ra be Be gerne rai oi. epee 
7 a Thot the iateie cue dal cole i Satente: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order..j 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ' 
UNCLAIMED FREIGHT IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 6663) relating to the sale of unclaimed frej-);+ 

, and other property in the District of Columbia, was con. 
as in ttee of the Whole. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CONTRACTS FOR NAVAL SUPPLIES. 

The bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. 


tor in charge of 

the bill what it 
Mr. CHANDLER. The bill provides that where there is a pro- 
posal for supplies, instead of exacting a guaranty signed by inii- 


con- 


viduals, a certified check may be deposited 


whether there t not to be in- 
fed check on a response bank. _ 


Mr. GEORGE. I 
serted in the bill “ 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


and passed. 

‘ the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘‘A bill to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes rela- 
tive to guaranties on proposals for naval supplies.” 

RAILWAY PROPERTY IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 

, which had been reported from the Committee on 

i with amendments. The first amendment was, in 

section 1, line 7, before the word “‘ missile,” to strike out ‘rock or 
other” and insert ‘‘ dangerous”; so as to read: 

That person Terri , nd mali- 
ciously aus or lao one = a ee ‘ 2 ~4 
express, or car of any railway train, or at any person therevn, or 
shall throw any dangerous missile at or into an locemnative. caboose, postal 
seaindhaicen, ershel teal avatitagh te dail omy lscinctivs or was, 
Ehall be deemed guilty of a felony. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
throw,” to strike out ‘‘a stone or,” and in line 5, before the word 
“‘missile,” to strike out “other” and insert ‘‘dangerous”; so as to 
make the section read: 
ons. 5. Sone “ny pereoe who, in the Indian Territory, shall yittally shoot 
at or any ire stock, baggage, or other car of any railway 
troke, waethes end oe Oatel aluer not, or shall throw any 
missile at or into such car, shall be guilty of a misdemean»r, ani 
u conviction thereof shall be 5 4 t not exceeding 
n days, or by fine not $200, or by both such fine and imprison- 


The amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr.BERRY. Does the bill come from the Judiciary Committee? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in the chair). Tho 
was from the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. RY. whom was it reported? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was reported by the Senator 
from Minnesota ee ; 
Mr. BERRY. it inany way change the jurisdiction of the 
courts in the Territory at this time, I should like to ask the Seua- 


from Connecticut . PLatr]? 
Mr. PLATT. It aeane aaeeueial. It does not speak of 


at all. 
Mr. BERRY. It does not affect the present jurisdiction and 


car, or at person thereon, or to throw any rock or 
other missile st or into sty locomotive or car in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes.” 
STANDARD FOR DRY 


MEASURES. 
bill R. 6833 defining the standard shape and 20 ct 
Saba he — the of Columbia, and for other 
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purposes, Was announced as the next business in order on the Cal- 
endar, and was read. j 

Mr. KYLE. I should like an explanation as to why these arti- 
cles can not be sold in any other way than by weight in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the way they are sold all the time 
on the market. We are conforming to what is the usual way. 

Mr. KYLE. That istrue; but I understand that farmers come 
in from the country round about and bring their bushel measure 
and endeavor to sell their products on the street. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is to avoid the frauds that are perpe- 
trated upon the ay of the District, in which parties have been 
caught frequently, by having measures that have double bottoms, 
etc., that law is pro to be enacted. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that. I have seen the measures 
myself. At the same time the bill provides that these measures 
shall be of certain depth, width, etc. By providing that they 
shall not be sold in any other way than by weight, it forbids peo- 
ple who come from the countr m selling upon the streets. I 
object to that feature of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
objects to the consideration of the bill, and it will be passed over. 

DISTRICT WATER-MAIN TAXES. 


The bill (S. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, in all cases not exempted by this act, where water- 
main taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia have been quashed, set 
aside, or declared yoid the supreme court of said District, or have been 
otherwise canceled or aside, by reason of such tax or assessment not hav- 
ing been authenticated by the proper officer, to reassess all lots or parcels of 

nd in respect of such taxes or assessments, with power to assess and col- 
fect the same according to existing law relating to the assessment and collec- 
tion of water-main assessments or taxes: Provided, That in cases where such 
assessments have heretofore been quashed or declared void by said supreme 
court, or have been otherwise canceled or set aside for the reason hereinbe- 
fore provided, the reassessment herein provided for shall be made within 
one year from the passage of this act: And provided further, That hereafter 
all water-main taxes or assessments in the trict of Columbia shall be lev- 
jed and authenticated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who 
are hereby authorized to designate the official whose duty it shall be to notify 
the owner or agent of any or land of any water-main tax or assessment 
levied against such Jot or land. 

Sec. 2. That no water-main tax or assessment shall hereafter be assessed or 
land without the limits of the city of Washington, held 


rposes, or upon any unsubdivided 
land not used for business pa Bis 


pw 

: Provided, That this exemption shall not 
apply to ae into which Potomac water has been or shall be introduced 
from a pu water main in the avenue, street, alley, or road on which the 
land abuts; and that where Potomac water shall hereafter be introduced 
said water-main tax or assessment shall be levied or assessed within thirty 
days after such introduction, and where Potomac water has been heretofore 
introduced the assessment or reassessment shall be made within ninety days 
afjer the of this act: And provided further, That in case of any land 
not subdivided into building lots the water-main tax or assessment provided 
for in this section shall be levied or assessed on a frontage of not exceeding 
100 feet for each lot or | of land or premises into which Potomac water 
has been or shall be in uced, and this water-main tax or assessment shal! 
be considered in any subsequent subdivision of such preoey as having ex- 
tended on said lot oO pom of land or premises to a depth of 100 feet from the 
front on which le or assessed. 

Sec. 3. That in any assessment or reassessment made under the provisions 
of this the owner of any lot or parcel of land shall be credi with any 
amount may have been heretofore paid upon any water-main tax or 
assessment levied against such lot or parcel of land. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
reassessment of water-main taxes or assessments in the District 


of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
Mr. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 


; 


agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. Proc- 
TOR, Mr. FavLKNER, and Mr. McMILLAN were appointed. 

-_ MICHAEL M’KENNA. 

bill (H.. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
= Michaol Mokenns was as in Com- 
elgg to — So of —— 
records ar Departmen 
against the name of Michael McKenna, alias David Danton, lat 
First United States Dragoons, gran 

to date July 31, 1848. 

will not ask that the report be read, but 


ask whether the evidence shows that the soldier did not 
desert as a matter of fact? 


Mr. COCKRELL. 1 
who had followed the Army all the way through Mexico, and 
when he got back to New Orleans his father went to him and took 
him home to stay all night by permission of the officers, and when 


He did not desert. He was simply a boy 


he got back the next day the command was gone. 
the close of the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. HENRY 8. PRATT. 

The bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to issue, in the name of 
Henry 8S. Pratt, late captain of Company A, Tenth New York 
Cavalry, an honorable discharge as of date the 18th day of May, 
1863. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DIVORCE CASES IN TERRITORIES. 

The bill (H. R.5217) making one year’s residence in a Territory 
@ prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word ‘‘for,” to strike out “a” 
and insert ‘‘any”; in line 4, before the word “ unless,” to strike 
out ‘‘which occurred elsewhere”; and at the end of the bill to 
insert the following proviso: 


It was after 


Provided, That this act shall not affect any action duly commenced and 
pending at the date of the passage thereof. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no divorce shall be granted in any Territory for 
any cause unless the party applying for the divorce shall have resided 
tinuously in the Territory for one year next preceding the applicatior 
vided, That this act shall not affect any action duly commenced an 
at the date of the passage thereof. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

THE DEATH PENALTY. 

The bill (H. R.878) to reduce the cases in which the penalty 
of death may be inflicted was announced as next in order. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object to the further consideration of that 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 

DRAINAGE OF LOTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have a part of the first section 
read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That each original lot or subdivisional lot situated on any street in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia where there is a re sewer shall be connected with said 
sewer in such manner that any and all of the drainage of such jot, whether 
water or liquid refuse of any kind, except human urine and fecal matter, 
shall flow into said sewer; and if such originai lot or subdivisional lot is situ 
ated on any street in said District where there isa public sewer and water 
main, such original lot or subdivisional lot shall be connected with said sewer 
and also with said water main in such manner that any and all of the drain 


age of such lot, whether water or liquid refuse of any kind, shall flow into 
said sewer. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


APPOINTMENT BY BREVET. 


The bill (H.R. 3719) to provide for the appointment by brevet 
of active or retired officers of the United States Army was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr.SEWELL. Thesenior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
desires time to look into the bill, and I am willing that it shall go 
over. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

RECORD OF INSTRUMENTS OF CONVEYANCE. 

The bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Colum- 
bia to be recorded was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIEN FOR FREIGHT ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


The bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as amended by the act of June 10, 1880, 
was announced as next in order, 


con- 
tion: Pro 
i pending 
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Mr. PLATT. That bill seems to have been reported from the 
Committee on Finance without recommendation and at some time 
when I was not present. The chairman of the committee is not 
here, and I think it might as well be passed over. I should like to 
examine it myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: With regard to the bill which I 
asked to have passed over, | think that it was reported and the Com- 
mittee on Finance was discharged with the intention of referring 
2 to ~ Committee on Commerce. I ask that it may be so re- 

erred, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that House bill 6836, which was reported without recom- 
mendation from the Committee on Finance, be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. If there be no objection, it will be so 


referred, 
THE PINTSCH COMPRESSING COMPANY. 


The bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. I think that had better go over until there is 
some one here from the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to it, as there is some one from 
the committee here. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It isa bill that has no purpose except to 
connect ne with certain railroads in order to supply to cars a 
peculiar kind of gas manufactured by thiscompany. Everybody 
is, I think, in favor of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not make any objection. I did not seeany 
member of the committee present when I spoke. 
uo as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

e bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. We can not pass that bill this afternoon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill has been read and all the amend- 
ments of the committee have been adopted. The Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, through their officers, called on me to-day and appealed to 
me to try to get it through, and it strikes me that we certainly 
ought to it. Itis a very important measure to the people of 
this District, and the bili ought to be passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the bill to which the Senator from 
Florida |Mr, Cau] objected? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Florida objected to it 
when I was absent. As I was stating, citizens of the District 
called upon me who have been fighting the gas company all along. 
Mr. Tucker, who is the attorney of the East Washin, Associa- 
tion, and Mr. Frizzell, who I think has been president of it for 
years, urged me to-day to try to ae the bill through. 

Mr. GEORGE. What about Mr. —— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have heard of Mr. Dodge on the gas sub- 
ject for eight years. 

Mr. GEORGE. He sent me some very important statistics, 
which I should like to spread before the Senate. 

Mr, FAULKNER. course if Senators think they are repre- 
senting the citizens and do not want the bill to pass, I will not 


insist. 

Mr. KYLE. There will certainly be a great deal of discussion 
in regard tothe bill. The people of the District of Columbia want 
$1 gas. This bill provides for gas the first year at $1.15 and then 
a fall to $1.10 and $1.05, cov a period of five years. 

Mr. PLATT. I have objec to the bill because I knew it 
would cause discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 

DONATION OF CANNON AND CANNON BALLS. 


The bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
a of Allegan, Mich., was considered as in Committee of 
the ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 

The bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemn 


cannon and cannon 
balls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 


an amendment, in line 11, after the word ‘ ” to insert “ also, 
to donate one condemned cannon to the Allen M. Harmon Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Northville, Mich.”; so as 
make the bill read: ; 

Be it eoasted, ote, That the Secre of the Navy 


authorized and directed to deliver to Grand Army of 
Sparta, 01., 1 condemned cannon and 5 cannon balls 


decorating the soldiers’ monument in said place, and 2 condemned cannon 
and 5 cannon balls for the Grand Army of the Republic post at Morenc; 
Mich.; also, to donate to McDowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, o? 
Enid, Okla., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls; also, to donate | eo). 
demned cannon to the Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic 
at Northville, Mich.: Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of th<¢ 
Navy such articles can be without detriment to the public interest<: 
And provided further, That the United States shall not be subjected to any 
expense on account of such donation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to bo 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 5 

The bill (H.R.7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
— and 20 cannon balls was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, 
De ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U.S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., De ent of Indiana, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to offer as an amendment to that 
bill what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SecreTaRY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 

Also two pieces of condemned cannon and Sop, peenite of condemned 
cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial 


Association, of Chi Ii, for the soldiers’ monument now erected in St. 
Boniface Cemetery, Onicago, Il. - ” 
to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to come in after the 
amendment just adopted on the motion of the Senator frou Illi- 
nois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the amendment just adopted, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


Also two cannon and | pyreeniie of cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
tion at Londonderry, N. H. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned can- 
— -” a a aan U. 8. ae — No. 72, 

rand Army of the Republic, of Washington, -» Departinent 
of Indiana, and for other purposes.” 


STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. KYLE. When the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry measures in use in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for ae was under consideration I raised an 
objection to it. e bill has been modified so that it is perfectly 
agreeable to me; and if the amendment be read and adopted I shall 
be oy satisfied with the bill. : 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word 
“pounds,” to insert ‘“‘when sold by wholesale and 56 pounds 
when sold by retail”; and in line 4, after the word “ weight,” to 
strike out “ penalty as that provided for 

of $5 for each offense, 

of the District of Columbia, 
manner as other 

as to make the section 


shall be 60 pounds 

and that hereafter 
of $5 for each 

of Columbia, in the 


penalties are 








1896. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
ed. 

be ae SECRETARY. In section 2, line 1, after the word “ That,” it 
is proposed to insert “‘when potatoes are sold by weight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


The bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass can- 
non was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill“(H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 
ciation of Colorado was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt., was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


The bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, 
late a commander in the United States Navy, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I have heard so much about that case that I do 
not think we can act upon it this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. t it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE CASE, 


The bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court 
of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independ- 
ence ot Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LER. I ask that the report made in that case may 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secre read the following report, submitted by Mr. Bur- 
ROWS May 5, 1896: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 2740, beg leave 


on 
to that the amount carried by the bill was found due the claimant by 
the of Claims, as appears by the following finding of facts: 

Cqart of Claims. Congressional, No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix, vs. 
: The United States. } 


This case, poing 0 claim for supplies or stores alle; to have been taken 
by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their use dur- 
ing the late war for the a? of the rebellion, the court, on a prelim- 





inary finds that rge Case (since deceased), the person alleged 
to have such supplies or stores, or from whom the same arealleged 
to have been taken, wes byal to the Government of the United States 
throughout said war. 
BY THE COURT. 
Filed April 29, 1889. 


(Court of Claims. No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix of George Case, de- 
ceased, vs. United States.] 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


The claim in the above-entitled case for supplies or stores alle, to have 
or furnished to the military forces of the Uni States for 
the late war for the sup: on of the rebellion was trans- 
mitted to the court he Yemmmnitics on ar Claims of the House of Repre- 
iir RA Berton « be ‘for claimant, and the Attorney-General 
4 m4 ‘or an e rney e 
‘on Sp and under his direction. 


Felix Brannigan, esq., assistant, . 2 for 
defense Sechection of the interests of the United States. 
Ona inquiry the court, on the 29th day of April, 1889, found that 
ine were 2) nt ne oi ee 5 loyal to th Gov os t Le 
ve was e Governmen 
United States t said war. 
The case was brought toa on its merits on the Mth day of Febru- 
184. The claimant in her peti owing allegations: 


makes the foll 
the intestate the ee stores 
and supplies of the value stated and of which he was the owner, to wit: 





ee eseeececccaswacoeoccess seecee ; 
3 males Wisi vedidsues ; 
1 set double : 
} platform . 

The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and argu- 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following ° 

FINDING OF FACT. 

There were taken from the claimant's intestate, near Batesville, Ark., as 

alleged in the petition, during the late war for the suppression of the rebel- 
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lion, by military authority for the use of the Army, quartermaster stores 
the reasonable value of which at the time and place of taking was $475 


BY THE COURT. 
Filed April 2, 1894, 
A true copy. 
Test this 4th day of April, 1894, 
[SEAL. ]} 





JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 

The bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let that go over. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Minnesota asked me to have 
this bill waived for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

HENRY H. SCHRAWDER. 

The bill (H.R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre 
tary of War to correct the military record of Henry H. Schraw- 
der, late a member of Company E, Second Battalion Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge; and vacates and sets aside the proceedings of court- 
martial finding him guilty of absence without leave and desertion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the message of the House of Representatives returning House bill 
7324, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 7824) to authorize and empower the State of South Dakota 
to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in said State as a 
part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of an 
act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, 
approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and 
for other purposes, which had been returned from the House of 
Representatives in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move thatthe Senate reconsider the votes 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 nowask for the immediate consideration 
of the bill, and I desire to submit an amendment to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and 
empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili- 
tary Reservation in said State as a part of the lands granted tothe 
State under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission 
of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and 
for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes. 

tn ws I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. After the words ‘‘date of,” in line 24, it is 
proposed to strike out “filing of the plat of survey of any town- 
ship in any local land office of said State” and insert ‘‘ the passage 
of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

— was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
pa . 

RAILROAD BRIDGE NEAR GRAFTON, ILL. 

The bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Illinois River near Grafton, Ill., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire if there were any amend- 
ments reported to that bill by the Senate committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there are no amendments to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill a. R. 5210) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That seems to be the District appropria- 
tion bill, which I presume we do not wish to consider now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

DISTRICT HARBOR REGULATIONS, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to call attention to Order of Busi- 
ness 968, which is the bill (8.2897) to establish certain harbor 
regulations for the District of Columbia, which the Commissioners 
are very desirous to have passed. I reported a House bill this 
morning in identically the same language, which I will ask to 
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have considered instead of the Senate bill, if there is no objection, 
and I presume there is none, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8532) to establish cer- 
tain harbor regulations for the District of Colunobia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move that Senate bill 2987, on the 
same subject, be indefinitely postponed, 

The motion was agreed to, 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. CARTER. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion, There are a half dozen or more bills in which Senators are 
interested—I am not interested, nor is my State—but they are 
simply bills mgt ene condemned cannon and they are all in 
the same form. They are the next ones on the Calendar, and I 
hope they will be disposed of. They will only consume a few 
moments of time. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

‘The bill (H. R.'7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

: The bill (H. R, 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balis to the Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 5738, of 
Evans City, Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No.38,Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H.R.4824) authorizing the Secretary of Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, Tl., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. .I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
ian SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word “ city,” 

ine 6: 

Ané also two condemned cannen and a pyramid of cannon balls to the 
State Soldiers’ Home at Tilton, N. H. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported te the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as 
to read: ‘‘A bill authorizing the Secretary of Navy to deliver one 
condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria County, Il., 
and for other pu (* 

The bill (H. R. 4557) ———— and directing the wegen pe | of 
the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union 
Boiaiers’ Monument and Memorial Association, of Chi , i., 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is the bill which was attached to another 
bill in the shape of an amendment. Let this bill be indefinitely 


postponed. 

The ee OFFICER. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, 

The bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Maj. C. “ee bee No. 20 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N.J., 4 condemned 
age gg 20 cannon balls, was considered as in Committee of 

e ole. 
- Mr. DUBOIS. I move to amend the bill by inserting what I 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary. After the word “city,” in line 8, it is pro- 
posed to insert “‘and also four condemned cannon and suitable 
pyramids to the Soldiers’ Home at Boise City, Idaho.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to amend the bill oo 
condemned cannon and suitable pyramids to State Soldiers’ 
Home in New Jersey.” 

Mr. ae ieee I should like as Ses em 5e- 
tucky ; ——s a —— Senator from Ken- 
tucky Os opener ony do not possess—and I confess I have 
pra’ Ah to the number of condemned cannon which are 
a by the Navy t, and also more with 
respect to the number available cannon compared the 
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propositions that are pending, either in this or the other Hous. 
for donations of such cannon to the various cemeteries and Gr. d 
Army posts? , 

I think that before asking the Senator to answer the question | 
ought to say that the bills far outnumber the cannon. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs has reported a general bill, which isu, 
the Calendar here, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to «iy, 
away all the condemned cannon that are possessed by the Nyy 
oe a ee ing the fact that the bill is upon 
our Calen we do not pass it. @ go on passing special })i\\.. 
I think there is going to be disappointment semewhere in this 
connection. : 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow mo? 
The general bill referred to has passed the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator from New York sure of {\),1? 

Mr. HILL. The general bill has passed the Senate and is in {}), 
other House. The House has not taken up the bill for divers 


reasons. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will withdraw my amendment under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to do anything 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state, in reference to what the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
New York bt HI] have said, that I believe it is the desire of 
the Naval irs Committee that a bill shall be passed 
leaving it discretionary somewhat with the Secre of the Navy 
in regard to these matters. Such a bill would take the place, 
more or less, of these ial bills. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I think I ought to say that the Senator from 
— York is right. The bill that I had in mind is Senate pill 


Mr. HILL. I made the inquiry of members of the House as to 
why the bill was not taken up. I think really we ought not to 
pass any more of these special bills, and make an additional pres- 
sure = the other House to take up the general bill and pass it. 
I am advised that the passage of such special bills can do no harm, 
oat . we any great amount of mischief being done by other 
egislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to offer an amendment, but | 
wish first to answer the question su to me by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I have no information 
that is authentic in this matter as to the number of condemned 
cannon now at the di of the Navy ent, but I have 
information that sati me of the fact that it is less than a hun- 
dred. I think it is somewhere between eighty and ninety. I do 
ae to I have not kept a tally sheet ee emg but I think 
we have passed private bills appropriating some seven or cighi 
hundred instead of eighty-odd. 

However, I want to offer the amendment in order to assert the 
loyalty in my State. If these private bills are going through | 
wish to have 10 cannon for Fort Thomas merely for ornamental 
purposes. The bill has passed the House, No. 7777, and I offer it 
as an amendment to the pending bill. I agree with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Hi] that the general bill which the Senate 
has already passed should be dealt with by the other House, and 
we should leave it to the ion of the Secretary to apportion 
the cannon as best he can. 

Mr. SEWELL. I withdrewthe amendment I offered to the bill 
after I noticed what the bill is, simply because I want the bill to 
take effect at as early a day as e, giving cannon to this post. 
It is a recent organization, and it desires to have a celebration ou 
the 30th of the month, and if the amendments are inserted it pro)- 
ably will not have them in time, as the bill will not get through 
the other House as amended in season. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the amendment I offered in any way 
I will ask to withdraw it. 

It does embarrass 


and withdrawn. 
the Senate without amendment, ordered 


and a 
the Secretary of 
Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, a condemned cannon was Col: 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Secretary. After the word “cannon,” in line 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘and also four condemned cannon and a suitable 
ee eae Home at Boise City, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless it embarrasses some Senator, I will 
ask to renew the amendment which I heretofore offered. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after the amendment 
just adopted: 


And also 10 pieces of condemned cannon for ornamental purposes for Fort 


amendment was — to. . 

i. BAKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted: 

two condemned cannon and four pyramids of cannoa balls to the 

ja — post at McLauth, Kans. 

The ent was to. : 
Mr. WARREN. I wish to say that while we have a number of 
Grand Army of the Republic posts we have only one Soldiers’ 
Home in our State, that at mne, and I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, a duplicate of that offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dusots], except to make it applicable to the Soldiers’ Home at 
Cheyenne, wae : 

Mr. CAR . lLoffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after the amendment 
just adopted: 

And also 10 pieces of condemned cannon and 50 cannon balls to the Montana 
State Soldiers’ Home. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


ote SroreTaRy. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 


posed to insert: 
And all pees by the Navy Department 


remaining condemned cannon 
to the National Grand Army of the Repu 
Mr. HILL. That would exclude Soldiers’ Homes throughout 
the country, would it not? There are a few which are not yet pro- 


vided for by — bills. 
Mr. CHANDLER. do not think there will be any remnant to 
be disposed of after the bills which have been passed become laws, 


but I can think of no more appropriate disposition to make of any 
chance remnant than to give enn to the Grand Army of the 


Republic. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Cuan- 
DLER}. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The SkeorRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the amendment 


And also four condemned cannon and four pyramids of cannon balls to the 
Soldiers’ Home at Cheyenne, Wyo. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KYLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The SecRETARY. It is proposed to add after the amendment 


E 


also two condemned cannon, with suitable pyramids of cannon balls, 
to the Soldiers’ Home at Hot Springs, 8. Dak. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
bapenk es time. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The bill eee 2 ane law on the ou ject 
eohemdetietioet anes States was announ as 

the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr.COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
LIFESAVING STATION AT PORT HURON, MICH. 


The as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill CHB. to authorize the establishment of a life-sav- 


pe on the coast of Lake Huron, 

had been reported the Committee on Commerce with 

amendments. The were, in line4, after the word “‘sta- 
” to strike out “‘on the 


may recommend”; so bill read: 
Be it Secretary of the and is hereby, 
‘of lifesaving station at or new en & 
Service may recommend. 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. NELSON, 
Mr. Pasco, and Mr. McMILLAN were appointed. 

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF FILLED CHEESE. 

The bill (H.R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and ex- 
portation of filled cheese was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 





F. ALBERTS & CO. 

The bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay $435.67 to F. Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, Mich., for money 
wrongfully collected from them on a claim timber trespass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. JONES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads with amendments, in line 7 to strike out “97” and in- 
sert *‘50,” and in line 8 to strike out all after the word “ dollars” 
and insert: 


In full compensation for all services and expenses in carrying and distrib- 
— mails between Wesson and Beauregard, in the State of Mississippi, 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to the said Benjamin F. Jones, 
late tmaster at Beauregard, Miss., or to his order, out of such money in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$50, in full compensation for all services and expenses in carrying and dis- 
azibeting the mails between Wesson and Beauregard, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, in 1883. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported an 
amendment to strike out the preamble, which was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF TRADE NAMES. 

The bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3649 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The member of the Committee on Finance 
who reported the bill is not present. I shall desire an explana- 
tion of it when it is taken up, and I therefore object to its con- 
sideration at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will be passed over. That disposes of the order of the Senate, 


GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to report upon the practicability of 
establishing near Washington, D. C.,a ground map of the United 


States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not object, but I shall cbject to any 
further business. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CANNON: Im line 12, page 2, after the word “area,” I 
move to insert “ or on such scale asit may be possible to comprise 
within the reclaimed or Potomac Flats.” 

Mr. KYLE. Does that carry an appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. It carries no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on *he amend- 
ment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

DLER, “I move that the os 
; . I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. ” 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is very late. It is 6 o’clock; let us ad- 
ourn. 
; Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at5 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 14, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


ascertaining his wishes in regard to the disposition of the mot; 
He has at no time expressed any preference with regard to .t 
can not conceive of any matter involved here that requires 4) 
debate or should call for the consumption of ten minutes of + hy 
time of the House. The bill in question is a bill granting oo). 
demned cannon and cannon balls to a Grand Army post i) my 
district for the p of decorating a soldiers’ monument in ¢}) 
town of Boonton. It is a bill re von hmong” in form to those of 
like purpose which have this House. I can conceive of yo 
objection to it, reasonable or unreasonable. The bill has been 
pin without objection. The motion to reconsider prevents the 
ill from being acted on by the Senate. I desire to have the mo. 
tion to reconsider tabled, in order that the bill may be releaseg 
so that it may go over into the Senate. ' 

Mr. DOC Y. Why not make that motion now? 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not wish to cut the gentleman from Ken. 
tucky off, and will yield to him if he wants time, retaining the 
floor myself. ; 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman desires it, I will—— 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). Because I can not attend to it to. 
morrow morning. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman desires it, I will state to tho 
House what I would have stated to him between now ani to. 
morrow morning, before taking the action which I proposed to 
take with reference to the motion. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not wish to stifle debate on this question, 
It has been suggested to me to move now to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. I donot wish to make that motion at once, 
if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to be heard. If I can do 
so, I will still retain the floor and yield tothe gentleman from 
a for an explanation, but not for a motion. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection whatever to the 
bill of the gentleman from New Jersey on its merits. When | 
asked unanimous consent a few days ago for the present consid- 
eration of a private bill—a bill concerning the interests of indi- 
viduals in my district—without what seemed to me to be any 
adequate reason, the gentleman from New Jersey objected to its 
consideration, and I was prevented from getting it before the 
House. I thought, under circumstance, that it was no more 
than due to myself and to my people, if he objected to the consid- 
eration of private measures concerning them, that I should take 
precisely the same position with reference to matters in which he 
and his people were interested; in other words, that the people of 
my district should have precisely the same degree of justice as his 
people had. So, when he made a motion or request for the present 
consideration of a bill I, as I had a right to do, objected to it, and 
of course without that unanimous consent asked by him the bill 
could ot be considered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, since that objection was entered and the gen- 
tleman withdrew from the effort to secure its consideration at that 
time and I, having business elsewhere, had left the House, shortly 
afterwards he got a colleague of his to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of another bill, and when that consent 
was given for the present consideration of another bill and it was 

, the gentleman asked to substitute this bill for the one 
t he had a in getting passed, and in that wa 
the — was given unanimous consent and was pas 

e House. 

Now, I shall not characterize aemomennne se anything wrong; 
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The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 

in agai of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 








DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PITNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pit- 
NEY] has been recognized on a question of privilege. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 will state the matter which I wish to bring to 
the attention of the House. On day before yesterday House bill 
No. 8495 was passed by this House. It is a bill in the usual form 
donating to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 con- 
demned cannon and 20 cannon balls. The bill had been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and was by 
the House, as I have stated. Later in the same day the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which that bill was passed. He having made that 
* motion, the rules gave him the sole right to call it up at any time |’ 
during the day it was made or during the succeeding day, ended 
yesterday. He has not done so, I desire now to call it up for 
the purpose of asking the House to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. If the gentleman from Toaraany [Mr. Evans], 
whom I now see in his place, has no objection, I will ask an im- 
mediate vote. I do not care to detain the House by any statement 
unless the gentleman wishes to say something. 

Mr. EVANS. I have an objection; but I think the matter can 
be very easily arranged. 

Mr. PITNEY. lam unable to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. EVANS. I say that for the present I have an objection, 
though I think the matter can be very easily arranged between 
the gentleman and myself, if he will be a little patient and wait, 
say, until to-morrow morning. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pir- 
= calls up the motion to reconsider. Has any gentleman any 
motion to make? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam ready to make a motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on thetable. I donot care for any discussion unless 
the gentleman from Kentucky thinks that some discussion is nec- 


essary. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not know whether the gentleman from New 
Jersey understood what I just said or not. 

Mr. PITNBY. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. EVANS. Isaid that I have an objection to the matter being 
taken up now, but I think that the tleman from New Jersey 
and myself can very easily arrange matter by to-morrow morn- 
ing. entered the motion for reconsideration with the view of | I do not know whether it was or was not; I do not pretend to 

ing the attention of the House to certain matters connected | say; but I do think that it was due to the House that there should 


with this question; but I do not know that I shall insist even upon | have been perfect frankness about it. When I looked at the Rrc- 
that. If the matter be left until to-morrow morning, it can 


ORD the next day I found none of these —— but I have before 
robably be very easily sett of the 
” Mr. PITN . 


me ng out exactly what 

EY. I regret that it will not be convenient for me to | occurred as I have stated it. 
be here to-morrow morning. Now, because of that,and only because of that,I entered the 
Mr. EVANS. Well, whether the gentleman be here or not, I to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, in 


think the matter can be arranged by to-morrow morning so that that I might direct the attention of the House to the matter 
I may withdraw the motion to reconsider. 
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and the manner in which the unanimousconsent was obtained. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from New Jersey should | do not and did not care to ind in child’s play about this 
not be here, I presume the matter could be postponed until he will | bill or any other bill, but my only o' was to protect my dis- 
be here. trict, and to insist that the le whom I represent should have 
Mr. EVANS. Even if he should not be here, I have no doubt | the same privileges on the ton of the House as those represented 
the matter meg be arranged so that I can withdraw the motion. | by the tleman from New J . And I intended, and shall 
Mr. PITNEY. I prefer that the matter should be of | do it hates I sit down—lI in when the matter came up to 
now, Without consuming any more of the time of the House than | make this explanation of Thad made this ob, , and to say 
i hee to the people of the Grand that the gentleman from New 
Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman prefers to have the matter dis- | Jersey represents that they would have no obstruction from me 





posed of now, I shall ask that the action of the House be withheld 
until I can be heard. If the gentleman is not to allow the 
matter to go over until to-morrow morning, so that he and I may : 
Grawa,as I have no doubt we can arrange i hall te, thant ahall denation, Pfine time of the House with 

wn, as I have no doubt we can arrange it 4 instead of the ouse Wi 
ask that the gentleman's motion to lay on the table the motion to | this 


for 
reconsider be voted down. Have made that statement, I now do what I intended to and 
Mr. PITNEY. Several times since the gentleman entered his | what I would have done if the gentleman had waited until to 
motion to reconsider I have approached him with the purpose of | morrow morning. I withdraw the motion. 


to give them a few condemned 
as I have said to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
it was my p to have said these things to the gentleman be 


: 
2 





| 
| 
| 
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_ PITNEY. I will ask the gentleman to let me see the stenog- 
ene notes to which he has referred. 
Mr. EVANS (handing them to him). Here they are. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion 
Mr. PITNEY. Ishould like to be heard for a few moments, 
Mr. Speaker. I yielded the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky 
for the purpose of an explanation and not for a motion, or the 
withdrawal of the motion to reconsider, that being now the pend- 
i otion. 
RICHARDSON. It is impossible for us back here to hear 
what is going on. s E 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order, and gen- 
tlemen will take their seats. The gentlemen in the aisles in front 
of the Chair will be seated. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker——- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will insist that gentlemen resume 

eir seats. 

. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I only wanted to say, if the gentle- 
man wants to make an explanation, I will withhold my motion to 
withdraw the motion to reconsider in order that he can make it. 
I do not desire to cut him off. 

Mr. PITNEY. Ishould not have occupied the time of the House 
with a discussion about this very small matter, except that the 
gentleman from Kentucky has deemed it necessary to explain to 
the House the reason why he objected to my bill, which I had 
introduced, a bill granting four condemned cannon and a few can- 
non balls to a Grand Army postin my district. But since he has 
thought it necessary to explain the reason why he objected to the 

deration of that bill, since he has put it upon the ground on 
which he has put it, and has called attention to other matters con- 
cerning the passage of the bill through this House, I deem it nec- 
essary to occupy a few moments in an explanation. 

The commencement of this episode, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky {Mr. Evans] has now explained, and explained in a manner 
that I should not have taken the liberty to state without his open 
admission upon the floor of this House, was on a week ago last 
Monday, when the gentleman from Kentucky asked unanimous 
mane for the t consideration of a bill introduced by him- 





self for the of Samuel McKee. The proceedings which then 
transpired are found in the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD of May 4, 
1896, upon 4798, and in order that these proceedings may 


now in the Rrecorp, side by side with the present transac- 

thon, I ask unanimous consent, without reading it, to print in the 

Recorp this extract from the REcorD, relating to the considera- 

tion of the bill for the relief of Samuel McKee. If there is objec- 
tion, a ee, t will ask the Clerk to read it in my time. 

The The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 

print in the Recorp the passage which he has described. Is there 


? 

oe no objection. : 

The matter referred to by Mr. Pitney is as follows: 

. SAMUEL M’KEE. 

Mr. EVANS. wr. r, [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the R. 467) for the relief of Samuel McKee. 

The bill was as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to pay out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise to Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718, for expenses incurred 
himina for his seat in the Fortieth Congress."’ ; 
® SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Wr. Prrygy. Reserving the rignt te object, I should like to hear the report 
or some concerning bill. 

Mr. Cox. be read. 

The SPEAKER. will read the report. 

The . COLSON) was read, as follows: 

“The on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 467) to 


to Hon. Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718 for expenses incurred by him fan 
contest ortieth from the Ninth Congressional 
ca iets Kentucky, have had the same under consideration and 

“Your eqmmittee find that said McKee's t to a seat in the Fortieth 
Congress was contested by Hon. J. D. Young; issues were joined, evi- 
dence Committee of 


was and a hearing was had before the Elections 
the House, the seat was awarded to said McK 
mee further find from the proofs in the case that the said 
eh ey ye amoun to the 
sum of as appears from the itemized account of the said McKee duly 
oop further that no part of said sum has ever been paid. 
also find that Hon. John D. Young has been paid the sum of 
$500 for incurred in said contest. 


ang a rit 

en 

seat and was given the 
Mr. 





$1,500. June 24, 1874, an act was passed giving him $1,000, the difference be- 
tween $2,500 and the $1,500 paid by the Committee on Accounts. Again, on 
March 3, 1880, by action of that date, he was paid $6,865, his salary as a member 
of the House up to the date McKee was awarded the seat, although he (Young) 
had never served. He was never admitted tothe Fortieth Congress at all, 
-—_ on the contest it was held that McKee had a majority of the votes legally 
cast. 

In 1881, Mr. McKee's attention being called to the fact that Mr. Young had 
been paid the salary and $2,500 for expenses of the election contest, he made 
out his account and presented it, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Elections. It was thought that it ought to go to a different committee, 
and at the next session it was presented to the Committee on Claims. From 
that date to this, in several Congresses, committees of one House or the other 
have reported this claim favorably, always recognizing the justice of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman inform the House how it was that Young 
was not awarded his seat, and yet afterwards received pay as a member? 
What was the ground of his rejection? 

Mr. EVANs. Young was not awarded the seat originally because he did not 
take the test oath and could not take it. On the subsequent contest McKee 
was held to have received a majority of the votes. 

Mr. MILes. Why could not Mr. Young take the oath? 

Mr. Evans. Because he had given aid and comfort to the rebellion. It was 
shortly after the war. He was therefore not admitted on the prima facie 
certificate, and when the contest was subsequently determined it was de- 
cided that he was not elected. 

Mr. Ptrngey. What was the date of this election? 

Mr. Evans. To the Fortieth Congress. It was shortly after the war. 

Mr. Pitney. That would be thirty years ago, now? 

Mr. Evans. But this bill has never been paid. 

Mr. Prrney. And he never presented any claim until 1881? 

Mr. Evans. He has been presenting this claim ever since the Forty-seventh 
Congress. 

Mr. Pitney. I think it is too stale, and I shall have to object. 

Mr. Evans. [hope the gentleman will not do that. It is a perfectly just 
claim. I know this man well. He lives in my town, and he needs the money. 

Mr. Pitney. He made no statement of the claim at the time? 

Mr. Evans. He presented his claim as soon as he knew the other man had 
been paid, who was not entitled to the seat at all. 

Mr. PitNeY. Because a previous Congress has passed a wrong bill that is 
no reason why we should. 

Mr. Evans. This is the only case where the expenses of a contestant have 
not been paid. Isincerely hope that my friend will withdraw his objection, 
because this is clearly a ee just and proper claim against the Govern- 
ment. The fact that it not been paid for a long time by no manner of 
means diminishes the force of the claim. 

Mr. Mixes. What is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. Evans. About $1,700. I speak with assurance when I say this gentle- 
man is entitled to this money and needs it, and I do sincerely hope no mem- 
ber of this House will object. 

8 . - PrrveyY. I shall have to object. Ido not think the statement is satis- 

ac 3 

Mr. Bat.Ley. I assume from the fact that the committee recommend this 
bill that the claimant filed properly certified vouchers showing that he in- 
curred this expense. 

Mr. EVANS. eee satisfactory to the committee, and theclaim has been 
established satisfactorily to committees of one or the other of the two Houses 
ever since the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. Pitney. But he never presented his claim until fifteen years after the 
election. How could he poe’ properly certified vouchers? 

Mr. Evans. It was perfectly satisfactory to those who investigated it. 

Mr. Pirngy. Does the gentleman know that he has filed certified vouchers? 

Mr. Cox. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that. Mr. Speaker, this claim comes 
from the Committee on Claims. Under the law as it exists now, no party 
contesting an election is entitled to more than $2,000. It requires that the 
itemized expenses shall be filed with the committee. The trouble in this 
claim grows out of the delay, and that is all. But that this man incurred 
these expenses there is no question about that. 

Mr. Mies. He filed his vouchers? 

Mr. Cox. He has filed a statement of his expenses. Of course he can not file 
the vouchers—that is, vouchersin the proper shape—but he filed his claim 
with an itemized statement of the a that he incurred, and it passed 
the Committee on Claims upon that idea auc, 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this gentleman drew $6,000, 
and that the same amount was also paid to John Young Brown? 

Mr. Evans. He was paid the salary like any other member. 

Mr. Terry. There was a time during which he did not occupy his seat here, 
and neither one of them occupied the seat. Now, when this man came in did 
he draw the money forall that time? 

Mr. Cox. While in the seat he drew the money. 

Mr. TerRRY. He drew it for a period when neither one was in the seat. 

Mr. Evans. Like every other contestant, he got his pay back to the time 
when Congress began. 

Mr. Terry. Now, I have had a case of that kind before Congress for several 
years, and they never paid the man a dollar. 

Mr. Pitney. That is the trouble with suchclaims as this. Weought not to 
pay one of them, because it would establish a precedent for the payment of 

rs. 


ers. 

Mr. Cox. Now, hold on one minute and let us get it straight. Whenaman 
has a contest for his seat and it is decided in his favor that he is entitled to his 
seat, would it not be right to poy Sim the ameezyt 

Mr. Terry. I say it would. I have no objection to that, but the point Iam 
making is this: That here is a man who did not have a seat more than a few 
months and drew pay for the whole time; and I have one here who occupied 
the seat half of the time, and is not allowed any pay and has been knocking 
at the doors of Congress for yearn. 

Mr. Evans. I am not objecting to his being paid. 

Mr. Pitsgy. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky {[Mr. Evans] may have 
an opportunity to move to suspend the rules and pass this bill, but Iam not 
willing to give consent to its consideration. It is too stale. 

Mr. Evans. If I am in order I will move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must follow the order of business that has been 
- Mr. EvAns. Do I understand the gentleman to insist on his objection? 
Mr. Pitney. Yes, sir; I am constrained to object. 


Mr. PITNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, that was a bill providing 
for the appropriation of the sum of $1,718 out of the Treasury of 
the United States, to pay to Mr. Samuel McKee his expenses of an 
election contest over an election to the Fortieth Congress. The 
Fortieth Congress took office thirty years ago, or at least over 
twenty-eight years ago. The election in question occurred 
twenty-nine years ago. It appeared from the statement made by 
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the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] at the time (and I 
have since verified it by referring to the files of this House, where 
the statement appears over the a of Samuel McKee) that 
he had allowed fourteen years and over to elapse before he made 
any statement or submitted to any authority any statement of 
claim for the expenses incurred by him in that election contest; 
and it also a 8 in like manner that he made no such claim 
until he (McKee) accidentally discovered that his contestee, the 
party whom he had succeeded in unseating, had procured appro- 
priations to defray not only his salary, but also the expenses 
which he, the contestee, had incurred in that election contest, and 
that then, in 1881, finding that one or two Congresses, ae 
(I think in a very questionable manner) their discretion, had vo 

to the contestee his share of the expenses of the contest, Mr. 
McKee presented a claim for $1,718. 

1 objected to the consideration of the bill for the relief of Samuel 
McKee, and I beg the gentleman from Kentucky and I beg the 
House to understand that I had no personal reason for objecting 
to its consideration. It was not by reason of any personal matter 
between the gentleman from Kentucky and myself that I objected 
to it. I objected to the consideration of the claim because it was 
barred five times over by the statute of limitations; because it 
was barred by the negligence and laches of Samuel McKee for 
fifteen years failing to present a claim; because it was barred by 
thirty years’ delay in enforcing the claim; because the statement 
made upon the floor of this House when the consideration of the 
bill was asked for showed that he had not presented and could 
not present to the Committee on Claims any vouchers certified in 
the manner contemplated by the law and the practice of this 
House. It seemed to me that the claim was an extraordinarily 
stale claim, that it was stale by reason of the laches of the claim- 
ant, that it was very questionable whether we ought to pass the 
bill; and inasmuch as no obligation was im upon us by an 
law to pay these election expenses, and as the contestant himse 
had not urged them until so late a time, I a that this time, 
when we are striving by every effort to keep down the expenses 
of the Government, was a very inopportune moment to pass a bill 
like that under unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise toa question of order. I call for the regu- 


lar order. , 
The SPEAKER. This isthe regular order. 
Mr. STEELE. This general discussion is not a matter of privi- 


lege— 

The SPEAKER. It is not a matterof privilege, but the subject 
before the House is the motion to reconsider a certain vote previ- 
ously taken. That is now before the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand the motion to reconsider has been 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEA . The Chair understands not, but that he has 
wT TTNEY. M Speaker how much time have I remaining? 

r. mee , how m e have 

Mr. McMILLIN. An hour. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 think I can get through in a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied about nine min- 


utes. 

Mr. PITNEY. I will try to get through in a short time. I 
want the gentleman from Kentucky to be assured that when I 
objected, when I refused to give my consent to the consideration 
of the bill he presented, it was because I thought it was - duty 
as » member of this House, not by reason of any —- eeling 
against him. On the contrary, it was in spite of a feeling of warm 
personal ee ee me and the tleman from Ken- 
tucky that I made that objection. The eman from Kentucky 
and I have been es friends ever the aes of this 
session, sleep nightly under the same roof, and meet in our 
personal relations; and I need not assure him that I had no per- 
sonal feeling against him. 

Now, then, what was the next occurrence? I asked consent 
two days ago, and one week subsequent to the incident to which 
I have referred, for the present consideration of this bill of mine, 
to which the gentleman stated no objection, or at least gave no 
reason for his objection; and the gentleman now admits he had 
no objection to it. He now stands upon this floor and states that 
he raised objection to its consideration only because I had objected 
to the consideration of a dill in which he the le of his 
district were interested. I do not see how as 
trict are interested, beyond one citizen. If it i 
which affected the interests of the people of his district, and of 
which he was a better j than any member of this House, 
I should have hesitated to enforce an objection, although one 

ight reasonably lie against his bill; but, uch as it was & 

m against the Government, which we could judge of just as 
well as the gentleman who introduced the bill, I t it was 
my m5 Ag object when I considered that a valid o lay 
against it. 

And because I objected to the consideration of a bill for his dis- 
trict, and, the gentleman says, without any other reason than that, 





he objected toa pesteaie unobjectionable bill which I introduc. 
for a patriotic object, in order to get a few relics of the war o/ 
the rebellion for decorative and ornamental purposes for a post 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in the district which | }\,\, 
the honor to represent. 

Now, I h the tleman from Kentucky will reflect for 
moment, and he will see that if objections such as he interposoj 
are to be practiced there would result dickers and deals bet wi, 
members for mutual and reciprocal favors in such matters, and—_ 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will my friend permit a question? [| 51), 
wanted to say how sweet and lovely a thing it is for brethren ;, 
dwell er in harmony. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think a little clearing of the atmosphere js 
very good in that direction. 

Such a practice, I repeat, would result in “ deals ” between 11). 
bers which would be better befitting a board of aldermen mx 
of ward politicians than suitable to the American Congress. 

Now, then, the next thing that occurred, as the gentleman jas 
said, was this: After he left the Hal my colleague [Mr. Lov pyy- 
SLAGER], at my request, asked unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this same bill. That is what he intended to as); 
for. But, by mistake, a different bill was placed in the hands of 
the Clerk to be read, and was read. The gentleman from Key. 
tucky says that he has consulted the stenographer’s original y)ot.s 
and theyshow a certain state of facts to exist. I make no contra- 
—eeee o , conmanes ewes aeons as the orig- 

al no e stenographer, referrin © proceedings when 
my bill was passed, and teep doestaeedie thestateof facts which 
Cogunen oe actuall I made no alteration 
of the sten pher’s notes. t be thatas it may, the bill which 
I desired to have passed, House bill 8495, was not substitute sur- 
reptitiously, was not substituted unfairly, was not substituted at 
all until after the Speaker, at the request of my colleague { Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER}, had called attention to the fact that the wr ng 
bill had been read. Moreover, the second bill was not substituted, 
as the minutes of the stenographer show, until it had been read 
at length, and unanimous consent had been asked for its su)stitu- 
tion, and unanimous consent had been given. Therefore. if the 
gentleman, or any other gentleman, had desired to interpose an 
objection, he had his full and fair ee eer ncee it pend- 
ing or after the reading of the secon that is, House bill 8495— 
the same as if that had been first read. There was absolutely 
nothing surre us about it. 

meee oe e (Mr, LOUDENSLAGER], in asking consent for 
the tion of t bill, was acting within his rights asa 


le up 


| member of this House; but I am free tosay, Mr. Speaker, that if 


I had supposed the gentleman from Ken or any other gen- 
tleman on the floor had any valid or mk objection to the 
consideration of my bill, I should not have asked my colleague, 
or any member, to bring it up again before the House at the same 
session unless assured of the presence of the gentleman who had 
formerly objected. But I surmised—I should not have stated it, 
but I —what the tleman from Kentucky has now 
deliberately told us, that he really no objection to the consid- 
eration of my bill except that I would not consent to the consider- 
charge vepenties puldie teemeuays eek teantiiaee 1 took the cous 
c u pa ; the course 
which I Rid take. I want to say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky now, in all kindness, that 1 think the old soldiers in whos: 
interest my bill was introduced would rather I should go back to 
— oe ae ven its a — _ I 1 here 
gained for pe consen consideration 0 

i h to be brought before the 


Mr. Speaker, I am to have taken so much time, and if the 
gentleman from Ken does not desire a further hearing, | will 
now move to lay the to reconsider on the table, and wil! 
ask the members of the House to support me in that motion. | 
will, however, yield to the gentleman, if he desires it, for the pur- 


pose of an ae ; 
Mr. EV. Mr. , Lam quite sure the House will agree 
with me that this is —— about nothing. I have not 


g 
: 
: 
i 
: 


had the slightest desire to c anybody with wrongdoing in 
this matter. I have not felt the inclination to put myself 
in a position to with . The gentleman from New 
Jersey objected the proceedings of the House 


to 
for the purpose of ng ee consent to a bill for which 
: should not have complained if the gen- 
nae bee Vane eet ae Se asked was that it should 
be considered, and the House did not care to oe bil 
could have rejected it. But, Mr. Speaker, if m ought no 
of order, it seems to me that the bills of the 


yee 
a onuliy feel on he eotelt it toward him, My surprise 
was that the gentleman should have entertained the idea that Le 


. 
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boun guard the Treasury of the United States to such an 
pe ae to the House an opportunity to consider 
; pill which had been at the doors of Congress for four- 
teen years; that he + not have been willing to let the House 
der it and pass its judgment upon it, instead o is single 
conti aa the House from the privilege and, | believe, the 
pleasure of doing justice to the good old soldier for whose relief 
that bill was introdu aS hea 3 

The gentleman from New Jersey tells us that his bill was in- 
tended to serve certain old soldiers in his district; but the benefi- 
ciary of my bill also was a good old soldier. He was a man who 
saw and felt the torments of Libby Prison, and who for fourteen 
years has felt the torments of seeking consideration by Congress of 
his just claim, and I was surprised that the gentleman from New 
Jersey should feel unwilling to it this House to have the 

easure of considering such a bill . Now, I have been perfectly 

in this matter. Ihave said that I objected to the consider- 
ation of the gentleman’s bill because he had objected to the con- 
sideration of my bill. I say now that I think that is perfectly 
proper. I feel that Ishould have as many rights for my district 
apon this floor as the gen has for his, and if I do not get 
them it will not be for want of trying. 

So far as the other aspects of the matter are concerned, I have 
no objection to the gentleman's bill, and I told the gentleman 
that I should have preferred to have had this matter settled out- 
side of the House; but as it has given him the opportunity of 
making a good speech, I do not regret that he has brought it up 
ber PITNEY. May I ask the gentleman what arrangement 
could have been made outside of the House? 

Mr. EVANS. I should have said to the gentleman outside of 
the House what I have said now to the House. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws 
the motion to reconsider. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

THE RECORD, 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will state his question of priv- 


flege. 

Sir, WHEELER. I offer a privileged resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Mr. WHEELER of moves to strike out of the permanent Recorp 
the matter inserted Mr. PAYNE on Tuesday (yesterday), aside from the 
matter, ing to Reporter's notes, delivered by him in his three min- 
utes’ time, said matter being on page 5608. 


hter. 
PRAKER, Those in favor of the resolution will say 
“aye.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain that resolu- 
tion. I have an hour’s time under the rule. I shall not occupy 
all of it, but I do desire a few moments to explain the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this determined to be a ques- 


tion of ? 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is not presented 
for the of antagonizing the gentleman from New York—— 
Mr. GLEY. I rise to a question of order. Has it been 


decided that this is a question of privilege? 

Mr. WHEELER. t offered that resolution not for the purpose 
of criticising the gentleman from New York—— 

The SP. One moment. The gentleman from Maine 
rises to a a of order. 

Mr. eee My question of order is whether this is a 
chien - Does the gentleman make the point of order 
i 
. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that it is not. 

WHEELER. I desire to speak on the point of order. I 
Mr. Speaker, it is too late to make the point of order. 

recognized, and commenced the debate on the resolu- 

(after examining the resolution). The Chair 
resolution is in order; and the gentleman from 


I ae the resolution, Mr. aker, not for 


rrdaspect inset el 
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, has the resolution been read? 
It has been. 
ne ee seed. 


give oh camps to reply to 
the gentleman made. 
tleman from Alabama must confine 
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Mr. WHEELER. I will do so, Mr. Speaker; but I trust you 
will allow me to approach it—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must keep within the rules. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from New York _ PAYNE] 
made a speech yesterday insisting that a member had no right to 
insert anything—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam trying to state what it is that the reso- 
lution sought to reach. 

The SPEAKER. It is a proposition to strike out from the 
RECORD what has been inserted. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am trying to state in the plainest language 
and in the briefest manner what the offense was, and I shall con- 
tend that what was done by the gentleman was not a violation of 
any rule as has always been interpreted by this House prior to 12 
o'clock yesterday. Yet almost before the gentleman's eloquent 
voice had ceased to resound through this Hall, which eloquence 
more than all else caused the adoption of a resolution putting a 
new and different interpretation upon the rules, he proceeds with 
all haste to the stenographers and violates the very rule which 
his eloquence had caused to be adopted by this House. He was 
the first man to violate a rule which he largely had caused to be 
adopted. 

It seemed to me that the animus of the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Iowa was different from what ap- 
peared in their remarks. It seemed to me that their purpose was 
to use the overwhelmingly Republican majority which now con- 
trols this body, so far as lay in their power, to put a member of 
the minority to a disadvantage. 

It showed the truth of the old adage: 


Satan finds some mischief still for idle hands to do. 


Since the controlling majority of this body has determined not 
to enact legislation and to abandon the purpose for which it was 
elected it has been getting into mischief. The gentleman from 
New York in a thoughtless moment of excitement committed a 
very serious error which I am confident he did not intend. He 
said that the gentleman from Alabama had inserted— 

Not only a page or two, but often dozens of pages of matter never delivered 
in the House, and has inserted without the consent of the House these 
lengthy articles in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not discussing his resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama must confine 
himself to the resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am doing so, Mr. Speaker; you will find 
that I am if I am allowed to proceed with—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must speak in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Chair knows that I have great respect 
for him personally, and I am endeavoring to confine myself 
strictly within the rules of order. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution before the House proposes to 
strike out what has been inserted by the gentleman from New 
York in the Recorp. 

Mr. WHEELER. And how can I discuss that resolution unless 
I state what the gentleman said? I want the same privilege which 
the Speaker allowed to those who made the attack upon me yes- 
terday. No objection was made to their going on in their own 
way; and now when I am trying to repeat what they said and ex- 
= in what particular the rules were violated, I am called to 
order. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question before the House. 
It is whether certain things shall be stricken out of the Recorp; 
not what was sid. 

Mr. WHEELER. [Iam trying to state what they are. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to discuss the merits of what 
was said at that time, but whether certain things shall be stricken 


out. 

Mr. WHEELER. But how can the House know how to vote 
upon a question of this sort unless the particular violation of the 
rule is explained as the matter was explained yesterday? The 
Speaker very properly allowed a fullstatement yesterday. . He did 
not limit members at all. They were allowed to go on without 
limitation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Alabama that the time of the House ought not to be occupied 
except on the resolution itself. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think so, too. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing else. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam trying to confine myself to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY (to Mr. WHEELER). State what the gentleman 
from New York said. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was trying to read what the gentleman 
said, but I was called down—called to order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not what the gentleman said that is the 
question, but what he did not say. 











5184 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Mr, WHEELER. Iam trying to state what he said, and then 


state what appears in the Recorp, It is impossible for a mem- 
ber to pr if he is to be called down or to order every time he 
opens his mouth in trying to explain. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman can not make that complaint 
against the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can the gentleman from Alabama point out a 
single word, in what is printed in the Recorp, that I did not 
utter on the floor of the House yesterday? 

Mr. WHEELER. I can point out words which were not put 


down b; ee 
Mr, PAYNE, I ask the gentleman—— 


Mr. WHEELER (continuing). When I went down to see my 
remarks yesterday afternoon I found that certain words had been 
in lated in the remarks of the gentleman from New York 
which were in his handwriting. 

Mr.PAYNE. Can you point outa single word that appears 
in the Recorp that I did not utter on the floor of the House in 
debate on yesterday? 


y 
Mr. WHEELER. The rule adopted on yesterday was that we 
must be confined to what the stenographers putdown. [Cries of 
**Oh, no!”] That is the rule adopted on ee _ ask in 
read, 


my time that the résolution adopted on yesterday 
eSPEAKER, The Clerk will read. 
‘ The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be stricken out of the permanent Recorp the matter 
inserted by Mr. WH®BELER on Friday last, aside from the matter, accordi 
to the reporter's notes, delivered by him in h 
ter being on pages 5472, 5473, 5474, and 5475. 


Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. 8 


is five minutes’ time; said mat- 


er, a word that I see was 


—, is this: On 140 of the Recorp copy he puts in the 
words ‘‘to be stopped,” which were not written by the stenogra- 
phers. [Laughter.] He puts in the words “‘that he has a right,” 


and adds “‘ matter of,” according to the REcoRD, and none of these 
words were written by the stenographers. They appeared to have 
been written by Mr. Payne. But the serious feature was the 
assertion by the gentleman from New York that— 

The gentleman from Alabama has seen fit to violate this rule of the House 
by inserting not only a page or two, but often dozens of pages of matter never 
delivered in the House. 

Now, the sten pher’s notes showed that the word ‘‘dozen” 
was used by Mr. Payne; but the gentleman from New York ap- 

to have added an ‘‘s” to the word dozen; so that this morn- 
it reads in the Recorp “dozens.” [Laughter and applause. ]} 

Ar, DINGLEY. I call the gentleman from Alabama to order. 

= SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed in 
or er, 

Mr. WHEELER. I am trying to explain to the House ager 
ing the words as they appear in the Recorp and then stating in 
that connection what the gentleman actually did say, as shown b 
— stenographer’s notes. I can not get along without that lati- 
tude. 

Now, I submit that that sentence to which I have referred was 
changed in the Recorp. As first stated by the gentleman it was 
soaen” Venuater.| i Sent atie Geranteheanieaied 

ughter. ot sa e y unfoun 
that I had put a dozen pages in, he goes and puts an ‘“‘s” 
to it, so that it reads ‘‘ dozensof pages.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. 8 er, is it not a matter of privilege for a member 
who is falsely by anyone to make a correction—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. — I am compelled to call the gentle- 
man from Alabama to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will resume 
his seat. 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair willhearthe gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to say that the gentleman is disc 
what took place at some other time, and has no reference to the 
resolution now before the House. The resolution before the House 
is to strike from the Recorp what is alleged to have been printed 
that was not uttered by the gentleman from New York on yester- 
day. If the gentleman desires to point out the specific thing or 
lan uttered or inserted in the Recorp, the House may be 
detained for the pu of considering it, but I insist that the 
House can not be and should not be by totally irrelevant 


matters. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 


taken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama be permitted to proceed in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I was endeavoring to express 
my criticism of that part of the Recorp which ———— morn- 
ing as to the insertion of the letter ‘‘s” after “dozen.” 
ter and applause.) That word was not used and does not appear 


in the stenographer’s notes, and then, again, it is a > sy a 
violation of the rules of the House for one member to task on 


unfounded statement which is derogatory to another— - 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gentleman fy, 
bama should confine himself to the question and proceed j), , irder 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order, if a member has })...,__ | 

The SPEAKER (continuing). The Chair hopes the gen: leman 
will proceed in order. He knows what is in order. - 

Mr. WHEELER. I have written it out in such aw 
thought was in order. [Laughter.] 

A MemsBer. Better abandon your manuscript. [Laughter ] 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order when one member of thjg 
House in lates into the Recorp certain statements revay,jjp, 
another which are not true that he can have the right to ris. = 
the floor and politely and courteously state the facts and refuts 
the untrue statements? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to the interrogatory, wij 
state that under the present proceedings it is not. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, then, I amend the resolution so as 
to make it in order and bring it within the rules as prescriled by 
the Chair. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Alabama to the fact that he has risen to a , jes. 
tion which suspends the business of the House, that the public 
business stops until this matter is disposed of, and therefore he 
should confine himself to points strictly in order with reference to 


1 Ala- 


ay that I 


ng | the resolution, which is that certain things shall be stricken out 


of the Recorp. It is not to fight the battle over again which 


occurred yesterday or at any other time, but it is to dispose of the 
uestion whether certain words should be stricken out, and the 
Chair hopes that the gentleman from Alabama will remember 


what the situation is. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. ker, I fully appreciate what the 
Speaker has said about the importance of time, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes, and then I will occupy 
no further time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You mean on 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to pr 
these constant interruptions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will not be any objec- 
tion to that. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama [Mr. Wure.er] 
asks permission to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BREWSTER. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ifthe gentleman is compelled to proceed in order 
he will not have anything to say, because he can not criticise — 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom New York is notin order. 

Mr. BREWSTER. If the gentleman’s request is limited to tive 
minutés, I will withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is withdrawn. Is there further ob- 
jection? [After a eee The Chair hears none. The gentle- 
man will proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. ELER. I do not think the gentleman from New 
York, on cool reflection, would be to allow the statement 
that he made regarding myself to in the Recorp. 
utterly unwarranted and without foundation. 

The other occasion to which the tleman must refer was 
when the gentleman from Maine . BOUTELLE] criticised a 
slight change that I made, which only involved a change of twelve 
words, and that change was made in order to make my statement 
accurate, and the gentleman from Maine immediately made 
changes in his own remarks and violated the very rule that he 
had invoked. Again, in the last Congress a question was brought 
up, complaining of my extending my remarks, which involved an 
extension of about pages. The other occasion where 4 
motion was made to strike out, which did not carry, was where | 
Sekula ct tummiivestammomanteemine mxy speech ss ct 

r. oO! mo ike my speech out of the 
Recorv because it did not suit him ter], and it will be 
remembered that the House would not do it. It is there yet. 
Those were the only com ts that I can recall that were ever 
a , and it shows that the gentleman's statement 
is utterly and without foundation; his first statement, 
**dozen ” was utterly unwarranted, and when changed to 


erday’s performance? 
for five minutes without 


It is 


“dozens of pages” it was astow’ ¥ 80. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, with the exceptions I am indebted to 
Republican brethren on that side of the House for most 4rat!- 


m 

to courtesy which has always been most 
fying courieay to =a by as and the oeson why I 
confine my remarks and criticism to h of the gentleman 
from New York . Payne] is that I felt that I had reasons to 
<0 more tion from a fellow committee member with 
om I had enjoyed a and always pleasant servi 
onthe bhican ty 


t service. 
Now, the which ority struck out of 
way pean yeleunny vane taaeaeeal ers cism on my part of 
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hat J regarded as appropriations, a character of appro- 
priations which I would criticise with equal readiness whether 
made by party friends or party foes. 

Every man in this House knows that while I have been a mem- 
ber of this body I have been one of the foremost advocates of lib- 


eral a priations for proper sabjects—carrying on the Govern- 
ment, Improving our rs, improving our rivers. What I 


oppose and criticise is what are called jobs. It cost no more dur- 
ing the Republican Fifty-first Congress for the legitimate expenses 
of the Government than it did during the preceding Democratic 
Congresses, but the jobs thrown in were what caused the extra 
appropriation. That is what I sought to criticise. That is what 
seemed to hurt the gentleman who moved to strike out those tables. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with regard to confining the Recorp to what 
the stenographers write down in their notes: They are most re- 
markably accurate; so universally and remarkably correct as to 
elicit our wonder and admiration; but how often have we heard 
members rise and say, ‘‘ There is so much tumult in the Hall I 
can not hear what a man says 2 feet from me.” That being the 
case, how can the stenographers at that desk hear what is said in 
that noise and tumult? And when I made that speech the other 
day gentlemen will remember the noise and excitement that there 
was in this Hall, and that gentlemen filled up the aisle and the 
space in front of the Clerk's desk so that the stenographers could 
not possibly have heard all that was said, and yet the resolution 
adopted yesterday, if insisted upon, would confine the REecorD to 
what the stenographers succeeded in hearing and omitting all 
that =e said that they did not happen to hear. Now, I wish to 
say, inc — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has cxpired. The ques- 


tion is on ing to the resolution. 
Mr. W LER. I withdraw the resolution. 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I call for the regular order, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers; 

A bill (S.730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell ; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two enees be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled *‘ An act to amend an act entitled 


‘Anacttoauthorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct 
i operatea railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ ”’ 


ae out the word “ nine,” in line two of said enrolled bill, and inserting 
The also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H.R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promis- 


sory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. 
RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a resolu- 
tion with reference to the business of the House. 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House its resoln- 
tion the Senate that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license ph and surgeons, and to punish persons violating 


in the District of Columbia. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
agreed to. [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none, and it is so 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington for a moment. 


TWYMAN O. ABBOTT. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask at this time 
unanimous consent for the consideration in Committee of the 
Whole of the bill H. R. 7226 on next Friday morning, imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill immediately after the reading of 
the Journal on Friday. 

The bill was read, as follows. 


A bill (H. R. 7226) for the relief of Twyman 0. Abbott. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
suthorized arid directed to pay to Twyman O. Abbott. of Tacoma, State of 


engin. his heirs or legal representatives, the sum of $27,748.75, in full 
and settlement of his clafn for damages sustained reason of the 
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breach of a certain contract for lease of a building and grounds for post- 
office purposes. 

Sec. 2. That thesum of $27,748.75 is hereby appropriated for the p 
paying the above claim. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A parliamentary inquiry. Is this a ree- 
ognition by the Chair or by the gentleman from [linois? 

The SPEAKER. It is a recognition by the Chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Incidentally. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state—— 

Mr. COX. One inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before there is any diseussion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s request is that the bill may 
be brought up for consideration—substantially made a special 
order for Friday morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the practice ought not to be a lopted 
of assigning a special bill for a special time. Let the assent be 
asked at the proper time, and not be made a special order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. NEILL. I object. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE- 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the 
session of yesterday I had finished the remarks which I deemed 
it necessary to make with reference to that branch of this election 
contest that related to the so-called “assisted voters,” and had 
finished all I had tosay with reference to all the other questions in 
the case except only the questions which arise upon the record 
growing out of the wrongful issuing of the injunction in the Six- 
teenth district of the State of Illinois, which prevented the com- 
plete opening and recounting of all the ballots which were cast 
for the parties to this contest at the election of November 6, 1894. 

There remains, however, to be considered the injunction, the 
main question in the case, as I regard it, as the committee regarded 
it upon both sides, as I believe, and as various members of this 
House appear to regard it, so far as I am able to judge from private 
conversations with them. What, then, is the question with ref- 
erence to the injunction? Briefly stated, that question is this: 
It was found immediately after the announcement of the result 
of that election, first, that the plurality in favor of th: 
member was a very small one, only 40 out of a total vote 
the district of 38,323 votes. 

It was found that there had been errors committed here and 
there throughout the district. It was rnmored that to a consid- 
erable extent such errors had been discovered here and there, 
sufficient to overturn the result. Two contests had arisen in two 
of the counties of the district over local offices, such as treasurer 
and sheriff. In the course of the contest in those cases it was 
discovered that the errors which were surmised to exist were 
actual errors. The contestant in this case gave the usual notice 
under the statute of the United States that he would contest the 
certificate of election which had been given in favor of the sitting 
member [Mr. Downing]. There is no denial that the proper 
notice was given and that it was given in proper time. There 
can be no denial but that the statute of the United States gave the 
right to make the contest. In fact, the United States statute upon 
the subject is clear and explicit. It is contained in Title II, chap- 
ter 8, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, sections 110, 
111, and 128 of which provides as follows: 

Sec. 110. When any contestant or returned member is desirous of obtaining 
testimony respecting a contested election he may apply for a subpoena to 
either of the following officers who may reside within the Congressional dis- 
trict in which the election to be contested was held: 

First. Any judge of any court of the United States. 

Second. Any chancellor, judge, or justice of a court of record of any State. 

Third. Any mayor, recorder, or intendent of any town or city 

Fourth. Any register in bankruptcy or notary public 

Sec. 111. The officer to whom the application authorized by the preceding 
section is made shall thereupon issue his writ of subpeena, directed to all 
such witnesses as shall be named to him, ans their attendan 
him, at some time and place named in the su 
respecting the contested election. 

Sec. 123. The officer shall have the power to require the production of 
papers; and on the refusal or neglect of any person to produce and deliver up 
any paper or papers in his possession a. to the election, or to produce 
and deliver up certified or sworn copies of the same in case they may be 
official papers, such person shall be liable to all the penalties prescribed in 
section 116. All papers thus produced and all certified or sworn copies of 
official papers shall be transmitted by the officer, with the testimony of the 
witnesses, to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


There, Mr. Speaker, was a clear, explicit, and full authority 
given under and by virtue of the act of Congress providing for and 
allowing the ballots and other papers pertaining to the election 
in the district to be produced before the officer, the notary public, 
or other person selected under the act of Congress to take the 
testimony. Immediately upon the notice being given by the con- 
testant that he would proceed under those sections of the statute, 
the contestee in this case, instead of obeying the authority of the 
Federal statute, proceeded in the State court, the circuit court of 
Morgan County, by a bill in chancery, alleging and setting forth 
in direct terms that the contestant claimed the rights which are 
guaranteed to him under the sections of the Federal statute which 
I have read, and ‘setting forth, claiming, and pretending that a 
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section of the law of the State of Illinois prohibited that from 
being done. The section of the Illinois law set up in the bill is this: 

In all cases of contested election the parties contesting the same shall have 
the right to have the package of ballots cast at such election opened, and to 
have all errors of the judges in counting or rene to count any ballot cor- 
rected by the court or body trying such contest; but such ballots shall be 
opened only in open court, or in open session of such body, and in the pres- 
ence of the officer having the custody thereof. 

Now, such a construction of that section of the Illinois statute 
was claimed and contended for in the bill for an injunction as 
would set it in direct opposition to the Federal statute which [have 
read. I have only to say, Mr. Speaker, that it is the opinion of 
the majority of the committee that no such construction should 
be given to the Illinois law, that that statute should be construed 
to be in harmony with the Federal statute, and that where, under 
the Federal statute, an officer is given power to proceed with a 
subpcena duces tecum and to bring in these records and papers, 
he is a tribunal created by the lawful authority of the United 
States and clothed with the power to try the contested election to 
the extent of receiving, recording, and forwarding the evidence 
to the Congress when it shall convene. 

That is the view of the majority of the committee. It com- 
mens itself to my mind because it places the statute of my State 
in harmony with the law of the United States, and does not give 
to that statute such a construction as would leave upon the statute 
book of the State of Nlinois a law attempting to nullify the Fed- 
eral law. I believe that is the true construction to make of that 
statute. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, proceeding immediately after this injunc- 
tion decree had been entered, each one of the different county 
clerks throughout the district was served with the injunction 
order; each one of them was made a party to the suit; each one 
of them was enjoined from producing the ballots, papers, and 
records pertaining to that election by a strange and peculiar form 
of order. 

Mr. BARHAM. Did the court have jurisdiction to make that 
order? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. My opinion is that upon the bill, if it 
had been demurred to, the demurrer should have been sustained. 

Mr. BARHAM., But jurisdiction is never waived for want of 
a demurrer. That is an elementary proposition. You can not 
confer jurisdiction by consent. Now, did the court in that case 
have jurisdiction? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Oh, I think the court had jurisdiction, 
strictly speaking. 

Mr. BARHAM. Well, then, is not that judgment or decree an 
absolute verity? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. It is to be so taken by the parties to 
it until reversed by a court of competent appellate jurisdiction; 
and it is 7 at that very point that the wrong was done, because 
no appeal could be taken until the time had expired for taking 
evidence in this case. 

Mr. BARHAM. One question more. Assume that Mr. Down- 
ing, the contestee, the seated member, committed any kind of 
wrong—that he suppressed evidence, for example—will you unseat 
a member of Congress for any error which he may have com- 
mitted, and thus deprive the people of their duly elected repre- 
sentative? Whatever error he may have committed, assuming 
that he committed a most egregious error in getting this injunc- 
tion, why should the people of that district lose their representa- 
tive who was in fact elected? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman in the, 
words of the learned author of Paine on Elections: 


Sxc. 1000. Under that provision of the Constitution which makes the House 
of Representatives the judge of the elections, returns, and qualification of 
its members, the House may adjudicate the question of a right to a seat in 
either of the four following cases: 

(1). In the case of a contest between a contestant and a returned member 
of the House, instituted in accordance with the provisions of title 2, chapter 
8, of the Revised Statutes; 


That is the very statute which I have been discussing. 


(2). In the case of a protest by an elector of the district concerned. 
Hi In the case of a protest Oy ony other person, and 
4). On the motion by a member of the House. 

The proceeding in the first of these actions is by the Revised Statutes made 
a proceeding inter partes, a suit or action in which the contestant is plaintiff 
and the returned Representative defendant. The managementof this suit or 
action is by law placed in the hands of these parties. They are not only per- 
mitted, but required to frame and serve the pleadings which give form to 
the controversy. They are permitted and req to serve upon each other 
the notices under which the depositions are taken. They may stipulate to 
take depositions without notice. In taking the depositions they may appear 
in person or by — or attorney. In a word, notwithstanding the contro- 
versy involves interests of a public nature, its form and fate are subjected 
by the law to the control of these parties. Their acts, omissions, diligence, 
laches, waivers, admissions, and stipulations may under the law Sseagnarere 
decisive of the contest. As between these parties, therefore, the con ro- 
vided for in the Revised Statutes is in the strictest sense a suit, an action, 
a litigated case. 


Mr. BARHAM. Right there, will the gentleman permit me? 
Suppose that Mr. Downing had gone before the notary public aad 
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admitted that the contestant was duly elected, would that be con- 
clusive upon Congress? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Most decidedly not, under the very 
authority which I have just read, because the power still resides 
in Congress to hear the petition of any elector of the district. _ 

Mr. BARHAM. Well, then, does it not follow that any action 
which Mr. Downing took, by the restraining order or otherwiso 
does not bind Congress at all and is not asuppression of evidenc. 

Mr. COOKE of Mlinois. If any elector of the district should 
come here and file a petition it would be the duty of this Hoyso 
and of our committee, if it were referred to us, to act upon the 
case, as I take it. : 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Willitinterrupt my colleague oy 
the committee if I should make a suggestion? I do not wish to 
interrupt his argument if it is at all objectionable to him. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. As the gentleman knows, I am not in 
a fit physical condition to speak very long; but I will gladly hear 
his question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Following up the question of the 
gentleman from California [Mr, BARHAM], I was about to call my 
colleague’s attention to a case decided by this House, the case of 
Follett vs. Delano, which is somewhat in contradiction of the au- 
thority just read. I refer to 1 Bartlett on Elections, page 113 
where, citing the case of Follett vs. Delano, it is stated: : 

All the electors in the district have a vital interest in the question at issue: 
and no one of them can be precluded by any laches not his own from insist’ 
ing that the will of the majority shall be - Ne confession of the 
sitting member can place the contestant in the seat, unless he is the choice of 
the majority, nor deprive that majority of its rightful representation. 

I thank my friend for allowing me to read this statement. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, I prefer the very careful 
and studied statement given in Paine on Elections to any decision 
that can be quoted, because that work goes over the entire subject 
and deals with the different classes of cases in which these contro- 
versies may arise and states the law on each class by itself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was about to say, the injunction decree 
was entered; the injunction order was served on each one of the 
county clerks in the eight counties of the district. And there the 
contestant was met by an insuperable objection or difficulty, one 
which he could not get over, to the opening and counting of the 
ballots and the production and inspection of these records of the 
election. It was no fault of the contestant; it was no crime on 
the part of the contestee. It was, as I claim, a wrongful act, an 
unlawful act—something prohibited by law which was done by 
the contestee and which prevented the Federal statute from run- 
ning and taking effect. It does not involve any moral turpitude; 
it involves no misdemeanor, no crime, or anything of that nature. 
It simply involves, as produced against the contestant, a great 
wrong. It prevented the contestant from having the benefit of a 
law of Congress, which he was as well entitled to invoke in his 
favor as the contestee would have been entitled to invoke it in his 
favor, had he desired to have the ballots opened and inspected in 
any contest which he might have made, or which might have been 
made against him. 

The subpcenaes were issued by the notary public under the 
Federal statute to each and every one of the county clerks, re- 
quiring them to bring in the books, the papers, the ballots, and 
all the records ——— to that election. ch one of the county 
clerks came forward an sg that he had been enjoined from 
producing or allowing the ots to be produced or opened or 
counted. 

Mr. Speaker, king with all the sincerity and with all the 
solemn sense of duty which attended the utterances yesterday of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts when he spoke of the position 
in which he found himself in this case, stating substantially that 
he wished to do no man any wrong, I feel in this case as high a 
sense of moral responsibility, I trust, as does my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts. And I say, standing here in my place, that upon a 
careful examination of these judicial p ngs, this bill, this 
injunction, these various subpoenas, these various injunction 
orders, and the returns made by the county clerks in the various 
counties, and all the proceedings pertaining thereto, I assert upon 
my responsibility as a lawyer and as a man of fairness and with 
a just disposition that a very great wrong was done right there. 
As I have privately said to my friend, Mr. Downing, if it were not 
for that injunction I would see no way in which to disturb the 
result in this case. 

In friendly conversation I have told him—he knows what [ 
believe on this question—that that injunction produced a very 
great and serious wrong, and that I am as conscientious, as (| 
liberate, as fair in the expression of my views on this subject 
admittedly my friend from husetts is. It is simply % 
question now, not of fraud, not of crime, not of any intentional 
wrongdoing. I do not charge it, but it is a simple question as to 
whether we can in this case give our sanction and approval to @ 
proceeding in a State court which shall attempt to nullify and 
set at naught the Federal statutes, which are plenary, which are 
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complete, which cover the subject, which give a certain important 
right, and which right has been denied. ' 

‘Not to take up too much time of the House, I will proceed 
rapidly, Mr. Speaker. : : 

The consequences of evidence being wrongfully suppressed are 
stated by approved text writers on the law of evidence. There is 
no mystery about it. Weare not without a guide, both of law 
and precedent, in determining what to do in such a case as this 
where there has been a wrongful suppression of lawful and legal 
evidence. Weare not without the proper guide as to what the 
consequences of it should be. Starkie on Evidence, marginal 
page 846, says: 


If, on the supposition that a charge or claim is unfounded, the party against 
whom it is made has evidence within his reach by which he may repel that 
which is offered to his prejudi.® his omission to do so supplies a strong pre- 
sumption that the charge oritim is well founded; it would be contrary to 
every principle of reason. all experience of human conduct to form 
any other conclusion. * ~ 

(Page 847): Again the maxim of the law is omnia prwsumuntur contra 
spoliatorem. 


Greenleaf says, volume 1, section 37: 


The presumption of innocence may be overthrown and a presumption of 
guilt be raised the misconduct of the party in suppressing or destroying 
evidence which he ought to produce, or to which the other party is entitied. 
Thus the liation of papers material to show the neutral character of a 
vessel furnishes astrong presumption, in odium spoliatoris, against the ship's 
neutrality. A similar presumption is raised againsta party who has obtained 

session of papers from a witness after the service of subpcena duces tecum 
upon the latter for their production, which is withheld. 

The general rule is omnia presumuntur contra spoliatorem. His con- 
duct is attributed to his supposed knowledge that the truth would have oper- 
ated against him. Thus, if some of a series of documents of title are sup 
pressed by the party admitting them to be in his possession, this is evidence 
that the documents withheld afford inferences unfavorable to the title of the 
party. Thus, also, where the finder of a lost << would not produce it, it 
was presumed against him that it was of the highest value of its kind. But 
if the defendant has been guilty of no fraud or improper conduct, and the 
only evidence against hi of the delivery to him of the plaintiff's goods, 
of unknown q ty, the presumption is that they were goods of the cheapest 


lity. 
a eiting 2 Pothier’s aeatiene (by Evans), Sir Samuel Romilly’s argument 
in Lord Melville’s case, 29 Howell’s State Trials, 1194, and numerous other 
cases. 


Iintended to refer to the point made in the minority report as 
follows: 

Isit just for that reason to deny to Mr. Downing the benefit of the testi 
mony of the ballots which were actually cast for him? Mr. Downing acted 
upon the advice of counsel, which was confirmed by the decision of the court. 
If we look beyond Downing to the people who voted for him, how can we 
justify to them our refusal to ascertain the truth from their ballots simply 
or the reason that their candidate, in acting upon the advice of counsel, pro- 
ceeded upon a wrong view of the law? 


On this question the law of elections is well settled, as I en- 
deavored to show in reply to the gentleman from California a 
BARHAM] @momentago. Mr. Downing, the contestee, stands in 
the position of a party litigant. Paine on Elections, section 1009, 
just read, covers the question entirely, and I need not go into it 
again. 

The elementary rules of evidence amply cover the cases of vol- 
uminous documents and records, such as those involved in the 
evidence fiirnished by a multitude of ballots or records of returns 
in an election case. There is no insurmountable difficulty what- 
ever in arriving legally and logically at the result of a mass of 
ballots brought forward in evidence. There is no mystery about 
the matter of ascertaining the results from and contents of such 
legal documents any more than in counting other papers, records, 
or accounts over which there may be a controversy. The law is 
well settled as to that class of evidence. I quote from Greenleaf 
on Evidence, Volume I, sections 82, 91, and 93: 

A fourth rule which governs in the production of evidence is that which 
requires the best evidence of which the caseinitsnatureissusceptible. * * * 
Its design is to prevent the introduction of any, which, from the nature of 


the case, su that better evidence is in the possession of the party. It 
is adopted for the vention of fraud; for when it is apparent that better 
evidence is withheld it is fair to presume that the party had some sinister 
motive for not producing it, and that if offered his design would be frustrated. 
T becomes essential to the pure administration of justice. * * * 

ting secondary evidence is subject to some excep- 
= a rs either on public convenience or on the nature of the facts bo 

‘ov 


snc. 93. A further relaxation of the rule has been admitted, where the 
evidence is the result of voluminous facts, or the inspection of many books 
and papers, the examination of which could not conveniently take place 
incourt. Thus, if there be one invariable mode in which bills of exchange 
have been drawn between particular parties, this my be proved by the 
testimony of a witness conversant with their habit of buisness, and, speak- 


generally of the f. without producing the bills. But if the mode of 
dealing has not been uniform, the case does not fall within this exception, 
tis governed by the rule requiring the production of the writin So, 
also, a witness who has the accounts of the parties, though he may 


hot give evidence of their p~rticular contents, ma allowed to speak to 
the general balance, withor . yroducing the accounts. And where the ques- 
tion is , party ata icular time, the general result 
x xamination ks ties may be stated in like manner. 
( we 2, Mager s. Sefton, 2 Stark. R., 274.) 
books and documents introduced in evidence at the trial 
fre multifarious and voluminous, and of such acharacter as to render it dif- 
cult for the jury to comprehend material facts without schedules contain- 
abstracts thereof, it is within the discretion of the presiding judge to 
such schedules, verified by the testimony of the person by whom they 
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were prepared, allowing the adverse party an opportunity to examine them 
before the case is submitted tothe jury. (Boston and W. R. R. Corp. vs. Dana, 
1 Gray 83,104. See also Holbrook vs. Jackson, 7 Cushing, 136.) 

Starkie on Evidence, marginal page 645, is to the same effect: 

Neither is the rule strictly adhered to where a mere negative is to be 
proved, especially where it results from inspecting documents of a volumi 
nous nature. And although a witness can not give evidence of accounts not 
produced, he may, it seems, be examined as to the general state of such ac 
counts, or he may give evidence of the general course of trade, as that the 
practice has been to accept bills ina particular form, acc 
riable course of dealing. 

I have read these authorities, Mr. Speaker, for the reason that 
there seems to be some doubt and obscurity in the minds of some 
of our fr°ends, not members of the legal profession, as to the mere 
matter or question of the recount, as though there was something 
mysterious about the fact of giving evidence of the results of a 
recount. There is no mystery about it. It is merely the testi- 
mony of a witness who swears that he inspected the papers, and 
who states the numbers of them, with schedules, and the condition 
in which he found them, the other side having the equal right to 
put a witness or witnesses on the stand to show the contrary if 
it can do so. 

I might say right here that the best evidence in this case was, 
of course, the ballots themselves and the original election returns, 
which were suppressed by the operation of the wrongful injunc- 
tion, and hence and for that reason only the secondary evidence 
was admissible. And yet our friends, the minority of the com- 
mittee, object to the introduction of secondary evidence, because 
forsooth, it is not the best evidence. Of course it is not. The 
contestant desired and applied for the best evidence; he proceeded 
under the Federal statute, which granted him the right to have 
the best evidence, but it was denied him by the wrongful opera- 
tion of this injunction, although subpoenas were issued to secure 
that evidence. Each county clerk when he came in was com- 
pelled to make answer that he was under an injunction of the 
court, preventing him from producing the papers. 

I must hasten toa conclusion. The position of the minority of 
the committee as to a recount of the ballots, shown by the evi- 
dence in Macoupin and Cass counties, is substantially that it is 
quite excusable and to be overlooked that the best evidence, the 
ballots, was suppressed by the injunction; and when the secondary 
evidence of the contents of the ballots is offered, that secondary 
evidence, though the best attainable, is objected to because it is 
not the best evidence, the evidence which was suppressed by the 
injunction. 

Now, I need not take the time of the House to go into details as 
to the testimony of Mr. Murphy, Mr. Waggoner, and Mr. Bell as 
to the details of that recount. It lasted only two or three days, 
It was a matter of close inspection by Mr. Murphy, sitting at the 
shoulder of Mr. Waggoner, before whom each of the ballots was 
opened. Mr. Murphy was selected because of his tried, well- 
known, and reliable character. Not a breath of suspicion has 
gone out against him. He sat at the shoulder of Mr. Waggoner 
with a book in his hand and made the tally as the ballots were 
opened, and had plenty of time to do so. Mr. Waggoner corrobo- 
rates his testimony as to the nearness of his position to the ballots 
and the clear opportunity that he had to make that count. The 
testimony of Bell has been referred to as indicating that Mr. 
Murphy was not sitting in such a position as to enable him to 
make this recount. I have to say that while the minority has 
quoted somewhat from the testimony of Mr. Bell, it has omitted 
to quote from Mr. Bell’s testimony one statement which he makes, 
which, in my opinion, shows that he was badly prejudiced and 
biased in his view of the matter, and that he wished to give his 
testimony such a turn as to make most strongly against the 
credibility of Mr. Murphy’s count. 

I quote from page 507 of the record in this case: 

Q. Please state what position Mr. Murphy occupied in keeping that count? 

A. I think all the time Mr. Murphy kept the count he sat in the rear of 
Mr. Waggoner, and I think he sat upon one of those high office stools 

Q. About how far would the ballot be from Mr. Murphy at the time it was 
read off by Mr. Waggoner—what distance? 

A. Weil, allowing for the space which must have been occupied by Mr 
Waggoner at the end of the table and the location of Mr. Murphy's stool, 
which must have been about two feet and a half away from the end of the 
table, and Mr. Murphy was sitting on the edge of that stool. 

You see he there placed it at only 2} feet away. Mr. Waggoner 
had said that Murphy sat within 1 foot of him, not more than 1 
foot away, and.this witness is rebutting the testimony of Wag- 
goner. He says, continuing his answer: 

No, I will change that. Without unnecessarily crowding, I would say Mr. 
Murphy's stool would stand about 3 feet or such a matter from the end of 
the table, and he would be on that high stool above Mr. Waggoner’s head, 
and that would bring Mr. Murphy's eyes 4 or 5 feet from the ballot, and maybe 
5 or 6, but it could not have been less than 5 feet, I should think. 

Well, how absurd that is, to suppose that an intelligent man, 
like Mr. Murphy is shown to have been, who was there for the 
purpose of doing his duty, sat five or six feet away from the bal- 
lots when he could easily sit within one foot of Mr. Waggoner, 
who opened the ballots. I think there has been nothing adduced 
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to throw the slightest discredit upon the statement made by Mr. 
Murphy, that he had a full, complete, and ample opportunity to 
inspect each ballot as it passed before them there, and to make a 
correct and exact record of it in his book, and he swears to it 
positively from his book. Mr. Murphy, of course, only had the 
mere matter of the Congressional vote to inspect. He had no 
more to inspect than the counters and inspectors there had with 
reference to the other office which was being contested for. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I should like to say that I have 
postponed until this part of my argument the brief discussion 
which I desire to make upon the proposition that any State stat- 
ute or the decision of any State judge construing a State statute 
can be held to nullify or set at naught or render ineffective a law 
of the United States, because it is upon that point that the contro- 
versy turns, because if the injunction was rightfully entered, 
no complaint can be made against it, and the secondary evidence 
which was introduced in this case was illegal, improper, inad- 
missible, subject to the objections which were made against the 
same, should not have been considered by the committee, and 
should not now be considered by the House; and in that case the 
contestant has no standing here whatever. But, strange to say, 
this carefuily prepared report by the able gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side of the question says: 

We do not deem it material to the decision of this case to pass upon the 
merits of this injunction. 

Think of that! Not material to pass upon the merits of this 
injunction. What a strange idea that there is a contestant here 
seeking a seat upon the floor of this House, relyi admittedly 
upon secondary evidence only, alleging that he had a right to 
introduce secondary evidence because the best evidence was sup- 
pressed by the operation of an illegal injunction, and yet the 
minority of the committee say they do not regard it as material 
to pass upon the merits of that injunction. do not think the 
injunction has any merits. It is suggested to me that the com- 
plainant, who procured the injunction, had the right and the power 
at any moment from the time he filed the bill down to the time of 
the meeting of Congress last December to have had the injunc- 
tion set aside and to have gotten at the ballots and had them 
counted and to have opened them up and to have allowed them to 
be inspected, but he never for a moment chose to do so. 

This seems to us a late day in the history of the United States 
for a court in any State, upon any application, to proceed upon a 
dill or upon a petition or on any form of complaint whatever to 
erect a State statute into such dignity, power, and conclusive 
force as that it shall annul a law of the Federal Government. 
That law is the law of Congress. I have read it in this hearing. 
It is upon the statute books. It was passed and intended to cover 
such cases as this; and yet the bill asking for an injunction, and 
the injunction decree itself, proceeds upon the theory that a State 
statute of Illinois may be subject to such a construction that a 
Federal statute as against it shall have no force, operation, or 
effect. I need not refer to the long history of the struggle for 
what has been called ‘‘ State sovereignty "—the right of a State to 
pass a law in disregard of the provisions of a Federal law. I need 
not refer to the long controversy over that question, which led, 
as we all remember, to most unfortunate results when pursued 
on the field of battle. 

I will refer now only to two great authorities upon that subject 
for the purpose of refreshing the minds of gentlemen who may 
have forgotten the exact subject. The exact point to which I refer 
is decided in Tarble’s Case, 13 Wallace, United States Supreme 
Court Reports, page 400. There the following language is used: 

The Constitution— 


Said Mr. Chief Justice Taney— 


was not framed merely to guard the State against danger from abroad, but 
chiefly to secure union and harmony at home; and to accomplish this end it 
was deemed necessary when the Constitution was framed that many of the 
rights of sovereignty which the States possess should be ceded to the General 
Government and that the sphere of action to it it should be 
supreme and strong enough to execute its own laws by its own tri 

without interruption from a State or from State auth The two gov- 
ernments in each State stand in their respective spheres of action in the same 
independent relation to each other, except in one icular, that they tay = 


if their authority embraced distinct territory. t particular consists 
the supremacy of the authority of the United States when any conflict — 
ws n 


between the two governments. The Constitution and the la 
pursuance of it are declared by the Constitution itself to be the supreme law 
of the land, and that the judges of every State are bound thereby, anything 
in the constitution or the laws of any State to the contrary notwi hstanding. 
I have the full opinion here. I have read from the extract in 
order to make it briefer. I may, I think, with propriety refer to 
the celebrated debates by Mr. Webster on this great question. 
He spoke on State nullification of Federal laws on numerous occa- 
sions, some of which are as follows: Speech on the subtreasury, 
January 31, 1838; speech on ‘*The Constitution not a compact 
_ between sovereign States”—a reply to John C. Calhoun, February 
16, 1883; speech at Pittsburg, Pa., July 8, 1833; s h at Worces- 
ter, Mass., October 12, 1882; speech at New York City, March 10, 
1881; speech in reply to Hayne, January 26, 1830. 
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I will read briefly from the latter speech. Mr. Webster saiii- 


I understand the gentleman to maintain that, without revolution w 
civil commotion, without rebellion, a remedy for supy as 
gression of the powers of the General Government li ‘ 
the interference of the State governments. ad 

Mr. Hayne here rose and said: “ He did not contend for the mere righ: .» 
revolution, but for the right of constitutional resistance. What he »..;—- 
tained was, that in case of a plain, palpable violation of the Constitutic, |... 
the General Government, a State may interpose; and that this interposi:;,. 


osed abuse and — 


es in a direct appeg 


is constitutional.” = 

Mr. Webster resumed: 

So, sir, l understood the gentleman, and am happy to find that I diq ».+ 
misunderstand him. What he contends for is, that it is constitutions) +. 
interrupt the administration of the Constitution itself, in the hands of ()\.... 
who are chosen and sworn to administer it, by the direct interferenc: 


torm of law, of the States, in virtue of their covered ca maity. The inherent 
righ people orm governmen ° V3. and they hava 
another right, and that is to resist government da not deny an n e — ; 
ing the Government. It is no doctrine of mime that unconstitutiona) jay 
bind the le. The question is, Whose Rr isit to decide on + 
constitu ty or unconstitutionality of the laws? 


D that the main debat. 
hinges. The proposition that, in case of a su i 


tion of the Consti- 
tution by the States have a cons’ right to interfere ang 


annul the pop pao is the proposition of the gentleman. [ do not 
admit it. If the gentleman had intended no more than to assert the right 7 
revolution for justifiable cause, he would have said only what all agree t., 
But I can not conceive that there can be a middle course between s1)))j<, 
sion to the laws, when regularly pronounced constitutional, on the one han, 

and open resistance, which is revolution or rebellion, on the other. [ say the 
right of a State to annul a law of Congress can not be maintained but on tho 
ground of the inalienable right of man to resist oppression; that is to say 

upon the ground of revolution. I admit that there is an ultimate yiojon? 
remedy, above the Constitution and in defiance of the Constitution, which 
may be resorted to when a revolution is justified. ButI do not admit that 
under the Constitution and in conformity with it there is any mode in which 
a State government, asa member of the Union, can interfere and sto) tho 
progress of the General Government by force of her own laws under any 
cire ces whatever. 7 

Those are the celebrated words of perhaps the greatest exponent 
of the Constitution of the United States, next, possibly, to John 
Marshall, that this country has ever produced. His honored re- 
mains rest in the State from which my friend hails, and [ com- 
mend his doctrine to the study of my friend from Massachusettg 
[Mr. Moopy] who preceded me in this discussion. 

Mr. MOODY. I agree to every word of it. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I have no doubt of that, but the cen- 
tleman does not practice that doctrine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen on the other side, I suppose, 
are pene to proceed. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

Mr. CEY. r. Speaker, I do not like to disagree with my 
colleagues upon the floor of this House upon questions involving 
party policy, but I do not understand that the question in issne 
is one of party policy. It is true that we have here a contested- 
election case in which a Republican is making a contest for a seat 
now occupied by a Democrat, and the Elections Committee on both 
sides have cleared the way so that there is a single proposition 
which is conclusive in this case; not conclusive as to the ultimate 
rights of the parties, but conclusive as to this particular stage of 
the contest. If the minority is right, the ballots should be re- 
counted before the House acts. the minority is wrong, the 
House should take Mr. Murphy’s count and let that end the case. 

Now, Lam not prepared to accept the views of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cooke] who has just taken his seat, that the 
Illinois statute is in derogation of the Constitution of the United 
States or of the act of Congress. On the con , that statute is 
a lawful statute, enacted for a proper and laudable purpose, and 
if it had not been for that statute the very ballots that we desire 
to count in this case could not have been ved. We must 
recollect, Mr. Speaker, first, that there are, I believe, 52 men elected 
to different offices on that same blanket ballot. 

Mr. MOODY. Fifty. 

Mr. LACEY. About 50. Now, any one of those candidates 
might have acontest. Oneof them did have acontest in Maconpin 
County. Under the statute of Dlinoisthe candidate for treasurer, 
or any other candidate, anybody who is named upon the ticket, 
having a contest, may have the ballots opened and they may 
be recounted in the of the court. After the count is 
SScevoh ba Sabo TaGh ey SERINE tenn slag proce no! 

any su con may proceed, not- 

withstanding the fact that the ballots have been brought into 
court and examined by the court in one contest. Now, when my 
friend from [linois . CooKE] says that that statute is 
derogation of the of Congress he certainly does not look at 
its real mepons. purpose of that statute is to preserve the 
: ghts of eral Rinaker, to preserve the rights of Mr. Down- 
ing, so that when the treasurer got with his count the 


ts could be ee and recounted again in the presence of 
the court. And if Mr. Rinaker on such recount is found to have 
a majority of those votes, if a ae count is correct and 


that of the 50 election opposite parties, who 
were watching each wrong, Mr. Rinaker will have the 
t. 


sea. . 
Now, experience has taught me that in the matter of counting 
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ballots any man ought to be watched, even in Illinois or any other 


State of the Union. It makes no difference where such a count is 
going on, the only safe way is to have some persons on the opposite 
side, men of intelligence, selected by the respective parties, to see 
that honesty is observed in the counting of the baliots. Tlinois is 
noted for its honesty. It has a delegation here almost unitedly 
Republican. I have great confidence in the State of Illinois. I 
should have been gladif this district had elected General Rinaker; 
and if he has been elected I shall vote to seat him. But we can 
not tell whether he has been elected or not until those ballots shall 
have been recounted, and the statute of Illinois provides a method. 
In the Fifty-first Congress I had the honor to be a member of the 
Committee on Elections, and this very question came up before 
that committee in the case of McGinnis vs. Alderson, and I pro- 
pose to read an extract from the report in that case, showing the 
view which the committee took of this question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask my colleague to give his atten- 
tion, if he has not already done so, to the question whether the 
contestant had the power, notwithstanding the injunction, to have 
those ballots counted. 

Mr. LACEY. He has the power now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has that question been discussed by you? 

Mr. LACEY. Iam going to talk about it presently. He has 
never lost that power. The ballots are still in existence. They 
were sealed up in the presence of the lawyers on both sides after 
the treasurer’s contest, and in the presence of the election offi- 
cers, sealed up and put in a trunk, the trunk sealed, and the key 
put in a seal envelope, which is in the county clerk’s safe, in the 
custody of a good, honest Republican official. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Conceding all that, how could the contest- 
ant have reached that count? 

Mr. LACEY. I am going to tell you; but in the first place, 
when I was interrupted by my colleague I was about to make a 

notation from the case of McGinnis vs. Alderson. In that case 

ere was a recount, under the laws of West Virginia, for the 
office of governor, as there was in this case in [linois for the office 
of treasurer, and there was a recount for the office of Congress- 
man, just as a recount is sought here. I was directed by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections, a Republican committee, on 
which were some strong lawyers, Mr. Rowell, of Illinois, was the 
chairman—I was directed by that committee to prepare a report, 
from which I will read an extract to show the position that the 
committee took then as to the effect of State laws upon recounts: 

In the West Virginia election cases in the present Congress, and in the 
famous case in the gubernatorial contest between Fleming and Goff, we have 
had striking illustrations of the dangers of a recount of the ballots, where a 
change of a few tickets may affect the result. The law of West Virginia, 
while it provides for such recount, attempts to throw around the recount 
such elements of safety as will prevent a fraudulent change of the ballots. 
Such recount is always viewed with suspicion and is full of danger. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooks] says that the statute 
of Illinois is in derogation of the law of Congress—— 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
did not say that the statute was in derogation of the law of Con- 

I do not think it is. I think it has been falsely construed 
to be so; that is all. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I think you have falsely construed it to be 
in derogation of the United States law, because there is nothing 
in that statute which interferes at all with an honest count of the 
ballots cast in the Congressional election. In this report we say 
further: 

The law of West Virginia is as follows: 
“ They shall, upon the demand of any candidate voted for at such election, 
and examine any one or more of the sealed packages of ballots and re- 
count the same; but in such case they shall seal up the same again, along with 
the o. envelope, in another envelope, and the clerk of the county court 
shall write his name across the place or places where it is sealed, and indorse 
cae alee eae of the election held at , the district of , and 
The law also p é he 
place of ee eee yaingretel Seccaied up at th 

“When the said certificates are signed, the ballots shall pe inclosed by the 

commissioners in an envelope, which oe seal up, and write their names 
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across the place or where it is sealed, and indorse on the outside of the 
- envelope as follows: ‘ Callots of the election held at in the district 











, and qamey of . the —— day of »’” ete. 
In order to j a@ recount it ought to appear that these requirements 
have been com with, or clearly shown that the failure to comply there- 
with has resulted in no injury. 
Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr, LACEY. I would like to answer my friend from Illinois, 
=e yield to the gentleman fora moment. My time is very 


Mr. HALL. A question has been asked in regard to the re- 
ots. I wish to ask this question, which 
seems to me directly in point: Is it not the fact that if the ma- 
e——- ee, those ballots ene be and ap will 
un € minority report is ado , it sim ows 

those ballots to be sesounted.. : os 
Mr.LACEY. By adopting the report of the minority, the case 
is not ended at all. We are called upon by the majority of the 
committee to accept the count of Mr. Murphy and seat General 
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Rinaker. I hopethe recount, if had, may seat him, because he is 
of my political party and Iam in sympathy with him; he is an 
honorable gentleman, once, I believe, a distinguished meinb 
this House, and I should be glad to see him occupy the seat 
I do not want to seat him upon the statement of Mr. Mu 
to these ballots when the ballots are where we can se+ 
ourselves; where the Committee on Elec 
themselves. 

When I was interrupted I was reading from the report in the 
McGinnis case, in which the committee goes on further to say 
that ‘‘in order to justify a recount it ought to appear that these 
requirements,” that is, the requirements of the W 
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phy as 
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tions can see them for 


est Virginia 
statute, ‘‘ have been complied with or clearly shown that the fail- 
ure to comply therewith resulted in no injury.” 

We found in that case that the ballots had not been properly 
cared for; that the requirements of the West Virginia statutes had 
not been complied with. In behalf of the Republican in that con 
test, I said there should be no recount; and I based my position 
on the statute of West Virginia. Now, under the statute of Ili- 
nois, I say there should bea recount. The statute provides for it. 


The ballots have been preserved. We have a Committee on Elee- 
tions appointed expressly to investigate matters of this kind and 


with ample power under the Constitution to recount these ballots. 
Let me call the attention of my friend from Illinois to a further 
fact. He mistakes when he assumes that the notary had power 


to make a recount. No such power is given under the Federal 
statute. No such power has ever been given under Federal stat 
ute to recount the ballots. That being conceded, we must get 
our power from the Constitution; and the Constitution giv 
House power to determine the elections and qualifications of its 
own*members; and the ballots being in existence, we have the 
power to make the law in this case and to recount those ballots. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that in the last 
Congress it was decided that the ballots were a part of the papers 
in the case, and that the notary had the power to recount? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but you and I voted against that report. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not against that part of it. That part was 
approved by the honest men of the House. 

Mr. LACEY. Inthe last Congress we saw Charles F. Joy turned 
out of his seat in disregard of the rights of the parties. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam not speaking of the Joy case. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam notasking that this House shall now decide 
the Rinaker case. I am simply asking that we should not shut 
our eyes to the evidence; that we should not refuse to look at the 
evidence as it now exists and shelter ourselves behind an injunc- 
tion, and say that because this contestee unlawfully sued out an 
injunction (if he did do so) that he shall be deprived of his seat. 
It will not do to say that because he did a foolish thing that you 
are going to unseat him. If we undertake to unseat every man in 
Congress who does some foolish thing, think how hard it will be 
to maintain a quorum in this House. 

Mr.COLSON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the custody 
of those ballots since the original count has been such as to pre- 
clude the possibility of change? 

Mr. LACEY. It is so stipulated in the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; I take issue squarely with the gentle- 
man. There is no such stipulation. 

Mr. LACEY. I am following the report of the committe 
the report so states. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] will 
allow me, I can answer that question so that there will be no 
mistake about it. When this contest was proceeding a stipulation 
was made by the sitting member, at the request of Mr. Rinaker, 
that the ballots were then in the condition that they reached the 
various county clerks, in the condition in which they left the hands 
of the election officers. The testimony then affirmatively showed 
that they remained in the hands of the county clerks down to the 
time of the recount. The testimony further showed affirmatively 
that after the ballots were recounted in the presence of the county 
court they were restrung under the direction of the judge of the 
county court 

Mr. LACEY. In accordance with the statute of Nlinois. 

Mr. MOODY. In accordance with the statute of Dlinois, and 
were sealed up ina trunk; the trunk was locked; the key was 
sealed up, and put into a safe; and yesterday there was read on 


es the 


, and 





the floor of this House certificates of the clerks that when the 
record closed those ballots were in that condition. 
Mr. LACEY. Those ballots are now in the hands of those 


county clerks—— 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. LACEY. I decline to yield until I have had an opportunity 
to finish my statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ishould like to answer the statement of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. LACEY. 1 decline to yield for that purpose. 
man can make the answer in his own time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it is true that the ballots have not been 


The gentle- 
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roperly preserved, if it be true that the Republican official who 
oe them locked up in his sworn custody there has not taken 

roper care of them, that is a matter which the Committee on 

lections can ascertain, and if it be so determined they can 
decline to count them. But it is sought now to accept the count 
of these ballots by the statement of Mr. Murphy. The count was 
going on between two candidates for treasurer, and the record 
shows that when they got through with the recount it made only 
a difference of either two or three votes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have a few minutes’ additional 
time. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield ten minutes longer to the gentleman 
from lowa. 

Mr. LACEY. The evidence shows, I was proceeding to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that these ballots have been properly kept. If they 
have not been, of course they would not be counted. 

Now, it is contended that the suing out of the injunction com- 
pels us to take the count made by Murphy. Suppose he did make 
acount. Are we to take his count against the count of 50 honest 
election officers of the State of Illinois? Why, I am surprises 
that my friend from Llinois has so little confidence in the officials 
of his own State as to be willing to impeach the count made by 50 
officials of the State and take in preference to their count that of 
one man—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman refers to me, I want to say 
that he entirely misapprehends my position. 

Mr. LACEY. I must decline to yield to the gentleman. You 
will have your own opportunity to explain. 

I will only say that this reminds me of an occasion where aclient 
of mine found some thirty or forty witnesses testifying against 
him, and he told me he knew how to get around them. I asked 
him how. And he said, ‘‘ Why, I will goon the stand myself and 
impeach them all.” anaes) That is what Mr. Murphy does. 
He goes on the stand; he impeaches the testimony of 50 officers 
of the State of Dlinois salactel waskar the statute, one as a Repub- 
lican. one as a Democrat, sitting on opposite sides of the table 
aaeatg count, keeping tally on each other, watching each other 
as closely as men would watch each other in a game of cards to 
prevent cheating; and the evidence shows that when they got 
through with that recount it only made a difference of either two 
or three votes in the total vote for treasurer. 

With such a count as that, Mr. Speaker, I ask if it is likely that 
Murphy is correct in his count and the officials are entirely wrong? 
Is it not more probable that election officers counted more accu- 
rately, counting the ballots in sequence as a did, and with 
every facility to secure accuracy, rather than that the count of 
Mr. Murphy was a correct one? 

Now, when weconcedethat Mr. Murphy may possibly be wrong, 
and it must be remembered that he only counted 25 precincts out 
of a hundred and sixty-odd, that he —y counted 25 precincts 
out of this county and omitted 11 more, and when we find that the 
recount made this difference of 39 votes only in the total of nearly 
6,000 votes, it seems to me that if the ballots are where we can get 
at them, that the Committee on Elections can secure them, they 
have the power to secure them, and that is the proper way to deter- 
mine the matter by an examination of the ballots themselves. Mr. 
Rinaker had power to appear in the injunction case and ask to in- 
tervene and byintervening motion move to dissolve the injunction 
or to be allowed to complete the count in the presence of the court 
issuing the injunction, as he had a right to do under the law of the 
State of Ilinois. 

But, now, onrpere the statute of Illinois had not been in force. 
The count made by the two treasurers in their contest would have 
left their ballots in inextricable confusion, so that they would 
have been unreliable for a recount; and, further, the controversy 
between Mr. Rinaker and Mr. Downing could not have been 
fairly tried; the ballots would have been counted by some Demo- 
cratic notary — for it was a Democratic contest, and he 
would have to be trusted with the care of them for that purpose. 
Ican not help recalling a remark Mr. Mason, of Illinois, made 
about the Democrats, that he would be perfectly willing to have 
a Democrat administer his estate, to have a Democrat act as 
guardian for his children, but he would not trust a Democrat up 
a dark alley with a ballot box. [Laughter.] 

Mr, CANNON. Or with issuing an injunction, either, to sup- 
press evidence. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, this injunction was sued out under the law 
of the State and in conformity with the statutes of Illinois. It 
provided that the ballots when opened should be counted and pre- 
served and again sealed up. That was the substance of it, and the 
evidence is still in existence. This contestee is charged with sup- 

ression of testimony in thecase. Whatisthe testimony? It is the 
ballots themselves, not the examination of witnesses before a notary 
ublic. That notary was not an officer like a master in chancer 
state an account between a Democrat and Republican, wi 
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power to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, and cross. 
examine witnesses. All he could do was to issue subpoena pays 

and there was no Federal statute authorizing the recount. H.),....’ 
if the recount was made it must be under the requirements of +), 
law of Illinois, and it does not strike me that the injunction ws 
illegal and unfair. But the main fact is that the ballots are there 
now and are still accessible. This committee can send for tho), 

This Congress will probably be in session until the ist of Juno 
They can have these ballots here inside of a week. They ©; 
count them, and then if General Rinaker is elected—as I ho): j,o 
will be, as I should be glad to have him—he will be elected, 1,0: 
by me, not by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], who do. 
not live in that district, but elected by the people of his distric; 

and they are the ones who are concerned in this matter. But thoy 
say that the same principle applies in this case as though he })4/| 
suppressed testimony, as though he had made way with a bon 
or an obligation and concealed it. 

Now, the principle does not apply here at all, for this reason: \{r. 
Downing has no more knowledge of the contents of these ballots 
than has General Rinaker. All he knows is that under the Jaws 
of Illinois he has the certificate, and he does not want to give it 
up, and he sued out an injunction. That injunction delayed tho 
fretting of the ballots to the House. It did not prevent it. it 

a 


simply delayed it, and they can be furnished, and this House, wit); 
its 140 Republican majority, can not afford to be unfair about this, 
Let us send for the ballots, bring them before the Committee on 
Elections, let them be counted, and then we will determine whether 
the Republicans, Democrats, and Populists constituting the elec- 
tion board made a mistake or whether Mr. Murphy made a mis- 


take. One or the other made a mistake. Iam not prepared to 
overturn 50 men with one, and that one with a hop-skip-and- 
jump count like this. Mr. oe did not understand that he 
was making an official count. At that time no injunction had 
been sued out. He did not know his testimony would be taken, 
He was simply checking off to see whether it was worth while to 
have a recount. That is all. 

Iam not here to advocate the good faith of Mr. Downing in 
suing out the injunction. I care nothing aboutit. I think, per- 
haps, the proper thing for him to have done would have been to 
have stipulated with General Rinaker, and made some provision 
for a recount. But that is not the question. The question is 
whether the ballots are still there; whether the evidence has been 
suppressed; and this committee says it has not been suppressed; 
that the ballots are there. The action which Mre Downing (ook 
prevented a Republican notary public from counting the b:llots, 
or certifying the result of a count in his presence, and that, ‘co, 
when there is no statute authorizing such a recount in the pr¢s- 
ence of any Federal official under the act of Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this whole debate has proceeded upon the 
theory that the act of Congress authorized a recount before a 
notary public. I ask ier upon the other side—and I do 
not iike to speak about Republicans as being on the other side, 
because I am on their side—I ask those gentlemen who disagree 
with me upon the question of the law to point out any Federal 
statute which authorizes a notary public chosen by the contestant 
to make a recount. There is a law authorizing him to summon 
persons and papers, but sealed ballots are not papers within the 
meaning of that law. Ordinarily, under the laws of most of the 
States, the ballots are destroyed immediately after the count. 
They are only preserved in some few of the States. They are pre- 
served under the Australian ballot law of the State of Illinois, 
and no doubt have been carefully and properly preserved. No 
man here has raised his voice to im: h the honesty and integ- 
rity of the officers and the manner of keeping those ballots. 

. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I understood the gentleman from Iowa cor- 
rectly, he says that a notary public d not require the count- 
ing of those ballots. A notary public under the Federal law would 
have the same _— and the same authority that a Federal judge 
would have. Now, I ask the gentleman if it is not in accordance 
with the spirit and the letter of that law that a Federal jude or 
anotary public, as the case may be, would have the power to Issue 
a subpoena duces tecum—— 

Mr. LACEY. I think not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wait until I get through. I ask the gentle- 
man whether a Federal judge or a notary public would not have 
the power to issue a subpeena duces tecum to the county clerk and 
compel him to produce the ballot and then make him swear how 
many ballots were cast for General Rinaker, and how many ‘or 
the sitting member, as shown by the ballots themselves? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no such — in the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, yes; there is. 

Mr. LACEY. When you come to speak to the House, I ask you 
to read the provision of the law. There isa vision for sum- 
moning persons. There is authority for the ao a subpena 
duces tecum to bring in papers, and that is all. en the papers 
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are produced the notary public has no authority to count them. 


He should not have. It would not be safe to intrust a partisan 

notary, With nobody on the other side to watch him, to make this 
unt. 

a Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mir COOKE of Illinois. 
[Mr. Hereves). , ay 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to participate 
in this debate = for the reason that reference was made by a 
gentleman in the discussion yesterday, as I understood him, to 
the necessary action of certain members of this House because of 
their action upon the case of English against Peelle. As I under- 
stood, it wasstated yesterday that that case furnished a precedent 
for this case, and that those gentlemen who voted against the up- 
seating of Peelle would necessarily have to vote against the seating 
of the contestant in this case. ‘ \ 

The reference of the minority of this committee to that case was 
an unfortunate one. There is nothing similar in the cases. In 
that case it was sought by a secret arrangement to secure one of a 
board of three gentlemen who were by the court ordered to recount 
the votes in the case of the contest in the canvass for sheriff, one 
gentleman being authorized by the father of the contestant se- 
cretly to count the votes cast for Congressman. During the first 
day 9 precincts were counted. He says that during that count 
he found that errors amounting to 99 were made in the canvass 
for Representative. On the morning of the second day it was 
found that this gentleman was engaged in that recount. Then 
another of the commissioners associated himself with this gentle- 
man, Brown, and together they counted the other twenty-five or 
twenty-six precincts. They found that in the recount, when both 
were counting together, that the vote of Peelle was increased 127 
instead of pales decreased, as this gentleman had said was the 
case with reference to the other 9 precincts. This man Brown 
then said that there was nothing in the recount for English; that 
he would so advise Mr. English; that he was satisfied that the vote 
of that county was favorable to the contention of Peelle. But 
later he went upon the stand and testified that he had discovered 
errors to the number of 99 in the first 9 precincts. The ques- 
tion determined by the minority of the committee in that case 
then was of the credibility of this witness Brown, not one of com- 

tency. There is not a word in that report, sir, that you can 

nd as to the competency of the proof; but it all turned on the 
credibility of the witness, and the minority of the committee 
believed that he had lied. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit me? Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman seems to misapprehend what I said and I desire 
now to correct him. I said yesterday that no question of compe- 
tency of testimony of Brown was involved in the case of English 
against Peelle, but I said the minority of the committee, the Re- 
publican members of the committee, refused to accept the testi- 
mony of Brown against the official count. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They refused to accept the testimony of 
Brown because they believed him to be utterly unworthy of 
belief, because he had made statements out of court contradict- 
ing those~he had made in court, because he was an impeached 
witness, That was it, sir; and it is not a precedent for this case. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman again permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, Mr. Speaker, it is unlike this case in 
another respect. It differs from that case as to what would be 
secondary evidence, because there the ballots existed; the ballots 
were accessible; the ballots could have been resorted to. No in- 
junction existed there. There had been no suppression of proof 

that case. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen are disturbed in this case because 
a the — here relied upon are incompetent and are sec- 
ondary. Is that true? Whatis the rule? The rule requires the 
production of the best testimony of which the case is susceptible; 
and thatisall. The best attainable; that is all. The deed would 
be the best evidence of its recitals. Destroy the deed, and a prop- 
erly certified copy is the best evidence attainable of which the 
case is susceptible then. Destroy the copy, and then the oral dce- 
larations of witnesses as to what the recitals were is the best evi- 
dence of which the case is susceptible. Here in this case there 
was better evidence at one time, that of the ballots. That is put 
entirely beyond the reach of the contestant in the case by the act 
of the contestee. He did it. He makes it impossible to get that 
evidence, and all the environments of the case show that it was 
done with evil purpose. 

What is the ence of lawyers on this floor? I expect some 
of them at least have at times willing that competent evi- 
dence might not be introduced against their side of a contention, 
but why were they solicitous? Because they knew harmful results 
would follow its production. No man seeks to exclude testimony 
that he knows to be com t, no honest man, except when he 
knows that it is going to be hurtful to the issue that he is trying 
to support. This man, after he became satisfied that those proofs 
Were perilous, invoked the aid of an injunction. Look at the 


I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 
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reasons given by him—flimsy—not one worthy a moment's con- 
sideration. He fears that there will be “a pretended count.” 
Why, Mr. Speaker, the man who conducts that count is for that 
purpose a court, charged with all the responsibilities that the 
oath he has taken and the duties prescribed to him by statute can 
impose—a court to which this contestee had access by himself, by 
his counsel, by his friends. He states that he feared a *‘ pretended 
count.” Why, Mr. Speaker, it could not be a “ pretended count.” 
It is a count to which he is a party; it is a count in his (the con- 
testee’s) litigation; it is a count in his presence; it is a count 
conducted and aided by his attorney and under the sanction of 
statutes. I think we have a right to look at all these environ- 
ments, to look at all these reasons assigned. 

But, again, he says that his object isto preserve the sanctity of 
these ballots so that later on they can be used, perhaps. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, in the case of two of the counties, prior to this oath 
of his, attached to the petition for the injunction, that sanctity 
had been destroyed (if it can be) by the handling of the ballots by 
profane hands. Yet these are the very ballots in issue. These 
are the ballots to which suspicion attaches. These are the ballots 
now in controversy. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want only a few minutes more. 

Mr. Speaker, this testimony that we have now before this com- 
mittee is the very best of which the case was susceptible when the 
record closed. Mark the date provided as the time to which this 
injunction should extend—March 4, 1895. Why wasthat? Simply 
because it overlapped the day when proofs might in proper man- 
ner be introduced by the contestant. 

Mr. MOODY. Those ballots were not to be reopened and re- 
counted except by order of some court of record of the United 
States or the State of Illinois or by the House of Representatives 
before the 4th of March, 1895. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What court, I would ask the gentleman, 
could have made such an order? What House of Representatives 
could have made such an order? There was no tribunal in exist- 
ence to make that order; and therefore the restraining order 
might just as well have been without limitation of any kind. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman asks what tribunal could have 
made such an order, I answer, this House of Representatives. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it did not convene until December last. 

Mr. MOODY. It might legally have met as early as March 4, 
1895. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrersurn] 
allow me to ask him a question? Ishould like to know how many 
votes he claims would have been changed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam discussing a particular branch of this 
case 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like to know how many votes would 
have been changed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
concerned. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
the result? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. BRUMM. 
change the result? 

Several Members. Yes. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Gentlemen around me say “yes.” 
Mr. MOODY. Not enough tochange the result, without decid- 
some other questions in favor of the contestant. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Ifthe resolution of the minority prevails, we 
then allow the contestée in this case to take advantage of his own 
wrong. We allow him to draw his salary up to the convening of 
the next session of Congress. We are paying him a reward of 
three or four thousand dollars for a wrong which, in my judg- 
ment, he has committed, in the suppression of proof in this case, 
a suppression which was without warrant, without reason, with- 
out justice, without excuse. No gentleman on the other side can 
give a valid reason why the contestee should have resorted to that 
injunction. I have wondered why some of these gentlemen who 
get so warm in defense of the minority have not said something 
to justify this man in attempting to impede the orderly and proper 
investigation of the case under the laws of Congress. What was 
the reason, gentlemen? Will not some of you state it? Will not 
somebody tell us why it was that the ordinary course of proceed- 
ing under the law was not allowed to be pursued? Why was the 
injunction necessary? Will not some apologist for the contestee 
tell us? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me a single remark? 
As a juror in this case, I should like to have that question an- 
swered. There is a stumbling block in my mind. If that ques- 
tion can be answered satisfactorily, it will have a very great bear- 
ing on my mind, and possibly the minds of others, 


I yield the gentleman such additional 





Thirty-nine votes, so far as this matter is 
And would that have been enough to change 


[am only discussing this phase of the case. 
Would that many votes have been enough to 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I have been trying to persuade some gentle- 
man to tell me the reason. 

Mr. HULICK. Will not the gentleman suspend his remarks for 
& moment and let some one satisfactorily answer that question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you want me to “ pause forareply”? I 
wili do so. [{Laughter. | 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moc eh answer. 

Mr. MOODY. I did not hear the question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwant some gentleman to give a reason why 
the contestee in this case interrupted the orderly procedure of the 
contest, as prescribed by the Federal law, by a resort to the proc- 
ess of injunction. Why did he do it? 

Mr. MOODY. In the first place, I say he did not do it; and in 
the second place, if he did, the reasons are given in the petition 
which appears in the record accompanying the case, 

Mr. GROUT. What are the reasons? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will read them. 

Mr. MOODY. I hope the gentleman will read them all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

And your orator says he has reason to believe and does believe, and so 
Ranges, that if such demand is made by said Rinaker said officers will com- 
ply therewith and issue his subpoena as aforesaid, and that said county clerks 
of the county courts of said counties will comply with and obey said subpoena 
and produce before such officer the said ballots so voted in said county, and 
that the same will be opened and a pretended recount thereof had. 

Your orator says that in case said ballots are taken and opened and a pre- 
tended recount of the same be made the same will be in violation of the pro- 
vision of the statutes of the State of Illinois, and will result in great and 
irreparable injury to him, in this, that said ballots are the evidence of his 
election and if the same be so taken and opened as demanded they will lose 
their efficacy and virtue as legal evidence of his election, because the said 
ballots can not legally be opened and recounted except in open court or in 
open session of the body authorized by law to try said contest. 

That is the reason he gives. Now, remember that all of the 
pleadings had been filed to constitute an issue; remember that the 
notary public or judge of the Federal court or officer selected was 
the officer of this body to take these proofs. That: officer was act- 
ing under the solemnity of an oath, under the obligation of an 
on. and for all the purposes of this count he was a court in open 
session, and he was proceeding to take the testimony in the case, 
ali the parties present. The proofs that were adduced there favor- 
able to the contestee would be favorable to him here; the report 
made by that officer; the testimony reported here by him would 
have its effect beneficial to the contestee, if such it necessarily was, 
nomatter who tookit. Remember that but forty days wereallowed 
the contestant in the production of his proof. Remember that if 
the ballots did constitute the contestee’s title to the seat it would 
be brought out in the investigation; it would be preserved in 
proper form and brought before the court of last resort—the House 
of Representatives. ho believes in that excuse? Who believes 
but that this man was -5 © prevent the production of testi- 
mony until after the forty days expired. An evil purpose—the 
suppression of proofs—and the criminality comes in when you 
remember they had to take oath in order to secure his injunction 
to suppress the testimony, that he had to invoke the aid of the 
court, that he had to prostitute the means and methods or justice 
in accomplishing this unholy suppression, And yet it is in the 
interest of a man that so depicts himself, that assumes that char- 
acter, that pata are here shedding crocodile tears, and are 
so fearful that some injustice may come to him when at this time 
he changes front because the time has expired when it is no longer 
possible for him to suppress the testimony in the case. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the report of the majority of the 
committee ought to be sustained. I believe that this contestant 
ought to have his seat. I do not believe that the contestee ought 
longer to be permitted to play with the law and play with the 
courts and play with this House in order that he may draw his 
salary at the end of this Congress. preenenaes a.) 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Inow yield to the gentleman from Illi- 
=e [Mr. CONNOLLY] twenty minutes, or so much time as he may 

esire, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I wish that this contested- 
election case was not pending before this House. Both these gen- 
tlemen, the contestant and the contestee, are my personal friends. 
Each one of them lives in a county adjoining the one in which I 
live. I —— law in the courts of their county; I know their 
people; I know these men, their character; they are my neighbors 
at home,and I would most gladly avoid taking any part in the 
controversy between these two gentlemen. 

When I found that this contest was bound to come up here I 
made up my mind that I would cast no vote and take no part in 
it until I had carefully read word of the evidence given by 
every witness, both for the contestant and contestee. I have done 
so; every word of it. And Iam now ready to cast my vote, which- 
ever way it must be cast, inst a personal friend. It is not a 

leasant duty. I do not voluntarily seek this opportunity on the 

‘oor to show the reason why I am sure my vote will be right. I 
have been invited and weael to do it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is beyond question that the House of Represent- 
atives is the judge of the election and qualifications of its own 


members. It is without question that the House of R: 
tives has the — to make rules for the determination of ques- 
tions as to the election and the eligibility of its members. It jn. 
make those rules to-day. It may reverse those rules Sethorrow 
We are a law unto ourselves within this Chamber, as to our moi, 
of proceeding, to determine whether a man is entitled to a seat j1 
this House or not. But we all recognize that however often wo 
may change these rules we still must always do it in a spirit of 
es to all persons who may be interested in the rule or in its 
change. 

The act passed by Co: is not a rule of the House of Repro. 
sentatives. It is not binding upon this House, I concede; }it jt 
is pn owes Bae every man who seeks a seat in this House. 
eral Rinaker was bound by that law that S8 passed. Finis 
E. Downing was bound by the law that Congress passed. Toy 
were bound, This House is not bound. Now, what obligation 
did that law im upon General Rinaker and upon Mr. Down. 
ing? What obligations were im upon General Rinaker by 
the law, and not only upon him, but upon every citizen who shail 
contest the right of anyone else to a seat in this House? The Jaw 
imposed upon him the right that he should, within thirty days 
after the result of the election was declared, serve a written notice 
upon the one who had the seat that he claimed, and in tha: 
notice advise him of the ground u which he contested his elec- 
tion. Then, that law which bound Rinaker also bound Downing, 
within thirty days after that date, to file his answer and to deliver 
a copy to General Rinaker, making his reply to the charges that 
Rinaker had made against him. Then that law said to General 
Rinaker: ‘‘ Within forty days after Downing serves that answer 
on you and the issue is made up you must take all your evidence.” 
What would be the result if General Rinaker allowed the forty 
days to elapse without taking any evidence? His contest would 
be at an end. He would have failed to do that which the law 
plainly imposed upon him asa duty. Hence, under the law, he 
could no further be heard as a contestant in this House. 

What farther did that law impose upon Downing? After the 
lapse of Rinaker’s forty days, when all his evidence in chief must 
be in and scrutinized by Downing, Downing must then, within 
the next forty days, take, on notice to Rinaker, all the evidence 
he proposes to offer to this House in support of the seat that he 
holds, and in answer to Rinaker’s attack upon his right to that 
seat. Then what does the law im upon Rinaker? ‘In ten 
days after the expiration of Downing’s forty days, you are re- 

uired to file your evidence in reply to the evidence taken by 
wnhing ”; and then not only is the issue made up, but the evi- 
dence is all in and the case is prepared for the court of last resort. 
The record is as complete as is a record from a nisi prius court 
to the court of ap , when it is all made up and signed by the 
judge, and seal the clerk and filed in the office of the appel- 
te court. There is the end of making further record in that 
case. Thatis the law. We are not bound by it in the House as 
a House. -We can do as we please. We have the power. 


Oh, it is a bad ite 
vea *s strength; tyrann 
To use it like a giant. ad 

This law, that is = there not only to notify contestants for 
seats, but to notify the individual voter as well, by the Sen- 
ate and House and —— by the President, should not be 
ignored by us. We who are here to uphold the majesty of the 
law should not ignore that law. Remember, then, that Rinaker 

was bound by the law as written, and so was Downing. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been somewhat entertained by tho 
of the gentleman from [Mr. BarTLeTT] on yes- 
y, and also by the language of gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], when they yed to this House that 
here y was a case in which men connected with it had 
acted honestly and fairly—a case in which all the te had 
sought to follow the law—and that fraud had never obtruded its 

hydra head into the record of this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I beg leave, from an intimate knowledge of all the 
i of this case and of the district, to dissent most pos- 
y from the statement that no fraud has inter- 
fraud, but it is a fraud that honest 
as they do legal fraud. It is a moral 
, an attempt, bya 
ouse for the eutire 


€presenta- 


(yen- 


Sepetienl dieineyand 
an 
new device, to hold a man in his seat in this 
term for which that seat might be held-— 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? I stated on yesterday, and if I was to be corrected I called 
on my e on the committee [Mr. Cooke of Illinois] to cor- 
rect me, that there was nota in this record, nor was there 
a sentence of evidence in it, in any way attacked or im- 
pugned the honesty and integrity of the election officials who held 
this election; and now that that has been contradicted and dis- 
sented from, I call u the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. CoN- 
NOLLY] who now has floor, I call upon any man who is famil- 
iar this , toname the tion, to name the witness, 
or to cite the evidence. 


fraud. It is, 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, now, if the gentleman had possessed 


his soul in patience for a few minutes I was 7 right to that 
very thing. I trust he will possess it now, untill get through 

ith it. . 

“ie. BARTLETT of Georgia. Oh, I am very patient. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is right; I am glad you are. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But I will wait along time be- 
fore the gentleman makes his assertion good. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that there isin this 
record evidence showing fraudulent chicanery and trickery upon 
the part of this contestee, upon the part of his advisers, and I say 
now that this evidence shows that the new scheme hatched and 
devised, one such as was never exposed in this House before, was 
hatched and devised in a political party caucus. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I will come to that. Let us look at these two contestants. These 
gentlemen are so much afraid that the people of that magnificent 
agricultural district shall be deprived of the representative of 
their choice. Let me call attention to where their hearts were 
fixed in their choice. 

In the first place, the convention that nominated Mr. Finis E. 
Downing met in the county adjoining my own. It was in session 
day and night for I do not know how many days, until more than 
a thousand ballots were taken before the nominee was chosen. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit me an inquiry? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Why, yes; if it is not for the mere sake of 


interrupting me. 
Mr. MILES. It is not. Is that fact in the record? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; it is not; but it is before the House 
now. Itisin the circumambient air. [Laughter and applause. | 
| tell you there are many things that are not in this record; but 
they are in my mind and knowledge, and I will tell you. I donot 
pro to let the other side of this House use me as a monkey to 
Pall their chestnuts out of the fire. [Applause.] I am here in 
this court of last resort. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a 

uestion? 
. Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; I will.not submit to any more of 
this flea-biting. [Laughter and ee) 
’ of Georgia. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). 
from Illinois declines to yield. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I said there were many things 
here where we are bound by no law except the law of right, the 
law of conscience, the law that commands every honest man to 
bring to his aid in the determination of any question where he is 
not bound by statute law all the knowledge that he has and all 
the information he has obtained from every source. I have it; I 
will use it; I will act upon it. Iam justified asan honest manin 


The gentleman 


e 


ng it. 

I said here, with reference to the choice of the people of that 
district, Mr. Downing was nominated after the convention had 
labored for days and nights, he all the time sitting there with the 
single vote of his own little county of Cass, while the Congres- 


sional timber of the district was being voted for by the great body 
of the convention, until finally the mountain labo and Mr. 


Downing was nominated. ee They are not without 
Congressional timber in that district, either Republican or Dem- 
ocratic. The other convention nominated General Rinaker. 
There were no sessions of days and nights. He stood like Saul 
among the children of Israel, head and shoulders above all of 
and it was the work of but a moment to select the man 
upon whom all eyes were turned. There _ see the very initia- 
this thing. Again, that district normally between 
6,000 Democratic majority. It had never been known 
elect a Republican. No Republican was ever able to be heard 
election in that Congressional district until after that 
long convention, in which they finally eased themselves off by 
Mr. Downing. 
an about the choice of the people of that district. 
You first that his own party did not want to nominate Mr. 
Downing; secondly, after he was nominated, instead of 5,000 or 
6,000 majority, th had been common in the district, all they 
and crook and pencil pointing and ingenious 
ertagweato count him in bya majority of 40. you suppose, 
then, the people of that district, the Democrats of that dis- 
trict, Se pean owale at ni for the success of Mr. 
Downing is contest? 


"This history th 
is history that I have given you, and 
which is true, indicates that there was no such desire; not by any 


Now, then, sir, I come to this fraudulent effort, to this political 
Ry, that has manipulated this case from beginning to end. 
The took on the 6th day of November, 1894. Un- 
der the law, which could not escape from, he must give 
notice within thirty days after the vote has been declared. 
gave notice on the 19th day of December. Mr. Downing filed 


answer on the 17th day of January. The same day the answer 
was filed General Rinaker gave notice to Mr. Downing that he 


* 


would begin to take the testimony in his case in Calhoun and Jer- 
sey counties, fixing the dates. Mark, that was on the 17th day of 
January. 

Now, let me call attention to what the record shows as to the 
condition of the ballots in that county of Calhoun, which was 
the first county that Mr. Rinaker’s notice stated he proposed to 
take evidence in. When he subsequently took depositions there 
in accordance with the notice, the county clerk came on the wit- 
ness stand and, in reply to questions propounded as to the condi- 
tion of the ballots, said that there were then in his office two 
packages, I think, of ballots from two precincts in that county 
the envelopes of which were not sealed; that the envelopes were 
open and he did not know who had unsealed them, or whether 
the ballots in those envelopes were the same ballots that had been 
returned by the election judges or not. Letine tell you further 
that on the very night of the election the reporters who were 
watching the returns sent out a report of the result. They have 
there, I believe, a telegraph line, but they have no railroad and 
no ready means of communicating with the outside world. A 
report was sent out on the night of the election to the Chicago and 
St. Louis daily newspapers by a gentleman, a Democrat familiar 
with the politics of the county, that General Rinaker had car- 
ried the county by a majority of 26 votes. That is the county 
where Rinaker, on the very day that Downing served his answer, 
gave notice that he would begin taking testimony—the county 
which the first reports stated that he had carried by 26 votes. 

Mr. MARSH. What was the official return from that county? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was forty-eight hours after that before 
any different report was sent out to the world. Hidden away as 
they were there in Calhoun County, they were free to do as they 
paar and that county, which was first announced as having 
een carried by Rinaker, was the county in which two packages 
of envelopes subsequently turned up open, so that the county 
clerk could not tell whether they were the ballots that had been 
cast and had been returned by the judges or other ballots that had 
been stuffed in there in the interval between the first and the sec- 
ond reports, so as to make the ballots that would be found in the 
envelope conform to the second report. That was done by some- 
body in Calhoun County. This gentleman—Mr. Downing—may 
not have known of it, but he did not devise this plan himself 
alone, because, while he is a lawyer by admission to the bar, yet 
by practice he is county clerk and editor of a Democratic news- 
paper at the county seat, and I do not believe that he devised the 
trick of the injunction. But does it not appear obviously that 
the men who did devise it knew something about the condition of 
things in Calhoun County; knew something about these ballots 
and how unsafe it would be to have Rinaker go down there and 
ee those ballots open and show, perhaps, that some of those 
ballots had not been cast, but had been subsequently stuck into 
those envelopes, and did not bear the marks of the judges of the 
precinct in whose envelopes they were found? 

At all events, on that 17th day of January, Mr. Rinaker served 
on Mr. Downing the notice of contest, and within two days after 
that Downing and his lawyers have devised a plan whereby the 
will prevent an official examination of those Calhoun County bake 
lots, and they will doit by a new scheme, and will doit before 
Rinaker can know anything about it. They prepare a bill for an 
injunction. They do not make Rinaker a party to that bill. 
Mark you, Rinaker is not in that suit at all. They ignore him, 
but they include every county clerk in the Congressional district. 
They apply to the judge at Jacksonville, Judge Epler, who is hold- 
ing court, but he declines to take part in the scheme. Then they 
send to a distant county for Judge Lacey. I donot know whether 
he is any kin to my friend from Iowa who is so voluble in sup- 
yam his opinion here or not, but the name is the same. Judge 

ey I know very well. Heis avery excellent judge. I have to 
practice law before him, so I am not going to say anything mean 


about him here [laughter]; gentlemen will understand that. But 
in fact there is no occasion to say anything mean about him. He 


is a good judge and a spiendid man, and he is as intense a Demo- 
crat as any State ever turned out—clean-cut to the marrowbone. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, I say Judge Epler, who lives in Jacksonville, and who was 
holding court there at that very time, having declined to have 
anything to do with the scheme, they sent to the distant county 
of Mean for Judge Lacey to come to Jacksonville, where the court 
wasinsession. Jacksonville isin hiscircuit. He came, and when 
Judge Epler had an adjournment of the court, at noon or in theeven- 
ing, Judge Lacey took the bench and Mr. Downing or his attorney 
presented the bill setting out the equitable reasons why he claimed 
that those ballots should not be disturbed. Thereupon Judge 
Lacey without any difficulty immediately granted an injunction 

reventing an examination of the ballots. Calhoun County and 
its open envelopes of ballots from that instant were protected, and 
the door of inquiry was shut. They succeeded in protecting the 
men who opened those envelo in Calhoun County by this in- 
famous injunction—I can not racterize it as anything less, 
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Now, tell me, is there no evidence in all this of that moral fraud 
of which I have spoken in the conduct of this gentleman and of 
his secret advisers? Butthe gentlemen say, ‘‘ If he has been guilty 
of a mistake”—they call it innocently a mistake—‘‘if he has been 
ruilty of a mistake do not punish him or punish the people of the 
district in consequence of it.” Mr. Speaker, it is folly to charac- 
terize this as a mistake, The resort to the injunction for the pur- 
pose of protecting those ballots from an honest inspection, exam- 
ination, and recount was for a fraudulent purpose. It was to 
suppress, to destroy, to make away with the ballots, or to keep 
them there until their confederates might do what they chose in 
preparing those ballots for examination,if the day should ever 
come for such examination. Now, why did he say he wanted those 
ballots not examined? Here is the act of Congress that says to 
General Rinaker, ‘‘If you want those ballots examined, you must 
give notice to the men who have them in possession to bring them 
before your notary and have them there counted, and the result 
declared by the mouths of witnesses in the presence of Mr. Down- 
ing.” That is what the law says that Rinaker must do. 

Mr. GRAFF. If he had not done that could he ever have had 
those ballots examined? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. AsI said before, of course not. The law 
limited Rinaker to forty days within which to take everything. 
The oral testimony of witnesses, the examination of the ballots 
and the tally sheets, and the illegal votes—everything must be 
done within the forty days. Rinaker was pursuing the law as 
laid down and as binding upon him. In steps Mr. Downing with 
this injunction. What was the pretense and excuse for it? Was 
it honest? Isay not. Every candid man who will look at it will 
say that it is simply a trick and nothing else. Let me read his 
language. Mark you, he does not make Rinaker a party, but he 
sets out that he and Rinaker were candidates for Congress; he 
sets out that he was declared elected; he sets out that Rinaker has 
given him notice of a contest of his seat. Then he says: 

And your orator says he has reason to believe, and does believe, and so 
charges, that if such demand is made by said Rinaker, said officers will com- 
ply therewith. 

Of course they would. 
them to do it. 
swearing to it. 

Said officers will comply therewith, and issue the subpoena as aforesaid, and 
that said county clerks of the courts of said counties will somaply with and 
obey said subpoena and produce before such officer the said ballots so voted 
in said county, and that the same will be opened and a pretended recount 
thereof be had. 

Do not gentlemen know that for years and years past, in almost 
every county in the State of Dlinois, that very thing has been 
done? In every contested election case, from a township election 
up to a legislative election, evidence has been taken before nota- 
ries public under the law of Illinois similar to this law of the 
United States. Ballots have been brought there; their contents 
examined and stated before witnesses. That isthe only way of tak- 
ing the testimony inthe case of legislative contests, just like the 
contest provided for in this Federal statute. 

He goes on further to say: 

Your orator says that in case said ballots are taken and o 
tended recount of the same be made, the same will be in vio. 
visions of the statutes of the State of Nlinois— 

It will, eh? What provision, and what provision only, could it 
be in violation of? That I will show the House in a moment after 
1 get through with what is contained in this bill. He resumes— 
and will result in great and irreparable injury to him in this case; that said 
ballots are the evidence of his election— 

He did not rely, then, on the certificate of election. That he 
already had. That is the evidence required by this House to seat 
him; but he says here that the ballots are the evidence of his 
election— 


and if the same be so taken and opened as demanded they will lose their 
efficacy and virtue— 


And flavor, he might have added— 


as legal evidence of his election, because the said ballots can not be legally 
opened and recounted— 


Now mark this— 


except in open court or in open session of the body authorized by law to 
try said contest. 


There is his ground. There, for the first time in the history of 
election contests, an attempt was made by a cabal of Democratic 
politicians to put in opposition to the Federal law that provision 
of the law of Illinois which declares that the ballots can only be 
opened and counted in the presence of a court or in open ses- 
sion of the body authorized to try the contested election case. 
There is such alaw. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] yesterday, when I interpolated into his remarks the sug- 
gestion that the injunction did not follow the statute of the State 
of Illinois, said very promptly to me that it did—that it was in 
the very terms of the statute of Illinois. 

Mr. MOODY. I did not intend to say so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think the gentleman said many things 


The law plainly and clearly requires 
He knew they would comply; hence he was safein 


ned and a pre- 
tion of the pro- 
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which on reflection he will not stand by. But that is one of tho 
things that he distinctly said—that the injunction was in th 
lan e of the statute of the State of Illinois. 

- MOODY. The gentleman is in error about my present 
view as he is about very many things in this case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. About your “ present view” I do not know 
You may have reformed somewhat since yesterday. But there j. 
the ground taken by Mr. Downing. He says, in order to keep 
Rinaker from inspecting these ballots and the condition of {),o 
aes in which they are contained, that if the court permitt: 
= lots to be recounted, it would destroy the evidence of )yis 
election. 

Well, what had already become at that very time of the eyi- 
dence of his election in Macoupin County? The evidence shows 
that every one of these ballots had been opened and count«j, 
What become of the evidence of his election in Cass County? 
The record shows that in eight townships of that county the });)- 
lots had been opened and counted, right in the very county and 
under the nose of Mr. Downing himself; and, I have no dou))t, 
from the time the count began and went on he himself wrote ejj- 
torial articles in his paper to inform the people of his county that 
the recount of the ots was going on. And yet he did not think 
that that affected the evidence of his election. Why did not he 
seek an injunction then? He did not. General Rinaker suggests 
to me that the recount in Cass County was after the service of the 
notice and the taking of testimony. Very good; it was after the 
granting of the injunction. That was granted on the 1th day 
of January. 

After that date, right in the city in which Mr. Downing lived, 
in the court-house where for eight years he was the county clerk, 
and in which I know he entered his appearance every day, right 
there, and no doubt with him standing by half of the time, a 
count of these very ballots was going on—the ballots of that 
county—that were to appear as evidence of his election; a count 
that was lessening their virtue, where they were vaporing their 
essence away, disappearing by that recount, and yet he hai al- 
ready obtained the injunction restraining all of the county clerks, 
the clerk of his own county with the others, from permitting the 
ballots to be taken and counted at all. Why does he permit them 
to be taken and counted after the injunction right in his own 
county and town? Did he want to let the recount run on and see 
whether he would make or lose by it? I do not know. But it 
went far enough, at all events, to demonstrate to him that he was 
losing, and then he either drew the injunction on the clerk and 
made him shut up the ballots or his party friends advised him that 
if he let this proceeding go further in that manner that the evi- 
dence would unseat him. Therefore he had better keep the door 
locked and get the Democratic contesting treasurer to close the 
contest just as quickly as possible. Now, see the juggling which 
has been going on with reference to the matter. See how this man 
and his party friends have been juggling with this case and the 
ballots. After getting out an injunction he permits the clerk to 
open the ballots in his own county, and no doubt stood by and 
looked at them as their count progressed. 

Now, as to this injunction, what does it say—because undoubt- 
edly it was granted in the very words this gentleman himself and 
his counsel in their secret cabals drew up and in the words of the 
affidavit that they deemed to be necessary? Whatdoesitsay? The 
language is: 


It is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed by the court that the said 
defendants as county clerks of their ve counties, and each of them 
and their successors in office, and their deputies, assistants, agents, and at- 
torneys, and each of them has, and they are hereby, enjoined and restrained 
from opening the ballots cast at the election held in their ctive counties 
on the 6th day of November, A. D. 1894, and now in the custody or possession 
of said defen ts, as county clerks of their = counties, or from per- 
mitting the same to be opened or recounted, or removing or permitting 
said ots to be removed from the place where they are now kept, until the 
same are ordered to be opened or recounted ree of competent jurisdic- 
tion of the State of Illinois or of the United States or by the House of Repre- 
geeaetives in Congress of the United States, after the 3d day of March, A. D. 


6 very 


There is the extent now of the injunction, fraudulently ob- 
tained for the purpose, smirched with moral fraud, to say the 
least of it, all the evidence showing that in Calhoun County the 
ballots—and in some other county, I forget which now—had !ern 
opened, and their validity as evidence in the case practically 
destroyed. And it does not take many open packages of ballots 
to overturn a majority of only some 30, 40, or 50, and there are 
many men who can make the ee changes with nimble 
fingers and do the trick very quickly, and Brother Lacey would 
never discover it. . 

But the injunction restrained these county clerks. Now, mark 

ou, Mr. Rinaker had denna, Sova todo with that. Bylaw 

e knows nothing whatever about it. Now, some of these gentle. 
men learned in the law say, Why did not Mr. Rinaker appeal that 
case? Why? Have you, my legal friends, ever discovered a way 
by which you can appeal a case which you are not a party to: i 
never have. Neither in the State nor im the Federal law have 
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ever discovered it, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, who | not do it with the injunction standing, not against him of course, 


labored long to find a way to permit General Rinaker to appeal | 
that case, found none, first, for the reason that the suit was filed 
to the May term of Morgan County court, and our statute requires 
that a bill in chancery shall be filed ten days before the term of | 
court at which the case may stand for trial; and the subpena 
shall be issued and served ten days before the term of the court 
at which the case is to be heard. 

Now, this bill was filed and the summons in chancery issued in 
January, for what term of court? Returnable to the May term 
of the court. What would be the condition of things when the 
May term of : 
ing testimony under the law of Congress would have expired 
long before that. The whole ninety days, indeed, the time given 
for Rinaker, the time given for Downing, the time given for evi- 
dence in reply, would all have expired before the term of court at 


able. Was there no trick in that? There was,right in that cir- 
cuit,a court to begin on the second Monday in February. Why 
did they not go and file their bill in that court, where there might 
have been a hearing on the second Monday in February? No; that 
did not suit their purpose. The purpose was to chop the dog’s 
tail off right behind his ears. It was to completely and effectually 
shut Rinaker out from having opportunity to comply with the 
law of Comgress. J 
“And then,” said the little cabal of Democratic politicians, | 
with Downing in their midst, ‘‘ pay no more attention to him, but 
when Congress meets Rinaker will be there without any evidence. 
He will beg the House to permit him to take evidence, because you 
have got in his way. But there will be no trouble. With the 
united Democratic vote and a few superserviceable mugwumps 
there will be no trouble to turn Rinaker outdoors and send him 
back to plod along his weary way in the State of Illinois.” That 
was the scheme, morally tainted with fraud, for the purpose of 
circumventing the law passed by Congress. Some gentleman, I 
believe it was a Pennsylvania gentleman, whom I understand to 
be a lawyer, said to me, ‘‘ Why did not General Rinaker appeal | 
that case then?” Why, my dear Pennsylvania friend, have you 
any way by which a stranger to a case could go into a court and 
appeal that case? When Smith and Brown have a lawsuit, can 
John Jones come in and appeal the case? 
“Oh, well,” my friend suggests, ‘‘ Rinaker could have filed a bill | 


, can not count these ballots now. 


court arrived? Why, Rinaker’s forty days for tak- | 


Not by any means. | 


of interpleader.” These learned lawyers, you know, the worse | 


they are confounded the longer the names of the different things 
that they are willing to suggest. He might file a bill of inter- | 
pleader. Yes. he might, when the May term of that court came. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose that Democratic judge, who was aid- 
ing this Democratic member of Congress to suppress the evidence 
there, had said that he was not a proper party, that he was simply 
acting against the clerks, and the clerks only. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iwas about to say that. He might file a 
bill of interpleader when the May term of the court came; but he 
could not d it without leave of the court. He could not file his 
bill of interpleader before the May term, and under the law of 
Illinois you can not file your bill of interpleader in chancery with- 
out leave of the court, not leave of the judge. Many of these 
gentlemen, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] 
among others, have confounded the terms ‘‘ court” and “ judge.” 


They are quite different. When the May term of the court came, | 


he might file his bill of interpleader for the first time. 

Mark you, he could not appeal, for he is not a party to the case. 
He can not become a party until the May term of the court. 
He can not then become a party without leave of the judge who 





granted the injunction, sitting in open court. Then, suppose the | 


judge who has so far cut General Rinaker out from his rights 
under the act of Congress, suppose that judge, in furtherance of 


the position he has taken, should say to General Rinaker, ‘‘ You | 
can not have any interest in this proceeding. If injustice has been | 


done you, your remedy is in the House of Representatives at 


Washington; therefore I will not allow the filing of your bill of 
interpleader.” Iam speakin 

injunction they had effectually bottled Rinaker up, had effectually 
nullified this act of Congress, and had done it by this injunction, 
which did not follow the language of the law of Illinois. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts pe Moopy] a while ago said 
that I misunderstood him when he declared that the injunction 
followed the statute of Illinois; but he and the gentleman from 
Towa (Mr. Lacey] said the samething. I read from the REcorpD: 


Mr. Lacey. 
af the — & it not the fact that the injunction simply copies the language 
Mr. Moopy. That is true. 
ou: Lacey. The injunction uses the identical language of the statute; and 
there was an of the proprieties of the occasion, it arose from 
— copying the statute. ' 
ow, I stated, Mr. Speaker, that this injunction effectually 
bottled Rinaker up. It effectually nullified this act of Congress 
that required him to get his evidence within forty days. He could 


ing of the facts to show that by this | 


i 
| 
| 


but against the county clerks. Now, these ingenious gentlemen 
are driven from the position of saying that he might appeal the 
case, and they find that that is not true, and that he could not 
appeal it. They find that he could not file a bill of interpleader, 
and if for no other reason, the judge would say to him, “* Why, you 
You must count them within 
forty days after the beginning of the contest. The forty days have 
expired. Your right is gone, and hence you can not come in by 
bill of interpleader.” 

The injunction is granted, not in the language of the statute of 
the State of Illinois, but quite as effectually nullifying the law of 
the United States asif it had been in the exact language of the 
statute of Illinois. Instead of this injunction following precisely 
the language of the statute of Illinois, it follows precisely th? lan- 


i p . | guage of the bill filed and sworn to by Mr. Downing. 
which these gentlemen so ingeniously made their summons return- | 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. But did not the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] state yesterday in answer to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] that it did follow the exact !an- 
guage of the statute? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have read that from the Recorp. Mr. 
Moopy and Mr. Lacey both agreed that it did follow the precise 
language of that statute, and I have shown they were both wrong 
in that matter. 

Now, sir, for the purpose of showing what the statute of Ilinois 
does say about this matter of opening the ballots, and where they 
shall be opened, I read from the statute itself, first, the pro- 
vision that the officer shall carefully preserve the ballots for six 
months, and at the expiration of that time shall destroy them by 
burning without previously opening the ballots; the ballots shall 
be destroyed in the presence of witnesses, etc. 

Provided, That if any contest of an election of any officer voted for at such 
election shall be pending at the expiration of said time the said ballots shall 
not be destroyed until such contest is finally determined. In all cases of 
contested election the parties contesting the same shall have the right to 
have said ballots opened. 

They have, therefore, the right to have the ballots opened. Mr. 
Downing said they have not. The lawof Congress says they have; 
the law of Dlinois says they have; but the judge to whom he went 
said they had not. 


In case of contested elections the parties contesting the same shall have 
the right to have said ballots opened and to have all errors of the judges in 
counting, revising the count, and the ballots corrected by the court or body 


trying such contest. 
Then comes this further provision: 


But such ballots shall be oF 


2 yened only in open court or in session of such 
body, and in the presence of t 


1e officer having the custody thereof 

Now, the court granted an injunction under the plan that was 
agreed upon by those gentlemen, by a literal construction of the 
law of Dlinois; that is, if the House wanted to have these ballots 
counted, it must conform to the law of Illinois, namely, have 
them counted in open session. Gentlemen say the injunction did 
not so say. The injunction does not; the statute does. The stat- 
ute says they shall not be opened except ‘‘in open session of the 
body trying the case.” The Committee on Elections do not try 
the case. It is the House of Representatives that tries the case. 
There, then, we come up against a question of conflict between 
the State and Federallaw. There is no doubt that Congress has 
the right to prescribe laws to regulate the election of members of 
Congress; and when Congress passes such a law it must be su- 
preme on that subject. In the absence of any law, the State has 
the right to regulate and make provisions for the election of 
members of Congress, for the counting of the ballots, for the de- 
struction of the ballots, if you please; but if Congress has passed 
a law upon any one of those branches, then that law must be su- 
preme. 

The Dlinois law says the ballot shall only be opened in open ses- 
sion of the house of ‘‘the body trying the case.” The law of Con- 
gress passed in 1851 says that the evidence shall be taken not in 
open session of the House, but that all ballots, papers, and evi- 
dence of every kind shall be taken before a notary or any of those 
other officers within the first forty days. There the two laws are 
in conflict. The law of Congress says you must take your evi- 
dence in forty days, and then says you must bring your papers. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LAacry] says ‘ballots are not 
papers.” I presume he is the only lawyer in the House who 
would say that as a matter of law. Ballots are papers. Well, 
sir, the law of Congress says the ballots must be brought before 
a notary, and if they are they must be counted within the forty 
days. en, Congress having now legislated upon the manner of 
taking the evidence of the ballots, the law of the State of Dlinois is 
inoperative on that question. But the judge who granted this 
injunction says clearly the law of the State of Illinois shall pre- 
vail and the law of Congress shall be ignored. 

Now, my friends on this side of the House, with a large Repub- 
lican majority, let me say that you are confronted for the first 
time here in your history with an attempt by a State judge to 
absolutely nullify this Federal election contest law. If you by 
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our votes indorse or permit that nullification, in how many con- 
ted-election cases in the future coming from the States of the 
South will you ever be able to get the ballots counted? Not one. 
The Republican party had its very life and existence by maintain- 
ing the doctrine that the laws of the Federal Government are 
supreme as the law of this land and that no State law should be 
allowed tointerfere withthem. We werecradled in that doctrine. 

Now, after forty years of successful. and splendid service for the 
nation, we find Republicans on this side of the House forgetting 
the early teachings of the fathers of the Republican party, for- 
getting the doctrines that we were cradled in, coming in here 
and giving effect to an injunction granted by a Democratic judge 
to impede and obstruct the operation of a Federal law and hold a 
Democratic member in his seat, which the evidence shows he is 
not entitled to. The idea of Republicans doing this! Ah, but 
some one says, somebody may be afraid that we are using our 
great majority to unseatamanimproperly. Are we too cowardly 
to do right lest we may be criticised by some one for doing it? If 
80, abdicate your power, pull down the standard of the Repub- 
lican majority and in its place lift up the palmetto flag of Democ- 
racy—and surrender. [Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

But gentlemen say that we have successfully seated two Repub- 
licans and two Democrats; and itseems that gentlemen are afraid 
that if we should seat the third Republican that that would be 
destroying the balance of power. They are as afraid of this House 
doing this as it is said the nations of Europe are of partitioning 
Turkey, for tear it would destroy the balance of power. Gentle- 
men, we can not afford to be cowards. Wecan not afford here 
to lower our flag and abandon a doctrine which is one of the great 
doctrines of the Republican party, namely, that where Congress 
has passed a law within its constitutional power to pass that law 
shall be supreme. 

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, this injunction was a trick. It 
was obtained for a purpose morally fraudulent and was carried 
out by the judge. I charge nothing upon him. He simply car- 
ried it out by making an order in accordance with the literal read- 
ing of the statute of Illinois, but that injunction tied General 
Rinaker’s hands. Now, the law that is on the Federal statute 
book bound Rinaker and it bound Downing, but it does not bind 
us. Wecan say, ‘“‘ Let the law go.” Congress made a law by 
which General Rinaker was compelled to take the course he did 
take or else abandon his contest. He could notdootherwise. He 
would have been foolish to have been taking evidence in the mid- 
dle of next summer; you would not have received it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 


Suppose that Mr. Murphy had not taken these memoranda during 
f 


the count in the contest for treasurer and that General Rinaker 
was without any evidence at all, but still believed that he had 
been elected, what would then be his remedy? And let me follow 
that ones up with the suggestion that those of us who perha 

do not feel satisfied to let this Murphy count take the place of a 
formal count, where both parties are represented, might feel like 
pursuing now the same course of safety to get at the ballots (if 
the status has not been disturbed) that we would pursue if no 
memoranda had been taken by Mr. hy, and General Rinaker 
stood knocking at the door of public justice to have a recount 


made, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I was about to turn to that feature of the 
case. Passing now, Mr. Speaker, as I do, from all the fraudulent 
nimbus that surrounds this injunction proceeding, I come to the 
question of what General Rinaker’s attitude would be if he had 

iven notice of a contest, had simply stated that the ballots cast 

the several counties when properly counted and enumerated 
would show a maou of a thousand in his fayor rather than 40 
in favor of Mr. Downing, and had set up no other cause of con- 
test, except barely that the enumeration of the ballots had been 
incorrect. In that case, if Downing had gone and done just as 
he has done—locked up the ballots—how could General Rinaker 
have obtained a scintilla of evidence to sustain his contest? But 
if he did not within forty days obtain seme evidence to maintain 
the contest, what would be the result? 

Now, suppose that this House meets, and Rinaker’s notice of 
contest is on file, and Downing’s answer is on file denying the 
alleged miscount of ballots, and there is no other question in- 
volved and no evidence on file. The case is referred to the Elec- 
tions Committee. They open the papers; there is the notice of 
contest and there is the answer. The committee say: ‘‘ Where is 

our evidence, General Rinaker?” ‘‘Oh, I have no evidence. 

r. Downing prevented the clerk from letting me count the bal- 
lots, but I want to count them now.” What would have been 
Mr. Downing’s answer in that case? He would have pointed the 
committee to the act of Congress, and would have said: ‘‘ That 
law is binding on you, Mr. Rinaker; that law says that you must 
furnish your evidence in Sb ay and you fai to do that, I 
am required to do nothing. You are simply in court with a dec- 
laration filed, a ang denying it, and no proof to maintain it.” 

That is what Mr. Downing would say. Does anybody suppose 


that Mr. Downing and the gentlemen on that side of the House 
would in such a case have come up generously and said: «()), 
well, let us have Mr. Rinaker’s evidence taken now; : 
meee it out for him; let us try to make a case for him?” [njoj 

hey would not. Mr. Rinaker would merely have failed ;, do 
his duty under the law and would have to take the consequen i. 
But in fact General Rinaker obeyed the law of Congress, y:):\,.), 
was made to control his movements in such a case, and }\\; 
Downing and his cabal stepped in the way. They removed fron, 
his reach the evidence that he wanted to take and which was yo. 
pray Ber make out his case, removed it just as effectually as j¢ 
they taken those ballots and dumped them into the [)linojs 
River. Suppose that instead of the county clerk being order. | a+ 
Mr. Downing’s instance to take these ballots and lock them wy) in is 
vault Mr. Downing had got the ballots in his own possession, 914 
had locked them up in his vault, and had said to General Rinakoy 
when called upon to produce them, ‘‘I will not produce them uy. 
til the House of Representatives in open session orders me to jo 
so,” would it be said then that Rinaker was bound to wait unti! 
the House did come into session and order those ballots to jo 
counted? The House would undoubtedly order them to be yo. 
counted, unless some reliable evidence was supplied to take tho 
place of those ballots. Gentlemen have said that those ballots are 
in the same condition they were in when they left the hands of 
the inspecting officers. 

Gentlemen, when they reflect upon the evidence in this book, 
will see that they must revise that statement. No man can read 
this evidence and fail to see that in certain townships in Calhoun 
County and oneof the others—I forget which—somebody had }eon 
tampering with those ballots. My friend from Iowa [| Mr. Liciry 
said it was stipulated in the record by these parties that the bal- 
lots werein thesamecondition. Can the parties stipulate away the 
rights of this House? Can the parties by a stipulation impose 
upon us conditions that are improper, when the evidence shows 
marks that require explanation, when the evidence shows that the 
envelopes are not in the condition in which they were when they 
left the election judges? 

Mr. LACEY. In regard to the county in which Mr. Murphy 
made the recount, do you claim there is any evidence of any kind 
indicating that the ots have not been rly preserved and 
are not in precisely the same condition in which they were when 
Mr. a made that recount? 

. OLLY. Ido not think there is such evidence as to 
that county. That is only one of the eight counties involved. 

Mr. LACEY. Then we can safely see whether Mr. Murphy is 
right as to that county by counting the ballots, can we not? 

r. CONNOLLY. Ido not know whether you can or not. 

Mr. LACEY. Let us try it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There are eight counties in this district. In 
one of the counties, Calhoun, as I said at the beginning—the one 
in which Rinaker gave notice to first take testimony—the evidence 
shows that in two of the townships the ballots had apparently 
been eiygenet with after they left the hands of the election 
judges. t county, on the night of the election, Rinaker was 

ublicly declared to have carried by 26 majority. Forty-eight 

ours , when it was found how many votes were neces 
sary to elect Downing over Rinaker, the result as before an- 
nounced was changed so as to give Downing enough votes to give 
him the on an 40 majority. 

Mr. HALL. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALL. If you have in your possession all this evidence of 
fraud, why did you not testify before the committee instead of 
testifyi ore the House? ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Are you through? Is that all of it? One 
attorney in this case, Rinaker, the son of General Rinaker, has 
testified ; and he has been ina most discourteous manner criticised 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts for presuming to tell the 
truth in thiscase. Now, if amanwho was simply a lawyer in the 
case, volunteering to testify, is subject to animadversion on this 
floor, how much more would a juror who is to try the case be sub 
ject to animadversion for volun to testify and seeking to 
influence the report of the committee of this House? My testi- 
mony was not lost by keeping my mouth shut before the commit- 
tee use I knew I should have a chance to give it before the 
fall jury having the final right to try this case. Does the gentle 
man understand my _— now? 

Mr. HALL. I un aoe 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, Lam of it. : 

It is Tor th piety ie cians that 7 
t is for the p oO ing on the eme was com- 
menced by an injunction to keep this man in his seat and make 
the le of this country pay double salaries for that district 
during whole of this -fourth 5; because, 
suppose singh t this committee now proposes monet, e 
o injunction ject should carry—suppose that t" 
case is tted and the committee ordered to take further 


let us 








1896. 





testimony and to examine the ballots—when can they report? 
After the holidays next winter. Then, with all the delays that 
may be proposed, when will it be possible to get a vote of the 
House, even though the recount should show Rinaker elected by 
a thousand majority? Would it be possible to get a vote and 
unseat this man—to unhorse these schemers—much before the 3d 
day of March, 1897? And is not this allowing them to carry out 
their scheme? Is it not giving it the indorsement of this House 
to permit that sort of oe : 

entlemen concede the law is well settled that where one sup- 
presses the primary evidence the party who desires to make use 
of the proof shall have the right to introduce secondary evidence. 
We all agree about that rule of law. But gentlemen say, in the 
first place, Downing did not suppress the primary evidence. I 
have said as much as I think is necessary to be said to show that 
he has most effectually suppressed the primary evidence—namely, 


Secondly, tlemen say conceding that he did suppress the 
rimary evidence, and that the contestant has the mght there- 
fore to introduce secondary evidence, yet they do not seem willing 
to depend on the secondary evidence that he has introduced; they 
claim that it wasa private recount; and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts cited the case of English vs. Peelle to show that this House 
had held that a private count of that kind could not be depended 
upon—would not be accepted as evidence. The gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. HepBurn] has shown wherein that case differed from 
this. It differed because the witness produced to give the second- 
ary evidence was an unreliable and unsafe source to which to look | 
for truth; the House could not believehim. Secondly, in addition | 
to that, there had been nosuppression of the primary evidence by | 
the party against whom it was sought to use the secondary evi- | 
dence; so that under no principle of law could he have been en- 
titled to the use of that secondary evidence. 
Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; if I can hear it. 
Mr. TERRY. The gentleman has referred to the case of Stew- | 
vs. Childs. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; I have not. 
Mr. TERRY. I thought you referred a while ago to that case. | 
Mr. CONNOLLY. i 
Mr. TERRY. Well, while I am on my feet let me ask you in 


x 
Mr, CONNOLLY. That case is not now im the line of discus- 
sion lam pursuing, and I donot care to be drawn away from that 


e. 

Mr. TERRY. I would ask the gentleman if he is going to take 
up the question of the assisted voters? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Indeed, I do not know exactly what I shall 
take up; but I do not suppose that I will discuss every possible 


question that anybody may raise in connection with the case. I 
am ing myself to what I regard as the essential features. 

Mr. Y. Inasmuch as that is your State, I would like to 
have your views upon the question. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I will give you my views privately, if 
you want them; but I do not want to burden the House with my 


Mr. TERRY. Your private views are not what I want. I 
want the House to have the benefit of your views upon the ques- 
tion, as this is a matter arising in your own State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not think that on that proposition my 
views or the views of anybody else are of very much account. 
There is one point connected with the case, and I wish to 

as near to that as ible and not go off into the clouds. 
_ Mr. TERRY. [ like the gentleman to explain whether 
it is true that unless Mr. Rinaker has the benefit of all of the as- 
sisted voters he could not be considered as elected. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not reached that point, although I 
will say to the gentleman that I propose to refer to it later on. 

It has been contended here, Mr. S ,in this discussion by 
gentlemen that a man who gives tantial testimony as to the 
count of the ballots in Macoupin County, that he did not have an 
que to make a count that was worthy of consideration; 

at it was not an accurate count, and that they did not think it 
was for Who knows best? Is it not more 
reasonable to believe man who testifies and says that he did 
have an , the man who for three days sat there inten- 
tionally every vote, and as he says, with a full opportu- 
nity to make the count? And yet gentlemen of the House come 
to us and say, “‘ We do not believe him.” Why do you not believe 
him? He is an honorable man; the record shows that. He was 
& man ‘who was honored by the people who knew him with nu- 
merous public offices; he was sheriff of the county, mayor of the 

im which he lived, a ble and an honorable man; and I 
say that General Ri , from what I know of him, would 
no other instrument for any purpose; that he would em- 
not as clean as a hound’s tooth to do work 
He is that kind of a man. 
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Mr. Murphy is shown by the records to be worthy of consider- 


ation; and nobody attacks the evidence; and the mimority of the 
committeeconcede in the report the fact that Murphy for accuracy, 
reliability, and intelligence, is beyond all question or cavil. Now, 
there he is, as truthful a man as any man in this House; he sat 
there three days, and kept a careful tally on this count. It was 


not expected at that time that this evidence would ever be re- 
quired. True, Mr. Rinaker was contemplating the contest. He 
had given notice, but had received no answer, but for the purpose 
of satisfying himself, without the slightest thought of ever being 
able to use Mr. Murphy’s investigation, he had Murphy do this 
thing and see how it was running. He found, as the testimony 
shows, these various mistakes. Was there crime in that? Why, 
Mr. Waggoner, thecounty clerk, near whom Mr. Murphy sat while 
the count was going on, said that it was a well-known fact that 
he was keeping the count. He said,‘ We all talked about it in 
the room”; and here is the reply that this county clerk (Mr. Wag- 
goner), who was opening the ballots, spreading them out, calling 
off the votes, passing them on to the next member of the count 


ing committee, and so on. He was examined under oa and 
corroborated what Mr. Murphy had said. This was the question 
that was propounded to him, and I ask your attention to his an- 
swer: 

Q. How did you come to pay such close attention to the vote of General 


Rinaker for Congress? 

A. I suppose for the same reason everyone in the room paid attention to it 
There was a good deal of talk about this matter then, and there mr 
standing near me watching the vote, and, as I called the vote, I 
looked for that vote part of the time. 

There is the testimony of the county clerk (in addition to the 
testimony of Murphy) that he himself and all the others in the 
room knew that the count was being kept. Nobody questions 
it, and nobody comes to say that Murphy's count could not be 
depended upon; at least that he was not honest in making it. 

Now, I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that the very best cor- 
roboration of the truth of Mr. Murphy’s count is furnished by 
the contestee [Mr. Downing}. How? After the forty days in 
which Mr. Rinaker had to take his testimony had expired, Mr. 
Downing knew what Mr. Murphy had testified to. 


: 


Downing was 
present and heard Murphy’s testimony about what the recount in 
is presence showed. Now, if that count is unreliable, if it could 


not be depended upon, there were the ballots in the county clerk's 
office, and all that Mr. Downing had to do to contradict Murphy 
was to dismiss his injunction, notify the county clerk to produce 
the ballots with his subpcena duces tecum, and count the ballots 
there in the presence of himself and Mr. Rinaker. He could do 
it, but Mr. Rinaker could not. He could dismiss the injunction 
suit and call for the ballots and contradict Mr. Murphy if he de- 
sired to do so. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption just 
there? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. I would ask the centleman if he is not aware of 
the fact that in the only other contested-election case under that 
statute, even without an injunction, the clerks of some of the 
counties in the State of Illinois declined to produce the ballots? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to say to the gentleman right there that 
in the case the gentleman referred to, m every county except the 
county of Will, the clerks produced the ballots and they were 
counted; and in that case no special point was made upon it, but 
the contestee in that case took the precise position that my col- 
league takes to-day. 

Mr. MOODY. Ido not know what position he took, but I know 
the ballot boxes were not all produced, and some of the clerks at 
least proceeded on the ground that the law did not authorize it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No point was made on it because it was not 
decisive in the case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, I hope my friends will let me go 
ahead and get through. What has that to do here? Why is the 
gentleman from Massachusetts sitting on nettles so much and so 
badly when I am suggesting this mode of contradicting Murphy's 
testimony? 

Mr. MOODY. Iam not. Isubmitted to interruptions from the 
, Spee yesterday, and I have not interrupted him unduly to- 
day. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman sought yesterday to insist 
that the testimony of Mr. Murphy was unreliable, and that this 
House could not depend on it, If that is true, did not Mr. Down- 
ing know that after Mr. Rinaker’s forty days had expired, and 
after Murphy’s testimony had been seen and read by Downing? 
If that was true, you know, gentlemen, every one of you, and it 
is conceded in this debate, that Downing had the right then, hav- 
ing commenced the injunction suit, to dismiss the injunction suit, 
serve on Mr. Oeltgen, the county clerk, a subpoena duces tecum 
to bring forward those ballots, and he himself could have counted 
the ballots and proved the unreliability and unworthiness of 
Murphy's count. He did not do it. He never proposed to doit 
before this committee, 


iii alee reeieemetesnemeannmen atanin aeeitieeam eee 
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Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will it me to correct him, 
Thold in my hand a brief submitted to the committee at the meet- 
ing of Congress. In that brief the contestee says this: 

Believing that if a recount is ordered the ballots and his rights under the 
law will be fully protected, he is willing that a recount be had, and in any 
assistance he can render in person or by and through his attorney and coun- 
se) he is at the call and service of the committee. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And his attorney stated before the commit- 
tee, in arguing the case, that the ballots now were not worth the 
paper that they were written on as evidence, 

r. MOODY. He did not so state. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have been informed by members of the 
committee that he did. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why did he not come in with a resolution in 
the House on the first day of the session, as he had a right to do, 
and ask for arecount? Mr. Rinaker was an outsider al he could 
not do it, but your friend was a member of the House and could 


do 80. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. As to the matter of a recount, this House 
this winter has had an example of it. A sitting member, Mr. 
Tarsney, from Missouri, with a contest pending, desired a recount 
of the ballots, and in the first or second week of this session he 
tmanfully came into the House and on the floor of the House offered 
a resolution authorizing the Committee on Elections to go to Kan- 
sas City and recount the ballots, but this House refused to do it. 
At the very same time Mr. Tarsney was thus manfully proposing 
to do that Mr. Downing sat behind him quietly in his seat, never 

roposing to do the manly thing that Tarsney was pre ing to 
a No; he sat behind the bulwark of an injunction that thus 
far protected him, and he proposed to stay under cover of that in- 
junction just as long as ho could; and when smoked out then to 

ave his friends come here, begging of the House to let him go 
back and do what he might have allowed to be done if he had been 
open and fair about it or his advisers honest, to get at the truth, 
more than a year Se he might himself have done after Mr. 
nck 27 and Mr. Waggoner had testified as to what the ballots 

owed. 

Tell me, then, you gentlemen who come here and say that Mr. 
Murph Wy can not oS believed, why did not Mr. ag my me that? 
Why did not Mr. Downing contradict him? Why did he not 
produce the ballots, as he might do, that would have contradicted 

im? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have gone thus far on that feature of the 
case concerning this miserable injunction, this scheme to set up 
the law of the State of Illinois against the law of Congress. 
Thank God, no Republican of the State of Dlinois so far forgets 
her ere here on this question as for one moment to say that 
the law was intended to nullify a Federal statute, or to impede 
its operation. It was done by a Democratic judge in the interest 
of a Democratic contestee, to keep him in Congress in his seat as 


| as eo 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I turn to another feature of this case briefly. 
The House has so kindly listened to me for so long that I will be 
as brief as possible, and will not seek to do full justice to this 
branch of the subject. 
The minority of this committee say in their report: 
While we do not in all ts with the conclusions arrived at by 
the majority upon this branch of the case— 
. en is, about illegal marks of ballots, illegal votes, and so 
orth— 
et, for the pu of simplifying the issue between the majority and minor- 
ty, we accept their conclusion. 
So that as to all questions of illegal votes and matters of that 
kind the majority and minority have agreed. 
In determining that the contestant should be seated by a plurality of 30 


vou eee ty of the committee have adopted twoconclusions from which 

we mnt: 

First. They have allowed a gain of 39 votes to the contestant on account of 

a private and unofficial recount of the ballots in parts of the two counties of 
acoupin and Cass. 

Second. They have permitted the parties to retain certain votes which were 
counted for them by the returning officers. These votes were those of illit- 
erate voters whose ballots were pre by the officers of election without 
the voters first having made the oat. os by law that they were unable 
to mark their ballots by reason of Cn ysical disability or inability to read 
the English language. This ruling benefits the contestant to the extent of 32 


votes net. 
either of a ted conclusions be in 5 f the 
| RRRENRE aera sateanSas 

Now, there were 39 votes that he received on a miscount in 
Macoupin and Cass counties, which the majority of the commit- 
tee think Rinaker is entitled to credit for. So that 39 votes, all 
but one, wipes out the declared majority for Downing. 

Now, then, we come to the other question. The minority say 
there were 82 votes allowed to Rinaker that there is no question 
were honestly cast by honest voters, by men entitled to vote, just 
as the ballots were counted, and by men who were legal voters. 
Now, these gentlemen who are so anxious to have the legal voters 
of that district not disfranchised, remember the minority of this 
committee say to you, we believe that these 82 voters not be 


counted, some of whom were blind, some of whom were in inya|ij 
chairs and could not walk into the pang perce, all of whom were 
legal voters—one of them old Professor Turner, of Jacksonyi}|. 
known to all college presidents and educators from the Atlan‘i. 
to the Pacific, one of the leading educators of the country for ;),,. 
— fifty years, a man notable am the best minds in the Unit. 

tates, blind and old, who has been living in Jacksonville for tif; , 
years, led by a daughter up to the a but blind as he 
is, and heavy as the burden of years = him, did not fai] 
in the ormance of the last great duty of the citizen to go and 
do his duty by voting his sentiment at polls. 

Professor Turner, led there by a daughter and confronted py 
these judges, who have known him since their childhood, w))) 
knew of the blindness that is on him—the minority of this com. 
mittee say that the two judges, one a Democrat and onea Repub- 
lican, who went into the booth with him and prepared his ticket 
as they both knew he wanted it, and then marked it and deposite, 
in the box—that those judges did an unlawful thing, and that 
Professor Turner, rounding out his century of existence, shall, 
for the first time in his life, be disfranchised by the House of 
Representatives of this Republic for which he has done so much, 
Shame upon any committee who would insist upon any construc- 
tion of the law that would disfranchise a man of that kind! 

Another was a m7 poo old soldier, disabled in his country’s 
service. They would disfranchise him and not count his baliot 
because, forsooth, he is forced to spend his life in an invalid chair. 
and, wheeled by loving hands up to the ballot box, he cast his vote 
as he pointed his gun. pa applause.} Disfranchisehim! Dis- 
franchise him for what? For the sake of seating the editor of a 
Democratic newspaper as a Representative in this House. | Ap- 
os on the Republican side.] My God! where is the old-time 

a pride? Gone! Crawling on your bellies to men who 
will criticise you no difference how you vote! You had better 
stand up like men and vote for the principle that you believe in, 
and give the voter, the lawful voter, the o- to cast his vote 
once and have that one vote honestly counted. 

Now, sir, these gentlemen say to me—two or three members on 
this side have said to me—in private conversation, ‘‘ Why, you can 
not count these ballots for the blind and the illiterate, Sama 
your law says that they shall not be counted unless they make an 
oath that they are blind and illiterate.” I said to each of those 
gentlemen, ‘‘ Oh, no; our law does no such thing.” Now, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bkumm]—I have him in mind— 
asked a question of my colleague [Mr. KE of Illinois} yester- 
day: ek ure ee ene te _ a a man _— vote is 
receiv r it is pr e ju a man who is blind or 
illiterate, and his ballot is p by them, has to make oath 
to illiteracy and blindness or that vote shall not be counted?” I 
interposed and said, ‘‘ No; our statute does not.” 

Now, I want to show all gentlemen who will give attention to it 
that our stutute does not, and that our statute differs materially 
from the Kentucky statute, respecting which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] read the decision. Now, mark you, 
the evidence in this case, unlike the Michigan case, unlike the 
Kentucky case, unlike any case these gentlemen have cited—the 
evidence in this case shows that all of these assisted voters were 
lawfully entitled to vote, either that they were blind, that they 
could not read or write, or that they were otherwise disabled. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would rather not, for I am taking too 
much time. 

Mr. TERRY. There is no evidence that 21 out of 44 assisted 
voters were entitled to assistance. wl 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
yield to hee from Arkansas? ~ : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Idonot. Thegentleman is running a side 
show of his own over there. [La 

Mr. TERRY. It is not a 
from Illinois was misstating the evidence. ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, at all events it is not under the main 
canvas. ie hter. } 

Mr. TERRY. Of course the main canvas is where the gentle- 
man from Illinois pitches his tent. [Laughter.) 

Mr, MOODY. ill the tleman from ois yield long 
enough to see if we can not fi ee eee vor 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I shall get through in a few minutes. 

Now, Mr. er, here is the law of Illinois which this minority 
say compels the voter who is unable to his ballot to make 
the oath before he has the right to vote. Let me say before I read 
it that the legislature of Illinois could not prevent a man from 
voting by any law it ht make if he was, under the constitution 
of the State, a voter. State constitution secures to him the 
i to vote. The legislature may prescribe the machinery )y 
which the vote shall be taken, but right to vote is inherent 10 
the voter himself —— constitution. In the election machin«'y 
provided by the Sta: ee ee provision for the blind 
and the illiterate or disabled voters. It provides a mode 


ter. ] 
ow at all; but the gentleman 








_ 


by which such a voter may compel the election judges to recog- 
nize his constitutional right and accept his vote. It is a section 
of the law that does not pretend to confer a right or to impose a 
duty upon voter, but which imposes a duty upon the election 
inspectors, What duty? Why, the duty of preparing for such a 
yoter his ballot if he makes the oath. e is not required, how- 
ever, to even make the oath. Let me read the law, and I will try 
to read it so that gentlemen can catch the point: 

When any elector shall make oath that he can not read English, or that, 


‘anee of physical disability, he can not cast his ot, or when such disa- 
Paty shall eo manifest to said inspectors—— 


Applause. 
A OODY. Is the gentleman reading from the Dlinois stat- 
ute? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Iam reading from the Illinois statute. 

Mr. MOODY, _Is the gentleman quite sure? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Quite sure. ; 

Mr. BRUMM. I was going to say that if the gentleman was 
reading from the Illinois statute, it is different from what is 
found in the minority report as that statute. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman from Illinois is certainly mis- 
taken as to the statute. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I will read it now from the statute 
book, I took it for granted that you had copied it correctly in 
your report. Ihave been reading it from the minority report, 
taking for granted that they had copied it correctly. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman has been reading the statute of 

I was depending on you. 


another State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Very well. I 
confess I ought not to have done it, but I did. 

Mr. MOODY. I suggest to the gentleman that if he has only 
just now found out the statute of his State he can not very well 
instruct the House about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, I am not on toinstruct. That is 
within the province of the gentleman from Massachusetts entirely. 

Laughter.| I read now from the statutes of Illinois. I will not 
ae upon your minority report any further. 

Any voter who may declare upon oath— 

Not that he must, but that he may— 

Any voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English 
lan; , or that by reason of any physical ey Be is unable to mark 
his ballot, shall, upon request, be ted in marking his ballot by two of the 
election officers of different political parties, to be selected from the 
and clerks of the precinct in which they are to act, to be designated by the 
judges of election of each precinct at the opening of the poll. Said officers 
shall mark the ballot as directed by the voter and shall thereafter give no 
information regarding the same. 

Mr. BRUMM. So you were evidently wrong when you read 
the statute a while ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; | was not wrong. 

Mr. MOODY. Why, the gentleman was wrong. 
ing from the statute of another State. 

r. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, the wrong; I confess, was in 
depending ope report for the law of Illinois. 

Mr. BRUMM. t you have read now is entirely different 
from what re read a while ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have read the facts. 
understand? 


Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir; but I want to know whether this does 
not differ from what you read awhile ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not yield any further; I can not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then you refuse to answer my question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. hy, in the name of common sense, do you 
want an answer when you say you understand now? 

Mr.BRUMM. Your present statement differs from your for- 
mer statement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I made no statement. I read the law. 

Now, gentlemen will see this statute imposes no new duty upon 
the voter. A man who can not see has under the constitution of 
the State of Illinois a right to vote just as much as the man who 
can see. The legislature would not undertake to say that a man 
who can not see shall not vote unless he does a particular thing 
in the way of taking an oath that nobody else is required to take, 

cause & law of that kind would be unconstitutional under a con- 
stitution which says that every man of 21 years of age, resident 
in the State twelve months, shall be a legal voter and entitled to 
have his vote counted. 

Now, if the iegislature had said that men 21 years of age who 
have lived in the State a year and who are blind or lame or illiter- 
ate shall not vote unless they make a pevtinsinary oath, while 
other men may vote without the preliminary oath, do you not 


judges 


He was read- 


Does the gentleman 


see that there would be a test placed upon the blind voter or the | time on his side, and yielded such time as the gentleman from Ili- 


_ voter or the illiterate voter which would exclude him from 
done ee nnonal right to cast his ballot? All that this section 


oes is to impose a burden, a new duty, upon the judges of elec- 
tion with relevence to the blind man or the illiterate man differ- 
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| the other side, the effect of which, as I understand 


o199 





men who can read and write or whocan see. The statute pro- 
vides that if such a man makes an oath it shall be the duty of 
two of these inspectors to prepare his ballot for him in the booth. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Illinois has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. How much time has the gentleman from Illinois 
now on the floor occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and fifty-six minutes. 
The Chair assumed that the gentleman was entitled to only one 
hour, but did not call him down at the end of that time because 

Mr. CONNOLLY. How can I be taken off the floor 
inquiry as to how much time I have occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachn- 
setts addressed to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry, which was 
entirely proper, and the occupant of the chair was attempting to 
answer it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The question has been answered—one hour 
and fifty-six minutes; and that ends the matter, I presume. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not end it, if th 
man from Massachusetts makes the point of order- 

Mr. MOODY. I make the point of order that we on this side 
are now entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman makes the 
point of order that the time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
es. the Chair will so hold. He was about to state why he so 
held; but if the gentleman from Illinois does not care to hear the 
reason he need not. 
has expired. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Yesterday I asked for an agreement 
fixing the amount of time on both sides. Objection came from 
, Was practi- 
cally to allow us to continue this debate to an unlimited extent. 
For that reason, it seems to me, the time is unlimited. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair fails to find from the Recorp that there was an absolute 
agreement as to unlimitedtime. There wassimply an agreement 
not to fix any time, but to aliow the time occupied to be controlled 
on the one side by the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Cooke] and 
on the other side by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy]. Under the circumstances, the time occupied by any 
particular member would be governed by the rules of the House; 
and the gentleman from [Illinois could have been granted but one 
hour. He has exceeded that time; therefore his time has expired, 
and he can not proceed now unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Underthe agreement each side would be en- 
titled to an equal amount of time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Most certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. How much time are we entitled to on this side 
to make up for what the gentleman from Illinois has occupied? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Twohours and nineteen minutes 
more have been consumed or disposed of by the gentleman from 
Iilinois [Mr. CooKE] than by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I ask that the vote be taken at a quarter 
past 5 o’clock to-day, and that this side control the remainder of 
the time. We will waive the difference if that be assented to. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I object to being taken off the floor in this 
way. 

Mr. GRAFF. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. At the time 
that the gentleman who now has the floor, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], rose to speak did not the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cooke] who controls the time say that he 
would grant him whatever time he desired, and was there, there- 
fore, any limit upon the time? Did not that give to the gentle- 


an 


by 


gentle- 


The Chair holds that the gentleman’s time 


| man now occupying the floor such time as he might see fit to 


occupy? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It gives to him such time only 
as he could be given under the rules of the House, and that is sixty 
ininutes. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. But when there is no limit to the 
time of debate, Mr. Speaker, is a member who occupies the floor 
limited in that manner? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unlimited time was not granted; 
and there being no limit fixed for the debate, it is covered, of 
course, by the rules of the House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But, if the Chair will permit me, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cooke} was given absolute control of the 


nois desired to use. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He was given the control of the 
time, but the time was not limited. The gentleman simply con- 
trolled such time as was given pending an agreement as to a limi- 


ent from the duty which the statute imposes with reference to | tation of the time. Now, when he yields time to another member, 
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under the rules of the House he can oe but si minutes, ex- 
cepting by unanimous consent ofthe House. Therefore the gentle- 
man from Illinois is no longer entitled to the floor. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that the time of the vote be fixed at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes to- 
day, and that the remainder of the time between now and that 
hour shall be given to that side of the question. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object. 

Mr. HULICK. How much time would that give the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. About one hour and thirty min- 
utes less than the time occupied on the other side of the question. 

Mr. HULICK. But there has been no consent. How can we, 
under the rules of the House, give to him time that is not given 
by the rules of the House, according to the decision of the Chair 
just now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. HULICK. Then there will be no unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio objects, of course 
that ends the proposition. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand that under the rules of the House 
only one hour could be given. Now, the gentleman claims more 
than that time; and under the decision of the Chair it is to be 
accorded to him? 

(The Speaker here resumed the chair.) 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the time is under the control of 
two gentlemen on opposite sides of the question, it is always un- 
derstood that it is under such contrul subject to the rules of the 
Honse, and the rules of the House limit any member to sixty 
minutes unless by unanimous consent it is changed. 

In the proposition which the Chair heard, allowing a half hour 
or more of debate, if the House saw fit to agree it would be adopted; 
if not it is for the House to say when the debate shall close. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois have ten minutes to close his remarks, 

Several members objected. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. If the previous question is ordered (and that 
would not make up enough time to this side to equalize what has 
been consumed on the other side), would I be permitted to control 
the remaining time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would control the remaining 
time with the a ment heretofore made, subject, of course, to 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I move that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered at a quarter past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order against that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make that motion. 
It can only be done by consent of the House. If the gentleman is 
desirous of submitting the request for unanimous consent, the 
Chair will put it to the House. 

Mr. MOODY. I do not desire to ask nmnanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts should use thirty minutes of the time, whether he 
could nct, at the end of that time, if he saw fit, move the pre- 
vious en 

Mr. CANNON. He has not charge of the measure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That does not matter—— 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. SHarroru]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, in the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ConNOLLY] who has just taken his seat is found 
the remarkable instance of a person going beyond the testimony 
which has been presented to the committee for the purpose of 
giving his views upon the case. There has been an element in 
that speech, it seems to me, that ought to meet with the disap- 
proval of every member of this House. When he attempted to 

ing into this case the question of party and, in the manner he 
did, to refer to Mugwumps working or voting inst the majority 
report, I submit it is not a proper spirit in which to discuss the 
important legal questions in a contested-election case before the 
House of Representatives. [Applause.] 

I submit, sir, that the accusations that have been made in this 
case, accusations as to fraud, which it is claimed had been com- 
mitted on the part of Mr. Downing, the sitting member, have no 
foundation from anything that appears in the record of this case. 
It is not shown that any fraud exists. Those who makethem fail 
at the same time to give any weight whatever to his explanation. 
They fail to give him credit for any honest intentions in the mat- 
ter. He says he instituted this suit for the purpose of testing the 
construction of the statute as to whether a no public has the 
power to compel the production of ballots; and when we find, 
after he gets to a tribunal of his own State, that his views are 
adopted by that State, I ask where is there any fairness in declar- 


ing ~ there is fraud or conspiracy in getting out that inj 


tion 


Mr. Speaker, the truth is that the whole argument of 
man has been to mystify this case. It has been for the 
leading the House from the true issue in the case. We 
gentlemen have been talking about the fraud, about the 
there was in suing out a writ of injunction, the iniquity j, 


unte 


the gentle. 
puryx se of 
find that 

miquity 


— to the courts for the construction of a statute, a}, ' a 
ve labored upon that tokeep the minds of members of this |{,,y., 
from examining into the true merits of the case. " 


Mr. Speaker, suppose everything they claim were true. 
_ that in every way they have indicated they are oo rpe, 
Oo 


Sup- 


w does it leave the situation of these ies? If that inju . 
tion suit had even been brought willfully to gain time. \ hat is 
the legal effect? What is the situation of the parties? |; 


permits the introduction of secondary evidence, and that 


simply 
18 all, 


Secondary evidence is permitted to establish what the ballots 
show in Macoupin County. That is the question. What is th; 
secondary evidence? It is the evidence of a man who, in a contest 
between the candidates for county treasurer in that county, (jy). 
ing a count of the ballots to determine that question, made soy), 
sort of a count of the vote for Congressman. That is the man op 
whose testimony they rely for the purpose of overturning th. 
solemn, sworn statements of the parties who were judges (f ¢joc. 
tion. On man sat behind the county clerk and by his pencij 
marks attempted to count the votes t had been received for 


Congressmen, Mr. Downin 
Rinaker, the contestant. 

counting of those ballots. 
cincts were being counted. 


, the sitting member, and Genera] 
e was not there during all of the 
He was simply there while 25 pre. 
We find that when he testified in 


this case his y showed a difference of 22 votes in fayor of 
General Rinaker and 13 votes against Mr. Downing, thi sitting 
member, and the result was that those two sums added together 
make 35 votes, which is more than the majority given by the re- 
port of the committee to General Rinaker, and hence deciles the 


question in this case. 


Now, then, the question is simply, what does all this talk about 


the injunction suit amount 


to? It amounts to laying the founda- 


tion for the introduction of secondary testimony only, and that 
secondary oer is the evidence of one man, an unsworn per- 


son, a member of 


e same political party as General Rinaker, a 


man who evidently felt a deep interest in General Rinaker. He 
was not sworn, his count was not an official count, and it is by 
this evidence that it is sought to override the official returns made 


by the officers. 


Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Was this man who made the count of the Congres- 
sional vote placed there by any authority in the world? 


Mr. 8 ROTH. None 
Mr. COX. Who put him 


whatever. 
there? 


Mr: SHAFROTH. He was representing General Rinaker. 

Mr. COX. Did General Rinaker put him there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Idonotknow whether he did or not, but the 
evidence showed that he was General Rinaker. 

Mr. COX. He was not employed as an officer of the State at 


all? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. No. 


Mr. LACEY. The evidence showed that he was employed by 
Thomas Rinaker, a son of General Rinaker. 

Mr. COX. He was not a State officer at all? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. He was not under oath? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. That isacurious kind of man to make a count of that 


Mr. HULICK. When the result of Murphy’s count was known 


to be favorable to General 


Rinaker, then it was that this injunc- 


tion proceeding was begun and the counting of the ballot closed 
against 


Rinaker. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand that the injunction was sued 


out first. 


Several Mempers. Oh, no. 
Mr. HULICK. I should like to know that fact. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know whether it was or not. Itis 


is M2! fe piers 
Will the gentleman yield? 


HAF ; 
OPKINS. It 
SHAFROTH. 


The SPEAKER. The 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, 
tween these a eee 
unction suit is. I care not 


what situation it would 
served the ballots, and we 


My time is nearly up. 
is right on that point. 


IT can not 


declines to yield. 

Mr. Speaker, at | is our duty be 
I care not what the result of the in- 
howit locks up the ballot. 1 care not 

the contestant, so long as 1t pre 
ve the right to look at them now- 
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Now, what is the situation if those ballots are not opened? We 
have upon the one side a conflict of testimony. This secondary 
evidence is admissible to show what? To show that this man 
Murphy examined the count for candidates for Congress, and 
found by his count a discrepancy. Now, that is the situation, 
and that is all the evidence upon that side. Mr. Downing, by 
reason of the injunction suit, can not be deprived of the fact that 
he holds the certificate of election, can not be deprived of the fact 
that there were five sworn officers in each precinct, that they in 
an official gad passed upon these votes. It then becomes a 
question of the preponderance of evidence. 

Upon one side we have what? Simply one man, unsworn, not 
an official at all, who had no legal right to examine the ballots, 
making a count over the shoulder of another man. Now, what 
do we find in the testimony, and ample testimony, on the other 
side? We find that every one of these precinct returns was read 
and examined by five men. We find that in each of the election 
precincts there were watchers trying to find whether there was 
any illegal voting. Again, we find that the judges represented 
the different political parties and the greatest watchfulness was 
evinced upon 





each side to determine whether or not there was a 
single vote that was illegally cast or counted. Then we find that 
the clerks of the election were of different political parties, ever 
one of them straining every nerve to see that there was no fraud- 
ulent vote cast; and notwithstanding these were sworn men; 
notwithstanding the fact that they were in the performance of 
their official duty; notwithstanding the fact that they were there 
to see that no frauds were committed, you are asked by the ma- 
jority report in this case to set aside their testimony and to say that 
this was an illegal count, _—, on what one man says, and he 
unsworn, and in the interest of the party who is the contestant in 
this case. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are prepared to do that, it seems to me that 
there is no Representative in this House whose seat is safe. We 
are not asking that Mr. Downing be seated. That is not the 
question that is before this House by the report made by the mi- 
nority of the committee. That is not what they are claiming. 
They are claiming that the votes in the precincts in which it is 
claimed mistakes in the count have been made, namely, the votes 
in Macoupin County, be recounted. We have the evidence of the 
county clerk, made at that time, and also made in an affidavit on 
the 24th day of last April, that these ballots are intact; that by 
agreement these ballots were placed in two trunks, and the trunks 
locked; that seals were put upon the locks; that the name of the 
county clerk was written upon the seals; that the keys were in- 
closed in an envelope, and sealed and placed in the vault of the 
county. When we take into consideration the fact that the county 
clerk lf is of the same political party as General Rinaker, 
what excuse is there on earth for denying justice to the sitting 
member? Whatexcuseis there for refusing to find out the truth? 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, itis simply saying we are afraid to open 
the ballots for fear they do not show enough votes for General 
Rinaker to elect him. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
him one question? 

Mr. $8 ROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Was not the application for an injunc- 
tion a clear indication that they were afraid on their side of hav- 
ing the ballots opened and counted? 

8 'H. I do not care whether it was or not. Ido 
not know. It does not make any difference whether it is so or 
not. You can not elect or unseat a man upon mere fear or suspi- 
cion. The bringing of the injunction suit does not prove any- 
thing. It simply its the introduction of secondary evidence, 
and that is all; wan then when you produce that evidence, I sub- 
mit that there is no member of this House that would want his 
seat even contested — testimony as that. 

The SPEAKER. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania . DALZELL]. 

Mr. D LL. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time to en- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask 


ter into any len y discussion of this case. I rise simply for the 
purpose o to the House the reasons why I can not 


— to the conclusions reached by the majority of the commit- 


This Congressional district in question was composed of 160 
election precincts. At each of those 160 election precincts there 
were election officers duly chosen in accordance with the law, 
representatives of both parties. Those 160 election precincts, 
through the medium of their election officers, made returns—sworn 
returns; and there is no allegation of any fraud upon the part of 
a election officer in all these 160 districts. The sitting 

1 comes here, therefore, with the commission that the law 
gives him as the result of those election returns, and they are ab- 
solutely conclusive and binding until they are overturned by 


competent evidence. 
Have thay beensooverturned? It is alleged that some time after 
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the election returns were made and the certificate issued a contest 
arose in a certain county between the Republican and the Demo- 
cratic candidates for treasurer, and in that contest the ballots 
were counted. They were counted by officers appointed by law 
for that purpose, acting under the sanction of an oath, and follow- 
ing the mode of procedure pointed out by thelaw. Attheinstance 
of the contestant, in the interest of the contestant, presumably in 
the hire of the contestant, a party who, in my judgment, had no 
business in that room where the ballots were being counted sat 
behind one of the parties engaged in that count, and as the ballots 
were passed speedily along, at the rate of from 6 to 16 a minute, 
made a tally of the Congressional vote. He did that in 25 out of 
160 election districts. The proposition here now is that the sworn 
returns of the legally elected and sworn election officers in the 160 
election districts shall be overturned and the title toa seat in this 
House settled upon the testimony of that hired counter, whe 
counted in this method in these 25 out of the 160 election precincts 
That is the question before this House and nothing can obscure 
it. Now, then, our friends upon the other side will admit, I think, 
that up to this point, if there were nothing more in the case, the 
contestant would haveno case. Iassume that they would concede 
that. In other words, they would concede that in the absence of 
something not yet disclosed the testimony of Murphy is insuffi- 
cient to change the result. 

Now, how do they justify the admission of Murphy’s testimony? 
Upon what basis do they give it the weight that enables it to 
overturn the regular election returns? Upon this basis; the law 
of Dlinois contains this provision: 

In all cases of contested elections the parties contesting the same shall 
have the right to have the package of ballots cast at such election 
and to have all errors of the judges in counting or refusing to count any 
ballot corrected by the court or body trying such contest; but such ballots 
shall be opened only in open court, or in open session of such body, and in 
the presence of the officer having the custody thereof. (Election laws of 
Illinois, 1894, compiled, article 12, section 31, page 46. ) 

Undoubtedly taking that provision upon the statute book of 
his own State as a guide for his conduct, the contestee went into 
a circuit court in Illinois and asked that these ballots be not 
counted elsewhere than where the statute provided they might 
be counted, to wit, in open court, and procured an injunction 
against their being counted anywhere save in a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction of the State of Illinois, in a Federal court, or in 
Congress subsequent to its meeting. 

Now, I care nothing about the motive of the contestee in pro- 
curing that injunction. It can not in any wise affect the legal 


opened, 


result or the legal status of the case as it now stands. I put that 
consideration, therefore, aside altogether. I care not whether it 
was a good motive or a bad motive. Thequestion is, Did his pro- 


curing of that injunction justify the admission of Murphy's testi- 


mony? That is the question to which I now address myself, 
You can introduce secondary evidence when, after due diligence, 
the primary evidence has been put beyond the jurisdiction of the 
court. But those two elements must concur. There must be due 
diligence to secure the primary evidence, and that evidence must 


have been put beyond the jurisdiction of the court. 
those prerequisites is found in this case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 
to this House any court where those ballots could have been legally 
counted for Rinaker and Downing? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman evidently misapprehends the 
trend of my argument, and it is not necessary that I should answer 
that question, but I will answer it in a few moments if he desires 
an answer. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that neither of the nec- 
essary prerequisites required by the rule exists in this case. In 
the first place, there was no due diligence. What was the situa- 
tion of the case? The contestee as plaintiff and the various 
county clerks as defendants were parties to an equity proceeding. 
The contestant was no party to that proceeding, but the interest of 
the contestant was the subject-matter of that proceeding, and the 
doors of that court were open tohim. He could have gone into 
the court, and it was his duty to have gone into the court, and 
stated that he was a party in interest; that he prayed to be made 
a party to the proceeding, and moved to dissolve the injunction. 
Or failing that—and upon this point I donot care to take up much 
time, because I have not much to spare—failing that, moved to 
have had the ballots counted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When could he have had the ballots counted 
under that proceeding? He could not have had them counted 
until you would be a gray-headed old man, 

Mr. DALZELL. Itis not material tothe case 
have had the ballots counted or not. 
to have done. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I take issue with you there. I think he did. 

Mr. DALZELL. I decline to be interrupted further, especially 
by the gentleman who has interrupted everybody. [Laughter.] 


Neither of 


whether he could 
He did not do what he ought 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I have never done it without making a 
point. [Laughter.] ’ 

Mr. DALZELL. I say, Mr. Speaker, the first prerequisite is 
wanting—due diligence. The second prerequisite is also wanting 
in this case, because the primary evidence was not put beyond 
the jurisdiction of the court. It was impossible for that court to 
make an order, if it had attempted to do it, to put those ballots 
beyond the reach of this Congress. Gentlemen say that the evi- 
dence could not be seetherel within the forty days or the fifty 
days or ninety days. There is no time binding on this House. 
There are no rules for the conduct of contested election proceed- 
ings that are binding on this House. The source of its authority, 
the limit of its power, the charter for its exercise, is found in the 
Constitution of the United States, which makes the House the sole 
and exclusive judge, according to its own methods, according to 
the methods of each Congress for itself, as to the election and 
qualifications of itsown members. Those ballots have never been 
beyond the reach of this House, and they are by this very injunc- 
tion preserved in their integrity to answer the purpose recom- 
mended by the minority of the committee, to wit, an examination 
by this court of last resort to determine the truth as between the 
parties. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. I yieldthe gentleman ten minutes more, or what- 


ever further time he desires. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I goa step further. The 
injunction could by no possibility do the contestant any harm, 
because he was not entitled to a recount unless he acquired that 
right by a statute of the State of Illinois. The laws of Congress 
authorize no recount. There is no law anywhere that authorizes 
the party taking testimony in a contested election case to have a 
recount of the ballots. e gentlemen who refer to the case of 
Greevy vs. Scull vee the scope and purpose of that case. 
It did not decide that there could be a recount before the notary. 
The contestant therefore lost nothing if he was not entitled toa 
recount. If, on the other hand, he was entitled to a recount, he 
became entitled thereto by the provisions that are found upon the 
statute book of Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. vi 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman hold that under the Fed- 
eral statute it was out of the power of the contestant to examine 
the county clerk who kad the ballots in his custody, and to take 
evidence touching the ballots themselves, and if necessary, as part 
of that evidence, to take complete copies of the ballots? 

Mr. DALZELL. Idonot. There is a vast difference between 
that and a recount. 

Mr. CANNON. That,as I understand (and if Iam in error I 
want to be corrected), is just exactly what the contestant sought 
to do by the subpoena duces tecum. 

Mr. DALZEL To have a recount? 

Mr. CANNON. No; to examine touching those ballots and to 
take evidence so asto obtain copies of them and spread the results 
in the record for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well; he was prevented for the time be- 
ing from doing that by the course which was taken. 

r,. CANNON, Precisely. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the ballots were not taken out of the juris- 
diction of the court; they do not, therefore, come within the rule 
which allows the admission of second evidence. 

Mr. CANNON, I only interrupted the gentleman to say that 
it was not a recount, but the taking of the evidence originally, 
that was sought to be accomplished by the contestant. 

Mr. DALZELL. I submit, then, that no harm could come to 
the contestant, because he was not entitled to a recount unless pur- 
suant to the provisions of the statute of Illinois. If he was en- 
titled to a recount pursuant to the provisions of that statute and 
desired to have it, he could only have it in accordance with the 
terms of the statute; and that recourse was open to him at all 


es. 
But aside from this altogether—aside from the proposition that 


he was not entitled to a recount erally—he was not entitled to 
& recount on the pleadings in this case. You can not, without 
some averment with respect to particular ballot boxes, have a 
recount in any case except a case where there has been discove 
of such general fraud as makes the election void unless the trut 
can be ascertained by going to the ballot boxes. There is no alle- 
gation in the petition in this case; there is no possible ground in 
the — in this case to justify a recount. Why, sir, I need 
hardly say to a body made up largely of la that no man 
upon even a general allegation of fraud, which we have not in 
this case, could have a recount as an riment, so as to set off 
ballot box against ballot box, or ballot box on the one side and 
judicial findings on the other. An election contest is not an ex- 
imental investigation; it is a trial of specific charges; and what 
complained of in this case is that the contestant is prevented 
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from going to the ballot boxes of the 160 precincts in that (oy. 
gressional district to find out whether or not he had not someth i), 
rightly to complain of. g 

vow, Mr. Speaker, if my argument thus far has proceeded y))o, 
a proper basis this evidence was incompetent. Bat let us con- 
cede that it was competent. I want you gentlemen to facy {)\o 
proposition you are asked to sustain. Suppose, for example, t),; 
there were no ballots in existence at all, and the only eviden:« jy 
the case was on one side the sworn returns of the election offj¢..;s 
and on the other Murphy’s testimony. I want you to answer t}o 
question to your consciences, Could you unseat the contestee and 
seat the contestant on such evidence? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to answer that on 
my own behalf? 

r.DALZELL. The question was rhetorical. The gentleman 
can answer it by his vote. I am not anxious to have the geytle. 
man’s answer. He has already indicated how he is going to vote 
and I do not expect to make a convert of him. I ask you now — 
and I do not care to pane the discussion—to consider seriously 
this eo Will you set aside the unimpeached returns of 
160 election precincts = the testimony of Murphy who counted 
in the manner indica by the testimony in 25 out of the 16? 
That is the question; that is the ee And I want to 
say to you before I take my seat that the decision of a Republican 
Con: made by votes cast upon the — that the contestant 
is a friend of this party or a friend of that party, or that the con- 
testee is a Democratic newspaper editor—the decision of a Repub- 
lican Congress made upon such grounds will be a disgrace to 4 
Republican Congress. [Applause.] A decision made upon any 
ground except in consonance with the facts as presented upon 
the record and the law applicable thereto will be lacking in glory 
and will be an infamous one. [Applause.] 

Mr. Cooke of Illinois rose. 

Mr. MOODY. I believe I have the floor. I would like, before 
yielding the floor, to inquire of my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. KE], whether he will consent 
to the previous question being now ordered? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, After the objection which was made 
to limiting the time, and so long as we are entitled to close the 
debate, and so long as we have been unable to come to any agree- 
ment as to the time at any moment during the progress of the 
debate, I can not consent. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, there are many gentlemen who 
wish to speak on this side of the question; but the universal de- 
mand that comes to me to allow the House to decide whether or 
not it will close this debate now, compels me, without any wish 
upon the subject one way or the other, to ask the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me one word before 
he does that? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, Only a word. 

Mr.MOODY. Doesthe gentleman desire a word with the House 
or with me? 

Mr. CANNON. 1 wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. Three or four of my colleagues, and col- 
leagues of the contestant, would be very glad to have five or ten 
minutes for the purpose of discussing the law and the facts in 
connection with this matter as they appear inthe record. There- 
fore I want to appeal to the gentleman from Massachusetts. in «ll 
fairness and fair play, not to move the previous question (which 
seems to me substantially out of order), and not to seek to take 
the control of the matter from the member who has uncer the 
rules and practice control of it. I would suggest to the genile- 
man that we adjourn now, or let the debate run fifteen or twenty 
minutes Tas eee a of “Vote!” “Vote!”] Oh, gentlemen, 
our man has waited a year for his seat. You can certainly wait 


and let the case be properly presented. 
Mr. MOODY. It is insiated here, Mr. Speaker, that the time 


belonging to the other side of the House, and much more than 
that time, has been already occupied. If I yielded to my own 
wishes I should say let the debate go on. But the House can do 
as they see fit in the matter. I have no wish about it one way or 
the other. Our desire is, if possible, to take a vote to-night, and 
while it puts me in a very 1 position, indeed, to be in oppo 
sition to the distinguish ntleman from Illinois, unless the 
House otherwise prefers I shall have to insist upon the previous 


question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment, 
in ce of the almost universal ce of the House it has 
been accorded to the gentleman in c of any bill or resolution 
before the House to close the debate and move the previous (10s 
tion. I would evapo to the gentleman that the ordinary practice 
had better not be deviated from in this case. 

Mr. MOODY. That is an < which, of course, I can not 
deny to the distinguished gentleman from Maine, but I would 
like to ask the gentleman if his appeal would be satisfied if we 








1896. 













would allow, say, ten or fifteen minutes, to the other side and then 
take a vote—allowing them to close the debate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. would simply say, of course, if it is the 
desire of the House to come to a vote, I think that is only proper, 
although I think the motion should be made by the gentleman in 
charge of the matter at the conclusion of the argument. 

Mr. MOODY. The difficulty is that the motion will not be 
made. There will be an attempt toadjourn. The House is here, 
we are all interested in the matter, and we ought to dispose of it. 
If they will agree to, say, ten or fifteen minutes, and then move the 

revious question, I have no objection, and I shall be glad to 
yield for that motion. — 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that a number of 
gentlemen have left the Hall under the impression that there 
would be no vote a 

Several MEMBERS. ey ought to be here. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is now half past 5 o’clock, and the vote, if 
we should een ser. would take, say, until 7 this afternoon. 
Nothing can be lost by allowing the matter to go over and per- 
mitting gentlemen to present their views on the law and the facts, 
and take the vote on another day. 

Mr. MOODY. I will yield to the appeal of the gentleman from 
Maine to the extent that I have already indicated. If gentlemen 
on the other side will take from our time—for this is our time, as 
we have occupied nowhere near the amount of time that has been 
occupied by the other side—if they will take fifteen minutes of 
our time, and then have the previous question considered as 
ordered at the end of that time, and agree that a single vote on 
the substitute of the minority shall be final on the whole case, and 
nothing more, I will grant consent to that programme. 

Mr. CANNON. ell, we will not make, I think, if it requires 
unanimous consent, that agreement. 

Mr. MOODY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 

on. 

“—. CANNON. I rise to a question of order on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not in order for the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to move the previous question, for the reason that, 
while the rule may be silent on the subject in that respect, yet it 
is the practice of the House, an unbroken practice, so far as I 
know, for years, that the a in charge of the bill or meas- 
ure should be, as he has nm always, recognized at the close of 
the debate to move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remember any case where 
the right to move the previous question has been refused to a 
member. The remedy seems to very simple. If the House 
does not desire the previous question ordered, it can vote the mo- 
tiondown. The gentleman in charge of the bill was recognized 
originally and was in charge of it. He has not seen fit to move 
the previous question, but if some one else moves it and the House 
does not desire to have it ordered it can vote down the motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. meeener, inasmuch as a number of gen- 
tlemen have gone from the House, supposing there would be no vote 
on the question to-day—— 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from IIli- 
nois upon the point of order. 

Mr. HOP S. Inasmuch as a number of gentlemen have 
gone, supposing there would be no vote to-day, and inasmuch as 
there are a number of gentlemen on the side of the contestant 
who desire still further to discuss the law and the facts, it seems 
to me that it would be improper to cut off the discussion in this 


way— 

Mr. MILES. Mr.S er, is this a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that is a point of 
order. These are considerations addressed to the House as to the 
propriety of a previous question. 

ir. HOPKINS. at was — y @ premise to my motion, 
which is that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOODY. I make the point of order that I have the fioor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will overrule the point and put the 

uestion. The tleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins} moves 
t the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I will ask the 

aint to first state the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy) has asked for the previous question. That is the matter 
Pinting before the House. Pending that,the gentleman from 

_ ow) pore that the House do now adjourn. 

. LACEY. parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Should | 
Wwe adjourn, what would be the condition of the case to-morrow, 
or the next time it comes up? Will it then stand upon the motion 
for the previous question? 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LACEY. 


be pending? 


The SPEAKER, 


pending. 


Mr. PICKLER. 
The SPEAKER. 
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It will stand precisely as it does now. 


That is, the motion for the previous question will 


Mr. Speaker— 
The question is on the motion of the gentle- 


The motion for the previous question will be 


man from Illinois that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOPKINS demanded a division, and pending the division 


demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and 


nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 139, not 
voting 120; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Aldrich, Ala. 
Aldrich, Ml. 
Avery, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barney, 
Belknap, 
Bishop, 
Blue, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Brumm, 
Burton, Mo. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Chickering, 
Connolly, 
‘ooke, MM. 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘orliss, 
Jousins, 
‘rowther, 
‘rump, 
‘urtis, Iowa 


> +. 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 
Allen, Utah 
Anderson, 
Apsley, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Beach, 

Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Brown, 
Bull, 
Burton, Ohio 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 
Codding, 
Coc yper, Fla. 
Cox, 

Crisp, 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Dalzeil, 

De Armond, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Draper, 


Adams, 
Aitken, 
Andrews, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R. I. 
Atwood, 
Babcock, 
Barham, 
Barrett, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, N. Y. 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, N. Y. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Buck, 
Burrell, 
Clark, lowa 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffin, 
Colson, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowen, 
Dayton, 


Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Danford, 
Daniels, 

De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Fischer, 
Foss, 
Gamble, 
Gibson, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Halterman, 
Harris, 
Henderson, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 


Eddy, 
Elliott, 8. C. 
Ellis, 
Erdman, 
Evans, 
Fairchild, 
Fitzgerald, 
Gardner, 
Hall, 
Hardy, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hatch, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hendrick, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hicks, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Kerr, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Kulp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Leighty, 
Lester, 
Linney, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lockhart, 


YEAS—%. 


Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hubbard, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hull, 
Hunter, 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Joy, 
Kiefer, 
Leonard, 
Linton, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Marsh, 
Mercer, 
Miller, Kans, 
Minor, Wis. 
Murphy, 
Northway, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Perkins, 


NAYS—139. 


Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Maguire, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McLaurin, 

Me Millin, 
McRae, 


Meyer, 
Mi es, 
Milliken, 
Mone v, 
Moody, 
Neill, 
Otey, 
Otjen 
Patterson, 
Payne. 
Pendleton, 
Pickler, 
Pitney 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Pugh, 
Raney, 


Richardson, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Shafroth, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Southwick, 


NOT VOTING—120. 


Doolittle, 
Dovener, 
Downing, 
Ellett, Va. 
Faris, 
Fenton, 
Fietcher, 
Foote, 
Fowler, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodwyn, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hanly, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Heat wole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Ind. 
Hilborn, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Huff, 
Hurley, 
Hutcheson, 
Hyde, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Kirkpatrick, 


Lawson, 
Lefev er, 
Leisenring, 
Lewis, 
Low. 
Maddox, 
Mahany, 
Mahon, 
McCall, Tenn. 
McClellan, 
McClure, 


McCormick, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McEwan, 


McLachlan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milnes, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Odell, 
Ogden, 
Owens, 
Pearson, 


Prince, 
Reeves, 

Rey burn, 
Royse, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Smith, iil 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Tracey, 

Van Horn, 
Van Voorhias, 
Walker, Va. 


Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wilson, Ohio 
W ood 


Sparkman, 


Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stallings, 
Stokes, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 


Strowd, N.C. 
Swanson, 
Taft 

Talbert, 


icker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Underwood, 
Updegraff, 
Wadsworth, 
Walsh, 
Wanger 
Watson, Ind. 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
Willis, 
Wils m, N. ¥. 
Wilson, S. C. 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 


Phillips, 
Price 
Quigg, 
Ray, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Sauerhering, 
Sayers, 
Settle, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Sorg 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Sulzer, 
Thomas, 
Thorp, 
Walker, Mass. 
Washington, 
‘hite, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer. 





sacra sR 
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So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WiLu1AM A. Stone with Mr. Savers. 
. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. BLack of Georgia. 
. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WoopaRb, 
. STEELE with Mr. WAsHINGTON. 
. McEWAN with Mr. SuLZER. 


Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
rner, Va. 


< ee Cie 
Z , 
RE 


nderwood, 


Updegratf, 

Waser h, 

Walker, Va. 
alsh, 


4 


LC cepittendoel 


Rane 


. Witson of Idaho with Mr. Cowen. 
. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 
. MozLEey with Mr. Moszs. 
. Faris with Mr. Sora. 
. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 
. BARTHOLDT with Mr. Mappox. 
. WILLIs with Mr, WILuiaMs. 
For this day: 
Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. Rusk. 
. McCa.u of Tennessee with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. LErEVER with Mr. Manany. 

Mr. BURRELL with Mr, CocKRELL. 

Mr. Low with Mr. McCLELLAN, 

On this question: 

Mr. DoouirrLe with Mr. McLACHLAN. 

Mr. StronG with Mr. Gruuert of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Buack of New York with Mr. Barriett of New York, 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. OWENS. 

Mr. DovENor with Mr. BROMWELL. 

Mr, MILNEs with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. Quiee with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. GRISWOLD. 

Mr. HURLEY with Mr. Goopwyn. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. HuTcHESON, 

Mr. HarMeER with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. MorsE with Mr. Brostvs. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. ELLett of Virginia. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. McCuiure with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone. I with- 
Saw my vote. If he were here, I shouid vote “no.” 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. I see that I am paired with the gentleman 
from California, Mr. McLacHiLan. I voted “ aye,” but I desire 
now to withdraw my vote for that reason. 

Mr. STEELE. I voted ‘‘aye.” Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. WASHINGTON, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam reminded that I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. GRIswoLD, and so withdraw my 
vote. I voted “aye.” 

Mr. WILLIS, Iam paired with the ao from Mississippi, 
Mr. WILuiaMs, but this case is cnr excepted. 

The result of the vote was announ as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A parliamentary inquiry? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Pending that motion, would a motion to post- 
pune the further consideration of this contested-election case until 

iday be in order? 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that bea dilatory motion after the 
motion just voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. The motion would not be in order. The 
question is on oes to the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 69. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 
this. [Cries of * Oh!”] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 76, not 
voting 136; as follows: 

YEAS—143. 


Jenkins, 
Jones, 


n 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bell, Colo, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Bishop, 
Boutelle, 
Brown, 

Bull, 
Burton, Ohio 


Eddy, 
Cannon, Elliott, 8. C. 


anger, 
Watson, Ind. 

Wheeler, 
Tawney, Willis, 
Tayler, Wilson, N.Y, 
Terry, Wilson, 8. C. 
Towne, Wri 


Treloar, 
NAYS—%6. 


; 


Southard 


Bouthwick, 


Stewart, Wis. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulloway, 
Van Horn 
Van Voorhis, 
arner, 

Watson, Ohio 
Wood. 


NOT VOTING—136. 
Downing, 
Ellett, Va. 
Faris. 


Fenton, 
see 
Fowler. 


Price, 


aT. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 
Sauerhering, 
Sa 


w, 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Spert b 
8 ie 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N. J. 
ae. W.A. 

ng, 
Th “ 

omas, 
Thorp, 
Trace 


y; 
Walker, Mass, 
Washington, 
Wellington, 
White. 


Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Idaho 
‘Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer. 
was 
tional pairs were announced: 


Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 
The gentleman from Illinois is recorded in 


e 
Mr. CANNON. I desire to change vote. 
The Clerk will nie 


ve. 


The SPEAKER. call the name of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The name of Mr. CANNON was called and he voted “ yea.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. , [move to reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MOODY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. the point of order that the motion 
is dilatory, Mr. Speaker. The motion is clearly dilatory, after the 


House has so clear] Se its opinion upon this matter. | 
The SPEAKER. Chair hopes the gentleman will with- 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the right to make 
this motion. In my j if I may be indulged a moment 
upon the point of order—I suppose it is pope that I should have 
just a minute. In my judgment, it is right, at least at this 
stage of the proceedings, of any member to move to reconsider 
the vote. I am aware, sir, that a dilatory motion, and all dilatory 
motions, are not in . Lamalso quite aware that the Speaker 
is made ope in his discretion, as to when a motion becomes 
dilatory. ving said that, I have said all I care to say; and 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














FOS 
1896. 9205 
that it seems to me, considering the extraordinary departure Skinner, Stone, W. A. Treloar, Wilson, Ohio 
yd liamentary usage by the action of the gentleman who | "0%" Strong, Walker, Mass. Woodard, 
from . Sorg, Sulzer, Washington, Woodman, 
moved the previous question, that I have the right to challenge Sperry, Tawney, Wellington, Woomer. 
the attention of the House and of the country by this motion | Steele, Thomas, White, 
apon the merits. Stephenson, Thorp, Williams, 


The SP’ 


sider on the table. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


aves seemed to have it. 


“Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 
mh House divided; and th 


this vote. 


The yeas an 


The SP 


consider on the table. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 69, not 


EAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion. 
ntleman from Massachusetts moves to lay the motion to recon- 


d nays were ordered. 
. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to lay the motion to re- 


ing 145; as follows: 
ee YEAS—141. 
Abbott, Erdman, Lond. 

i vans, yudenslager, 
Ailen, Utah Fairchild, Maguire, - 
‘Anderson, Fischer, McCleary, Minn. 
Bailey, Fitzgerald McCulloch, 
Baker, Kans. Gillet, N. Y. McDearmon, 
Baker, Md. Hall McLaurin, 
Bankhead. Hardy, MeMillin, 
Bartlett, Ga. Harrison, McRae, 

Bell, Colo. Hart, Meyer, 
Bell, Tex. Hatch, Miles, 
Berry, Heiner, Pa. Money, 
Bisho Hendrick, Moody, 
Boutelle, Henry, Conn. Neill, 
Brown, Ow! Otey, 
Burton, Ohio Howell, Otjen, 
Catchings, uff, Patterson, 
Clardy, Hunter, Payne, 
Clarke, Ala. Jenk Pendleton, 
Cobb, Jones, — 
Jodding, em ney, 
Genel Kendall, Poole, 
Cox, err, Powers, 
Crisp, Kleberg, Pugh, 
Crowley, Knox, Raney, 
Culberson, Kyle, Richardson, 
Cummings, Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Dalzell, Latimer, a 
De Armond, Lawson, Shafroth, 
Denny, ety Sherman, 
Dingley, Leighty, Shuford, 
Dinsmore, iter, Simpkins, » 
— Little.” Southwick 
y, . . 
Elliott, 8. C. Livingston, gpelding, 
NAYS—0. 
Acheson, Halterman, 
— ik Crowther, anperenn, 
drich, epburn, 
Avery, » Curtis, Iowa Hitt, 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, Hopkins, 
Be Danfona. - Holos 
ue, uling, 
Brewster, Daniels, Hull. 
a ee Witt, ow N. Dak. 
eter, 
Calderhead, Gamble, Leonard, 
Chickering Gibson, — 
a Locker, 
Cooke, fi Hadley, Minor, Wis 
’ . erstree 
Cor’ Bape: Nebr. Parker, 
NOT VOTING—14. 
oe F.. 
Andrews, Dayton, Howe, ° 
faim, Bon, = Honia 
ey, 
a R.L Do r, apeeoon, 
Babeock, Draper, Johnson, Cal 
Barham, Ellett, Va. Johnson, Ind 
, Faris, oy, 
Darrel, Fenton, Kirkpatrick, 
Bartlett, N.¥, penne ui 
x. lever, 
—, Fowler, Lolsenring, 
Goodw: 3 Low, 
Bede Ge, Griswold, Maddox, 
Black, N. Y¥. a, y, 
Bowers, row Mahon, 
Broderick, Grow, McCall, Mass. 
Bromwell, Hanly, McCall, Tenn 
a Harmer, McClellan, 
Harris, ure 
Burrell, Hartman, McCormick, 
Oem, Mo. Heatwole, McCreary, Ky 
gare, ; Hemenway, McEwan, 
Cockrell,” Hermann, Meliclejohn, 
Mercer 
Cook Wis. Hilborn, Meredith, 





ere were—ayes 127, noes 63. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 


Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stallings, 
Stokes, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Strowd, N. C. 


Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Underwood, 
Updegraff, 
adsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wanger, 
Watson, Ind. 
Wheeler, 
Wilber, 
Willis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. CO, 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 


Perkins, 
Prince, 
Reeves, 
Royse, 
Scranton. 
Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Mich. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulloway, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wood. 


Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 


Murphy 
Tovwinada, 
Noonan, 
Northway, 
Odell, 
Ogden, 
Owens, 
ics 

illips, 
Pri 











The 


vote. 


matter. 


tions. 
tory. 


will rule. 


The SP 


Acheson, 


—_ Th. 
very, 
Belknap, 
Bishop, 
Blue, 
Brewster, 
Burton, Mo. 
Calderhead, 
Cannon, 
Connolly, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 
Allen, Utah 
Anderson, 


Beach, 
Bell, Colo. 
ne Tex. 
Try, 
Boutelle, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 


Stewart, N. J. 


vinced on the subject. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. MOODY. 
the House has manifested a purpose to take this vote now, and it 

is the obstructive tactics upon the other side that prevent it. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 


ir. DALZELL. 


Mr. DALZELL. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 

to insist upon it. 
CAKER. The Chair will rule it in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 132. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered, 
46 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 60, nays 133, not 
voting 162; as follows: 


Aldrich, Ala. 


Tracey, 


Wilson, Idaho 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
On this question: 
Mr BRODERICK with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. MERCER with Mr. SKINNER. 
For this day: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire with Mr. Baker of Kansas. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a verification 


of the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for a reca- 
pitulation of the vote. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit that that is dilatory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; that is a matter of right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to have the House con- 
The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

I thank the Chair for his candor. 

The vote was recapitulated by the Clerk, and the result was 
announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to make a proposi- 
tion to the gentleman from Massachusetts, now in charge of this 
As many gentlemen are gone from the Hall, | suggest 
that consent be given that the House adjourn, and that the vote 
be taken to-morrow the first thing after the reading of the Jour- 
nal. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’| 

Mr. MOODY. 


Let me suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 


that if that should be done the time would be taken out of that 
which has been allotted to pensions, and this case may take an 
hour or two before we get through. 
justified in assenting to the gentleman's proposition. 

Let the vote be taken Friday morning, then. 


I for one would not feel 


I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 


Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, Iowa 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Danford, 
Daniels, 
Dingley, 


Oss, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Graff, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 


Bull, 
Burton, Ohio 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 
Codding, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cox, 

Crisp. 
Crowley, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Dalzell, 

De Armond, 
Denny, 


YEAS—60. 


Hainer, Nebr. 
Halterman, 
Hepburn, 
Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hubbard, 
Hull, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Leonard, 
Linney, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Marsh, 
Miller, Kans. 


NAYS—133. 


Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Eddy, 
Elliott, 8. C. 
Ellis, 
Erdman, 
Evans, 
Fairchild, 
Fischer, 
Fitzgerald, 
Hall 


Hanly, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hatch, 
Hendrick, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making 
a privileged motion, the motion that the House adjourn. 
I make the point of order that that is dila- 


Mr. HOPKINS. The Speaker has ruled upon that. 
Not upon this motion. 
The Chair has not ruled upon that, but he 
Does the gentleman insist upon his motion? 

I should not have made it if I did not propose 


Minor, Wis. 
Murphy, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Prince, 
Reeves, 
Royse, 
Scranton, 
Smith, Il. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulloway, 
Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Wood. 


Henry, Conn 
Howell, 
Hunter, 
Jenkins, 
Jones, 
Joy, 
Kem, 
Kerr, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Kulp, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 






















































question is now on 


man from Massachusetts 
Mr. MOODY, On that 





r. MOODY, 
The SPEAKER, 
Mr. HOPKINS. 
amentary inqui 


the 








- Itis, 
The Clerk read as follows 
Resol t th 
pov Tt conten 


ge a 


question I ask 
d nays were ordered, 


about to read the substitute for 
by the majority of the committee? 
The SP 


the substitute 
Moopy]. 


resolution be read? 


the original 


adjourn is not agreed to. e 
proposed by the gen- 


the yeas and nays. 


The Clerk will report it. 


election case of John I. 
Committee on Elections 


Rinaker vs. Finis E. 
No. 1, with ine 






















































































ic- 


Noonan Ww, 
Odell ell 
wen Hutch oat Willies, 

Dayton, Hyde, Parker, Wilson, Idaho 

Dei ee ind, Perkinn Woon? 

Doolittle, endall,, Phillips, Ww : Alden Tm. Cooper Wis. Hainer, Nebr Prinoe, 
vener, Kiefer, Price, Woomer Acaee.” NY. jopkins, s th i 
a z puree doy pet 
per, wson, v. P, Daniels, . Linney ao » Wis. 
So the motion to adjourn was rejected. Brewster, Foss, Lorimer, Van Voorhis, 
The following additional were announced: eal. . Gibson, ; warner, 

t, HENDERSON with Mr. Meyer, for the remainder of the day, = Hadley, a. _ 
t. HULING with Mr. Srrowp of North Carolina, for this day. P NOT VoTING mm. 
qr. HOPKINS. I ask a recapitulation of wo vote, ia = a 
The SPEAKER. The Chair refuses recapitulation, [Ap- tem a ener, Johnson, Cal, Perkins, 
Plause. Aldric . ohnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Mr. HOPKINS, I should like to know Why. Is not that a | Andrews, Elect va. Kise N-Dak. Price, 
matter of right? Mr. Speaker, I demand it, not as a matter of Arnold Pa. is, Kirkpatrick, Ruise, 
privilege, but as a matter of right. we Fenton, Lawson, Reyburn, 
The SPEAKER. And the ir denies it, Atwood, Pletcher, Lefever, _ soon, La. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I should like to know how I am recorded. Baker,Kans,  pootes. poisenring, oF 
Dt nae how I stand, if I can not know how other mem- Baker, N.H. Gamble, - Linton, nek, 
T's stan ‘ et, N.Y. . uerhering, 

The SPEAKER nat» footer ee ee” 

Bartlett,N, Y. Griffin, Mahany, Shaw, 

Beach, Griswold, Mahon, Skinner, 

Bennett, ¢ - = Mass. Smith, Mich. 
rou cCall, Tenn. mover, 

M name was called twice, and I do not know Blase N.Y. Grow, McClellan, Sorg, 
Whether or not I have been recorded. y should like to know oe Bager. het Sa 
whether I have been recorded or not. Bromwell, Hany” McCormick, Stephenson, 

The SPEAKER. The ntleman is recorded in the affirmative, Brosius, Harmer, McEwan, Stewart, N.J 
r. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, am'l recorded? pox. parria, Mclachlan, con, Gh 

The SPEAKER. In the negative. Serie ise ee. Mokles hae 

Mr. NEILL. That is right, Chickering, Hemenway, Strowd, N.C. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 60, the na Clark, Iowa Hende 
133, [Applause.] The motion to 


gill, Morse, 
Hooker, Mosley, 
Howe, Noonan, 
Huff, Northway, 
Hulick, Odell, 
Huling, Ogden, 
Hall Overstreet, 
Hutcheson, Parker, 


May 13, 
Lester, Patte Spalding, a " es 
Paster Payne Bpauding. Underwood (purty Congress fan fu PAPE ofthe voto for Ra Bistrict eT ab Pity. 
Livingston, Pendleton, Spencer Wadsworth, shall deem fairly in 4 ute, or to permit the parties his contes renee 
vockhart, ckler, Stahle, valker, Va. such rules as the comm may p be, to recount such yots Tender 
zoud, Pitney, Stallings, alsh, any action in the premises, by way of resolution or resolutions, to. se 0 take 
Loudenslager, Poole: Stokes, anger, to the House or otherwise. as they may deem necessary and roper, Pr ted 
aguire, Powers, Sione, 0. W Watson, Ind ° C ; proper, 
fs pe my, Minn. Pugh, Btrait, watson, Ohio The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the order of pr wes ding 
eCulloch, hey, bs seler, i i i av a 
MeDearmon, Richardson, att Wilber, it Shle substitute should be agreed to, & vote will then have to be 
cLaurin, Russell, Conn. Talbert, Willis, ta en on the resolution of the committee 4s amended by the adop- 
MeMillin, Russell’ Ga, fate, Wilson, N. Y. tion of the substitute. Two votes will have to be taken, 
witae, Sheroth, Try: . won, 8.C. Mr. COX. What is the substitute? 
28, ie , > . + ; 
Money, Shuford, Tucker.’ Vealan. The SPEAKER. It has just been read, 
Moody, Simpkins, Turner, Ga. The qhestion was taken; and there Wwere—yeas 139, nays 35, not 
On font poner, Va. voting 176, present and not voting 5; as follows: 
NOT VOTING—102, YEAS—139. 
Adams, Ellett, Va. Leighty, Reyburn, Abbott, Elliott, 8. 0. Lockhart, Spalding, 
Aitken, Faris, Leisenring, Robertson, La. en, M Ellis, Loud, parkman, 
Andrews, Fenton, Lewis, Robinson, Pa. Aaa —_ Erdman, Loudenslager, ncer, 
Bley, etcher, nton, k, , ans, Maguire, e, 
Arnold Pa. ote, Low Bauerhering ey, Paire McCleary, Minn. Stallings, 
Arnold, R. I. Fowler Maddox, Saye Baker, Md. Fischer, McCulloch, Stokes, 
Atwood, Gillet, N.y, Mahany, Settle, head, Fitzgerald, Mc Stone, 0. w. 
Babcock Gillett, Mass, Mahon. Shannon, Barrett, Gardner, McLaurin, Strait, 
Baker, Kans. Goodwyn, McCall, Maas. Shaw, Bartlett, Ga. Hall McMillin, wanson, 
Baker, N. H. Griffin, Tenn. Skinner, Beil, Colo. Hardy, McRae, Taft, 
Barham, Griswold, MoClelian, Smith, Mich. Bell, Tex. Miles, 
Barne rosvenor, ure ; 
Bartholdt. rout, = Hatch, 
Be 



















































Walker, Mass. 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
woe gton, 
e, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodman, 
Woomer. 





























Woodard. 
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So the substitute was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. Royse with Mr. GILLett of Massachusetts. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Watson of Indiana. 

For the remainder of the day: 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone}. 
If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative on this resolu- 
tion. I announce myself as present in order to make a quorum, 
if necessary. r : , 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Somnaont. If he v ere present, | should vote “aye.” 
] wish my presence recorded. 

Mr. COX. While I am paired with the gentleman from Ilinois 
{Mr. Hirt] on this vote, I want to be recorded as present. 

Mr. MEYER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HenpERSON]. I wish to be recorded as present. 

Mr. WOODARD. Iam paired with the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. MILLER]. I have answered ‘ present,” and desire 
to be so recorded. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, can I have a recapitulation of 
the vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can, because the vote is very 
close. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the recorded vote is 139 in 
the affirmative, 35 in the negative, and present 2. In addition 
there are present the following gentlemen, 12 in number: Mr. 
Hepsurn, Mr. Parker, Mr. Lone, Mr. Sayers, Mr. Wooparp, 
Mr. Meyer, Mr. Burton of Missouri, Mr. BLack of Georgia, 
Mr. Cox, Mr. Cousins, Mr. GamBLE, Mr. Tracey. 

A quorum being present, the ayes have it and the substitute 
resolution is agreed to. [Applause.] ; 

The question is on ws to the resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hopkins) there were—ayes 146, noes 21. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No quorum. 

Mr. MOODY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamen- 


7 ae 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The House having voted to recommit this 
matter with instructions, which, although proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts as an amendment or substitute, was 
not an amendment or substitute, but simply a parliamentary 
motion, I ask whether or not it is necessary that a vote should be 
had on the resolution as amended by this motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois having 
failed to vote, and then makes the point of no quorum, is it not a 
rat proposition that it is a dilatory motion? [Laugh- 

r. 

The SPEAKER. If it were a motion the Chair would pronounce 
it dilatory. 

The Clerk will proceed with the roll call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 13, 
present and not voting 33, not voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Jenkins, Neill, 
Allen, Miss. N. Y. Jones, Otey, 
Allen, Utah Dalze Joy, Otjen, 
Anderson, De Armond, Kem, Parker, 
Bailey, Denny, Kendall, Patterson, 
Dingley, err, yne, 
Barrett, Dinsmore, Kleberg, Pendleton, 
Bartlett, Ga. Dockery, Knox, Pickler, 
Bell, Colo. Eddy, Kyle, Pitney, 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, 8. C. y Poole, 
Berry, Ellis, Latimer, Powers, 
Bisho Erdman, Layton, 
Boute Evans, Leighty, Raney, 
Brown, Fairchild, b Richardson, 
Brumm, Fischer. Little, Russell, Conn. 
+ rald, m, ussell, Ga. 
Burton, Ohio Gartner. Lockhart, Shafroth, 
Catchings, Loudenslager, Sherman, 
Clardy, } ‘ Shuford, 
Clarke, Ala, McCleary, Minn. Simpkins, 
a ee fee 
c on, uthwick, 
Cooper, Hendrick, MeMillin, Spalding, 
Crowley, Henry, Conn. McRae, Sparkman, 
* iles, Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stallings, 
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Stewart, N. J. Tayler, Tyler, Willis, 
Stokes, Terry. Underwood, Wilson, N.Y, 
Stone, C. W. Towne, Updegraff, Wilson, S.Q 
Strait, Tracewell, Walsh Wright 
Swanson, Treloar, Wanger Yoakum. 
Taft, Tucker, Watson, Ohio 
Talbert Turner, Ga. Wheeler 
Tate, Turner, Va. Wilber 
NAYS—13. 

Acheson, Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. Wood. 
Aldrich, TL. Daniels, Marsh, 
Brewster, Foss, Minor, Wis. 
Crump, Gibson, Warner, 

NOT VOTING—26. 
Adams, Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Prince, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, Quis gz, 
Aldrich, Ala. Dovener, Kirkpatrick, Ray 
Andrews, Downing, Kulp, Reeves, 
Apsley, Draper, Lawson, Reyburn, 
Arnold, Pa. Ellett, Va. Lefever, Robertson, La 
Arnold, R. L. Faris, Leisenring, Robinson, Pa. 
Atwood, Fenton, Leonard, Royse, 
Avery, Fletcher, Lewis, Rusk, 
Babcock, Foote, Linney, Sauerhering, 
Baker, Kans. Fowler, Linton, Sayers, 
Baker, Md. Gamble, Long, Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N. Y. Lorimer, Settle, 
Barham, Gillett, Mass. Loud, Shannon, 
Barney, Goodwyn, Low. Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Graff, Maddox, Skinner, 
Bartlett, N Griffin, Mahany, Smith, Ill 
Beach, Griswold, Mahon, Smith, Mich. 
Belknap, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. Snover, 
Bennett, Grout, McCall, Tenn. Sorg, 
Bingham, Grow, McClellan, Sperry, 
Black, Ga. Hadley, McClure, Steele, 
Black, N. Y. Hager. McCormick, Stephenson, 
Blue, Hainer, Nebr. McCreary, Ky. Stewart, Wis. 
Bowers, Halterman, McEwan, Stone, W. A. 
Broderick, Hanly, McLachlan, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Harmer, McLaurin, Strong, 
Brosius, Harris, Meiklejohn, Strowd, N.C 
Buck, Hartman, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burrell, Heatwole, Meredith, Sulzer, 
Burton, Mo. Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Hemenway, Miller, Kans. Thomas, 
Cannon, Henderson, Miller, W. Va. Thorp 
Chickering, Henry, Ind. Milliken, Tracey 
Clark, Iowa Hepburn, Milnes, Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. Hermann, Miner, N. Y. Van Voorhis, 
Cockrell, Hicks, Mondell, Wadsworth, 
Coffin, Hilborn, Morse, Walker, Mass. 
Colson, Hill, Moses, Walker, Va. 
Connolly, Hitt, Mozley, Washington, 
Cook, Wis. Hooker, Murphy, Watson, [nd. 
Cooke, Ml. Hopkins, Newlands, Wellington, 
Cooper, Tex. Howard, Noonan, White, 
uae Wis. Huff, Northway, Williams, 
Corliss, Hulick, Odell, Wilson, Idaho 
Jousins, Hauling, Ogden, Wilson, Ohio 
Cowen, Hull, Overstreet, Woodard, 
Cox, Hunter, Owens, Woodman, 
Crowther, Hurley, Pearson, Woomer. 
Curtis, Iowa Hutcheson, Perkins, 
Dayton, Hyde, Phillips, 
De Witt, Johnson, Cal. Price, 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 




































The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members 
present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. Meyer, Mr. Reeves, Mr. SNover. Mr. Beacn, Mr. 
HAINER of Nebraska, Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. Sayers, Mr. BuRTON of Missouri, 
Mr. Strope of Nebraska, Mr. Wooparp, Mr. Cox, Mr. Smirn of Illinois, 
Mr. HuntTeR, Mr. Prarnce, Mr. Murpuy of Illinois, Mr. Lona, Mr. Grarr, 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, Mr. Faris, Mr. Avery, Mr. Kuup, Mr. BLAck of Georgia, 
Mr. Hicks, Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin, Mr. CANNON, Mr. HApiey, Mr. Le- 
FEVER, Mr. HILL, Mr. HersuRN, Mr. HopKins, Mr. Huiick, Mr. Loximer. 


Mr. HILL. I am paired with Mr. McCaLiof Massachusetts, 
and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. HULICK. I did not vote when my name was called, but 
wish to be recorded as present. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. JoHNSON, and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. MEYER. Iam paired with the gentleman from lowa, Mr. 
HENDERSON, and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. KULP. I am paired with Mr. Hicks, and withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. LORIMER. I find, Mr. Speaker, that I am recorded as 
having voted. I did not vote when my name was called, and de- 
sire simply to be recorded as present. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw my vote, and wish to be recorded as 
present. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman wiil state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is a motion to adjourn now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

The Clerk will read the names of those voting. 

The names of those voting were recapitulated by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 137, the nays 
are 13, present and not voting 33. So, a quorum being present, 
the resolution as amended is agreed to. 
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Mr. MOODY. I move to reconsider the last vote, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object. 

Mr. LACEY. In that event, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
parliamentary are 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. The resolution having been to recommit, and 
having now been voted on a second time, is not the second vote 
substantially equal to a reconsideration, the second not having 
been necessary? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksif the point had been raised 
when the resolution was originally presented as a substitute for 
this question it might have been good. 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point now. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But that point not having been 
made, and the proposition having been voted upon as a substitute 
before the question was raised, the Chair thinks that a motion to 
reconsider is the best way to meet it. As many as are in favor of 
the motion—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand the rule, when a matter 
has once been before the House and been recommitted, it is not 
in order to bring that matter again before the House by a motion 
to reconsider. I think the rule is expressly that way. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Chair has ruled upon that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). That the matter can not be 
brought back after it has been once, by a vote of the House, recom- 
mitted. I am satisfied the rule is that way. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think that matter is covered 
by a special rule of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I refer, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will 
allow me, to item 2 of Rule XVIII. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the second 
paragraph of Rule XVIII. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has that rule. The Chair does not 
think that rule — to a matter like this, unless the gentleman 
can cite some authority. The Chair will hear whatever authority 
there is on the subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam very much inclined to be governed 
by the decision of the Chair, and if the Chair will announce hi 


conclusion in the matter, it may be satisfactory to myself, having 
raised the question—— 

The SPEAKER. Without undertaking to decide, if the gentle- 
man desires to cite any authority, the idea of the Chair is that 
this rule was intended to apply to cases of formal reference, for 


instance, reference after a first reading. Those matters are not 
to be brought back upon a motion to reconsider. The Chair thinks 
the rule was intended to cover a first reference, the policy of the 
rules of the House of Representatives having always to cause 
everything to be referred to a committee before action by the 
House. The opinion of the Chair is that the rule was intended to 
cover such cases as that, and not cases where a report has been 
made by a committee and the matter is sent back with instruc- 


tions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It may be that the Chair is correct in the 
ruling, and I am not now inclined to raise the question any fur- 
ther; but it occurred to me that it came within the provisions of 
the rule which I have cited, and that, like a motion to adjourn, it 
would executeitself upon being ordered and not be subject torecon- 
sideration. Still I will not press it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to add in this con- 
nection that that section of the rule has nothing to do with this 
motion to reconsider. The os referred to merely says that 
the papers shall not be brought into the House upon a mo- 
tion to reconsider. If a bill had gone to the Senate, for instance, 
it would have to be brought hack before a motion to reconsider 
could be entertained; but this merely means that the motion to 
reconsider can be entertained while papers themselves are lit- 
- erally in the custody of a committee. Is that this section 
of the rule does not refer to the matter under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken; end the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 4. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No quorum. 

Several Mempers. Count, Mr. See, 

The SPEAKER (baving counted the House). One hundred 
and eighty present. The ayes have it, and the motion to recon- 
sider is laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I challenge the correctness of 


the count and ask for tellers. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair di the challenge of the 


gentleman from Illinois. [Applause. 


- MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 

he motion was agreed to. 
: Senne (at 8 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House aq- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MORSE, from the Committeg 
on Alcoholic a Traffic, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H.R. 8072) to provide for a commission on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor traffic, roe the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 1789); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

ay Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 

The joint resolution (H.Res.161) for the relief of James P, 
Veach. (Report No. 1780.) 

The bill (R.R. 6118) granting Gould P, Austin, of Phoebus, Va., 
permission to erect a building upon the Government reservation 
at Fortress Monroe, Va. (Report No. 1781.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
ie. = Soa to increase the pension of John E. Gullett. (Report 

o. 1782. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to Joseph Buckle. (ite- 
port No. 1783.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2441) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Gieorge 
D. Noble.” & No. 1784.) 

By Mr. PI , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8639) granting a pension to Matilda A. Higgins. 
(Report No. 1785.) 

B eee isos) the Committee on ——— es: + 

e bill (H. R. granting a pension iederhol 
ee Till 7154) ting a pension to Irene M. C) 
e . R. gran a on me M. Chase, 
— sister of Abner W. Chase. (Report No. 1757.) 
al . agg = - 158) granting a pension toClaraV.Shaw. (Re- 
0. , 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
ao ea) 8706) granting a pension toElizabeth Jordan. (Report 

0. \ 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 327) to refer the bill (H.R. 1053) 
for the relief of James Erwin, of McBee , Marion County, 
Ark., with all the accom: ng papers, to the Court of Claims, 
reported in lieu of House 0. 1053. (Report No. 1791.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 328) to refer the bill (H.R. 5859) 
to pay Laurena Opp, sole and only heir at law of Reuben Opp, 
for taken and destro from the said Reuben Opp by 
the troops at Helena, Ark.,d the war of 1861 to 1865, 
with all the accom nying papers to the of Claims, reported 
in lieu of House o. eof No. 1792.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the ttee on War : The bill 
(S. 814) entitled “‘An act for the relief of John W. Gummo. 


(Report No. 1793. 

By Mr. G , from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (H. R. 6276) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
credit the account of James A. Sexton with the amount of funds 
stolen. oak No. 1795.) ; 

The (S. 1075) entitled “An act for the relief of the heirs of 
D. Fulford.” (Report No. 1796. 

The bill (S. ) entitled “An act for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased. 
(Report No. ane 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 7500) to grant a pension to Mrs. Keturah Wilson, widow 
of James Wilson, deceased. No. 1797.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: The bill (H.R. 5889) for the relief of Robert Kennish. 
(Report No. 1798.) ae 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 589) 
entitled “An act for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.” (Report 


No. 1799.) , 
By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(8.837) entitled ‘An act sealing on sqypupeiticn for the benefit 
of the estate of William Moss, » No. 1800.) 
By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on : 
bill (S. 1555) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the sufferers 


by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the 
coast of Massachusetts.” (Report No, 1801.) 
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The bill (S. 1083) entitled “‘An act for the relief of George H. 
Plant, of the District of Columbia.” (Report No. 1802.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 
938) entitled “‘An act for the relief of George F. Roberts, admin- 
istrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Bros., and others.” (Report No. 1804.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 3121) entitled “An act for the relief of Mrs. Emma D, Larsh 
and Charles M. Larsh.” (Report No. 1805.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, Mr. DENNY, from the Committee 
on Claims, reported adversely (Report No. 1794) the bill (H. R. 
4647) for relief of Howard Ellis; which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
' By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8914) providing for the collec- 
tion of debts on Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory—to 

the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8915) to donate 4 condemned 
cannon and 16 cannon balls to Grand Army post of Hudson, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8916) granting condemned 
cannon and balls to Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Holyoke, Mass., for monumental purposes—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8917) to protect bona fide pur- 
chasers of lands from railroad companies to which the companies 
have failed to obtain a title—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8919) to provide for the 

ent of final decrees of the supreme court of the District of 
bs umbia under an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a permanent 
system of highways in that — of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893, for continuing the sys- 
tem of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, for completing 
the system of sewage disposal and protection against floods, and 
for other pw —to the Committee on the District of Coluinbia. 

By Mr. LO G: A bill (H. R. 8957) donating condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls to Victor Post, No. 293, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Fort Dodge, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 184) authorizing and 
requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the building of the 
Harlem Kills Canal, New York City—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 325) fix- 
ing Cennieg, May 19, 1896, for the consideration of bills reported 
— the Committee on the Judiciary—to the Committee on 

es. 


By Mr. DANFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 329) asking 
the Committee on Rules to set apart Monday, May 18, for consider- 
ation of bills reported by the Committee on Immigration—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JOY: A resolution (House Res. No. 330) to pay Noah L. 
Hawk, acting assistant deputy sergeant-at-arms, the sum of $300 
annum in addition to his pay as Capitol policeman—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts in support of the Monroe doctrine—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign i 

_Also, a memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to the granting of pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in 
Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as follows: 
P K (by request): A bill (H. R. 8918) extending 
to Carmody the provisions of an act approved February 


13, 1895, relating to the settlement of outstanding claims against 
be eet Joltimbia—to the Committee on the District of 
um 


_ By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (E. R. 8920) for the relief of Wil- 
jon Et Bickerstaff, of Walker County, Ala.—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R.8921) for the relief of H. W. Jones, of Tusca- 
loosa County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

at a ¥ Oe ren A 3 = R. ove oe the —_ of 
Henry C, , Company B, Elevent giment iana 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8923) granting a pension to 
Annie Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8924) for the relief of Samuel 
Edington, of Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R, 8925) for the relief of the estate of 
N. E. Perkins, deceased, of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.8926) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Hiram A. Parsons, of 
Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8927) granting a pension to Julia 
E. G. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H.R. 8928) to increase the pension of 
John H. Prather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8929) granting a pension to Stephen Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of Eva 
J. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8931) granting a pension to U. L. Daniels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) to increase the pension of W. H. H. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8933) for the relief of Peter C. Lawyer—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8934) granting a pension to Sophia Kroll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8935) granting a pension to James C. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8936) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John R. Butler—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 8937) for the relief of 
Elam Cooper, of Lauderdale County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H.R. 8938) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. 
Johnson, Desha County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R.8939) for the relief of E. 
J. Sullivan, of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H.R.8940) granting a pension to 
Caroline Buehler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H.R. 8941) to increase the 
pension of Magnus D. Slack, late sergeant, Company K, Thir- 
teenth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H.R. 8942) to pension Ann Maria 
Meinhoefer, widow of Lewis Meinhoefer, Company B, Forty-first 
New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H.R.8943) for the relief of Emmit 
Hicks, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8944) for the relief of Mrs. Ann M. Brown, of 
Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H.R. 8945) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Kempinsky—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H.R. 8946) to grant an hon- 
orable discharge to John A. White—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8947) to increase pen- 
sion of Mrs. Rhoda A. Connell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8948) for the relief of John 
T. Green—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) for the relief of Isiah Y. Jones, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of James Massey, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8951) for relief of the estate of William J. 
Thomson, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8952) to refer claim of F. W. Waugh tothe 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8953) for the 
relief of A. O. Garvin, of Union County, 8. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8954) for the relief of Isaac Peeler, of Union 
County, 8S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) for the relief of A. J. Byars, of Union 
County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8956) for the relief of William Lockhart, of 
Union County. S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8958) for the re- 
lief of David Ingram, of Itawba County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) for the relief of Dr. O. R. Early, of 
Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Douglass, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the United States Maimed Sol- 
diers’ League, for an increase of the pensions of those who lost an 
arm or a leg or were totally disabled in the war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the McKeesport (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, favoring the erection of a public building at that place—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of residents of 
State College, Center County, Pa., advocating the adoption of 
the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Fort Jones, Cal., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to _— the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. , to reduce letter 
eg os the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Grand Army of the ublic, 
e of the bill to establish a 
iss.—to the Committee on 


Department of Iowa, urging the pas 
national military park at Vicksburg, 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of Grand Army of the 
Republic post, Department of Iowa, favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 4839, for a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Mrs. M.S. Milliken and others, 
of Independent Order of Good Templars of Washington, D. C., for 
the establishment of an inebriate home and hospital in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 202 composers of music and pro- 
fessional musicians, citizens of the United States, against any 
change in the copyright law which will compel the manufacture of 
music in the United States as a condition of copyright security— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, Boston, Mass., in favor of better immigration laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of New England; 
also of the Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring the bill which 
provides for the establishment of a department of commerce and 
manufactures, introduced in the Senate on March 9, 1896, by Sen- 
ator Fryr—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association; also of 
the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, asking for the 
ae of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Boston, Mass., 
favoring a ee founded on the gold standard—to 
the Committee on king an oe 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Horticultural Society of 
Boston; also of the Bay State Agricultural Society of Boston, in 
relation to the distribution of seeds by the Department of Agri- 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of St. Johnsbury, Vt., favoring the passage of the Southwick 
convict-labor bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany House bill for 
“+ relief of Eva J. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ns. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Sophia iro 1—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
r to accompany House bill 
ilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, _—_ to Eee one 8 House bill to increase the pension of 
W.H. iH. 6 Co 


80, pa granting a pension to 
James C, 
Adams—to t mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
U. L. Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Resolutions of J.H.Danseur Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lagrange, Ind., favoring a service ven- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Congregational Association 
of New Jersey, comprising churches in New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, District of Columbia, and Virginia, asking that prompt 
aid we ong to Armenian Christians—to the Committee on For- 
ei airs. 

Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Lucy, Kate, and Molly B. 
Petty, of Culpeper County, Va., praying reference of their war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstranceof A.C. Goddard and others, 
against military training in the public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of J. Henry Baker and William 
L. Baker, heirs of Moses Baker, deceased, praying reference of 
their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr, SCRANTON: Resolution of the Scranton (Pa.) Clerks’ 


Association, No. 127, favoring Government control of the tee. 
graph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer... 

By Mr. SPALDING: Paper to ent House bill to pension 
Mrs. Ann Maria Meinhoefer, widow of Lewis Meinhoefer—to ;) 18 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: Petition of citizens of Benton, 1); 
in favor of the of House bill No. 4566, relating to sec), 
class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postaye—;, 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

a. Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of United States Maimog 
Soldiers’ League, for increase of pensions of maimed veterans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Old National Bank, Grand Rapids, Mich 
praying for favorable action on House bills No. 838 and 4345, 1, 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office anq 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of certain residents of West Duluth 
Minn., for legislation against the manufacture of alcoholic beyer. 
ages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis. 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of B. s. 
Dempsey, of Floyd County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Medora, II1., favoring 
the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating to the posta] 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 14, 1896. 


: ~~ af by Rev. Hueu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
On motion of Mr. GIBSON, and by unanimous consent, the 
—~ of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
wi 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon, 
was passed by the Senate yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the 
House the resolution agreeing to the amendmeuts of the Senate 
to the bill _ R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House hail 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon a by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton: 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John 8. Cochenour; 

A bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Territory 
of New Mexico, to issue bonds for the construction of a cowt- 
house and jail at the poate ee thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia; and : 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. Baker. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT a ted Mr. Gray and Mr. SewELl 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to at- 
tend the next annual examination of cadets at the Military Aca(- 
emy at West Point, N. Y., under the requirements of section 12) 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. BLackBurN and Mr. 
HALE members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate 
to attend the next annual examination of ets at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requitements of the actof 
February 14, 1879. 

PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request, of 
the House of Representatives to return to the House its resolution 
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.»:°!) 
tor te the of medicine and surgery, to license phy- 
sicians and surgeons, and to punish violating the prov' 
sions thereof in the District of Columbia; and by unanimous con 
sent the request was ordered to be complied with and the resolution 
returned to the House. . 








1896. 





LIEN FOR FREIGHT ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. FRYE. Yesterday, when we reached on the Calendar the 
pill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by the act of June 10, 1880, the in- 
dication on the Calendar was that the bill had been reported from 
the Committee on Finance without any recommendation, and 
under those circumstances the Senator from Connecticut [{Mr. 
PLATT] moved the reference of the bill to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The fact is that the Committee on Commerce a long 
while ago—two months ago, at least—favorably reported the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senate bill? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate bill. Later the other House passed a 
pill exactly like the Senate bill, and when it came from the House 
| asked that it umight take the place of the Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar. That was agreed to, anc the Senate bill was indefinitely 
postponed. I now ask that the action of the Senate yesterday, by 
which reference of the bill was made to the Committee on Com- 
merce, may be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

red. 

“ FRYE. The bill was read yesterday. It is eminently 

proper and right, being recommended warmly by the Secretary 

of the Treasury, and as it will take but a minute, | ask that it may 
ut on its passage. 

— HILL. What is the bill about? 

Mr. FRYE. It relates to the general average and charges of 
steamboat carriers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Prupen, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 13th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1904) toregu- 
late marriages in the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution, praying for the publication of the 
records and papers of the Continental Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No, 5118 to authorize money-order post-offices to receive 
money on deposit; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Harry Farmer and 11 other 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that Frank J. Met- 
calf, who was injured in the Ford Theater disaster, be awarded 
a larger amount for his injuries than that granted to him by the 
Ford Theater Commission; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PRINTING OF SECRETARY CARLISLE’S SPEECH. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the speech of Hon. John G. Carlisle, 
made before the workingmen of Chicago, April 15, 1896, a copy of 
which I hold in my hand, be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (for Mr. Brice), from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4275) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 
William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military 
record of John S. Evans, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 1881) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Patrick Larkin, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.2742) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon 


_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill o. 756) to correct the military record of William Kiser, of 
Noble County, Ind., submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the ittee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension 
cen H. J. Kiernan, reported it without amendment, and sub- 

a thereon 
He also, 


the same committee, to whom was referred the 





: 
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bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1784) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2509) to authorize the erection of 
a statue of the late President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, 
Pa., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3087) to incorporate the National Society 
of Colonial Dames of America, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.248) empowering and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned can- 
non to the city of Hastings, Mich., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, 
administrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, asked that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads to whom was referred the bill (S. 3122) for the relief of 


Bridget Lane, reported it without amendment, and substituted 


a report thereon. 
DISCRIMINATING DUTIES. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3040) to protect commerce, 
and for other purposes, to report it back with a recommendation 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, the bill in question is substantially a bill to au- 
thorize the President of the United States, by proclamation, to 
levy discriminating duties in certain cases. Those cases are wher- 
ever any foreign country levies any discriminating tax or duty 
against the products of the United States or increases its bounty 
or premium upon its own exports coming into the United States, 
It provides that the President be authorized by proclamation to 
state that fact, and, after the proclamation, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury be required to ascertain the exact amount of dis- 
criminating duty in the one case,or the export bounty or pre- 
mium in the other, and after the amount and nature of the duty 
or bounty be accurately ascertained, that the President be author- 
ized to impose just such countervailing duty or tax as will offset 
or equalize the discriminating duty or bounty levied by the for- 
eign country. I will state that the recent action of the German 
Reichstag emphasizes, in my opinion, the necessity of some legis- 
lation of the kind proposed in the bill reported back by me. 

The Committee on Commerce considered that the subject- 
matter of the bill was one beyond their jurisdiction. The bill 
relating, although indirectly, to finance and tariff, was. as they 
considered, beyond their jurisdiction, and came within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, I will read from Willett & Gray’s Daily Sugar 
Trade Journal, published in New York, of the issue of May 12, 
1896, the following: 

GERMAN BOUNTY. 
The Reichstag passed the new sugar-bounty bill to-day, fixing rates of 


bounties of 2.50 marks on raws and 3.55 marks on refined per 100 kilograms, 
in place of 3 marks and 4 marks, respectively,as last proposed by committee. 
The new rates give bounty on raws of 27 cents per 100 pounds, against pres 


ent bounty of 13} cents per 100 pounds, and gives bounty on granulated of 
38} cents per 100 pounds, against present bounty of 21} cents per 10 pounds. 

Taking into account the amount of raw sugar required to make 100 pounds 
of granulated, the new rate will be equal to 30 cents per 100 pounds on raws, 
against 38; cents per 100 ae granulated, or, say, 8} cents per 100 pounds 
more bounty on refined than on raws, against present difference of 6 cents 
per 100 pounds. With a small savingalso in paying duties, the new law shows 
a total reduction in American refiners’ present protection of, say, 3} cents 
per oe ae. 08 one thirty-second of a cent per pound, which is sufficient 

‘ 


to call for a countervailing duty on the part of the United States. 

The immediate effect of the passage of this bill is to increase the value of 
the present stock and all productions of refined to August 1, when the new 
law takes effect, as it will cause a heavy demand for refined in Germany 
meanwhile, to avoid the increased consumption tax from 15 marks to 21 


marks per 100 kilograms. 


Under the action of the McKinley law, German raw sugar was 
imported into this country under the stimulus of the export 
bounty of Germany to a very great extent. Since raws were 
placed upon the tariff list and a tariff of 40 per cent was made for 
differentials on refined not so many raws have been exported. 
The export article of late has mostly been of refined. However, 
in that statement I do not pretend to be entirely correct, but it is 
safe to say that under the operation of this new law proposed by 
the German Reichstag, to take effect upon the Ist of August next, 
the nascent and growing sugar industry of the Northwest, of Ne- 
braska, California, Utah, and other States, will be entirely de- 
stroyed, because the export bounty under this new proposed law 
of the Reichstag will be increased nearly a hundred per cent. 


: 
: 
: 
: 
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Mr. GEAR. Is theSenator able to inform us what is the pres- 
ent export bounty or premium on sugar in Germany, and whatis 
the proposed bounty? 

Me. CAFFERY. The present bounty is about 324 cents, and 
this increases it 27 cents, about 100 per cent. The present bounty 
on granulated is increased from 21 marks to 38} marks. 

r. GEAR. Thirty-eight marks on how much? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 100 pounds. 

Mr. GEAR. That would be four dollars and some cents. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould have said cents instead of marks, 
This is the quotation: 

ze ew ape sive hounty. = raws is 27 ae por a unds ngnines pres, 
en nty of 15) cen r nds, an ves bounty on a 0 
88; cents yer 100 pounds against Present bounty of 21; cen per 100 pounds. 

I am authorized by the committee, from which I report the bill 
back to the Senate, to uest prompt action on the part of the 
Finance Committee on this very important measure. Iam not 
authorized to say, nor do I say, that the committee is entirely in 
favor of the bill. The only expression is that they are in favor of 
prompt action, and I think it is due to the industry threatened by 
the German law that some prompt action be taken by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that Iam occupying the floor 
by the courtesy of other Senators, I shall not detain the Senate 
long, but I say the whole sugar industry is threatened with de- 
struction by the proposed increase of bounty by the German Reich- 
stag. The sugar industry is already laboring undera _— many 
burdens, and I think it is meet and proper that the Congress of 
the United States should not it a great industry like this to 
be destroyed by the discriminating action of a —— country. 
That discriminating action has already driven out of Continental 
Europe all cane sugars, and if permitted it will destroy in the 
United States the industry upon which one-half of the people of 
my State gain their sustenance. Not to say anything about the 

mene / of the growth of the sugar industry upon the Pacific 

lope and in the Northwestern States, there is a State already where 

this industry has taken deep root whose prosperity is threatened 
with destruction by the action of the German Reic ; 

I do not propose at this moment to discuss the features of the 
bill. I do not propose to dwell upon the point whether the Senate 
of the United States can take cognizance of such a bill. But Ido 
want to direct the attention of the Senate and of the country to 
the fact that as is due to our home producers in the way 
of qroeeen against the hostile action of a foreign country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (8.3147) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Wetterman; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (8. a .grantins a pension to 
Susan Buck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
nsions. 


Committee on Pe 

Mr, MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the relief of James 
T. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 8150) authori the Presi- 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the 
rank of commander; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (8.3151) granting a sion to 
Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. 
Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth ent Kansas Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed, 
JOHN 8. HARRIS, 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to Hon. John 8. Harris, late a Senator from Louisiana, 
the amount due from the beginning of his term on the 4th of March, 1867, 
an was paid; said payment to be made from the contingent fund of the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 2147) establishing additional regulations concerning immi- 
gration to the United States,in order that I may submit some 
remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from land asks 
unanimous consent to call up the bill indicated by 
may submit some remarks in accordance with previous notice. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 


’ that he | cers shall 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Maryland 


will allow me, I wish to state that the regular order is the Du Poy; 

case, and by unanimous consent it is understood that that wil) jj 

set aside temporarily in order that the Senator from Mary|an, 

may make a speech; but if the discussion ‘ 

would have to object. 
Mr. ALLISO 


should be prolonged, I 


IN. As I understand the agreement, it was th, 
after the river and harbor bill was a of, and after the roy. 
tine business of this morning, the Du Pont case was to be taken up 
and proceeded with and voted upon at 5 o’clock on the second day 
unless sooner ; om 

Mr. FA No; at 5 o'clock of the second day. 

Mr. GRAY. At5o’clock; notsooner. The proposition to yoto 
earlier was rejected, so that everybody might be here at the hour 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I do not see the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is in charge of the District of (15. 
lumbia appropriation bill, in his seat; but I wish to give notice 
that if no one wishes to oe upon the Du Pont case after the 
Senator from Maryland finished his observations, that appro- 
priation bill will be called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make an ary before this 
matter is passed over. There is a dispute as to the exact time woe 
are to vote upon the Du Pont case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Five o'clock to-morrow was the 
time fixed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not before that hour? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not before that hour. 

Mr. GORMAN, I appeal to Senators to allow my colleague to 


Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Certainly; the Senator from Mary- 
land has obtained unanimous consent to submit his remarks, aid 
I ask that then the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson}, who 
is anxious to make a speech of some three-quarters of an hour on 
the same subject, be permitted to do so, and after that the Du 
Pont case will be taken up and proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. The 
Senator from Oregon requests that the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. NELSON] be — to address the Senate after the Sena- 

r from Maryland [Mr. Greson] shall have concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. ith the distinct understanding, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that immediately thereafter the Du Pont case is to be taken 
up and proceeded with according to the agreement entered into 
several ae ago. 

Mr. M CHELL of Oré . Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. So thatthe vote upon the amendment to the 
resolution and the resolution itself shall be taken at 5 o'clock to- 
morrow srenang.. 

Mr. MITC L of Oregon. That we shall proceed with the 
Du Pont case until 5 o’clock to-morrow, and then we shall pro- 
ceed to vote on it; but what particular vote it shall be is a matter 
to be determined at the time. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a vote to dispose of the case of Mr. Du Pont 
one way or the other; to admit him or reject him. That was the 
understanding. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iask that the bill (S. 2147) establishing addi- 
tional regulations concerning immigration to the United States 
be read 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill called up by the Senator 


by Mr. Lopce from tho 
18, 1896), as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 
the and contract labor acts, be, and hereby is, amended by 
° to the classes ot aliens excluded from admission into the United States 


over 14 years of age who can not read and write the 
, except that an 

the parent or grandparent 

sent for by such immigrant. 

of the immigrant to read 

ae, in officers shall 

the U og! ponees, peated 

containing five lines of sat 

ampoenges ot immigrants in double 

._ kept in boxes made for that purpose 


the 
from view, each box to contain 


t may d te the language 
made. immigrant shall be re- 
box and afterwards write 


ve nted thereon. 
after tho test is finished, 
inspection officer before 
to read and write out the 
shall be returned to the 
steamship or railroad 

\ tion offi- 
a certified 


the said immigrant failed to 











Mr. GIBSON. 
try yet 


Mr. President, with the broad acres of this coun- 
unsettled and untilled, with a land virtually unredeemed 


from primeval silence and solitude, with a soil as yet virgin, with 


an affluence and amplitude of domain adequate to the happiness 
and maintenance of 500,000,000 people. there is no reason why 
juxury and want and why capital and labor should look askance 
at one another. > 

While we have mountains to tunnel, rivers to bridge, forests to 
fell, and mines to develop there is no reason to turn back from 
our shores the offered laborer who asks for a home and opportu- 
nity of self-support on our unoccupied fields or in the channels 
of industry that need his labor. 

Immigration is as essential now to our development as it ever 
was. From 1820 down to the present time the influx of foreign 
population to the United States has, in all those years, never been 
Peyond 15,000,000 oo We have to-day in the United States a 
foreign-born population of 9,000,000 people, making an average of 
one foreigner to every nine native born. Within the period of 
forty years, from 1850 to 1890, there has been an increase in the 
census years of only 1 per cent in the foreign immigration to the 
United States in each ten years. 

The following table shows the number and percentage of persons 
of foreign birth at each census from 1850 to 1890: 


















7 Per cent 
Number 
Census year. of foreign Sane 
born. tion. 
ee, Bln ce cnc wnssacenccsecccces 2, 244, 602 9.68 
- i itlndgdinatcecanescédeaccacueseesees 4, 138, 697 13. 16 
ee nacenweenansconnsecce cave cecsce 5, 567, 229 14. 44 
Te acinins ocnandunconcceeesacs cons 6, 679, 943 13.2 
SS 1 A Foe eT 14.77 
Instead of 72,000,000 


_——, the United States can accommodate 
hundreds of millions of people without being overcrowded. One 
of the most prosperous countries in Europeis Belgium, with a popu- 
lation of 580 inhabitants to the square mile. The next in popula- 
tion is England, with 505 tothe squaremile. The areaof the United 
States, exclusive of Alaska, in 1890 was 2,939,000 square miles. 
This area of the United States, exclusive of Alaska, at the same 
ratioof population as Belgium and England, could support, instead 
of 72,000,000, the stupendous aggregate of over 1,557,670,000 people; 
that is to say, 100,000,000 more than the entire population of the 
whole earth to-day. We have one State, Texas, which is as 
large as England, France,and Germanycombined. And yet with 
such a capacity and possibilities, when we have only 72,000,000 
out of a possible 1,600,000,000, when we have only 21 people to 
support to the square mile, while Belgium has 530 and England 
505 to the square mile, being at the same time the most prosper- 
ous nations of Europe, we talk about restricting immigration: 

It will be interesting, Mr. President, in this connection to call 
attention to Mulhall’s statistics giving the following table of inhab- | 





itants to the square mile in 1890 of the different countries in Europe: 
Inhabitants per square mile in 1390. 
United needa scpns SOO) PONOMEIRR. ..2.ccccasccesecoscscocene BED 
SS Ss 50S III i dh Sign ahtndindals tecininn niseieadionten 28 
le eemacepeds 135 a a ee 
GE 148 ee inet 138 
Se EE es 350 
cies senemumrenacses EE RS 530 | 
ii ccltnenen SP TT 190 
shied inctancsabncess og Se Sa 88 | 
EE diiinti cosbemnbansoce « 260) — 
tte sachinemenscccee 86 I Dh ilat lcrearinstn capi 90 
United States, exclusive of Alaska and Indian Territory, 21.31 per square 
This shows that the most prosperous nations in Europe are those 
that have the oo per square mile. 
The Western States have for occupancy and open for settle- 
ment, exclusive of Alaska, 579,464,133 acres of land. This would 


make 3,621,650 homesteads of 160 acreseach. On an average of | 
five — to a family, there is room in these States for i8,000,- 
000 farmers, fruit raisers, wine growers, truck farmers, miners, 
mechanics, and laborers of all classes, which means 18,000,000 
consumers of manufactured products, clothing, shoes, groceries, 

stock, implements, etc., giving labor to other millions of | 
mechanics, miners, and laborers of all classes, adding billions to 
our national wealth. 

The Western States want these lands occupied, and who will 
oceupy them if the European immigrant does not? 

But, even more than the West, the great undeveloped South 
wants —eatente, and is glad to welcome the foreigner, whether 
educated or illiterate, if he only works. 

The Houston (Tex.) Post says that— 


Texas can find room for 100,000,000 people and then not be as crowded as 
countries are; in fact, not as much as some of the Eastern States in 


are. 
— And yet she has only 3; or as much as4 per cent of this 
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But, Mr. President, while I have here at hand any number of 
newspaper articles upon this important subject, I will spare the 
Senate the reading of more of them, but will ask permission that 
they may appear in the REcorD. 

The density of population at the census of 1890, according to 
States, was as follows: 


Density of populationat census of 1890. 





States and Territories. 





1890. States and Territories 1890. 
The United States. .......... 21.31 | North Central division 
} Continued 
North Atlantic division... . 107.37 || lowa 4. 46 
—— Missouri 3S. 08 
ET 2.11 || North Dakota 2.60 
New Hampshire. ........ 41.81 | South Makota........... 4.23 
st itcemawenal 36.39 | | See 13.78 
Massachusetts........... 278. 48 Se hsticitcsnndindmamanios 17.47 
Rhode Island ............ | $18.44 
ee 14.08 | South Central division 18. 4 
SE ohuceseccodnes | 125.9% 
New Jersey .............- 193. 82 Kentucky 46.47 
Pennsylvania............ 116. 88 Tennessee 42. 34 
Alabama 20. 36 
South Atlantic division -.... 32.98 || Mississippi -.......... 27.83 
—- DED ccccotuscccsece 24. 63 
Delaware ................; 85.97 || ci cine 8.52 
a ae 105. 72 Oklahoma .... ae 1.43 
I tetnatinicinsociinnaite 41.27 I inirincirciciniessenia 21. 27 
West Virginia -.......... 30. % 
North Carolina.......... | 33.30 | Western division ......... 2.58 
South Carolina .......... | 38. 16 . 
. 31.15 a i in eine 91 
I ilhndssanicititictintesiia 7.2 ial 62 
i 3. 08 
North Central division 29.68 New Mexico 1.2% 
—- . ED Gtninodicocics 8 
i icinitbanitinhintarcinsitintetscitacil 90.10 i Aleinbaindnnaniendaie eel 2.53 
IN trent aumans 61.05 OS See | 42 
i indiiienewnetscces | 68.33 Idaho... 1.00 
NE a cunal 36. 46 Washington f 5.23 
a ee SO. 08 i eins 3.32 
pS ee 16. 44 California ....... 7.75 





From whence it will be seen, Mr. President, that there is no 
necessity for this measure under consideration. In my judgment, 
Mr. President, our present laws, rigidly, conscientiously, and im- 
partially enforced, are sufficient to prevent all the evils of immi- 
gration that are complained of. These laws not only prohibit the 
admission into the United States of Chinese laborers, but add the 
following classes of aliens: 


All idiots, insane persons, paupers or persons likely to become 


a public 
charge, persons suffering from loathsome or dangerous contagious ¢ 


llseases, 
— who have been convicted of a felony or other infamous crime or mis- 
demeanor involving moral turpitude, or any person whose ticket or passage 


is paid by the money of another, or who is assisted by others to come. 


If this legislation stopped here it would be sweeping enough in 
its character to meet every emergency in the way of restricting 
undesirable immigration, but it goes further than this. It pro- 
vides that no steamship transportation company or owners of ves- 
sels shall directly or through agents, under heavy penalties, either 
by printing or personal solicitation, invite immigration to the 
United States, except by ordinary circular letters, or other repre- 
sentations stating the terms of transportation, etc. 

It is charged that emigration is largely stimulated by steam- 
ship agents in Europe, and that the European countries send us 
their superfluous population. This assertion has no foundation 
in fact. Immigration to our shores is coming to be counted as a 
serious loss by the countries from which it is drawn. Indeed, the 
different governments of Europe do not think they have any sur- 
plus population and strive by the strongest laws to make emi- 
gration of their subjects as difficult as possible. In Germany, for 
instance, steamship agents are allowed to act only within a narrow 
range prescribed by minute police regulations. ‘They must be resi- 
dents of the district in which they do business and citizens of that 
country. Theymust obtain a license for that purpose and deposit 
a large sum (in Germany 20,000 marks) with the police authori- 
ties, and it is then difficult to obtain such aright. Often slight 
infractions of the police regulations and the emigration laws are 
at once punished by heavy penalties. No steamship line is per- 
mitted to circulate information about foreign countries which 
might be considered as inciting to emigration. Even a simple 
comparison, for instance, between Germany and the United States, 
showing the advantages of the latter, is considered as belonging 
to this interdicted class of literature. 

{n addition to these acts of Congress the most thorough sifting 
process takes place in Europe. When emigrants apply for pas- 
sage they have to answer very particular and searching interroga- 
tories, a copy of which must be filed with the Commissioner of 
Immigration in this country. 

We have the testimony of the labor organizations of this country 
that the present laws, if carried out as they are now administered, 
fully serve the purpose for which they were intended. Let us 
glance for a moment at what the labor organizations have to say 
on this subject. 
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* Mr. Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation of 
Labor, which has an aggregate membership of 652,300, says: 

While, in my opinion, it may be necessary to restrict immigration in some 
cases, American workingmen are reluctant to impose any restraint upon the 
natural right of a man to choose his own place of abode. 

Mr. Morse, secretary of the International Machinists’ Union of 
America, says: 

This trade is not much affected by the influx of alien labor. The foreign 
elements chiefly affecting the engineering trade are the Swedes and Ger- 
mans, 

‘Swedes and Germans” are of the class of immigrants com- 
mended by the author of this bill as being those desirable. 

r. O'Keefe, editor of the Knights of Labor Journal, says that 
this order does not object to immigration in the abstract, but 
does object to immigration induced by representatives of steam- 
ship companies or their agents. 

r. Anderson, general secretary of the Philadelphia Operative 
Bricklayers’ Union, with 86,000 members, states that this trade 
has no strong feeling against immigration. It may injure the 
trade here and there, but in the mass he thinks it does no harm. 

Mr. P. J. McGuire, general secretary of the United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, says that his society is divided 
on the subject of foreign immigration, some being in favor of one 
and some of another bar of restriction; but in his opinion, as he 
says, the more thoughtful men among the members think that 
immigration in the past has really made the country what it is. 
He believes that New York changes its labor population every few 
years, men who have been there some time moving out and being 
replaced by newcomers. 

r. G. W. Perkins, president of the Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of 30,000 members, says a large number of immigrants 
have come into thecigar trade. Of these, many are Germans who 
at first are socialists, but who gradually become good trades- 
unionists. A considerable number of Russian Jews have of late 
years come into the trade, but wages do not seem to have been 
reduced in co uence. On the cont , they seem to have in- 

in the well-organized centers of the trade. 

The New York State branch of the American Federation of 
—_ sitting in Albany, reported among other things the fol- 
owing: 


That while believing in the necessity of greater efficiency in the adminis- 
tration of the immigration department, we nevertheless hold that extreme 
ical measures of restriction would be contrary to the spirit of our times 
and the welfare of our coer. Natural and wholesome immigration has 
the source of unbounded benefit to our country, and our vast natural 
resources are such as would easily support many times our present popula- 
tion. * * * We wish to condemn the old Know Nothing sentiment which 
uses the immigration question as apretext. The same spirit attempts to rise 
from the dead through this blind clamor and again bid defiance to the irresist- 
ible tread of industrial and social progress. 

The Junior Order of American Mechanics, of 160,000 members, 
calls itself a patriotic fraternity. In its declaration, among other 
things, it asserts: 

We affirm a warm and hearty welcome to all immigrants who desire to 
botter their condition and become a part and parcel of our nationality, but 
we have not one square inch of room for the anarchists, the socialists, or 
nihilists, or for any one who is not willing to vow allegiance to that flag 
which is powerful enough to shield and protect them as well asus in the 
exercise of our religious and civil liberty. 

Among the opinions of statesmen and economists on this sub- 

ect, Dr. Charles W. Eliot, President of Harvard University, 

been good enough to say: 

I believe every healthy and honest man, woman, or child brought into this 
country to be an altogether desirable addition to the resources of the United 
States. Consequently, I think that immigration should not be restricted 
except by rules intended to keep out panpere, criminals, and persons afflicted 
with incurable or con ous diseases. As to the contract-labor law, it seems 
to me a stupid piece o} Somaqogic barbarism. More laborers, skilled and 
unskilled, are just what this occupied continent needs. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, whose writings on economic questions are 
well known, in an article the drift of which will be gathered from 
its title, ‘‘ Incalculable room for immigrants,” says: 

Itseems almost pusillanimous to refuse a refuge to the oppressed and tothe 
industrious and capable for fear the institutions of this country may suffer. 
If we can not d with one-half of this great continent, of which the re- 
sources are as yet hardly even known, will not this prove that our capacity 
is not yet equal to our opportunities? 

These labor organizations, therefore, do not favor any such pro- 

restrictive and prohibitive legislation as proposed _— 

il, or a consular inspection, or a high head money tax. ey; 
although subjected to the competition of new labor forces, have 
no voice to raise against the admission of alien immigration. 

This law has been pe perpen ween ever since its enactment, 
and the good effects of it are rnible each year in the dimin- 
ishing number of immigrants coming to our shores. By this bill 
it is proposed to make a new class of excluded immigrants, adding 
to those who have just been named ‘the totally ignorant.” Pau- 
pers, diseased persons, convicts, and contract laborers are already 
excluded, Three of this class, pau , diseased persons, and con- 
victs, of course we do not want and will not have under any cir- 
cumstances. The bill excluding contract laborers has excluded 
the best of the class of og who would come to this coun- 
try, the skilled laborers. ether this is wise it is not my pur- 
pose now to consider. Now we propose to exclude the next best 


class of laborers under the educational test. It is not the learned 
and the refined, it is not the doctors, lawyers, and professional men 
whom we look for in the immigrant ship, nor yet the dilettant.. } 
the youth of southern Italy, who frequent the Olympic games. 
breathing fresh perfume from their cyrly locks, with their lily (1. 
gers pat the red brawn of the gladiators in the arena and bet t),.;r 
sesterces upon their head, but we do want the strong, clean-lim}):. 
ruddy-cheeked, vigorous, young, and healthful toilers who ay. 
willing and able to carve out with their own good right hands | )\, 
way to fortune and to favor in the land of their adoption. Uned. 
ucated they may be, not able to read or write in their own ton ene 
or in that of any other, but not bad hearted; poor in purse, |)yt 
not paupers. 

e will educate these immigrants when they get here. Wa 
will find the task less difficult to make a homogeneous mass of }\,-s0 

le, adapting them to our customs and to our purposes, than 
if they had preconceived notions from the education which they 
had received abroad. We do not want them partial to the learn. 
ing and culture of Europe. We do not want an importation of 
men with ideas hostile to our native civilization. In the composite 
population of this Republic we will have a nation of Americans, 
peculiar to our own civilization. While it may not be ‘‘ home born 
and home bred exclusively,” in their hearts there will have grown 
as spirit which will make them the faithful bodyguard of our 
liberties, who would be “driven into the sea at the point of the 
pe onet before they would renounce one principle of our Consti- 

ution.’ 

Let us for a moment, Mr. President, consider the class of unedu- 
cated who came into our ports in the year 1895. Since the passaye 
of this act of Congress referred to there has been a marked decrease 
in the amount of immigration to this country. Immigration for 
the fiscal year 1893-94 amounted to 285,631, and for the fiscal year 
1894-95 to 258,536, a decrease of 27,095, thus meng the smallest 
immigration since 1879. Nearly a quarter or the Italian immi- 

nts who have arrived at the port of New York lately have been 
ebarred admittance to the country. Commissioner Senner says 
the wholesale detentions are having a deterrent effect on Italian 
immigration. As an instance of this, he says the steamship HHes- 


‘peria, which has a capacity for 1,500 immigrants, is bringing only 


200 to this port. I ask, Mr. President, to have made a part of 
my remarks Table No. 7 of the report of the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, by which it appears that, owing to our 
healthful laws, immigration has decreased from the countries 
usually furnishing the greatest number of immigrants. 


TABLE No. 7.—Showing the increase and decrease, by nationalities, of immi- 
grants arrived during the fiscal years ended June 80, 1894 and 1895. 
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of the various steamship lines transporting them. Of those de- 
sorted, 694 were under contract to perform labor in this country 
aot previous to their arrival and 1,725 were deported as coming 
within the prohibitions of the act of March 3, 1891. 

In addition to the above, 177 immigrants who had been landed 
were returned to the countries whence they came, having become 
charges within one year after their arrival in the United 
States. The latter were returned at the e yense of the steamship 
lines bringing them if the cause of their having become public 
charges exieten poten to landing; otherwise at the expense of the 
immigrant fund. 
int ie gratifying, says the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
to be able to say that— : 

We know of no immigrant landed within a year who is now a burden upon 

ublicor privateinstitution. Theclassof immigrants has been of a good, 
any thy. and y character, well qualified to earn a livelihood wherever 
their services were requ They comprised both skilled and unskilled 
borers. 
es let us see in this last importation of 1895 how poor they 
were and how many paupers there were because of their illiteracy: 
ey actually brought with them amounted to $4,126,- 
arte none temas a only requi to satisfy the inspector = the 
amount when under $30, he is not required to disclose any above that amount; 
yet with some it is reasonable to suppose that the mene actually brought 
very much ex that reported, as in many instances they bring compar- 
atively large sums to invest in small business enterprises or to purchase 
lands and build homes for their families in the New World. Experience 
shows that this amount could be safely multiplied three or four times. 

Multiply, therefore, the four millions, as ascertained that they 
actually brought, by four, and we find that instead of bringing 
four millions they brought sixteen and a half millions. 

Of the 152,000 immigrants arriving at the port of New York 
during the six months ended June 30, 1892, more than $3,060,000 
was brought in, one man bringing with him $25,000 and another 
$10,000. Multiply these as stated by Commissioner-General Stump 
and we have nearly twelve and one-half millionsin 1892. An inci- 
dent showing the amount of money brought to this country by 
aliens was disclosed at Ellis Island when upon searching an im- 
migrant it was ascertained that he had more than $10,000 in his 

ssion, although at the time of preliminary inspection he had 
informed the officers that he had nomoney whatever. The junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], arguing from the re- 
rt of the committee, claims that the immigrants who would 
oe been shut out by the illiteracy test are those who bring less 
money to the country and come most quickly upon public or pri- 
vate charity for support. And yet the class of immigrants com- 
ing in within the two years referred to, though largely illiterate, 
added to the material wealth of the United States twenty-eight 
and one-half millions. 

In summarizing the results of the committee’s investigations, 
which have been fully set forth in their report, as referred to by 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, it is found that 
he claims that the illiteracy test will bear most heavily upon 
the Italians, Russians, Poles, Hungarians, Greeks, and Asiatics. 
These are the immigrants the educational test will keep out, while 
the consular-inspection bill could not keep them out; whereas, 
judging from a letter addressed to me, under date of April 16, 1896, 
the American Anti-Semitic Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., pro- 
tests most loudly against the educational test, claiming that this 
would let in the classes that ought to be kept out, as all of these 
can read and write. They demand spealty oudly the passage of 
the Stone consular-inspection bill. Now, as between the Russian 
Jews themselves and the Senator from Massachusetts, on this edu- 
cational test being effective, who is right and who is wrong? The 
Russian Jews ought to know! 

The letter is as follows: 

BROOKLYN, N. Y., April 16, 1896. 


Honorep Str: We respectfully beg to call your attention to the inclosed 

resolutions, at the re monthly meeting of the American Anti- 
~ passed gular y g 

Advices received from Washington say that a powerful Jewish lobby, pre- 

tending to t the German-American voters, is at work to prevent the 

of laws that would hinder the immigration of their own 

le; and to our consternation we noticed that recent proceedings in 


e House on mmigration seem to indicate. 
Public opinion calls for effective measures. The educational-test bill will 
not nen the Russo-Polish Jews. They all read and write the Hebrew 


e indorse the consular-certificate bill for the countries of eastern and 


ublic 


southern 
= : and Hirschesscore another victory against the Amer- 
Yours, very respectfully, FR. JO. GROSS, 


The President of the A. A. A. 
E. FINDEISEN, 


Chairman of Committee. 
Tothe Honorable Senator CHarLEs H. Grnson, 


Washington, D. C. 


AMERICAN ANTI-SEMITIC ASSOCIATION, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., April 16, 1396. 
PROTEST AGAINST THE JEWISH IMMIGRATION. 
Resolutions passed at the regular monthly meeting of the A. A. A. 
Delegates 
Whereas the 


fom eek tions were | yrosent. — ; 
present laws for exclu objectionable Russo-Jewish im- 
een have entirely insufficient, and the moral and social danger 


ux of these people is strongly agitating the public mind; 
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Whereas in a history of over two thousgnd years the Jews have n« 
shown an example of assimilation with other nations, and the presence of 
this people, alien in race and religion, striving after the financial and } 
cal supremacy in the Christian countries of the world, is creating seri 
disturbances everywhere: 

Resolved, That we protest against the passage of the McCall educational 
test bill as entirely inadequate to debar these people, nearly all of them being 
able to read and write the Hebrew jargon. 

Resolved, That we favor the Stone consular-certificate bill for the countries 
sending us this undesirable immigration, namely, Russia, Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, Italy, Roumania, Servia, Bulgaria, Turkey, Asia, and Africa, with 
the instructions to the United States consulates abroad. 


E. AUG. LEHUERMANN, 
The Secretary of the A. A. A. 
E. FINDEISEN, 
Chairman of Committee. 

Mr. President, if the United States intends to close our portals 
to foreign immigration entirely, if we propose to say that we have 
enough of foreigners on our shores, and that we do not want any 
more and will not have any more, well and good; let us say so. 
No objection under the law of nations can be made to our so doing. 
If we are going to surround ourselves with a Chinese wall, over 
which none save the anointed children of education shall climb, 
under the specious claim of protection to American labor, as in the 
past we have undertaken to build a like wall for the protection of 
American manufactures, then let us do it, and take the conse- 
quences. But we will not put ourselves, I take it, in such an atti- 
tude to the rest of the civilized world. 

If our purpose springs from a fervent desire to benefit the peo- 
= by restricting immigration, then we must look for some more 
egitimate and practical means than this measure now under con- 
sideration. This bill will not accomplish it. Of all the proposed 
legislation before the Senate of the United States within my ex- 
perience, nothing is further removed from wisdom and justice than 
this. Itis undemocratic, unrepublican, un-American, and has no 
health init. It is barbaric ont cruel; in its operation it will sep- 
arate families and divide those among them who may be able to 
read and write from those who can not. It is a standing menace 
to the future of the West and South; it will keep out from the 
country immigrants who are desired and will admit those who are 
not. 

The uneducated laborer, whose strong muscles ‘and willing- 
ness to work we are in need of, will be driven back, while the 
communist and socialist, and loud-mouthed and filthy anarchists 
who labor with their tongues, demagogues, et id omne genus, be- 
cause they are able to read, will be allowed to come in—evil fel- 
lows who work not themselves, but who foment discord and dis- 
content among workingmen, who, if left to themselves, would be 
good citizens. These are the educated class whom this bill would 
admit. 

The question of restricting immigration into the United States 
is not anew one. It has been the subject of legislation hereto- 
fore. We haveall the laws we want. In some parts of the world 
there are too many people for the work there is to be done, and in 
other parts there are not enough. Whenever these conditions 
arise the excess of laborers in one part of the world seeks the ex- 
cess of labor in the other part. The process began with the begin- 
ning of time and will continue to its end. Our present position 
among the nations is greatly due to it. If the increase of our pop- 
ulation had been dependent upon the excess of persons born and 
growing to maturity over those dying, it is quite safe to say that 
its number would not be more than half, possibly not more than a 
third, of what it nowis. Instead of having more than 70,000,000 
of people within our borders we would have only 40,000,000, or 
woulage only 30,000,000. 


is 


A great part of what has been done to open up our country and 
develop its resources would have remained undone. It would 
have been impossible without the aid of the strong and willing 
laborers coming to us from the old countries to have made a great 
part of the West fit for the homes of the splendid population 
which now enjoys it. The thousands of miles of railroads that 
cross and recross our country in every direction, annihilating dis- 
tance and making those who live in the remotest parts neighbors 
to all the rest, could not have been built. The commerce carried 
by the agency of these roads would not have sprung up and the 
numerous and happy villages and cities created and supported by 
it would have no existence. Without the men who have sought 
homes on our shores our mines would have remained unopened, 
our canals undug, and many of our useful industrial works un- 
performed. 

Without them our people might still have skirted the slopes of 
the Alleghanies; the western boundary of our civilization might 
still be on the east side of the Mississippi, and the wide expanse be- 
yond might still have remained the pasture of the buffalo and 
the hunting ground of the savage, where the rank thistle nods 
in the wind, and where the wild fox digs his hole unscared! The 
downfall of this great and glorious Republic from any cause, at 
any time to which the most farsighted can now look forward, is 
nota matter of dreadtome. Butif in the dim, mysterious future, 
mercifully made impenetrable to our gaze, there should come a 
period when this country, the pride of her own people and the 
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admiration of the world, shall endure th: lot of all — perish- 
aes. among the causes of its do immigration not be 
ound, 

Mr. Jacob Riis says: 

The immediate duty which the country has to parton, for i 
tion is to school immigrant children first of all into Americans, 
useful citizens. The problems that seem so perple in the light of freshly 
formed prejudices nst this or that immigrant yield to the simple solu- 
tion that discovers all alarms to have song prounes Yesterday it was the 
swarthy Italian, to aeg Se Russian Jew, t excited distrust. To-morrow 
it may be the Arabor theGreek. The one immigrant who does not keep step 
or, having fallen out of the ranks, has been ordered to the rear, is the China- 
man, who brought neither wife nor child to push him ahead. He left them 
behind, that he might not become an American, and by the standard he him- 
self set up he has been judged. 

It has been the wise policy of our Government to welcome the 
immigration of all classes of laboring men. For a time it was 
wholly unrestricted, and as long as the flow was natural, consist- 
ing of a stream of hardy, healthy, and honest men and women, 
coming of their own accord, no restriction was required; but 
when advan was taken by organizations in various parts of 
Europe of the lack of laws in this country regulatin a 
tion toship paupers. cripples, di persons, whom the ed 
to get rid of, and criminals, proper measures were y taken 
by our Government. 

for it 
ded at 


I am opposed to the of this bill and am unwill 
to become alaw. It is not needed. The spirit that p 
its birth and now urges its passage is illiberal and un-American. 
It is the same spirit that spread its baneful influence over the 
country some forty years ago, which a tly died out; but 
which again shows sign of pernicious activity; and the bill is 
worthy of its originators. It appears to be general in its purpose; 
but is certainly aimed at the poor and ignorant alone. It is care- 
fully drawn, and is accompanied by a report containing numerous 
tables prepared to show the necessity for its enactment. The 
classes especially aimed at by it are the Bohemian, the Russian, 
the Italian. These are declared to be unfit to land on our shores 
and to become our fellow-citizens. 

But— 

Says the New York Journal of Commerce— 


experience has shown that no aliens coming here have done the country bet- 
ter service, and they have been among the most peaceable of the people. 


Three arguments are presented why this bill should become a 


its own 


Ww: 
First. The selfish one that if the people excluded by the bill are 
allowed to come in they will compete with Americans for work 


and lower their wna. 


Second. That such immigrants are idle and vicious, and likely 
to be a plague and burden to the community. 

Third. That they are alien and inferior, and if allowed to mix 
with our people will deteriorate them and lead to national deca- 
dence and ruin. 

It does not require much consideration of the first argument to 
arrive at the conclusion that it is wholly groundless and no reason 
at all. The best proof that unrestricted immigration does not 
tend to reduce wages is the fact that at the present day, after all 
these years of unrestricted immigration, the wages of the work- 
ingman in this country are higher and the hours of daily labor 
shorter than ever before. It needs only a superficial acquaintance 
with the nature of wages to show that they do not as 

pulation increases. England has a greater number of inhabi- 
Cote per square mile than Germany, and yet wages are h in 
England than in Germany; and the same relation again exists be- 
tween Germany and Russia. It is principally the skill and pro- 
ductiveness of the laborer that determines the rate of wages. As 
long as there is room in this country for both skilled and unskilled 
labor we should welcome en that is willing to work. 

And again, labor unions, which more than ever before in the 
world watch over the interests of workingmen, by direct or in- 
direct methods effectually jan roage the undercutting of wages. 
The rise and fall of wages due to obscure causes may occur, and 
be without remedy, but if it is caused by nothing else than com- 
— among the wor en themselves, labor unions may be 

pended upon to regulate it. But competition between iaboring 
men of the class affected by this bill and Americans will never 
be, for skilled labor and unskilled labor work in different fields, 
too far apart for the higher class to be interfered with or jealous 
of the lower. As com with the laborers of the class affected 
by this bill, all Americans are skilled laborers. They seek the 
shops, factories, foundries, machines, railroads, — rooms 
bridge and iron constructions, and other places w special 
aptitude, training, and acquired skill give larger value to their 
labor. There is no danger that he will overstock the market or 
that there will be more of him than there is demand for. In the 
Iron Trade Review of Cleveland there is an article calling atten- 
tion to the scarcity of skilled men. And in all the departments 
where their work is needed there is an increasing instead of a de- 
creasing call for such werkmen. 

ian, Russian, and Italian must take and are glad 
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to take the meaner sort of occupations—street Sweeping, sewer 
cleaning, the of ditches and drains, the making «/ excae 

the ou work about mills and factories, Which doeg 
not require skilled labor or training, ems only strength ang 


ind —menial service, ——— hotels and rest: 
saaden selling, knife grinding, to image making. oe 
other things which daarleuns do not seek and wil 
yundertake. All of these, together with many indoor 
, t making, fall to the share 
newly landed, poor, and illiterate immigrants. Americans 
do not want such work. Hebrews, Russians, and Italians do 
want it; and the reason for their ! they may get it 
They are the only persons to do it, and presenge here is a log. 


The second reason alleged why this bill should is that the 
are idle and vicious. She ausenanb seen to be oe 
and ignorant 
and ignorant, and therefore are idle and vicious. I admit these 
are poor and ignorant both, but even if they are it does not 
ollow as a co’ must be vicious. A writer jn 


that poor 
e are idle and vicious; that these people are poor 


msequence that 
the Forum of July 1, 1892, well 

That no sensible man will deny or underestimate the value of knowledge 
or education, but they do not form wan anes a to judge the worth of 
aman. Virtue and are not privileges exclusively, op 
even to and learning. Scoundrels usually possess i {ip 
education, so far as it can eee schools or from books, and an edn. 
cational test, in its practical may not prove to be what is expected 

its advocates. 
Patrick Henry as 
the learning on earth.” 
1 r and igno- 
. being necessarily bad, and it is a cruel and 
wanton injustice to make such a charge inst them. 

The tables in the report accompan bill show that there 
are a great many juvenile offenders parents, one or both, 
are ae But the census of 1890 shows that one-third of 
our are children of parents one or both of whom came 
from another country. So it does not follow that these juvenile 
See of ee — Italian io. They 
ma, 0 oreign paren respec the tables are 
am , insufficient, and valueless to —— the charge made 
by the advocates of this bill against this of immigrants. 

It may also be remarked, in ing, that the term ‘ juvenile 
offenders” may include little ps who have been arrested for 
playing ball in the streets, for being impudent to a majestic cop, 
or for trespassing EE grass. The offenses, at any 
rate, can not be very ous. 

It se ne instru oe oe a is = of aoe of immi- 
gran persons W ve a y of them. Tissot,a 
well-known French writer, says of the Russians: 

There is no more ee ae Ramian peasants, and 


gentle, 
murders are much less frequent in the Muscovite country districts than in 
the streets of Berlin and Paris. 


In the consular reports published by the State Department in 

1890 Italians are thus spoken of: 
Be aivse tho psticn ne toate the statistics of New York showa 
diminution in arrest of covetapers, 704 Italians out of a total of 
a OY petty offenses. 


The of New York in 

may not be a very desirable fraction of the population, but it 
to be disorderly or The little knowledge of the 
more than the orance of the Latin races. 
a if — a eorces in body; 

stupid; poor, paupers; intellectually above the average 

ve a eee able to find among ad — 

were peasants originally in Italy. 

hands a quarter of a century ago 

French came to relieve the it is now the Italians who 

have come to relieve the Canadian French. It is impossible to devel: z new 
, to open new railways, to build — cities, without mnekilled ae. 

a sonora togenes eae raw muscle than old countries. 
The Italian came he was 


The Italian do not emigrate. The lazzaroni of Naples can not be 
induced to go alse for nowhere is life so easy to him. As a rule, the 
conditions of life are that dwellers in cities do not migrate. If we get 

illiterate we also get the bone and sinew of Europe. What 
dchien women ensue in part on the environment whic 
coun) 


States get our better industrial lower class. We could 
if we wanted to. You will find an improvement in 
the I because education in Italy is 
to-day. 


American manners one must have 
one or two years of American life on 
t. Between this adaptability on the 
the other hand, it can ensil y be seen 
speedil ta powerful Amer 
to be good citizens of the Re 
the dants of Gallic or 
strengthen the race whose 
best results of the combination of northern 
to German vigor, may 20% 
this side sea? 
fro a of Turin. From 
increase. Calabrian 1mm» 
from Tuscany are diminishing. Kom° 
old or young. Pact ive of the pow- 
attics of crowded European that, although 


the younger 


i 


a 








1896. 


a 


: the most densel pulated city in Europe, many a village of 
Napie a to the Unit tates more immigrants. It is not cities that 
are contributing to the cities. 


Mr. Landis, of Vineland, who has had most extensive dealings 


and intercourse with the Italians, both in their country and in 
this, says: 

In the settlement of Italians of Vineland there is a population of 1,000 Ital 
‘ans, about 6 to ina family. There are in this Italian colony 200 owners of 
‘end: the farms average about 20 acres each. I sold the land on credit, 

nainly. The occupants invariably pay for their places and get on well. 
Since 1871 these Italian families have averaged about $20 each increase of 
wealth, so that their industry since 1871 (a period of about twenty years) rep- 
ee eents af gate of $400,000. There is not an Italian in my county in an 
timshouse. ere is not an Italian begging in the place. 

The lesson of my journey in Italy is that the Italians are good farmers, 
steady, sober, and industrious. The sense of art, which is powerful in the 
Italian race, crops out even in their agriculture. Their cottages are taste- 
fully treated; their interiors are attractive; their agricultural utensils are 

rimitive, but they move forward on touching land in the New World. One- 
half the I in the Vineland settlement can read and write. 


The testimony that I have been able to collect relative to the 
Hebrews exhibits their character in an equally favorable light. I 
quote fram the Forum, volume 16, page 172: 


Those who are willing enough to admit our indebtedness to immigration in 
the past, object to Jewish immigrants, saying that the character of our im- 
migrants is not what it was twenty years ago, forgetting that twenty years 
ago the prejudice against Irish immigrants was as strong and unreasoning as 
that which now exists against Jewish immigrants. * * * 

Although the Russian Jews have now for several years taken an active 
part in the industrial, intellectual, and civil life of New York, few of its citi- 





zens know anything of this earnest, intelligent, and intensely inturesting 
* * 8 
‘Jews are a temperate people, and the saloon is not likely to become an 
Py in their social or political life. * * * 
Page 178: 


Jewish immigration is free from the objection so commonly urged against 
immigration _in eral, that it increases crime and pauperism. ‘The Jewisn 
quartersin New ork, although more densely populated than any other tene- 
ment-house district, is rarely the scene of serious brawls or disturbances 
Policemen are rarely seen there, and these find but little demand for their 
. The records of police courts are remarkably free from Jewish 
names. Thisis principally owing to their temperate habits, while their strong 
domestic virtues, their love of their wives and children, prevent family trou 
bles, whose settlement forms so large a part of the work of civil courts and 
police justices. Ein ; : 

Statistics show that during the last few years, when Jewish immigration 
has so largely increased, crime among this nationality has not shown a cor- 
responding increase. The whole number of Jewish prisoners in New York 
State is é This remarkably small number in a State which contains so 
large a Jewish population is a conclusive proof of their law-abiding character. 

In Sing Sing, out of a total of 1,600 prisoners, there are only 72 Jews, and of 
these 19 are American, leaving only 55 foreign born. In Clinton prison, among 
@0 there are only 25 Jewish prisoners. In Auburn there are 36 Jews among 
1,100. In the workhouse on Blackwells Island out of 1,100 inmates there are 
only 5Jews. The superintendent of the workhouse says that a Jew is sel- 
dom brought back a second time. There has never been a Jewish woman in 
the workhouse. In the ey at Albany there are only 2 Jews among 
700 prisoners. There is | Jew prisoner in each of the penitentiaries of Syra- 
cuse, Rochester, and Buffalo. 


The Anti-Immigration League of Boston has published a mass 
of statistics intending to show that Italians, Hungarians, Rus- 
sians, and Poles are less desirable immigrants than those coming 
from other European countries, but from the Massachusetts re- 

the character of these people is doubtless the same here as 
in other States, so that the facts of their criminality, insanity, and 
pauperism, com with the people of other parts of Europe 
which are found here, willholdalloverthe country. Take the last 
report of the Massachusetts State prison, in the official year ended 
September 30,1893. There were 140commitments. Of those com- 
mitted, 97 were native born, and of those born abroad, & came from 
the British provinces, 15 from Ireland, 7 from England, 1 from Scot- 
land, 1 from Wales, 3 from France, 4 from Italy, 1 from Germany, 
1 from Austria, 1 from Sweden, and 1 from Finland. Italy and 
Austria, the countries complained of as furnishing the worst im- 
migrants, contributed only 5, and Russia and Poland none of those 
committed. This looksas if these objectionable people were really 
the desirable ones. 

Take the last report of the State reformatory for the same offi- 
cial year. The commitments during the year were 185, of whom 
only 11 came from Austria, Italy, Poland, and Russia together. 
There, once more,the case against the south and east of Europe is 
on reversed as to make the figures of the league look ridicu- 


Take, oncemore, the birthplace of prisoners committed to all 
the jails and houses of correction in the State of Massachusetts for 
same year. The total was 11,824, of whom only 177 came from 
Italy, R Poland, Austria,and Hungary. There, again, is by 
far the best showing for these people who are principally aimed 
at by the league as the poorest of our immigrants. 

In a notice published last year in a New York paper Mr. William 
Lloyd Garrison, takes issue with those who regard a restriction of 
immigration as desirable, quoting the authority of Dr. Senner, the 
imm commissioner of New York, who has kept a record of 
what of the foreigners who land at that port. Mr. Gar- 
rison denies that it is the ‘‘ dregs and offscourings of Europe” that 
land upon our shores. ‘‘On the contrary, it is not the poorer class 
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of European cities who emigrate to America, but the harder work- 


ing people from the rural districts. But even if all immigration 
were seriously objectionable, it would still amount to only one 
family added to a preexisting hundred every five years. Our insti- 
tutions must have lost their vigor if they can not subjugate | per 


cent of elements the most unruly during the term prescribed as 
the preparation for citizenship. Even if they come to be massed 
together in groups that are congruously un-American, they have 
still the environment of our educational system and our laws, and 
these have accomplished greater transformations than that of 
Hungarian miners and Italian laborers into useful American 
citizens.” 

If the problem of assimilating the “‘ foreign element” had been 
an excessively hard one, the effect would be shown in th 


States 
where there was a preponderance of the “‘ foreign element’ ther 
foreign born or of immediate foreign descent. Massachusetts had 


57 per cent foreign born or of foreign’ parentage; Maine 77 per 
cent. Maine is therefore a more representative American State 
than Massachusetts; but is there any distinction in the institutions 
or the legislation of those States that would warrant the belief 
that the ‘‘foreign element” in Massachusetts had not been suc- 
cessfully assimilated? In Minnesota there are to each 100 native 
inhabitants 239 of foreign birth or of foreign parentage, and in 
Wisconsin the proportion is 100 native to 264 foreign. Is there 
anything in the government of these States, or in the tendency of 
their institutions, such as schools, courts, etc., indicating that the 
foreign element was injuriously affecting the welfare of the coun- 
try? Isthere any higher grade of intelligence, public spirit, or 
material prosperity in Indiana, Maine, Missouri, or Kansas (States 
showing strong antiforeign complexion) than in Wisconsin or 
Minnesota? On the contrary, are these latter not the peers of 
their sister States in the conditions referred to? 

On the 11th of April the same Mr. William Lloyd Garrison, 


whose remarks I have given above, at a dinner given bv the 
Massachusetts Reform Club in Boston, speaking on the subject of 
the restriction of immigration, said: 

You may prove that in the slums of the city there is an undue proportion 
of illiterate foreigners. You can not prove that their condition is n bet 
tered by their change of place. 

The measares proposed to limit immigration are ridiculously inadequate 
The $10 fine will simply be an addition to the passage money, depleting to that 
extent the scanty possessions of the poor people who need every penny of 
their hard-earned savings to start the new iife. The test of reading and 


writing is worthless as a safeguard of character 
To stop emigration or to reduce emigration European nations must remove 
the causes which are behind emigration 


land monopoly, landlordism, and 
militantism, words of golden truth. Our most effective method of ypping 
this influx will be to cultivate these same devasts r causes. The es 
are the common enemies upon which the guns of re 1ers should be trained, 





not upon fugitives from European and Asiatic oppression. (Great ap; 


lause. | 


The Hon. John E. Russell, ex-governor of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, on being called upon to speak upon the same subject, 
said: 

I do not think that the test of illiteracy is of much good as an immigration 
test. Lagree with Mr. Garrison's remark that the country is in more danger 


from the literate than from the illiterate. Itis the cupidity and neglect of 
the literate which we need to fear most. 


This testimony to character comes from those who have studied 
this classof immigrants, who are fair minded and not infected by 
the pestilential intolerance that characterizes the real promoters 
of this bill. It is not among this class of immigrants that the pro- 
fessional disturber of the peace, the avowed enemy of social order, 
is ever found. They do not furnish the sturdy vagabond, ever 
ready to commit robbery and murder if his unwarranted de- 
mands for money are not at once complied with; the instizators 
and leaders of riots, the manufacturers and throwers of bombs, or 
those who penetrate into the homes of prominent citizens to destroy 
with malignant wantonness lives useful to the state. But it has 
been asserted that we have already had all or nearly all the immi- 
gration required, The examination of this part of the subject 
will be brief. 

The Congressional committee appointed in 1892 to investigate 
the immigration question in its official report made the following 
statement: 

We welcome with open arms the worthy immigrant who, 
with his family, comes to our country to live under its laws 


home, and, together with our yeomanry, by honest toil and 
better his condition. 


by himself or 
his 
Ks to 


, to make it 


labor, s« 


Not less significant was the address of the governors of South- 
ern States, who met in convention at Richmond, Va., at the be- 
ginning of the year 1893. This address was directed to the people 
of the United States and Europe, and contains the following pas- 
sage: 

They (the Southern States) are anxious to have immigrants settle among 
them. Tothe worthy immigrant they extend the hand of welcome, with 
the assurance that he will find an educated, warm-hearted, hospitable, pro- 


gressive people, among whom he can live in amity and peace, without regard 
to his religion, his politics, or his nativity. 
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It seems, therefore, that the hue and cry which has been raised 
against immigration is confined almost exclusively to a few States 
where the American Protective Association and the Boston Anti- 
Immigration League have been able to work —— the feelings of 
the native element. The people, however, who so vehemently 
inveigh against foreign immigration because the populous cities 
of the East are not apparently in need of any increase of popula- 
tion from that source, entirely forget that the West and South 
possess nearly all the primary wealth of the country; that their 
natural resources are almost unlimited, and need for their devel- 
— the brawny arm of the foreign immigrant; and, finally, 
that the commercial, mercantile, and industrial interests of the 
East, nay, even the value of property in the Eastern cities, are for 
the most part dependent on the untrammeled progress of the 
West and South. 

I should be doing injustice to this feature of my theme did I fail 
to here insert as part of my remarksthe following eloquent tribute 
paid to the immigration question by Rev. De Witt Talmage in a 
sermon he delivered on Sunday last in the city of Washington: 


It is too late now to discuss whether we had better let them come. They 
are here. They are coming this moment through the Narrows. They are 
this moment taking the first full inhalation of the free air of America. And 
they will continue to come as long as this country is the best place to live in. 
You might as well pass a law prohibiting summer bees from alighting on a 
field of blossoming buckwheat; you might as well prohibit the stags of the 
mountain from coming down to the deerlick, as to prohibit the hunger-bitten 
nations of Europe from coming to this land of bread—as to prohibit the peo- 
ple of England, Ireland, Scotland, Italy, Seend. Sweden, and Germany, 
working themselves to death on small wages on the other side the sea, from 
coming to this land where there are the largest compensations under the sun. 

Why did God spread out the prairies of the Dakotas, and roll the precious 
ore into Colorado? It was that all the earth might come and —_— and 
come and dig. Just as long as the centrifugal force of foreign tisms 
throw them off, just so long will the centripetal force of American institu- 
tions draw them here, And that is what is going to make this the mightiest 
nation on the earth. Intermarriage of nationali ! Not circle intermarry- 
ing circle, and nation intermarrying nation. But itis going to be Italian and 
Norwegian, Russian and Celt, Scotch and French, English and American. 

The American of a hundred years from now is to be different from the 
American of to-day. German brain, Irish wit, French civility, Scotch firm- 
ness, English loyalty, Italian msthetics packed into one man, and he an Ameri- 
can! Itis thisintermarriage of nationalities that is going to make the Ameri- 
can nation the greatest nation of the ages. 

* * * * 


* * * 

Just open the map of the continent and see how it is shaped for immeasur- 
able prosperities. avigable rivers, more in number and greater than of any 
other land, rolling down on all sides into the sea, prophesying large manu- 
factories and easy commerce. Look at the great ranges of mountains, tim- 
bered with wealth on the top and sides, 2rd metaled with wealth underneath. 
One hundred and eighty thousand square miles of coal! One hundred and 
eighty thousand square milesof iron! Theironto pry out thecoal. Thecoal 
to forge and smelt the iron. The land so contoured that extreme weather 

rdly ever lasts more than three days—extreme heat or extreme cold. Cli- 
mate for the most part bracing and favorable for brawnand brain. Allfruits. 
All minerals. All harvests. we apt Bag ne ing autumnal pageantry that 
no land on earth pretends to rival. o South American earthquakes. No 
Scotch mists. No English fogs. No 2 ay Pp es. The people of the 
United States are happier than Ps eonearth. Itis the testimony of 
every man that has traveled ab . For the poor more sympathy! For 
the industrious more opportunity! 


The annual increase of our population by immigration is about 
800,000 people, and who can compute the increase to our national 


. wealth thereby represented? Dr. Young, the Chief of the Bureau 


of Statistics in Washington in 1872, made a scientific research as 
to the pecuniary value of each immigrant, and arrived at the 
conclusion that the average capital value of each immigrant is 
Dr. Young, however, emphasizes at the same time that it 
is wrong to place so low an estimate on a human being as to re- 
d a man only as an automatic machine, computing his pro- 
Soties power minus his running expenses. Besides, all these 
immigrants bring a little money along, a fair average being $20 
r head. At that rate the 300,000 immigrants bring annually 
,000,000 into this country. When here, they must live in houses 
which must be built and furnished, thus giving employment to a 
large number of other people, and if the housing of them re- 
quires only $15 a head per annum, it would mean an outlay of 
$4,500,000. They must also buy clothes, and millions of do 
are spent on that. They travel and increase the earnings of our 
railroads, and last, but not least, they must eat. and if they spend 
only 20 cents per day per head for that, it means an increase 
of our home market for food products - nearly $22,000,000 per 
annum. But the beneficial influence of the foreign-born citizen 
has been felt in every walk of life, and it is impossible to measure 
the value of the activity of his brain, of his skill in handicraft, the 
industrial arts and trade, of his taste as an artisan, of hisinventive 
genius as a mechanic, or of hisendurance and frugality as a farmer. 
In the year 1889 therearrived a Swedish immigrant, better known 
as Capt. John Ericsson. What was his value to this country, Mr. 
President, as estimated on the 9th of March, 1862, when the country 
watched with bated breath the doubtful issue between the Merri- 
mac and the ‘‘cheese box” of a Monitor, the creation of Ericsson’s 
nius? Was it $800 or $800,000 or $8,000,000? This is only one 
stance of the part taken by citizens of foreign birth in our long 
struggle for national unity, which sheds a luster around 
whose valor, devotion, and patriotism upheld and strengthened 
the nation in her hour of greatest need. the names were re- 
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viewed of those to whom the nation owes a debt of gratitude 
their sacrifices of life and blood untold thanks would be foun 
those whose cradles stood on foreign shores and over whose 
on our own shores alien mothers wept bitter tears. 

In the report of the president and board of directors of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore for the year 1893 | {4 
this expression of opinion: 


for 
d due 


RTaves 


There should be no impediment to immigration beyond the broad prinoj.), 
of moral, mental, and physical disqualification; no plea of competit iy. |,/,, 
which closes our doors to those who would contribute to our weal!), 5 


happiness, while we throw them open to the most degenerate of Ey), a 
population. — 


There is every reason for the exclusion or dismissal of the sunken and do. 

aded. But the deportation of those who, lured by the siren voice .f /,,.. 
dom, have sought the shelter of our laws; the proscription of an enti; - a. 
lation of one icular satensitey. rdless of individual rights and goog 
behavior, finds no vindication in aur of American Government. — 

To further show the feeling of the people of my State, | quote 
an article referring to recent legislation in the legislature of \\ ary. 
land, whose session has just ended, establishing a bureau of 1). 
migration. The article is taken from a Baltimore paper of A)y‘] 
6, and epitomizes some of the provisions of the bill. It is in part 
as follows: 


It is also made the duty of the State superintendent to visit Europe once 
in each year for the purpose of soliciting immigration to this State, and ho 
must remain at least four months visiting different countries in the prosery- 
tion of his work. The remainder of his time he may devote to 


soliciting immigration from the other States of the Union and fr< Ona 
in the meantime advertising according to his jodgment. He is also empow: 
— Le — sn — ,senrees and steamship companies for transpor- 

ation for immigrants, an make necessary arrangements for their tu. 
porary accommodation upon their arrival at Baltimore. The first eee 


office begin ne » 0 is comp 
hensive wees Koy Same of dab our elaater tence cc ; priate 

So that in my own State immigration is not only welcomed but 
great pains are taken and expense incurred to secure it. 

The report accompanying this bill shows that questions touch- 
ing the kind and amount of immigration desi have been ad- 
dressed to the authorities of twenty-six States, and the reylies 
received are brought forward to sustain the advocates of thie bill, 

It is evident that one at least of the spe ea I have referred 
to was framed so as to draw out a reply showing what class of 
immigrants was preferred, and naturally a preference was ex- 
pressed by English-speaking people for immigrants who spoke 
their own language, and next, for that class of foreigners with 
which our people were best acquainted. Some of the States, it 
was thought, needed no more immigration, but by no State, where 
immigration was desired, was any objection expressed to the in- 
coming of this class of people. Kentucky, it is true, did not want 
forced immigration, but Kentucky was ready to welcome the class 
of people affected by this bill, if they came of their own volition. 

T have in my hand a number of clippings from newspapers pub- 
lished in numerous and widely separated parts of our country. 
The tone and sentiment are the same in all of them: Give us more 
laboring men. We need them to farm our lands and develop our 
resources. There is no hard limitation laid down that the labor- 
ing men shall be of this or that nationality or shall profess this or 
thatcreed. Giveus the men. We will undertake to environ them 
with conditions of life whereby both they and their descendants 
will be made true and faithful Americans, 

Weneed common laborersin this country todevelop our splendid resources, 
to dig or fill in, to baild up or tear down, and we do not care whether they 
are literate or illiterate. Their children feel the stimulus of American lifo 
and obtain our common-school education, and, being of healthy stock, become 
good and valuable citizens, ha a sound mind in a sound body. ee 

The great immigration convention at St. Paul in December, the immigra- 
tion conventions in North and South Dakota, Washington, Oregon, aid the 
county conventions throughout these States emphasize the fact that immi- 


grants to populate these States and till the vacant lands of the Northwest 
one Western States are much wanted and great efforts wiil be made tu secure 
m. 


With reference to the SS of immigration in the seaboard 
States, referred to by the distinguished Senator from Massacbu- 
setts [Mr. Lopaer], it is natural, perhaps, that the three seaboard 
States should for a time be overcro and include in their popu- 
lation more persons of foreign than is desirable. But this 
condition ex necessitate rei. The fact that the three great 
ports of entry of foreign immigration lie within their borders ac- 
counts for this mpuaens. Foreign immigration must come 
there first, but the immigrants do not mean to remain in these 
States. They come to America to find homes, to go where there }s 
work for them, and as fast as they are able they progress west war, 
mingle with the people, and lose their identity as foreigners. If 
these overcrowded States find that their geographical position hs 
been the means of imposing this burden u them they should 
remember that the same position has brought tiem 
advantages that far more than > 

Mr. President, I now what has been stated to be the 
greatest and most serious question of all—that is, the dang of 
race deterioration if the classes aimed at by this bill should be pet 
mitted to come in and mingle with us. e Senator from Massa- 
chusetts deals with this question with the seriousness and svleri- 
nity it would deserve if the danger were a real one. 


wee 


— it, as it occurs to me. It is contemplated in this bill not | 








It is not complimentary to one acquainted with the Ameri- 


can people io osk him to believe that nearly 70,000,000 of such | 

roud, independent, self-reliant, intelligent people as they are can 
fe deteriorated by contact, however intimate, with a few thou- 
sand foreign immigrants, even if they were worse than it is 
claimed these are. No, sir; the Americans are no such pliable, 
defenseless people. As a race they are not yet formed, it is true; 
what they may turn out to be at the end of a long series of years | 
yet to come can not be surely known; but it may be safely trusted | 
that the fruit will be worthy of the seed, and the descendants who 
will enjoy this completed and perfected country will be worthy 
of the ancestors who, with unparalleled wisdom and justice, de- 
vised its plan and laid its foundations. The dread of race dete- 
rioration is a monster conjured from the realm of fantasy and | 
without reality. It is intended to terrify the ignorant and mislead 
the credulous. : 

Mr. President, the ultimate 


rfection of the human race de- 
pends upon the re ition of the right of every man to be treated 
as a man, whether he be Jew or Gentile, literate or illiterate. 
Character is largely the result of environment, and depends more | 
than is generally admitted upon the habitat of the individual. 
It is hardly possibly to imagine a gay and joyous Puritan or a 
cold, unbending son of Italy; but it is not too much to say that if 
the home and the surroundings of the two had been changed long 
ago, the warmth of the southern skies might have softened the 
hardness of the Puritan heart, and the solemn mystery of the long | 
night in the wintry north might have entered the soul of the 
Italian and given it an element of gravity and firmness. 

But itis c@rtain that the Latin race is at least one-half Germanic. 
From the earliest times Italy has been the spoil of the Germans. 
Brennus had predecessors as well as successors. It surely can not | 
be said that the Romans, who with the Germans commingled | 
make up the present Latin race, were an inferior race. Not the | 
people from whom we derive our civil law; our philosophy; whom 
we have been taught from childhood to admire. Not the peonle 
represented in our recollections by Brutus, by Regulus, by Cesar, 
by Cicero, by Virgil, by Horace, by Lucretius, by Marcus Aurelius, 
and by Justinian. e race that produced these people, that | 
cominated the whole world, that advanced civilization everywhere | 
it went,can not bea bad one. Nor was the amalgamated product 
bad. At first it struggled for existence in one of those strange 
periods of man’s history when everything seemed to be going to 
ruin and destruction. Periods which came before in the world’s 
history and will come again—wherefore no man can tell; periods 
which may be likened to sick spells which do not kill a man, but 
greatly injare and depress him; periods when the light of civiliza- 
tion flickers and all evil influences predominate. It is not fair to 
judge a race ing through such times with the same rigor as 
might be used in piping times of peace. 

Italy was the center of the world, and because it was the center 
the evil of the Dark Ages was most virulent in her midst. 

If the condition of the Italian is to be regretted, if he is poor and 
illiterate, the reason for his being sois not attributable to his own | 

inferiority. Think what the modern Italian has been and is, 
and think of Columbus, of Dante, of Galileo, Petrarch, Leonardo, 
of Volta, of Michael Angelo. Remember that for more than a 





thousand = no man’s education has been considered complete 
until he visited Italy and studied its incomparable art in 


ainting, sculpture, and architecture. Remember that banks, 

e insurance, modern ideas of commercial exchange, were all in- 
vented or first generally practiced in Italy; remember that dur- 
ing the whole of the dark period, when literature, learning, and 
artseemed in danger of being lost to the world, they were preserved 
and cherished by the Italians. Remember these things, and do not 
say that the Italians are an inferior race or unfit to mix with 


ours. 

So likewise, in whatever direction we turn our eyes, we find the 
once despised and for a long time misunderstood Jew, coura- 
Sa , and successfully striving to better his condi- 
tion, “* Heis no idler or dreamer, but a worker in every field open 
to him.” Almost at the same time Disraeli and Gambetta, men of 
Jewish stock, ruled—the one England and the other France. 
Montefiore and Hirsch are in the front rank of philanthropists; 
Rothschila and Bleichroder in finance. Maimonides in his time 
and Spinoza later were preeminent in the intellectual world, and 

tetter, Adler, and Bernstein are now of the highest rank as 
scholars. Heine's place in try remains to be filled, and all 
musicians are familiar with the names of Mendelssohn and Halevy 
and Rubinstein. He excels in all the arts that engage the atten- 
tion of mankind, except in the cruel one of shedding blood, and 
the civiliaed world is fast coming to accept the Jew’s opinion of 

I very much question, Mr. President, whether the restriction of 
immi is all that is aimed at in this bill. There is more 





ply a seeking to benefit the institutions of this country in the 
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restriction of immigration. It is not prompted by a genuine de- 


| sire to ameliorate the condition of the workingman. or to prevent 


the greatest evil of all that is threatened in what the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] calls race deterioration. The } 
moters and advocates of this bill are not the honest farmers and 
workingmen of this country. No solicitude for their interest has 
suggested it. Behind the Anti-Immigration League of Boston 
there is an influence, subtle and potent to a degree in its charac- 
ter, which finds its opportunity in this bill to give expression to 
its venomous hatred to the Catholic Church of the United States. 

This organization to which I refer, Mr. President, is known as 
the ‘‘American Protective Association”—a secret, oath-bound,. 
red-lettered, left-handed, dark-lanterned organization—organized 
recently by a resident of Clinton, Iowa, who was the founder of 
the order and the author of its ritual. ‘‘America for Americans,” 
and undying hatred to foreigners, are the first and governing 
principles, so called, of the order! 

The very first in the enumerated order of their public declara- 
tions is ‘‘ Restriction of immigration,” added to which, further on 
in their so-called platform, is the declaration that 


pro- 


All private schools, convents, nunneries, monasteries, seminaries, hospitals 
asylums, and educational or charitable institutions to be open to public in 
spection and under Government control. 


This dangerous organization, Mr. President, which is generally 
believed to be instigating and urging the passage of this bill, has 
for its real purpose hostility to the Catholic Church. 

It is the child of envy, hatred, and malice—the offspring of a pes- 
tilential brood of mischief-makers, who lurk about the doors of 
legislative halls, and hang on the flanks of pclitical parties, seek- 
ing to lure lawmakers from the wide paths and open day of recti- 
tude into the devious ways and darkness of evil doing—breathing 
threatenings and vengeance where they can not cajole and deceive. 

The platform of this organization or its public declaration of 


| its principles is one thing—it is what it pretends to do; what it is 


sworn to do is quite another thing. Their voice is Jacob's voice, 
but their hands are the hands of Esau. Let us see, Mr. President, 
what there isin their claim of patriotism in this so-called ‘“ pa- 
triotic order.” 

Every applicant to membership to the councils of this order— 
the notices of the meetings of which are always sent out in red 
letters—-are required to subscribe to what is called the “ scroll.” 
This scroll sets out another declaration of principles from that 
It is as follows: 





I hereby declare I am a firm believerin a Deity: nor have I any sympathy 
with Roman Catholicism; that in my opinion no Roman Catholic should be 
| allowed any part or parcel in the control of or tooccupy any | tion in our 
| public schools. On the contrary, I realize that theinstitutions of our country 
are in danger from the machinations of the Church of Rome. I believe that 
only by the removal of Roman Catholics from office of public trust can jus 
tice, right, and true American sentiment be fully subserved, and that by the 
concerted and continued efforts of lovers of American liberty only can such 
results be consummated and continued. I pledge myself todefend the Govern- 
ment of the United States and of the State in which I reside against inva- 
sion, disorder, treason, or rebellion, either by ecclesiastical or foreign forces, 
|} and against the usurpation of temporal or spiritual power whereby men be- 
| come slaves to party and the Roman Catholic Church 
[am willing to bind myself by a vow sacred and unavoidable. lama 
Protestant, and have been for years 
I belong to the ——— Church and the following societies: 


Age . 
Residence ———. 
Occupation 
Recommended by 
Recommended by ——— ———. 


(Signature.) 

Omitting in this connection, Mr. President, the ‘‘ circumstantia, 
the paraphernalia” of the council chamber, and the various other 
oaths the candidates are required to subscribe to in the various 
stages of their progress to their full membership in this order, I 
come to that oath subscribed to before what is known as the 
‘department of church” or ‘‘ecclesiastical department.” Here 
the candidate is required to take the following oath: 

[ do most solemnly promise and swear that I will always, to the utmost of 
my ability, labor, plead, and wage a continuous warfare against ignorance 
and fanaticism: but I will use my utmost power to strike the shackles and 
chains of blind obedience to the Roman Catholic Church from hampered 
and bounden consciences of a priest-ridden and church ee people; I 
will not allow anyone a member of the Roman Catholic Church to ever be- 
come a member of this order, I knowing him to be 


such; and I will use my 
influence to promote the interest of all Protestants everywhere in the world 
where I may be; that I will not employ a Roman Catholic in any capacity if 


I can procure the services of a Protestant. 

I further promise and swear that I will not aid in building or obtaining by 
my resources any Roman Catholic church or institution of their sect or 
creed whatsoever, but will do all in my power to retard and break down the 
power of the Pope in this country or any other; that I will not enter into 


| any controversy with a Roman Catholic upon the subject of this order, nor 


will I enter into an agreement with a Roman Catholic to strike or create a 
disturbance whereby the Roman Catholic employees may undermine and 
substitute the Protestants thereof; that in all grievances I will seek only 
Protestants and counsel with them, to the exclusion of all Roman Catholics, 
and will not make known to them anything of any nature matured at such 
conferences. 

Ifurthermore promise and sweer that I will not countenance the nomination 
in any caucus or convention of a Roman Catholic for any office in the gift of 
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the American people, and that I will not vote nor counsel my friends to 
vote for a Roman Catholic, but will vote for a Protestant, so far as it may lie 
in my power; should there be tv’o Roman Catholics on opposite tickets, I 
will erase the name off the ticket I vote; that I will endeavor at all times to 

lace the political positions of this Government in the hands of Protestants 
to the entire exclusion of the n Catholic Church or the members there- 
of, to the mandate of the Po 


0 all of which I do most solemnly promise and swear. So help me God. 
Amen, Amen, Amen. 


This is the organization, Mr. President, that proposes to play 
no small part in American politics! 

This is the ‘‘association” that proposes to ‘‘ protect” our Amer- 
ican institutions! 

This is the “patriotic” order—God save the mark—the very 
first element of which is to deny the first tenet of American lib- 
erty—freedom to worship God—and to “‘ punish religious beliefs 
which it does not share by depriving those who hold them, not 
only of their political rights, but, if possible, of the means of live- 
lihood as well”! ; 

In a most excellent article in the May number of the Century 
Magazine, entitled ‘“‘The mischief of the A. P. A.,” the writer 
says: 

There should be no need of warning intelligent citizens against the dangers 
of such organizations. 

They are the deadly enemies of democratic institutions. 

The mischief of thismovement has lately begun to reveal itself at the national 
capital. The defeat of the appropriation for Indian schools, because most of 
these schools are under the care of Roman Catholics, is due to these societies, 
and it is to their hostility that we owe the shameful proposal to exclude 


from the national gallery of statuary the effigy of the great pioneer and dis- 


coverer, Father Marquette. With respect to the schools, they avail them- 


seives of a sentiment which widely prevails, and which is reasonable enough, 
but which in this case is greatly overstrained, with the result of depriving 
the Indian pupils of educational privileges. Not only are Roman Catholics to 
be refused permission to take part in the defense of their country, but those 
who decline to ostracize them must themselves be ostracized. 

The Pére Marquette incident is such an illustration of moony as ought to 
bring a blush to the cheek of every American. That the great French priest 
was a brave and noble man - be disputed by nobody; that his work among 
the Indians was one of beautiful devotion is not a matter of controversy; 
that to him was largely due the discovery of the Upper Mississippi River and 
the opening of the great Northwest to civilization is the testimony of history. 
Yet simply because he was a Roman Catholic priest the “ patriotic” orders 
would deny the State which is most closely associated with his beneficent 
activity the right of celebrating his services to the nation. 


The mischief of this association can not find its stronger rebuke 
than in the eloquent language of the Senator from Wisconsin but 
a few days ago in this Chamber, in speaking to the resolution of 
Congress thanking the State of Wisconsin for the statue of James 
Marquette, the renowned missionary, explorer, and discoverer of 
the Missient pi. 

But, Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin, now a Common- 
wealth of 2,000,000 freemen, rejoicing in prosperity and happiness 
on the soil he trod solong ago, in raising this stone in the nation’s 
Hall of Statuary does not merely celebrate a name “illustrious 
for historic renown,” a character whose excellence is worthy of 

tual remembrance. It means still more, that it shall stand 
there as a testimony and monument to a principle of our social 
order of the utmost value to mankind—the principle of religious 
liberty! Sir, this is no rule, as sometimes miscalled, of toleration. 
I contemn the term. I deny all it implies. It is the right, abso- 
lute, uncontrollable, of utter, perfect liberty. It is an inalienable 
right. The coward, the willing slave, can not divest himself of 
it. It goes with him in his bondage, however recreant he be to 
nature. 

Sir, he is wrongfully despoiled, his right invaded, a grievous 
injury done, when to any man is denied — or share of his 
social rights or privileges by reason cf his religious faith. If 

roperty, if place, if honor be his rightful due among his fellows, 
he who strikes aught away of either because of religious opinion 
is an enemy to law, to humanity, and all its hopes. ostis 
hamani generis. 

And therefore it is, sir, that this statue of James Marquette will 
stand as a monument and emblem of religious liberty. e noble 
right to honor and remembrance among men, which the legi 
ture of Wisconsin and the Congress of the United States have 
declared to be his, he is not denied. It is sacredly preserved. 

The Democratic party of Oregon, in its convention held at Port- 
land a few days ago, set forth in no uncertain terms the views of 
the Oregon Democrats in reference to this organization, which 
are as follows: 


ee nah of bit teeter bee bree 

0 0 eran or 
litical purposes oy these who evek 0 breed discord and animosity among fhe 
citizens of this Republic. 

Secret political ies are a curse sopartr. state, and nation. 

We heartily welcome the assistance of all good citizens who will cooperate 
in i suppression of any political movement organized for religious pro- 
scription, 

Mr. President, secret oath-bound political — having the 
enactment of iaws and the Cae of public policy for their 
objects are inimical to the welfare of this ublic and a danger- 
ous menace to itsliberties. They should not exist within our land. 
There is no reason in this country, where there is nothing to prevent 


the fullest and freest public discussion of any subject, for tho 
existence of secret societies, whose places of meeting are not known 
whose proceedings are carefully concealed, whose members ara 
oath bound. There is no kind of honest om mp: work which needs 
to be thus hemmed in and concealed. Such political associations 
have been universally condemned wherever in the world they 
have existed, and most justly. They have the approval of no 
thoughtful men who have given the subject consideration. 

Washington, in his Farewell Address, thus speaks of partics 
generally, and his remarks apply with still more force to secret 
societies: 

All combinations and associations, under whatever plausible char; 


with the real di to direct and control the lar deliberation and action 
of the constitu authorities, are destructive of the fundamental prin. jy), 


acter, 


of the nation and of fatal tendency. They serve to organize faction, to civ. 
it an artificial and extraordinary force; to put in the place of the delegated 
will of the nation the will of a party, often a small but artful and enterpris. 
ing minority of the community, and according to the alternate triumphs of 


erent es, to make the public administration the mirror of the j})-con. 
ceived and incongruous projects of faction rather than ee eegnn of consist- 
ent and wholesome plans by common counsels modified by 
mutual interests. 


However combinations or associations of the above description may now 
eee ee ee cee eee es 
men will be enabled to subvert the power of tha pos. ee 

The whole people are ee in the welfare of this 
country, and none should be re’ an equal share with the rest 
in every deliberation and in all legislation affectingit. All polit- 
ical clubs, societies, and associations start on their career with 
professions skillfully drawn so as to make it appear that their 
purposes are patriotic and worthy of support; but all of them, as 
soon as they have obtained power, are used by unprincipled men 
todo wrong. This is the history of the Carbonari, the Nihilists, 
the Jacobins, the Anarchists, and the Commune, and this will be 
the history of the A. P. A. unless its evil tendencies are perceived 
in time by the American people and its dangerous career stopped 
by their sense and judgment. I have faith, Mr. President, 
without bounds or limits, in the American people, in their mod- 
eration, wisdom, justice, and courage. I do not believe that they 
will submit to the dictation of any such organization as the A. 
P. A., but that they will promptly and effectively stamp with the 
seal of their condemnation this impudent and dangerous inter‘fer- 
ence with the interests of this Republic. 

Moreover, Mr. President, there is no reason for the assertion 
that the country is in danger from immigration because of the 
increase of Roman Catholics to our population. 

There is no more nee from such immigration than there is 
that a man should die of thirst on the shores of Lake Superior! 

The following tables show plainly the numerical difference be- 
tween Catholic and Protestant immigration: 


Foreign-born population of the United States, 1890. 
Country. n Not clas- 


sified. 


Central America --... 
South America 
Cuba —_ West Indies 
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Summary. 
| Totals. Per cent. 
err 
n Catholic countries ..........---.-.-----.-----... 2, 840, 624 90.71 
RMPOALEMEOUMMATIOD .n.00-02222--------- wea-eneee-| 5,866, 693 | 63. 43 | 
i > x . 
Not ¢ i ttle dete eeeneneeceseneeecccee ace 542, 230 5. 86 
Pobal .ccoccccocccosccceneneecccccewcccceceessceeee-| 9, 249, 47 100 





The immigration statistics, Mr. President, of the United States, 
since 1890 opened, have amazed all Europe in the spread of the 
English tongue co uent upon the movement of races. 

“Of the 15,000,000 that Europe has sent us since 1520 to develop 
the resources of this Republic, Great Britain has sent us 6,000,000, 
Germany 4,500,000, and Ireland 3,500,000. Since that time,” says 
Mr. Dinetey, “English has advanced from 21,000,000 to 125,- 
000,000 speakers—from 13 to 31 per cent! English is now spoken 
by twice as ee people as any of the other tongues of Europe. 
English is now the speech of the world of travel and of trade.” 

I feel that I would do injustice to one of the ablest consular re- 
ports ever made to the State Department did I not here refer to 
the closing remarks of Mr. DinGLEy on this most important 
subject. He says: 

j ns to travel and passes from transient into perma- 
a ee ies rise to sommaron, to geography, and to eecapen 
sion of all forms of human life. s i 

The Queen of Sheba left locusts and wild pene on becoming an emigrant, 
just as the Italian gives up coarse bread and curd on becoming an American! 
it is the blessing of all races and all nations that man is an emigrating ani- 
mal, The provincial intellect which expands itself in hating foreigners is in 
the thick skull of prejudice! The nation which wants the foreigner least 
to-day is least wanted of steam, invention, and social and political progress. 
The rise of prejudice is the fall of industry! 

On this side of the sea and at the close of the nineteenth cen- 
tury a craze against foreign immigration would be irrational, 
suicidal, anti-American, and antirepublican! 

There is no such condition affecting us, Mr. President, as ‘‘ un- 
restricted” immigration. 

There lies no such peril at the portals of our land; no such 
danger has begun to threaten us. 

e gates which have stood open wide have not been unguarded. 

Mr. President, if symptoms of decay in the character of our 
people should appear, it will not be from ‘‘race deterioration due 
to the influence of immigration.” If our people should deterior- 
ate, their morals become corrupt, and their character fall from its 
present high standard, the influences bringing about so direa 
calamity will be found in the idleness and luxury of the very 
rich, the aping of foreign manners and customs, the evil example 
of titled adventurers, greed for public notoriety, and to skepticism 
and the neglect of religious duties. 

These and the enervating effect of governmental paternalism 
may in time threaten the ruin of our country. Ido not believe 
that sich can be. But for such ruin, if it should ever come—if 
in the places where our temples stand the ‘‘lean wolf shall unmo- 
lested make her lair”—these patient, peaceable, hard-working, 
—_ immigrants will not be responsible therefor. 

en “civic honor and public spirit died,” then only did the 
thronging Goths and Vandals trample Rome; ‘‘then only did the 
barbarians come, as the carrion kite drops from the India sky on 
the dead beast of the jungle.” 

Mr. President, over against The Unguarded Gates of the poet 
Aldrich, so dramatically and forcefully presented by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I can not forbear to contrast the glow- 
ing words of Emma Lazarus, a daughter of the ‘Scattered 
Nation,” inher addressed to the ‘‘ New Colossus ’—Bartholdi’s 
statue of Liberty Enlightening the World: 


Not like the brazen giant of Greek fame, 
With conquering limbs astride from land to land; 
Here at our sea-washed, sunset gates shall stand 

mighty woman, with a torch whose flame 

the im lightning, and her name 
Mother of Exiles. From her beacon hand 

ws world-wide welcome; her mild eyes command 

The air-bridged harbor that twin cities frame. 
i ancient lands, your storied pomp,” cries she, 
With silent lips; “ give me your tired, your poor, 
Your hu masses, yearning to breathe tree. 


Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost, to me; 
I lift my lamp beside the goiden door.” 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on im tion, I joined the committee in reporting favorably | 
the bill that is now under consideration. I believe it is just and 
proper as a matter of self-protection that there should be some 
Testriction igration. Those immigrants who are pau- | 
pers, who are unsound in body or unsound in mind, who are 
pee and physically unfit to enter this country should be ex- | 
The bill only aims to cover a part of the ground. It simply | 
seeks to enforce what is known as the literary test. It simply | 
provides that ts who are over 14 years of age shall be | 
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required to read and write some language, either that of their own 
country, the land of their nativity, or of some other country, 
This is a fair and reasonable test as far as it goes. 

It may be conceded that perhaps in some cases it will work a 
hardship; that sometimes there are good and healthy immigrants, 
fit to enter this country and become good members of society, 
who could not pass this test. But it is very difficult in a matter 
of general legislation to fit all cases. We have to legislate upon 
general lines and under general principles, and so we can not at 
all times reach and meet individual cases. Whatever few cases of 
hardship there may be are more than made up by the great advan- 
tages that will accrue to the country from a restriction such as is 
proposed. I want todisabuse the Senate of the idea that seems to 
be implied by the remarks of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gipson} that the bill is inspired by anything of an A. P. A. nature, 
or any opposition to the Catholic Church. Nothing of that kind 
ever entered my mind, and I do not think anything of the kind 
entered the minds of the committee. 

Mr. President, I do not care about entering into any particular 
discussion of the merits of the bill more than to state my views in 
regard to it. I propose rather to make a brief recapitulation or 
résumé of the immigration to this country during the past years 
of the Republic, and the effect it has had upon the institutions of 
this country. 

Mr. President, the darker and more unpromising features of 
the immigration problem have been presented on this floor in elo- 
quent and vivid language. I shall not undertake to question or 
contradict anything that has been said in favor of restrictive legis- 
lation. I shall content myself, and feel that I have done my duty, 
in presenting to the Senate the brighter and more promising side 
of the problem, and in calling your attention to the substantial 
and important benefits that have accrued to our country from the 
continued flow of immigrants to our shores. By having both 
sides presented, you will be better able to divest yourselves of all 
prejudice, better able to judge impartially, and, above all, better 
able to legislate wisely on a matter of so much importance 

The question should be considered in its economic, its political, 
its social, and its ethnic features. Our own experience should be 
scanned and studied, for it will furnish us much information and 
many valuable lessons. We have been, to alarge extent, a nation 
of immigrants, and a large share of our history is a history of 
immigration. No nation of modern times has had such a varied 
and extended experience in this field. 

The chief factors in our extraordinary growth and development 
have been our free system of government, our abundant supply of 
cheap and fertile lands, and the immense immigration to our 
shores. The first two have brought about, absorbed, and utilized 
the third. And the three combined have been a trio, in force and 
magnitude, such as no other nation ever possessed. Ample space, 
ample freedom, and ample numbers have given us a force and 
momentum of growth alaeee and unheard of in any other nation, 
and the evidences of it are palpable on all sides. 

We have no statistics of immigration prior to 1820. 

It is estimated that from 1783 till 1820 about 250,000 immigrants 
settled in the country. Our entire population at the latter period 

vas, according to the census then taken, 9,633,822—scarcely 200,- 
000 more than our foreign-born population in 1890. Since that 
time, up to the beginning of the present year, 18,022,785 immi- 
grants have come to thiscountry. It is claimed that these figures 
are too high because no account has been taken of immigrants 
who, having gone back on a visit to their native land, have, on 
their return, landed a second time at our ports. But whatever 
discrepancy there may be on this score is more than counterbal- 
anced by the fact that no account has been kept of the immigra- 
tion through or from Canada since 1885. I append tomy remarks 
a table of the yearly immigration since 1820. It shows a continued 
and incessant though fluctuating flow. 

In 1890, out of a total population of 62,622,250, 9,249,547 were 
foreign born, 8,085,019 were natives whose parents were both for- 
eign born, and 3,418,656 were natives with one foreign-born parent. 
It thus appears that 20,753,222, or about a third of our population, 


was at this time foreign born or directly of foreign parentage. If 
the same ratio of increase be applied to our entire volume of im 


migration since 1820—in all 18,022,785—we have evidently had as 
a result of the same 15,753,737 native born with both parents of 
foreign birth, and 6,661,071 native born with one parent of foreign 
birth, or a total of 40,437,593 of foreign immigrants and their 
children of the first generation. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate to read it, but shall 
append to my remarks a table which states in detail the countries 
Only a small pro- 
portion of them have belonged to the learned professions or been 
skilled laborers. The great body have been small farmers, small 
tradesmen, and agricultural and other unskilled laborers. Nearly 
all of them have been from the ranks of the common people, the 
toiling masses of humanity. People of rank and of wealth have 
little occasion or desire to emigrate, nor. indeed have they been 
desirable in a country progressing under conditions such as ours, 
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We have needed men to dig our canals, to build our railroads, 
to open and exploit our mines, to clear our vast forests, to open, 
develop, and reduce to a state of cultivation our vast expanse of 
untilled land; in short, to perform the toil and drudgery and to 
bear the trials and misfortunes incident to the development of a 
new and unsettled country. This want has in a large measure 


been supplied by our foreign-born immigrants. In this field they 
have not been hostile usurpers, but have merely occupied ground 
that has most willingiy been accorded to them by the native born. 
And this toiling, struggling mass of humanity, charged to a large 
extent with the drudgery of our progress and civilization, viewed 
from an economic and financial standpoint has added millions to 
the wealth and capital of our country. An immigrant increases 
our wealth in a twofoid way—by the money he brings into the 
country and by his value as a laborer and producer of wealth. 

The average amount of money brought by an immigrant has 
been variously estimated at from $10 to $100. There are no exact 
or complete statistics on the subject. I think that on the whole, 
——e all the past, $50 would be a low, safe, and moderate esti- 
mate for each immigrant. But his chief value has been his pro- 
ductive labor capacity. Different estimates are put upon this. 
Friedrich or a former commissioner of immigration in the 
State of New York, estimated the economic or labor value of an 
immigrant at from $1,000 to $1,200. Dr, William Farr, a former 
head of the statistical department of the registrar-general’s office, 
in England, estimates it at $875. Dr. Becker, the head of the 
German statistical office, estimates it at from $200 to $225, and 
Edward Young, chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in 1871, in his 
special report on immigration made in that year, makes this esti- 
mate and statement: 

From the foregoing considerations, therefore, the sum of $800 seems to be 
the full average capital value of each immigrant. At this rate, those who 
landed upon our shores during the year just closed added upward of $285.- 
000,000 to our national wealth, while during the last half century the incre- 
ment from this source exceeds $6,243,880,800. It is impossible to make an in- 
telligent estimate of the value to the country of those foreign-born citizens 
who brought their educated minds, their cultivated tastes, their skill in the 
arts, and their inventive genius. In almost every walk of life their influence 

been felt. Alike in the fearful ordeal of war and in the pursuitsof e, 
in our legisiative halls, and in the various learned professions, the adopted 
sons of America have attained eminence. Among the many who rendered 
timely aid to our country during the late war, it may seem invidious to men- 
tion a one name, are for the purpose of illustration. In the year 1839 
there arrived at the portof New York, in the —— Queen, which 
sailed from the port of London, a Swedish immigrant, better known as Capt. 
John Ericsson, What was his value to the country, as estimated on the dtd 
Gay of March, 1862? Was it eight hundred, eight hundred thousand, or eight 
million of dollars? 


The average of these estimates is about $720. But conceding 
that even this is too high, surely $500 would be a very low esti- 
mate of the money brought and the economic value of each 
immigrant over 14 and under 40 years of age. About 70 per cent 
are within thie age limit, and 70 per cent of our immigration 
amounts to 12,615,949. At $500 per head the total money or 
economic value of our immigration equals $6,307,974,500, which is 
$3,000,000,000 in excess of the value of the entire product of our 
gold and silver mines from April, 1792, till the end of the year 
1894, as estimated by the Director of the Mint. And in this con- 
nection let it be noted that these immigrants have been amon 
the chief labor factors in the production of this vast volume o 
mineral wealth. 

The rapid settlement and development of our country and its 
marvelous increase in wealth and in population is in a large 
measure due to our extraordinary immigration. The immigrants 
have setiled mainly in the Northern States. In 1860, the year 
before the great rebellion, our foreign-born population amounted 
to 4,188,697, and out of this number 3,845,443 were settled in the 
States that were not in rebellion. Allowing the same proportion 
of nitives of foreign parentage to the foreign born as is given by 
the census of 1890, there must have been in 1860, in the Northern 
States, 3,361,297 natives with both parents of foreign birth, and 
1,417,568 natives with one parent of foreign birth, or a total of 
8,624,308 of foreign birth and of direct foreign parentage. And 
jw total was 41 per cent of the entire population of the loyal 

tates. 

The entire immigration to this country from 1793 till July 1 
1861, was 5,883,508, and nearly all of it had settled in the lo 
States. These immigrants and their children had, during this 
period, by their labor and industry produced and created a large 

rtion of the wealth in these States. While no statistics can 

ound on this point, yet I have no doubt that on the eve of the 

= rebellion the proportion of the substantial wealth of the 

orth produced by the immigrants and their descendants was 
equal to the proportion of their number then living. And it was 
this volume of wealth and numbers resulting from our foreign 
immigration that gave the North its t preponderance and 
made it more than a match for the South in men and in resources, 
and enabled it to — and pe. petuate the integrity of the 
Union. Had there been no more immigration to the North than 
there was to the South since 1793 the two sections would have been 
nearer on a parity with each other andthe struggle would have 


been more prolonged and more doubtful. And had the w, 
and numbers of the immi 
the South instead of the 


ants and their children been a cera 


orth the days of a united country »);..) 
have been numbered. “y might 


It was not so much the immigrants who fought in our ranks oy 
land and sea—they bore their share and did their duty as }ecayy, 
them—nor so much the gift of the immigrant John Ericessoy—},;, 
little Monitor—that gave us the ascendency as the force, {ho )), 
mentum, the irresistible impact of half a century of itmigra. 
tion. It was this gathered force, gathered in the bosom, 31,1 jy. 
fused with the spirit, the inspiration, and the love of a great nat iy 
that hung like a threatening cloud—like a pall—over the scleine 
for the disruption of the Union. Not only did the immicrants 
an¢\ their children form an important factor in the suppression of 
the great rebellion, but even in the days of the Revolution, when 
the great Republic was first brought into being and was in its jy. 
fancy, they were a most important element of our success. ; 
large portion of the Continental Army was of foreign birth, in. 
deed the very backbone of the men in the ranks were of that class, 
The historian Lecky says: 

No troops had shown themsel tient, and mo 
devoted hon the Heoneyi vena tne. Ine priva teen vn ; a fi. 
cers ted chiefly of immigrants from the north of Ireland. : 

From an ethnologic and social standpoint, immigration has, 
a a fair question, infused much vital force of a better kind 
into the being of the nation. The immigrant has not been a mere 
inert labor machine, but he has also been a physical, a moral, and 
a mental factor, that has been ess and has brought acces- 
sions to the intellectual and moral make-up and instincts of the 
nation. We are an English-speaking 
and origin, but of a more cosmopolitan character, of more pro- 
nounced elements of strength and energy, and with a greater con- 
centration of force and vigor than was possessed by the English 
of the ae that gave us birth, or even by the English of to- 
day. In the eyes of the universal observant world, the Yankee is 
never confounded with the an: nor is he ever placed in 
the rear rank. It took England more than fifteen hundred years 
to uce the Englishmen of the colonists. She began with the 
Celts, and these, according to Professor Huxley, were only an 
earlier edition, a more primitive product of the great Teutonic or 
Germanic race. These are his views on this important question: 

All accounts which have been handed down to us by the Romans and the 
Greeks of the physical en ene people known to them, 
and whom they called Gauls or Kelts, in ascribing to these terrible enc- 
miesof theirs a tall stature, fair hair, of a reddish or yellow tinge, bluc eyes, 
and fairskins, Such were the Gauls whom Cassar conquered; such were the 
Gauls who settled in Asia Minor, to whom the epistle to the Galatians was 
written; such, nm, were the Britons with whom Ceesar fought in northeast- 
ern Britain. But all the ancient authors giveexactly the same account of the 
physical character of the ancient Germans. There is not a doubt that they, 
also, were ee fair-haired, and fair-skinned; so, without doubt, 
were all the other Teutoni ng ie, whether Angles. Saxons, Danes, 
or Norsemen. So close was Phy. resemblance of the Celts and the 
essen, Woe fe the early ey the Roman Empire inhabited the right and 
of the Rhine, t it was and is a matter of discussion whether 
ular rights belo to the one division or the other. And we hear of 
ltic tribes who tried to pass themselves off as of German origin, an impos- 
ture which could not have been attempted had any clear physical difference 
existed between the two stocks.-—Pall Mall Gazette, January 10, 1570). 

These primitive Celts of Great Britain were, by language— 
which to some extent represented distinct traits of character— 
divided into two dialects at the time of the Roman invasion, the 
Cymric, spoken in England, and the Gaelic, spoken in Irclaud. 

either of these dialects were of kin or affinity to any English or 
Teutonic dialects. While the greater portion of the Celts of Ens- 
land and Ireland were of Germanic origin, there was a consider- 
able element of dark-skinned, black-eyed, dark-haired people 
found in south-vestern England and in certain parts of Ireland, 
especially the south and west. These are the so-called Milesians, 
and these are the same as the primitive peopleof southern France 
and Spain. In France they were called ues and in Spain 
Tberians 


While the lan of these people has been lost, their blood 
has maintained itself among the English race, and is the basis of 


le, of English texture 






the darker element among our e. Our earliest forefathers, 
then, were a mixture of Teu’ and Iberian Celts, in which the 
former element preponderated. Then came an early infusion 0! 


Scandinavian or Germanic origin, called Picts, located in the 
north of Scotland. This was succeeded by the great Roman inv 
sion under Julius Cesar. The Romans never occupied Irland. 
but were in —— of England for upward of 400 years. and 
when they departed they neither impressed their blood! nor 
their language upon the natives of the country. The people were 
still Celts, speaking two dialects, and of a twofold origin. _ 
Then for over five hundred years there was an outpouring, 0 
invasion, and an infusion from northwestern Germany and 
Scandinavia of Angles, Saxons, Jutes, Danes, and Norsemn, \0 
the order named, and all of them branches of the great Text ic 
iy These invaders infused much of their blood and «ll 0 


their into thenative Celts. It was during these yeat E 
invasion conquest that the language of the invaders—the 
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Anglo-Saxon—the mother of our present English, became the 
language of the country, and it was also during these years that 
that amalgamation of races took place which gave us the proto- 
type of the Englishman of Elizabeth and Oliver Cromwell. The 
new language and the new race, thus formed, has ever since re- 
mained in the ascendant, and did not succumb to the Norman 
invasion. The Normans—a people of mixed Gaelic and Norse 
blood—conquered, and for centuries bore rule, yet they never im- 
pressed their blood nor their language in any material degree 
upon the native races. : 

But the Normans succeeded in fastening their system of gov- 
ernment—feudalism, with all its complications and drawbacks— 
upon the English people, the traces of which, well marked and 
defined, remain to this day. Norman architecture, Norman land 
tenures, Norman jurisprudence, and a Norman gentry and no- 
bility are the legacy of the Norse-Celts. But they also gave the 
English this legacy: a spirit of resistance to tyranny, a spirit of 
aggressiveness and belligerency, and a spirit of conquest and im- 

rialism. 

We must never forget that it was the Norman barons that forced 
Magna Charta from King John, and that it was their descendants 
that inspired and consummated the English revolution of 1688, 
which, for the first time, settled and made clear the bulwarks of 
English liberty and the underlying principles of the English con- 
stitution. They mapped out and fortified the true ground of 
vonstitutional liberty the world over. 

Native Celts, liberally infused and amalgamated with Germanic 
races and duly tempered and hardened by the Normans, consti- 
tuted the ethnic make-up of the English people who colonized 
these shores. They were the concentration and quintessence of 
the Saxon and Celt, the Norman and the Norseman. A blending 
of all these made the mightiest nation on the face of the earth; 
and our vast immigration has only measurably enlarged, broad- 
ened, and deepened the process. The earlier grafting was upon 
a Celtic stock; this later grafting has been upon an English stock 
of the seventeenth century. In both cases the grafts are from the 
same source, but the Germanic races of the nineteenth century 
are as much superior in culture and intelligence, in capacity for 
self-government and refinement to those who succeeded the Ro- 
mans in Britain as the English of the seventeenth century were 
superior to the native Celts who confronted Julius Cesar. There 
has been in this century a finer graft upon a better stock, and surely 
the result is a nobler tree. 

Ihave compiled and shall append to the printed copy of my 
remarks a table, classifying our immigration by races. From this 
table it appears that the blood of nearly 15,000,000 of Germanic 
people has been infused into the heart and loins of the American 
people. And these immigrants have not come to these shores, as 
their ancestors did to the Celts of Britain, as a scourge, as free- 
booters, and as pirates, but they have come on a mission of peace, 
to,participate with us and to aid us in evolving from the great 
undeveloped resources of this country a mighty nation, mighty 
in wealth and numbers, and above all mighty and noble in the 
make-up and texture of its people. The new blood is transfused 
into the old. The sluggishness of ease and plenty is quickened 
by the unrest of limited opportunities and honest poverty. 

The immigrant Nikola Tesla transmits and guides the unutilized 
force of the American Niagara. In the great realm of human 
development the one is the lesser though necessary complement 
of the other. It can not in fairness be said that this great Ger- 
manic immigration has been of other than great advantage to our 
country. The immigrants, however seared and benumbed they 
may have become from the environment of the land of their birth, 
have no sooner landed on American soil than they have, intuitively 
and asif en cree responded in full measure to theintellectual, 
moral, and political instincts and requirements of the nation, and 
have become thoroughly assimilated to all that is good and pro- 
e— among our people, and the children of these immigrants 

‘have become the most intense and emphatic of all Americans 
within our borders. 

But while all this is admitted as to the Germanic races, it is 
said that e of other and inferior races, wholly unfit for 
American tutions and wholly unfit for self-government, flock 
to our shores. And Russians, Poles, Hungarians, and Italians 
are cited as samples of these races. He who belittles and affects 
a these races knows little of their history and ethnic 

e-up. 

The ftalians 
while our 
though 


were a great people in art, literature, and statecraft 
English ancestors were still in a state of barbarism, and 
they afterwards, through various causes,sank to a low 
level, have in our own day and generation, through many 
adverse ces, restored their country to a higher and bet- 
ter level than it ever occupied before and placed it in the rank of 
pe = nations of the world. The poorer classes are still suffer- 
for them 


some of the evils of the past and it may take a little time 
to become fully emancipated, but the innate vigor of the 
race will soon dispel all the foggy mists of the past. 
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The blood that flowed in the veins of Virgil and Dante, Raphael 
and Michael Angelo, Columbus and Napoleon, Cavour, Garibaldi, 
Victor Emmanuel, and Crispi surely will not contaminate o 
English of many strains. And the Russians—Tartar, Slav, and 
German as they are—who dare accuse them of being an effeminate 
or stagnant people? Scarcely more than two centuries ago they 


occupied the outer verge of Europe and tie frozen zone along the 
polar belt of Asia. remote from the navigable sea, and with ports 
only at Archangel and on the Caspian Sea. Europe looked upon 


them as arace of barbarous Tartars. To-day their country covers 
a full third of Europe and almost half of Asia and extends fron 
the Gulf of Finland on the west to the Gulf of Vladivostock on 
the east, and from the Polar Ocean on the north to Persia, 
British India, and China on the south. A people who, a half a 
century ago, on a narrow peninsula in the Black Sea, were almost 
a match for the united power of England and France, and who 
to-day are the arbiters of the peace of Europe, and who have, in 
the hour of our greatest need, given us their effective moral sup- 
port—will the biood of such a people render us effeminate or 
denude us of virile vigor and manhood? 

And Poland—poor, unfortunate, and dismembered Poland, vic- 
tim of a worthless nobility and an unkind fate, hemmed in and 
garroted by the great powers, with many of your best sons and 
daughters in exile. It can be said of these people, as has been 
said of the Irish, they have been greater in many other lands than 
their own. As a nation they have been a failure, but as a people 
they are full of energy, ability, and fire. 

Then we come to the Hungarians—those sons of the ancient 
Huns, who once overran and held the civilized parts of Europe in 
their grasp and afterwards stood as a barrier between Europe and 
the unspeakable Turk. They were a sturdy, headlong, and dom- 
inant race in those pregnant days of the past, and such they are 
still. To-day they are the backbone and furnish the statesmen 
and the statesmanship for the Austrian Empire. They have in- 
fused vigor, energy, and renewed life into the old decrepit House 
of Hapsburg. They once pined for a separate existence as a na- 
tion, but to-day they bear rule in realms greater than they hoped 
for in the days of Kossuth. The people of this race will never 
debase our Anglo-Saxon blood, nor render it torpid and stagnant. 

And who can say, with his attention fixed upon the Balkan 
Peninsula, that the Slavs are unfit for free government? Less 
than a quarter of a century ago the Bulgarians were vassals and 
serfs of the Turks, and had been such for centuries past. As the 
outcome of a great war and through the treaty of Berlin they re- 
gained their freedom and were erected into an independent state, 
under the form of a limited monarchy, with a parliament of their 
own choice. In spite of the machinations of Russia and in spite 
of the misfortune of imbecile princelings placed at their head, from 
the days of their freedom till the present moment the Bulgarian 
people have made rapid and solid strides, politically and economic- 
ally, both as a people and as a nation, and they have succeeded in 
placing their Government on such an enduring basis that even the 
murder of their ablest statesman caused no political upheaval and 
left no opening for the entrance of the wily Muscovite. 

They stand to-day, a young nation, promising, ambitions, fiery, 
and full of hope,on the outer battlements of Christian Europe, as 
palpable evidence of the fact that sound, vigorous blood will survive 
and overcome the servitude of centuries. Who fears contamina- 
tion from such a people as these? A strain of the irrepressible, 
hot, riotous blood of these nations of southern Europe infused 
into our ethnic Oe will certainly do no harm, and may be 
productive of much good. It may infuse into our stolid and phleg- 
matic Germanic blood an element of vim, force, and fire now 
absent, and may give it an effervescence of tone and temper that 
may dispel much of the prosaic in the drudgery of life. What 
Professor Huxley has said of the darker people of Spain, Portugal, 
and southern France is apt and germane in this connection, and | 
can not forbear to quote it. These are his words: 

When the genealogy of the English people is thoroughly worked out, we 
find that our forefathers are reduced to two stocks—the one, a 
short, dark-complexioned people, the Iberians, who, as far as they can be 
traced back, talked Euskaldunac, a language which has not the least resem 
blance to any other spoken in Europe; the other, a tall, big-limbed, fair 
ple, who, as far as we can trace them, have always talked some f 
of the languages of the great Aryan family to which German 
Persian, and Sanskrit belong, and of which the Celtic t 
members. In everything which constitutes a race these Arya 
Teutonic nations are of one race. In every parti ul ir by which races of 
mankind differ the Iberians and the Aryans are of different races 

Thus English political ethnology offers two problems: 

1. Is there any evidence to show that the Iberians and the Aryans differ in 
their capacity for civilization or in their intellectual and moral powers? All 
I can say is, that I know of none. Whether in Greece or Rome, in modern 
Italy, France, Germany, or England, the dark stock and the light hav 
neck and neck together. ; 

2. Is there any evidence to show that there is what may be called a political 
difference between the Celtic Aryan and the Germanic Aryan? I must say 
once more that I can find none. And one of the keenest observers who ever 
lived, and who had the opportunity of comparing the Celt and the German 
side by side—I mean Julius Cesar—telis us especiaily that the Gauls in former 
days were better men than the Germans; that they had been corrupted by 
contact with civilization, and that even in his day the races who held the 
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Black Forest in possession were the equals of the Germans in srugett , hard- 
iness, and every virtue of man or warrior. Put side by side with the 
picture of the Saxon when, England fairly won, he sank into the slothful 
enjoyment of his possessions; and after the Conquest fell so low that the 
invective of Giraldus Cam brensis against the Saxons of his day as idle, worth- 
less fellows, cowards and liars, fit only to be dru and menials, reads just 
like an extract from an English or American | ng article against the low 
Trish. Do not let what I have said mislead you into the notion that I disbe- 
lieve in the importance of race. I ama firm believer in blood, as every nat- 
uralist must be, and I entertain no doubt that our Iberic forefathers have 
contributed a someeens Se the making of the modern Englishman totally 
distinct from the elements which he has inherited from his Aryan forefathers. 
But which is the Aryan element and which the Iberian I believe no man can 
tell, and he who affirms that any quality needful for this, that, or the other 
form of political organization is present in the one and absent in the other 
inakes a statement which I believe to be as baseless in natural science as it is 
mischievous in politics.—Pail Mall Gazette, January 10, 1870. 


It may, however, be — that our great immigration has de- 
pressed, or will depress, the price of labor. This might be true if 
American labor was content to remain in the rut of mere labor; 
but our experience in the East and all over the country has demon- 
strated that the large influx of foreign labor has led American 
labor to seek higher pursuits and more profitable callings. The 
result has been, on the whole, the promotion of American labor to 
greater and more enlar spheres of usefulness. When the 
American girl was crow out of the kitchen and dining room 
by her foreign-born sister, she entered the schoolroom as a teacher, 
the store as a cashier or saleswoman, and the countinghouse as an 
accountant or bookkeeper; and when the American boy was 
crowded out of the factory, the mine, and the rolling mill by his 
foreign-born brother, he became a captain or a lieutenant of indus- 
try, and sought and assumed higher callings in various directions. 
And the process that has thus been going on between the native 
and the foreign born has also been going on among the foreign- 
born themselves. 

High wages and good living under the sunshine of American 
institutions have rendered an earlier crop of foreign-born laborers 
fit and anxious to be crowded out of their labor sphere ahd placed 
on a higher industrial level by a later arrival of foreign-born labor. 
And thus it has come to pass that continued yee fy so far 
from depressing the scale of wages, has rather resulted in gradu- 
ally promoting labor to a higher level. And this is a great gain. 

rute toil and the almighty dollar is not the chief aim of our 
existence. All who are fit to survive, fit to stay in the ranks of a 
great uation, by their very nature aspire to a higher plane of de- 
velopment; and the space above, in the social and economic world, 
results in a large degree from the pressure below. The crude 
core becomes pig iron, and the latter mes the finished engine. 
I shall not, however, take up your time any further on this fea- 
ture of the case, but shall content myself with quoting from the 
report of the Immigration Investigation Commission for the year 
1895 the following evidence as to the effect of immigration upon 
wages: 

The influence of immigration on wages is too and complex a subject 
for the commission to discuss with any fullness at the present s its 
savestiqy sone, The opinion is widegpcené that have fallen since the 
Fintios of immmigratéen already given (ese page 6) show that iazpe Imumigretion 
has almost invariably been hr hoe vith (not n 
prosperity, and the report of the Senate subcommittee 
charged with the duty of ascertainin: 


increasin, 
~~ have been the highest during those years in which immigra‘ 


t ). 
‘But anally the objection is made that the immigrants furnish 
an undue proportion of criminals. A superficial examination of 


our atatistics may lead to this opinion, but a more careful consid- 
eration and study of the subject in all its aspects makes it plain 
that such opinion is incorrect and unfounded, and that the immi- 
grants do not, as a matter of fact, furnish more than their pro- 
paaseennes share of criminals, and, in many localities and places, 
even less. 

A short time ago I requested the Hon. Hastings H. Hart, sec- 
retary of the board of corrections and charities of the State of 
Minnesota (a most excellent authority), toinvestigate this subject 
thoreughly, and to give me the result of such examination. 

In compliance with this request, Mr. Hart has sent me the fol- 
lowing letter, with accompanying tables, which demonstrate and 
make plain that there is no basis, in fact, for the common notion 
that foreign-born citizens furnish an undue proportion of the 
criminal population of the country. I quote his letter, which 
speaks for itself, and which makes it evident and palpable that 
the immigrants are as law abiding as the native born: 

BoARD OF CORRECTIONS AND CHARITIES, STATE CAPITOL, 
St. Paul, Minn., April 27, 1896. 
Dear Srr: * * * The statistics which are a showing the ratios 


of crime are entirely misleading as applied to fore’ immigrat: for the 
reason that the prisoners are . - with the pF ion of the 


compared 

country—imen, women, and children. The children fu y no 

criminals and are near = credited to the native-born tion, so that 

the children of foreign-born parents are credited to the ve-born popula- 
an st their rr 

Of the prisoners of the Uni States 95 per cent are above the age of 15 


ears and 84 per cent are above the of 21 ; So that th 
be loft out of the count. ‘The women of the coun alah oly eet 


voting age, and i —_ ee. 

e resu is jus 

= op a ae ro that which is obtained by comparing the prisoners One 
© of voting age. 

The native-born ulation of the United States in 1890 numbered 53,390,900: 
the native-born prisoners, 65,977; ratio, 1,235 to a million. The foreign popu. 
lation numbered 9,231,881; the foreign-born prisoners, 16,352; ratio, 1,744 to a 
million, an apparent excess of foreigners over natives of 41 per cent. 

But the number of native-born males of voting Was 12,591,852; native- 
born male prisoners 61,637; ratio 4,895 to a million. © number of foreign. 
born males of voting age was 4,348,459; foreign-born male prisoners 14°27: 
ratio3,285 to a million; showing an actual excess of natives over foreigners 


of 50 cent. 

In the table I have omitted the Southern States, for the reason that they 
contain only 7.5 per cent of the foreign-born prisoners in the United States: 
but if the Southern States were included, it would make the showing worse 
a A ye born on account of th number of colored prisoners. 

Ww 


oners of the Uni 


orthern Sta 
Number of prisoners to each million males of voting age. 
Native 


born. 


4,445 


Fore 
— 


Horipess States 


North Atlantic division -. 
Western division 


8, 240 
1,915 


4, 360 


By reference to Table No. 1 it will_be seen that the showing is in favor of 
the fo born in every Northern State and Territory except Maine, New 
Ham and New Mexico. While the showing is more favorable 
to the native born in the Northern States than for the whole country, the 
foreign se native-born criminals is still 37 per cent larger than that of the 

ore: > 

If we com the foreign born with the pure native born—i. e., the native 
born of native parents—the showing is more favorable to the native stock, 
(See columns 2 and 5 of the table.) 


Number of prisoners to each million males of voting age. 


Native 
Foreign ‘born of na- 
born. | tive par- 

ents. 


North Atlantic 
7 Central 


In the North Atlantic division alone the ratio of foreign-born prisoners 
exceeds that of the pure native born. The excess is found in Maine, New 
Ham Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Pennsylvania; but 

New York, and New ae the showing is in favor of the 
fi In the Central and Western divisions the record is in favor of 
the foreign born in every case except Arizona and New Mexico. 

If we +e native born with native born the result is as follows—(see 
columns 38, 4, and 5, Table 1): 


Number of prisoners to each million males of voting age. 


Native born; 
‘| one or both 


Here there is a marked diversity between the different sections of the 
country. The children of native-born parents show about the same ratio of 
criminals in the North Atlantic and the North Central States; but the chil- 
of f parents show nearly three times as high a ratio in the North 
as in the North Central States. Ine one of the North 
is the children of f parents; but in 
Illinois and North Dakota the 
is in favor of the children of foreign-born parents. Of the Western 

States, five show against the native born and six against the foreign born. 
The difference in the showing in different parts of the country is due to 
the character of the tion. (See Table No, 2.) We can not compare 
the criminals the adults of each country for the reason that the census 
does not so divide ame, 8 sad, it does not very much difference as long 

as oreign 
number of prisoners to each million of inhabitants of 
from the aoe countries which send immigrants 
: 7,758; Ital 047; Ireland, 2,970; England, 2.106; 
Hun ; Soe : Canada, : Auatete 1A; Germany, 1,061; 
De ‘Sweden, 730; Norway, 644; Bohemia ia 
The result is, as will be seen from the two tables, that those States whic 

havea Trish and Italian Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
» an ratio of crime among the foreign-born 
large rtion of 
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asmaller ratio of criminals to the 


mi $ pulsticn i aay ote (eesitory of : ual 

; other ion 0! numbers in the civilized world, and this 

sine omnity from creas is due to the h quality of the native and foreign 
migra’ into these States, especially the foreign immigration. 

I have no doubt that the excessive ratio of crime among the English- 
speaking immigrants is not due so much to the character of the nations from 
which they come as to the fact, of which there is uncontrovertible evidence, 
that known criminals have ted to America from those countries. I 
believe that the — decrease of crime in Great Britain is owing to this 

appreciable measure. 

tite indiscriminate denunciation of foreign immigration is not only slander- 
t it is suic . 

ary ben be easy for any experienced student of statistics to verify the 

res which I present in the inclosed table. 
Aga take pleasure ins Serasening any additional information on request. 
nator, yours, wi gh respec 

Tem, Be ,3 - H. H. HART, Secretary. 
KnvuTE NELSON 

cae Washington, D. O. 


No. 1.—Number of male prisoners to each million males of voting age in the 
northern United States. 





Native alone. 



























































All s ~eanee Total | Parents | Parents 
. native | foreign | native 
born. born. | born. 
a a etree erence uenareresieeenste cementing binteeesieeianns 
The United States............ 4, 480 8, 285 4, 895 | 5,475 4,775 
Northern States.............. 4,065 | 8,240] 4,445 | 5,605 | 4,075 
North Atlantic division..._.. 4,920 4,300) 528] 8,510 | 4,135 
ed 2,380} 4,525| 2,000/ 6,200| 1,615 
New Hampshire. 2,515 8,345 2, 285 8, 475 1,730 
Vermont.......-.- 1,880 2,130 1,815 2,550 1, 680 
Massachusetts. 6, 7 5, 865 7, 285 16, 200 4,390 
Rhode Island -. 4,790 8,475 5, 685 10, 400 4, 060 
Connecticut -... 4, 195 8,700 4, 460 9, 085 3,170 
New York ... 5,615 4,310 6, 440 8, 165 5, 580 
New Jersey-.........- 5, 285 4, 600 5, 655 8, 135 4, 860 
Pennsylvania--............ 4, 085 8,7 4,135 5, 940 3, 675 
North Central division: Mi 1,915| 3,550| 3,00/| 3,715 
a. 1,550| 2,940 2,975 
ee 1,985 3, 325 8,440 
— bm| ti $e 
“ ed . , 06 
Wisconsin . 1,735 2,290 3, 970 
Minnesota . 1, 7% 3, 990 4,575 
ee 925 2,300 2,530 
Missouri 2,180 4,145 4, 205 
North Dakota - 985 3, 060 2,940 
South Dakota . 1,000 2, 435 2, 550 
DD ctinidhinescostnc 1,125 2,590 2,960 
poludichdtienens cceeen 4, 255 5, 005 5, 400 
Western division............. 4,615| 6,410 6,050 
SIDS phon cevensceduce 4,300 8, 335 7,400 
ane ee een 980 3, 635 4, 300 
Dl ndinncatansahueie 4,240 5, 820 5, 200 
New Mexico.............. 6, 065 8, 928 4, 260 8, 895 
Rs ncdblkienonnauiewaine 12, 700 8,780 6, 205 9, 480 
_ a Saas pidntteoan 3,920 5,535 3, 655 6, 865 
i ntuditieinagncntet 5,105 9,330 7, 665 9, 945 
ibcéscshenceteneqcos 4, 960 4, 650 8, 825 4, 925 
Washington .............. 2,415 8, 460 4,765 3, 135 
ogee Pindttinsadscaccos 8, 340 4,210 6, 000 8, 920 
SERIE ptinctingepeene cece, 5, 275 8, 880 9,700 8, 580 
No. 2.—Total foreign-born inhabitants and foreign-born prisoners in the United 
Bates 1890, distributed according to country of birth. 
Number of 
foreign-born 
Country of birth. prisoners to 


each million 

















foreign-born 
inhabitants. 

Total foreign born ...... 1,7 
North and South Americans -_|1, (88, 245 2,029 
Canadaand Newfoundland | 90,938 1,611 
Seba West fain ‘and =o 

ies, an 
Central America ......... 532 
South America ............- 2,200 
Great Britain, Irelan am 
Australia ae sdalnhailpes 2. 

1,914 | 11.70 2,106 
479 | 2.93 1,977 
89 4 890 
5,550 | 34 2,970 
58 36 | 9, 693 


1,081 


No. 2.—Total foreign-born inhabitants, etc.—Continued. 










ember of 
yetgn Foreign- foreign-born 
: orn Per born | Per | prisoners to 
Country of birth. inhabit- | cent. | prison- | cent. | each million 
ants. ers. foreign-born 
inhabitants. 
Scandinavian nations... 983,249 | 10.09 | 669 | 4.09 T17 
NES bi thvecinadamdiibien | 922.665 | 3.49 | + 208 1.27 | oe 644 
Sweden -.....--.------------| 478,041 | 5.17 #48 | 2.13 730 
tells nndnemn pein | 192,543] 1.43 113 69 &52 

} 
ie innkts imicitemonaiene } 510,625 | 5.52 {SG > 9 951 
SR rcndcsstaniveccssent SRAM 2 71 | 1.05 986 
hi lites tninctsemeaita 62,455} .68 | 130 .79 2 082 
TD Stheiic tenes attecucen 118,106 | 1.28 St 2 304 
ST Gulbdihtindnaiahintimcannn 147, 440 1.59 149 91 1,010 
Be SOE oc wdetenconcecccsss | 319,822 | 3.46 875 5. 38 > 736 
thee ontccnncouns 113,174 | 1.22 2 1.70 2 456 
Italy ... ---| 184,467 | 2 62 | 3.44 3, O47 
cine crerciniansduiliattlinaionsiions 6,185 | .07 26 .16 4, 204 
A ee 15,996 | 17 | v 06 5 
ici cistitniicctimainnse 149,128 | 1.62 644 | 3.94 4,318 








Many of the immigrants who come to our shores are unskilled 
laborers of the poorer class. Oppressed by poverty at home, they 
come here to better their condition, and, above all, to find a bet- 
ter and brighter future for their children. Many of them enter, 
on their arrival, the field of drudgery and labor, at the foot of 
the ladder, in our large cities—a place cheerfully accorded to them 
by the native born. Toil and drudgery, such as is theirs, too 
often seek relief in the flowing bow], and this brings crimes of 
common grades inits wake. This is an incident and misf 
of labor, in the lower strata, the world over, among native as well 
as foreign born. It comes not from the innate depravity of the 
race, but from the environment and misfortune of certain classes 
of its members. 

Slums are the human excrescences of rapid and congested 
growth—an incident of even the highest state of civilization. All 
large cities have their slums among all nationalities the world 


rtune 


over. And the poor, the-profligate, and the nnfortunate—the men 
of sheer brute toil, whether native or foreign born—make up a 


large quota of the slum population. And while the proportion of 
foreign born in the slums of our large cities may be great—by 
reason of the original environment and pinched poverty of the 
immigrants—yet, in numbers and in character the slums of our 
cities will bear favorable comparison with the slums of the great 
cities in other parts of the world. 

We are all creatures of circumstances. Place these unfortunate 
sons of toil in the slums of a great city, whether they be native or 
foreign born, and theyare apt in some measure to deteriorate, apt to 
become drunkards and criminals. Place the same men farms 
in the woodlands or on the broad prairies of the West, and they 
become prosperous and model farmers, and their children become 
full-fledged Americans to all intents and purposes, as though they 
were the descendants of generations of native born. 

In conclusion, let me draw your attention for a brief moment 
from the slums of the great cities to the prairies and the woods of 
the great West. Fifty-fiveyears ago Minnesota was a Territory— 
an undeveloped wilderness, the home of large bands of roving 
Indians, with but 6,000 white people within her borders. Eight 
years later she became a member of the American Union, with 
a population of over 150,000 people. In 1895, pursuant to a cen- 
sus then taken, she found herself with a population of 1,574,619 
people, of whom 517,535 were of foreign birth and 573,783 were na- 
tives but of foreign parentage. In 1894 her assessed valuation was 
$642,903,651, and her permanent school and university fund was 
$11,746,187, and she expended during the year for educational 
purposes, in all, $3,945,645; and 337,761 pupils were enrolled in her 
common, graded, and high schools, 1,839 in her normal 
and 1,828 students in her State university. 

Out of all this, population there were but 613 inmates in her 
State prison and State reformatory—the only places for confine- 
ment of adult criminals outside of the jails and workhouses—and 
out of this prison population 423 were native born, and ‘190 foreign 
born. iak'n the State reform school for incorrigibles and juve- 
nile offenders there were 428 inmates, of whom 339 were native 
born, and 89 of foreign birth. No State can show a finer record 
than this; and the foreign born have a prison record better even 
than the native born. Such is Minnesota. And she is, to a large 
extent, under the sunshine and dew of her free institutions, the 
product of the industry, the perseverance, the frugality, and the 
thrift of her foreign-born citizens and their children. But she is 
entitled to all and more than all they have brought her. 

They came there, most of them, poor and empty handed, with 
no capital but stout hearts and willing hands, but possessed of 


on 


schools, 





an intense desire and purpose to become good American citizens. 
She received them with open arms, as though they were to the 
manor born, and on a parity with her own people. And to-day, 
after the lapse of half a century, she can truly say that they have 
not betrayed the trust she re in them. As the g wife, 
though loving her mother, still gives her husband the uppermost 
place in her affections, so do the foreign-born sons and abo 
of Minnesota, though loving the lands of their birth, still place 
her, and the great country of which she is a part, uppermost and 
foremost in their love and affection. 

“They bear a love for the country of their adoption as if she 
were their daughter. Smoke her pipe in peace, bear her toma- 
hawk in war.” 

APPENDIX. 
No. 1.—Total immigration to the United States during each fiscal year since 1819. 
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114, 371 
14, 416 


No. 2.—Table of immigration by nationalities and countries for each fiscal year 


since 1820 up to and including the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 


Treland 
Scotland 
Wales 


6, 814, 017 

Germany 

Scandinavia: 
Norway and Sweden together up to 1870 
Norway since 1870 
Sweden since 1870 
Denmark 


British North America up to 1885 (no record since) 
Austro-Hungary: 

Bohemia 

Hungary 

Other parts of Austria, except Poland 


Italy, including Sicily and Sardinia 
Russia, including Finland, but not Poland: 


RID» istensisnint naeiin tenis eplaibioninedh tenis acetal sine nctacghidiaiailps pennants diag buted 
Switzerland 

Poland 

Netherlands - 

= _ ae 

Portugal 

Turkey in Europe, inc 


Montenegro 
Unclassifi 


y 4,976, 036 
England, exclusive of Ireland, Scotland, and Wales... 2,370, 
Scandinavia 319, 559 
British North America 925 
German parts of Austria 

Netherlands 


Germanic-Celtic: 
Treland 


~ 10, 219, 104 


4, 443, 681 


4, 976, 036 


‘Native of foreign parentage 


No. 3.—Immigration classified by races—Continued. 
Poles, Slavs, Hungarians, and kindred races: 


Turkey in Europe, including Roumania, Bulgar 
Servie, and Montenegro — 


Tartar-Slav-Germanic: 


Russia in Europe, exclusive of Finland and Poland... 


Latin-Germanic: 
— 


470, 626 


197, 408 


No. 4.—Statistics of population, property, education, and crime in the State o f 
Minnesota, 


Item. 


1,574, 619 


Native born; both nts f pe 
Native born; one sedans a 
Total foreign born, and of foreign 


Permanent school fund 
Permanent university fund 


Expended for common and graded 
schools during year 

Expended for State University 

Expended for normal and 





Pupils enrolled in common, ed, 
ona high schools -_ 


Pup 

Students in State Universit: 
Number of common school 
Number of high schools 
Number of normal schools 


ricts . 


* Based on the same ratio as 1890. 
CENSUS OF PRISON POPULATION, 1895. 


] 
Foreign 
born. 


State prison 148 
State reformatory ; 
State reform school for incorrigibles and juve- 

nile offenders 


Native born, both ts fore ~ 8,085, 019 
Native born, one pavens ae ~ 3 18, 66 
Foreign born and of foreign parentage - * oT er 
Total immigration, 1820-1895 “18, 02, 785 
Giving the same ratio of increase as is given to the foreign born by 
the census of 1890, it would leave of— 
Native, both parents foreign 


Native, one parent foreign 
Total native of foreign parentage 


Thus showing that the f ts and their first genera- 
tion of children have hap eg emer nd rom since 1820 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution report! 
by Mr. MircHe.t of from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 


That A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware Yor the full term commencing March 4, 1805. 
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The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. TurprE, 
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| he could not do it, and the affidavits here show that on the morn- 


9227 


to insert the word ‘“‘not” before the word “entitled,” and to | ing of the 9th day of May, 1895, William T. Watson, occupying the 


strike out the last clause; so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is not entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, owing that the Du Pont case 
would be before the Senate to-day,and having it somewhat in 
mind, I took up a morning paper and my eyes fell upon this start- 
ling headline: ‘The most marvelous thing in a century.” I 
supposed, of course, that the article which followed referred to the 
marvelous, the most remarkable and strange occurrences which 
took place in the joint meeting of the members of the two houses 
of the legislature in the State of Delaware on the 9th day of May, 
1895; and I confess that I was surprised when on reading the 
article I found it related only to a patent medicine. 

The occurrences which took place on the 9th day of May, 1895, 
in the joint assembly of the State of Delaware constitute the most 
remarkable thing which has taken place in the last century. I 
do not know but that I ought to = ify that statement by saying 
that the arguments which have been used in the Senate to sus- 
tain the declared result on that day are even more remarkable; 
and I do not know but that I ought to qualify it further by saying 
that if the Senate, by a majority vote, dividing on party lines, 
should sanction what was declared to be the effect of that day’s 
proceedings, it would be more marvelous still. 

What was it that took place on that day? The legislature which 
met in January enone in the State of Delaware was charged 
with the duty of electing a United States Senator. The house 
consisted of 21 members when full and the senate consisted of 9 
members. When the legislature came to ballot in the separate 
houses no election resulted from the ballots thus taken, and on 
the 16th day of January, I think, 1895, according to the United 
States statute, the members of the legislature of Delaware met in 
joint assembly for the purpose of proceeding to elect a Senator. 

ey continued every day from that date until the 9th of May, 
1895, meeting in joint assembly and balloting for a Senator with- 
out an t. 

In the meantime, on the 9th day of April, the governor of Dela- 
ware, Joshua Marvil, died. By the constitution of Delaware, to 
which I shall allude more specifically hereafter, the speaker of 
the senate, William T. Watson, became the governor of the State, 
and from that day, the 9th of April, when he became governor of 
the State, he abandoned the exercise of any duties as senator or 
as speaker of the senate and assumed the duties and functions of 
governor of the State. He occupied the executive office. He had 
not been present in the senate during that whole month. He 
had not entered the joint assembly of the members of the two 
houses during that whole month. 

On the 9th of May, a resolution having been passed for the final 
adjournment of the legislature to take place at 3 o’clock p. m. on 
that day, the joint convention met, having taken a recess from 
the day before, at 9 o’clock in the morning, and commenced bal- 
loting for a Senator, with the usual result, 29 votes cast, no one 
receiving more than 14, the other 15 being divided among several 
of the candidates; and it so balloted until 11 o’clock, when a recess 
was ordered for one hour. 

During that morning William T. Watson occupied the execu- 
tive office; did not come to the senate, did not come to the joint 
meeting of the members of the legislature; but upon the reassem- 
bling of that joint meeting, this governor of the State of Dela- 
ware entered the joint meeting of the members of the legislature, 
assumed to preside over it; did preside over it, assumed to vote in 
it; did vote in it for some 27 times, and upon each of those ballots 
Mr. Du Pont received 15 votes and the other candidates received, 
including the vote of the governor, 15 votes, this governor, act- 


ing as presiding officer of the joint meeting of the members, 
declaring in each instance that there was no election, as no one 
had ved a majority of the votes cast, and when the hour of 


8 o'clock came, declared the joint meeting adjourned without 
day, and the legislature adjourned. 
or a hundred years in the State of Delaware it had never been 
supposed by anyone that a person occupying the position of gov- 
ernor, W. elected by the people or whether called to that 
position to fill a vacancy occurring by the death of the governor 
elected by the le, could take part in the senate of the State of 
Delaware or could be a senator. There had been nine instances 
in which the speaker of the senate had been called to occupy the 
position of ernor owing to the death or resignation of the gov- 
ernor who been el by the people, and in no single instance 
7 any occasion had the person so called to occupy the position 
of governor acted as senator, occupied a seat in the senate, acted 
in a joint convention of the two houses, or a joint meeting of the 
members of the two houses, or cast any vote. I venture to say, 
and I think it will not be contradicted, that during that whole 
one hundred years it had never been supposed that he could do it. 
been the accepted understanding of every man who had 
the position of governor under those circumstances that 


position of governor of the State of Delaware, himself believed 
that he had no right to do it. 

But something occurred during that hour of interval between 
the morning and noon session of the joint meeting which changed 
his mind and decided him to act. A member of the house who 
had been constantly voting for Mr. Addicks as Senator, upon the 


last day, a Republican, feeling that he could not take the respon- 
sibility of preventing an election of Senator in the State of Dela- 
ware, gave notice that he proposed in the joint meeting which was 


to assemble at 12 o’clock to vote for Mr. Du Pont, which would 
give him 15 votes, a majority of all the votes which had been cast 
in the joint meeting from the 9th day of April, 1895, to the 9th 
day of May, 1895. Then it was that Governor Watson was called 
upon to take a seat in the joint meeting and to vote, and thereby 
prevent an election; and it is in the sworn affidavits here that he 
said he could not do it, for he had no right to do it. He was then 
told that Chancellor Wolcott either had rendered a different opin- 
ion or Chancellor Wolcott himself informed him that it was his 
opinion that he could do so. So, against his own idea of what his 
duty was, in violation of his own idea of what his power was, he 
entered that joint meeting and cast his vote 27 times; and, assum- 
ing the presidency of the convention or meeting, declared that 
no election was had. 

Mr. President, I venture to say, on this simple statement of the 
case, there was not only no manin Delaware who up to that hour 
believed that Governor Watson could do that thing, but until this 
effort to refine away the plain provisions of the constitution of 
Delaware occurred upon the consideration of this case there was 
no man in the United States who would have believed or did be- 
lieve that Governor Watson could legally do this thing. Am I 
not justified, therefore, in saying that of all the remarkable per- 
formances which have ever occurred relating to the election of a 
United States Senator in the last century this is the most remark- 
able of all? The marvel of it will only be exceeded if this Senate 
allows such a usurpation, such a violation of constitutional law, 
such a wicked prostitution of power to prevail and prevent the 
seating in this body of Mr. Du Pont. 

The debate in this case has taken a very wide range. The pro- 
visions of the Delaware constitution are perfectly plain. Upon 
looking at that with an unprejudiced eye it would admit of but 
one construction, and yet this debate has extended over all Eng- 
lish and American law. The Constitution of the United States 
and the constitution of every State in the Union have been dis- 
cussed with the utmost technicality and, I may say, with exceed- 
ing ingenuity. I shall not xitempt to follow the Senators who 
have attempted to argue away and to argue out of sight the plain 
provisions of the constitution of Delaware by these ingenious, 
thinly spun, hair-splitting arguments upon the constitutions of 
other States and upon the Constitution of the United States. 

Sometimes I have thought, Mr. President, that I should never 
be able to establish in this body the reputation of being a great 
constitutional lawyer, because to establish that reputation it 
seems to be thought necessary to be able to argue all day—one 
day, two days, or three days—upon questions which do not affect 
the main result, which do not affect the main question, and to 
show a wealth of learning and research which will impress not 
only this Senate but the entire country. I despair of ever being 
classed in the ranks of constitutional lawyers if that be necessary 
to constitute one. Ihave never learned to— 

* * * distinguish, and divide 

A hair, *twixt south and southwest side— 
but I do think, as a lawyer, I can understand the plain provisions 
of the constitution of Delaware which are important to this case. 
Nay, I think that a layman, one who makes no claim to be learned 
in the law or distinguished as a constitutional lawyer, may read 
as he runs and can not err therein. It is only by refinement, by 
raising false issues, by attracting the attention of the Senate to 
matters not connected with this case, that there is any possibility 
of obscuring the result. 

As every case contested in a judicial tribunal finally resolves 
itself into one or at the most two simple propositions over which 
the contention proceeds, so this case has resolved itself into two 
simple propositions. Those who claim that Mr. Du Pont was not 
elected must maintain that William T. Watson, on the 9th day of 
May, 1895, was not governor of the State of Delaware, or they must 
maintain that, admitting that on the 9th day of May William T. 
Watson was governor of the State of Delaware, the Senate has no 
right to inquire into that legal question as to whether he was or 
was not. It is to those points that I propose to address the few 
remarks which I shall make in favor of Mr. Du Pont’s claim toa 
seat in the Senate. 

I say, then, that Mr. Watson was a governor of the State of 
Delaware; and I think nothing shows more clearly the search, 
the earnest search, which those who oppese Mr. Du Pont’s claim 
to be entitled to a seat here have made to discover what William 
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T. Watson was if he was notgovernor; andthe very able, learned, 
and distinguished Senators who have argued this question do not 
seem to agree as to what he was. The very fact that they can not 
agree to my mind shows how futile and how untenable is the posi- 
tion that he was not a governor. I had oppor that there was 
only one kind of a governor in a State or that there could be but 
one kind of a governor; that a man who was entitled to perform 
all the functions of the office, that a man who took the oath re- 
quired for a governor, that a man who exercised all the privileges 
und prerogatives pertaining to the office of governor, that a man 
who received the emoluments of the office, was a governor, and 
only such a man was a governor; and that no matter how he came 
to occupy the position, if those requisites were present, if he was 
capable of anne without limitation all the functions and 
exercising all the powers of the gubernatorial office, if he was en- 
titled to enjoy all the prerogatives of that office, if he had sworn 
te execute that office, and if he received the salary and emolu- 
ments of that office, he was governor. There is no other distinc- 
tion to be found in any law book, and those questions determine 
in every case whether a man is the officer that he claims to be. 

But it seems that the Senators who have argued this case upon 
the other side have discovered a variety of governors. It would 
be amusing, if it were not so serious, to recapitulate the kinds of 
governors that they think may exist in a State. Counsel against 
the claim of Mr. Du Pont conceded that he was a governor, but 
called him an‘‘ad interim governor.” That is one kind of a gov- 
ernor which has been invented for this case. The journal of the 
convention has discovered another kind of a governor, ‘‘ a speaker- 
governor,” for in the journal of the convention it says: ‘‘ The 
hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, the senate, preceded by Speaker- 
Governor Watson, attended by the clerk and sergeant-at-arms, 
proceeded to the hall of the house of representatives;” and 
** Sneaker-Governor Watson directed the clerk to call the roll;” 
anc i Speaker-Governor Watson declared the houses adjourned 
sine die.” 

Mr. VILAS. Would it interrupt the Senatorif I should ask him 
a question? 

Mr. PLATT, Oh, no. 

Mr. VILAS. I was just going to ask, has not the constitution 
of the State of Delaware a right to say what he should be and 
what he should be called? 

Mr. PLATT. I will come to the constitution of the State of 
Delaware. The constitution of the State of Delaware only recog- 
nizes one kind of a governor, and I will show it thoroughly before 
I get through. 

So we have the conceded governor by the counsel against Mr. 
Du Pont, called ‘‘ad interim governor ”; we have a ‘‘ speaker-gov 
ernor,” according to the journal of the joint assembly; we have, 
according to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], a most 
astonishing kind of a governor—‘“ a stop-gap governor ”; we have, 
according to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGEr], “a 
speaker of the senate who ad interim exe the powers of 
governor”; and we have, according to the Senator from Indiana 
| ae ToRPIz], “no governor at all, but a speaker, and only a 
speaker.” 

PM. GRAY. Now give us what the constitution calls him. 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator will allow me to proceed in 
my own way. 

r. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. PLATT. Isit not remarkable, Mr. President, that those 
who claim that William T. Watson was not to all intents and pur- 
poses governor of the State of Delaware should be driven to the 
strait of inventing these unheard-of governors, even to the idea 
which the Senator from Delaware is entitled, I think, to a patent 
on, the inventing of a ‘‘stop-gap governor”? As I said, it would 
be amusing if it were not so serious. 

The constitution of the State of Delaware provides for the elec- 
tion of a governor by the people, who shall hold his office for four 
years, and it then provides, in section 14, that— 

Upon any vacancy happening in the office of pevermen, by his death, re- 

f the senate 


moval, res tion, or inability, the speaker o exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 


Is there nyhie there which indicates that there may be two 
kinds, or three kinds, or four kinds of governors in the State of 
Delaware? But Senators say that because this is used, 
‘shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the people 
shall be duly qualified,” that that means that the person who at 
the time of the death of the governor happens to be the speaker of 
the senate does not become to all intents and purposes governor, 
but he simply exercises the office of governor. None of the Sen- 
ators go so far as to say that he is in no sense a governor, except 
the Senator from indiana, who says he isa er, nothing more. 
and that this language which I have read from the constitution 
of Delaware confers upon the speaker, upon that officer, the duty 
of discharging, while the vacancy continues, the duties of gov- 
ernor, but that he becomes in no sense the governor. Well, Mr. 
President, that meets the issue squarely. the other theories 


that he is not a governor in the full sense, but a governor in a lim. 
ited sense, an ‘‘ad interim governor,” ‘a speaker-governor,” «a 
stop-gap governor”—all those contentions, it seems to me, aro 
simply evasions of the one issue here. The Senator from [ndiang 
meets it boldly, if not successfully. ; 
Senators say that the words “‘ exercise the office of governor” 
are inconsistent with the idea that he is governor, and they seein 
very strangely to have overlooked the fact that in this very samo 
constitution and in this very same article the words “ exercise the 
office of governor” are used to denote the man who is elected goy- 
ernor, tion 5, article 3, is as follows: - 


No member of nor person holding any office under the United 


Congress 
States, or this State, shall exercise the office of governor. 


Does not that refer to the elected governor? Does it refor 
merely to a — who, upon the theory of the Senator from 
Indiana, has thrust upon him the obligation to perform the duties 
of governor and performs them ex officio? No. This section 5 
uses the words “exercise the office of governor” synonymously 
with the phrase ‘“‘hold the office of governor.” It can not bo 
held by any refinement of reasoning not to apply to the elected 
governor, and there is no distinction, therefore, to be drawn in 
this constitution of Delaware between an elected governor and a 
governor who, under the terms of the constitution, becomes govy- 
nor in case of a vacancy. It is somewhat remarkable that this 
phrase has not attracted the attention of the Senators who hold 
that the words “ exercise the office of governor” are incompatible 
with the idea that the man called ~ to assume the position in 
case of a vacancy is the governor. I will read it again: 

No member of © , nor person holding any office under the United 
States, or this State, lexercise the office of governor. 

Is not that the same thing as saying that no man holding any 
such office shall be governor—shall be elected governor? Does 
not this refer to the governor who may be elected? Unless Sena- 
tors can resort to some more —— refinement of reasoning 
than they have yet resorted to, there is a large stumbling-block 
which they can not pass over and can not remove out of the way. 
The language is the same. 


Sec. 14. U any vacan 


happening in the office of governor, by his death, 
removal, tion, or ina’ et = mer th 


ty, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 


office, 4 
Src. 5. No member of Caenow hol any office under the 
United States, or this State, exe! the office of governor. 


But in the ar language in the constitution, in section 14 of 
Article [iI, the plain implication is that there may be a governor 
of the State who is not elected by the people, and that the person 
who assumes the vacant place, who succeeds to the vacancy by 
reason of having been at the time when the vacancy occurred 
speaker of the Delaware senate, is a governor, though called to fill 
a vacancy, as truly as though lected by the people. 


any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, re- 
tion, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 


mute, 
office un’ 
When?— 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 
Why did they put in “‘ elected by the people ” if the person who 


exercises the o: is not as a governor as a governor elected 
by the oe Why does it not say “until a governor shall be 
duly q ”? If aspeaker of the senate, occupying the office 
of governor is not a governor, then the words “elected by the 
people” are entirely surplusage. You will find that language re- 
peated several times here—a plain implication, as the language to 
which I have heretofore alluded is a plain declaration—that the 
person, whoever he may be, who is called to the gubernatorial 
chair by reason of the death or resignation of the person filling it 
is governor. 

If there be 7 gets tes senate, or upon a further vacancy happening 

eath, removal, renounce, inabili aker of 
Sane shall exercise the ice until Scene elected 
be duly qualified. 

Why did it not say ‘‘until a governor shall be elected by the 
people and duly qualified”? If it had used that language there 
might possibly have been an ity to reason by implication 
that the — pee — a State of 7 se ~_ : 
governor elected by © 0 e senate 0 
the of the house! called to the gu napa me were 
not the governor, then this entirely out of place. 

I come now to the third phrase in section 14 of Article III: 


If the person elected or shall die, or become disqualified before the 
commencement of his lem of office, or shall refuse to the same, the 


— ae peg the office shall continue to exercise it until a governor shall 
elected duly qualified. 


Plainly, Mr. President, the term “holding the office” is used 
* bons a with the term “exercise it,” as it is used in sec 
tion 


But here is another provision which I should like to have the 
Senators explain who say that a person coming to the gubernato- 
rial chair by reason of the provisions of the constitution in case 
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of the death of the governor is not a governor. It is the last 
clause in section 14. , 
Mr. GRAY. Of what article? 
Mr. PLATT. Of Article IIL. 
be removed from his offi bili i 
ones governor ee two-thirds of all the members aon Pa Ue the leg: 
islature. 

We have in the commencement of section 14, Article III, the 
provision that— gS 

, vacancy © office of governor by his death, re- 
meet resignation, rae ality the ns of the senate Dov oct a the 
office until a governor elected by the pene shall be duly qualified. Ifthere 
be no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening in the 
office by his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the 
house of representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
the people shall be duly qualified. 

Now, can not the governor who has been called upon because 
he was er of the senate, or, in the next instance, called upon 
because he was speaker of the house, be removed for inability by 
two-thirds of the members of the legislature in each branch? If 
su, it is declared here in the constitution in plain words and terms 
which can not be overcome that the person so called to the office 
of governor is governor, 

The governor— 

It makes no distinction how he came to be governor— 
shall not be removed from his office for inability but with the concurrence of 
two-thir 

And it is already provided in the section that in the case of the 
inability to discharge the office of the governor who has come from 
the speaker’s chair to the gubernatorial chair the speaker of the 
house of representatives shall be governor. 

Ido not think I need go further, Mr. President. These provi- 
sions of the constitution of the State of Delaware are simple; they 
are plain; they are not capable of more than one construction, 
because the words ‘“‘exercise the office,” when applied to the per- 
son who was speaker but who becomes governor, are the same 
words which are used in section 5, referring to a governor who is 
elected by the people. In the last clause any kind of a governor 
is referred to, or rather it precludes the idea that there can be but 
one kind of governor in the State of Delaware, and when the in- 
ability of that governor occurs he can be removed by the concur- 
rent vote ‘‘of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the 
legislature,” and not otherwise. 

t is a refinement of op pe was going almost to say un- 
worthy, I will say it is out of place in this body—to deny that the 
State of Delaware has a governor to-day, or that he is any less a 
governor than if he had been elected by the people. The consti- 
tution declares that he shall be governor when it declares that he 
shall exercise the office of governor. The only difference between 
him and an elected governor is in the length of his term of oflice. 
Theelected governor holds his office for four years. The governor 
who comes to the chair because at the time of the death of the 
elected governor he occupied the position of speaker of the senate 
holds his office until another governor has been elected and quali- 
fied. That may be alonger or shorter time. In the State of Del- 
aware it hag been as much, I think, in some instances as two years 
and a half; in some instances it has only been a few months. It 
might be more than four years. ‘Che person called to the guber- 
natorial Secehan dee this eee ome : , ee rag the 
person occupying the position o' er of the senate at the time 
of the death of the governor hilt Weems governor may have a 
longer térm than the elected gcvernor. He may be five years in 
his place, because under the provisions of the constitution in case 
there is a contest he would hold until the end of the contest, and 
if the contest extended over the whole four years of the term of 
governor he would hold that four years in addition to the months 
or years that he had held in consequence of the death of the pre- 

governor. Is there anything in that which detracts from 
the ty, the power, or the character of the governorship, as- 
, cast upon the person who was speaker of the senate? 

is provision here. I do not turn to it at this mo- 
ment, but I can state what itis. It may so happen under thecon- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, and has so happened, that the 
person thus called upon under the constitution to become the gov- 
ernor of the State is required to exercise his office after his sena- 
torial term shall have expired. I can not turn to the provision, 
but there will be no controversy on that subject. 

Now, if in the person who becomes governor it be only the casting 
of certain ers and duties upon another officer, how is it that 
the person that office must, under the constitution of the 
State of Delaware, continue to hold it after his term of office ex- 
pires? If an were needed to make the contention perfectly 
conclusive that it is the man who becomes governor and not the 
officer who is called upon to discharge the functions of governor, 
it seems to me that this fact is irresistible. 

I had wondered how that argument would be met. I had 
Wondered how the Senators who said that there was no governor 





of the State of Delaware under such circumstances would meet 
it. I do not recollect that the distinguished Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TuRPIE] attempted to meet that argument. Hesaid, indeed, 
there was no governor in Delaware to-day; that there was simply 
a speaker there who was charged by the constitution with per- 
forming the duties which the governor, if there were one, would 
have to perform; and yet, if I am not mistaken, he entirely over- 
looked the fact that the very same person, who he says is speaker 
and not governor, will, if Iam not misinformed as to the term of 
his service, be governor, exercise the office, perform the duties of 
governor, after his senatorial term and speakership shall have 
expired. 

he Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe] saw the pinch of 
the case and he invented a way out. He is entitled to great credit 
for his ingenuity, but I think he exercised it at the expense of his 
reason. Hesays that the constitution of the State of Delaware in 
such a case prolongs the term of the senatorship, and when the 
constitution says that a senator shall be elected for four years he 
may possibly have been elected for eight. 

Mr. GEORGE. Willthe Senator mind if I correct him in that 
statement? 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. I expressly stated that the constitution did not 
prolong the office of senator; it prolonged the office of the speaker 
of the senate. I expressly stated that it did not prolong the office 
of senator, and gave my reasons for it. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the Senator is driven to the more absurd 
contention that a man may be the speaker of the senate of Dela 
ware who is not asenator. He would be obliged to allow that 
the senate of Delaware might elect an outsider to be its speaker. 
Is there anything in the constitution which says, except by this 
remote and ingenious implication, that the speaker of the senate 
may continue to be speaker of the senate after the senate has dis- 
solved and gone into the dreary past; that he lives on, a sad sur- 
vivor of the senate of the State of Delaware? Oh, Mr. President, 
when the necessities of the case require a resort to such argu- 
ments the case must be poor indeed! 

Now, if a man be governor of the State of Delaware—and for 
this purpose I do not care what kind of a governor—whether a 
governor elected by the people, an ad interim governor, or a stop- 
gap governor—if he be a governor of the State of Delaware he 
can not be a senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me right there, before he leaves the point he has 
been discussing so clearly—unanswerably, as I think—| 
like to call the attention of the Senator to another absurdity 

Mr. PLATT. I should be very glad if the Senator would do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It seems to me the argument of 
my distinguished friend from Mississippi leads him—— 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Oregon is referring to me, 
I do not hear what he is saying. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was about stating that it seems 
to me another suggestion can be made in addition to the one sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut, which shows the nonten- 
ability—I said absurdity a moment ago—of the argument of the 
Senator from Mississippi. if the effect is,as claimed by the distin- 
guished Senator from Mississippi, to extend the office of speaker 
over and beyond the period when that same speaker ceases to be 
a senator, and he continues, as he must continue under another 
provision of the constitution of the State of Delaware, to exer- 
cise the office of governor until a governor elected by the people 
is duly qualified, then it might happen, and undoubtedly would 
happen in perhaps many cases, that a new senate would come into 
— and a new speaker would be elected; and you would then 

ave two speakers, not a speaker pro tempore and a regular 
speaker, but two speakers of the senate of the State of Delaware 
at one and the same time. 

Mr. PLATT. Or the senate would find itself in the remarkable 
situation that it would have no speaker. It could notelect anew 
speaker constitutionally and Senay, andl the old speaker would be 
governor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. PLATT. One of the two. 

Mr. President, I was proceeding to say that no matter what 
kind of a governor William T. Watson may be, if he is a gov- 
ernor, he can not be a senator; because if he is a governor he holds 
the office of governor, and it is expressly provided in section 12 of 
Article II that— 


No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor member of Con- 
gress, nor any person holding any office under this State, or the United 
States, except the attorney-general, etc., shall, during his continuance in 
Congress or in office, be a senator or representative. 

It would seem as if it could not be contended that William T. 
Watson was not in the office of governor, was not holding the 
office of governor; it would seem as if all these provisions of the 
constitution of the State of Delaware were too plain to admit that 


just 


hould 


One of the two would happen. 
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he was not in the office of governor, that he was not holding the 
office of governor; and if he is, he can not, by the plain prohibition 
of the constitution, be a senator at the same time. If he is an ad 
interim governor, he can not be a senator at the same time; if he 
is even a stop-Bap governor, he can not be a senator at the same 
time; and even if he is only a speaker-governor, he can not be a 
senator. There is no distinction made. In either of the cases he 
is holding an office, 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre] has taken the only 
alternative in aong Se case, and that is that he is not a gov- 
ernor in any sense. hen counsel admitted that he was a gov- 
ernor, Sonat only an adinterim governor, when the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] admits that he is a governor, only a stop- 
gap governor, and when the journal admits that he is a governor, 
only he is a speaker-governor, his right to be a senator, to act as 
a senator, is conceded away. The only difficulty with the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, who also, I think, holds that he is not a governor, but only 
a speaker who ad interim exercises provisionally the office, was 
plainly seen by the Senator from Delaware and by counsel in the 
case, and that is that it is untenable, that the constitution of Dela- 
ware calls him governor, provides that he shall be governor, 
makes no distinction between him and the governor elected by 
the people, indicates by plain implication of language that a gov- 
ernor elected by the people and a governor ed because he oc- 
cupies the office of senator or speaker of the senate at the death 
of the governor are the same. 

If this be so, Mr. President, there is no use going any further in 
the case to inquire whether there is an ee in these 
offices, to inquire what effect the conduct of the people of Dela- 
ware, what effect the conduct of former officials, what effect the 
precedents have upon the construction of the constitution, be- 
cause once admit that William T. Watson was governor of the 
State of Delaware, and he can not be a senator of the State of Del- 
aware at the same time. It is utterly needless to go into the 
question as to whether, in case there is no new election of a sen- 
ator ordered, he can resume a place as senator when his term of 
office as governor expires, because he can not be a senator while 
he is governor, and it is not claimed that he can be if he is gov- 
ernor, as I understand it, when the argument is resolved down to 
its final analysis. 

I might say the argument has been adduced here that the peo- 
le of the State of Delaware have treated the office of senator as if 
t existed so that when the person who was called to be governor 

because he was speaker of the senate ceased to be governor, he 
could come back and resume his place, and therefore the con- 
stitution must be construed as making it proper, constitutional, 
and compatible that the governor might at the same time be 
a senator of the State. If that be so, Mr. President, if that has 
any effect upon the construction of the constitution, then the fact 
that no governor has ever attempted to exercise the office of sena- 
tor or speaker of the senate, or, while governor, to perform any duty 
attaching to the office of senator or speaker of the senate, is equally 
conclusive that the constitution does not permit it. 

I do not need to go into the argument that the constitution of 
Delaware is not to be construed by or in the light of what has 
been done by speakers of the senate during the last hundred years. 
It is utterly immaterial, I think, for the whole case hinges upon 
the question whether Watson was a omg any kind of a gov- 
ernor, in any sense a governor in which the constitution of Dela- 
ware recognizes that officer. If he was, he could not be a senator. 
Constitutions can not be construed by what has been done or 
suffered to be done by the people of a State or even by a legisla- 
ture, It may be evidence of what people have thought about it, 
but it can not in any way affect the meaning of the constitution; 
and if it be true that it evidences the fact that the people of Dela- 
ware thought the office still remained, although the man was for 
the time being taken away from it, so that when his office of gov- 
ernor ceased he could return to the office, then it also evidences 
the fact that the people of the State of Delaware never believed 
that while in the office of governor he could attempt to discharge 
the duties of senator or of speaker of the senate. 

That, I think, is quite enough to say upon this branch of the 
case. I am not on the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and I have not studied carefully every detail and every word in 
the reports and in the arguments. I have, as I think, given suffi- 
cient attention to the case to see where it hinges. It all hinges 
ea the question whether William T. Watson on the 9th day of 

ay, 1895, was rene of the State of Delaware as he was sup- 

ed to be, and I should be very sorry to see the Senate, driven 

vy the necessities of party, to declare, in plain opposition, as it 
seems to me, to the constitution of Delaware—in plain opposition 
to what has been thought to be for a hundred years constitutional 
law in the State of Delaware—that William T. Watson was not 
overnor on that day. I might go into the argument as to the 
possibility of his performing the duties of senator at the same 
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time when he performed the duties of governor and was 


But that has been fully gone into by speakers who hay Sovernor, 


© preceded 


me. 

But one illustration comes to my mind which I think 
entire absurdity of the claim that in the nature of thin gsam 
cen be a governor and a senator at thesame time. It is as impos 
sible as that two particles of matter shall occupy the same s))... 
at the same time. I suppose that in the legislature of the State 
of Delaware, as in every other legislative y; there must be 
some rule, as there is in this body, to provide for securiny +), 
attendance of absent members in the senate and house, and that 
less than a quorum may compel the attendance of absent me1n}y-rs 
Just think of the senate in session, not a quorum present, and Jos, 
than a quorum directing the absent members to be sumone 
and a sergeant-at-arms sent after William T. Watson, govern; 
of Delaware, in the field at the head of the army and fighting tj. 
battles of the State or in the discharge of any other gubernat}r\,] 
duty, to bring him into the senate. he is a senator, it could jo 
— No, no; he was not senator and he was not speaker of the 
senate. 

The view which I have advanced, namely, that William T. Wat. 
son, immediately on the death of Joshua A. Marvil and the taking 
of the oath of office, became ne of the State of Delaware 
and remains governor of the State until this time, and that there 
is no limitation or qualification upon his right to that office. js 
abundantly justified by the case of Chadwick vs. Earhart, quoted 
by the Senator from Michigan a Burrows] in his admirable 
argument upon this question. e constitution of the State of 
Oregon provided as follows: 


In case of the removal of the or from office, or of his death, resigna- 
tion, or inability to discharge the duties of the office, the same shal! deyolye 
on the secretary of state; and in case of the removal from office, death, resiv- 
nation, or inability both of the governor and secretary of state the president 
of the senate s act as governce until the disability be removed or a goy- 


ernor elected. (Constitution of Oregon, Article V, section 8.) 


It was claimed that the duties of the office of governor becaine 
thereby annexed to the office of secretary of state; in other words, 
that the duties of the office, but not the office itself, devolved upon 
the secretary of state. Chief J ustice Waldo, in delivering the 
opinion of the court upon this claim, proceeds to say: 

This position seems to require, first, either that the office of governor 
should continue vacant during the time the secretary discharges its dutivs, 
and that such duties be in some way performed by the secretary of state, 
as such, consistently with a condition of vacancy; or, second, that the office 
be filled, and yet he who fills it be in no wise governor, but continue to be 
mere secre of state. 

In the first place, it is not shown how an office can be vacant and yet there 
be a person—not the deputy or locum tenens of another—empowered by law 
to discharge the duties of the office, and who does in fact discharge them. 
It is not explained how in such a case the duties can be separated from tho 
office so that he who discharges them does not become an incumbent of the 
office; and, in the second place, how a person can fill the office of governor 
without being governor. 

It is the function of a public officer to discharge public duties. Such duties 
constitute his office. Hence, given a public office and one who, duly empow 
ered, discharges its duties, and we have an incumbent in that office. Such is 
the case here.- The secretary of state, by force of the function cast upon him, 
pesceas governor, and consequently entitled to the salary appertaining to 

© office. 
In Merriam vs. Sa, © Blatch., 9 (1867), Mr. Justice Blatchford said: 
“ Three times since the adoption of the Constitution the President has died, 
and, under the provision refe to, the powers and duties of the oflice of 
ent have devolved on the Vice-President. All branches of the Goy- 
ernment have, under such circumstances, the Vice-President as 
holding the office of President, as authorized to assume its title and entitld 
to its emoluments. The Vice- ent holds the office of President wntila 
successor to the deceased President comes to assume the office at the expira- 
tion of the term for which the deceased President and the Vice-President 
were elected.” : 
The case of The People, ex rel. Ch: vs. mies (85 N. Y., 74) is much in 
int. In 1859 a law was in New York blishing the office of super- 
ntendent of insurance. superintendent was to be appointed by the gov- 
ernor for the term of three years, with authority to appoint clerks, one of 
whom was to oes eee and to“ the powers and to 

rform the duties attached by law to the office of ae during a vacancy 

such office, and during the absence and inabilit of his principal.” The 
a : falta deaiines of ch aereepen devolved 
u eputy. eputy e of ¢. superintendent curing 

e © he the duties of the office, and it was held that he was 
entitled to such 


The court, by Grover, J., supported the conclusion reached by references 
which are especial] as this case: ‘But there are precedents which, 
though not ndicial regard as entitled to be considered as decisive of the 
Bt ou er consideration. In the constitution of the State adopted in 

will be found the following pro : ‘In case of the impeachment of 
the gore or his removal from office, death, ee. or absence from 
the State, the powers and duties of the office shall devolve upon the licuten 
ant-governor for the residue of the or until the governor absent or 
impeached shall return or be acquitted.’ (Const. 1822, Article III, section '.) 
On the lith of February, 1828, the office of governor became vacant by the 
death of De Witt Clinton, the then incumbent of the office, and its pow:rs 
and duties, under the above provision of the constitution, devolved on Na- 
thaniel Pitcher, then op eye The question arose whether he 
regarded, in the exe 
as acting 


shows the 


l less 


was to be of the powers and performance of the 
governor, or in the performance of the con- 
Saas duties of lieutenant-governor, and, as a consequence, whether he was 
entitled to the salary of the former olfice, or the compensation given to the 
lien vernor for his services as such. ' 
“Tt was held by William L. ~~ f then comptroller, that he was to be 
regarded as the acting governor entitled to the salary given by law to 
that officer. The same questions, under the same provision, again arose id 
1829, upon the resignation of the office of governor by Martin Van Buren, an 


duties so vested in 
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and duties of the office devolving upon Enos T. Throop, then 

the Poant governor, and were decided the same way by Silas Wright, then 
ropa ped We surely shall not go far astray in following the prece- 
dents established by these able jurists, wise statesmen, and rigid economists.” 

The principle 
whether the appellant shall cease to be governor when he ceases to be secre- 
tary of state, seems to be this: If an office be appendant, as the expression is 
in 1 Leon, 821, to another office, the determination of the first office will deter- 
mine the second. This is the case where a person holding any office is ex 
officio entitled to some other office. I Portland 
Denny (5 Oreg., 160) the recorder of the city of Portland wasex officioa justice 
of the peace. In that case the office of justice of the peace was appendant to 
the office of recorder and determined with it. ’ 

On the contrary, if the nomination or Sogeenens to an office be by descrip- 
tio persons of one who holds some office by the title of which he is described, 
and who, onsome contingency, is to enter and fill another office, the answer- 
ing the description at the time the contingency arises designates him as the 
person who is to enter and fill the office, and when, as thus designated, he 
enters into the office he holds it in his natural and not in his official capacity. 
This seems to be the principle which applies when the office of governor 
devolveson the secretary of state on the — ee of any of the events 
specified in the constitution. That the president of the senate, who holds 
under a similar title, ceases to be president of the senate when he becomes 
governor seems evident, for the two offices are incompatible at common law 
and there is no constitutional implication that both offices shall be held to- 

ther. It would follow, therefore, that the president of the senate would 
fold the office of governor, once incumbent, without reference to his office 
of president of the senate. Now, as two offices may remain distinct which 
are not incompatible, though the officer is the same person, it would seem 
that the same principle should govern the holding of the office of governor 
by the secretary of state. 

This question therefore must also be answered in favor of the appellant 
and judgment be entered accordingly. 

Judgment reversed. 


Now, the only other branch of the case is one to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate for a few minutes. The Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Turpie], I think, apprehended perhaps 
better than any of the other Senators what may be called the 

inch of the case, and therefore pressed harder home upon the 
senate a doctrine from which I utterly dissent, and that is that 
the Senate can not inquire into this case because each house of 
the State of Delaware is by the State constitution made the judge 
of the qualifications and elections of its own members, and that 
the senate of Delaware had so acted that this matter was res 
adjudicata, and the Senate of the United States has no power 
to inquire into it. Indeed, Mr. President, the views of the mi- 
nority of the committee seem to me to abandon the contention 
that William T. Watson was not governor of the State of Del- 
aware and therefore could be a senator, and to rely almost 
wholly upon the supposed doctrine that the Senate can not in- 
quire, because in some mysterious, undefined, vague way the 
senate of the State of Delaware has passed upon his right to act 
as a senator and as speaker of the senate, and to enter the 
joint convention and preside there and vote there and declare 
there had been no election. That matter has been answered fully 
by the able Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], the chairman 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


The senate of the State of Delaware never had an opportunity | 


to pass upon that question, according to the testimony in this 
case, and if it were admitted, which I shall by and by take occa- 
sion to deny, and to deny earnestly, that if the senate of the State 
of Delaware had acted upon it the Senate of the United States 
would be-shut out from making an 
utterly fails to show that the senate of 
acted on the question as to whether William T. Watson while 
governor of the State could also act as senator. 

Now, what were the facts? As I said in the opening of my 
remarks, there had been a joint meeting of the members of the 


two houses in session from 9 o’clock until 11 o'clock on that day. | 
Then there had been a recess of the joint meeting taken until 12 | 


o'clock. At 11 o’clock the senate reassembled, and the speaker 
elected by the senate when Mr. Watson assumed the office of gov- 
ernor, Mr. Records, presided at the meeting. Bills were passed. 
The journal does not show that anyone else took the chair. The 
journal—and I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 


ll be seen that these questions were identical with that in | 7 ] ' 
wwe : | question whether he was entitled to occupy the speaker's chair. 
U l s. | It is not claimed seriously that the senate ever did pass upon that 
on which the second question is to be decided, namely, | question either silently or publicly, either by act or by acquies- 


For instance, in City of Portland v:. | 


j 
| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| 
j 


5231 





procession of senators into the joint meeting. In neither case 
had there been an opportunity for the senate to pass upon the 


cence, 

Now, admit the whole doctrine that is claimed by Senators on 
the other side, thatif the senate of Delaware had acted, if the sen- 
ate had passed a resolution saying that the governor had a right 
to come there and take the speaker's chair, or if the senate had 
acquiesced in it, the Senate of the United States would be obliged 
to stultify itself, if it thought otherwise, and say it could not in- 
quire into it. Admit that argument tothe full extent, and how is 
it possible for Senators who claim that this case turns upon that 
point to say there had been any decision and the matter was res 
adjudicata? Stand by the journal. That seems to be the sacred 
thing in the minds of those Senators. The journal does not show 
it. The affidavits do not show it. No evidence points to the fact 
that the senate ever had an opportunity to consider whether it 
would permit the governor to come to the senate and occupy the 
speaker's chair. If there is any evidence tending to show it, re- 
motely looking to it, I have faile® to observe it. 

The senate could not act in joint meeting of the two houses. 
The senate could not pass upon that question after it entered the 
hall where the joint meeting was held, because it was not a joint 
convention of the two houses. Suppose a protest had been made. 
Who would decide it? Suppose some senator had challenged the 
right of Watson to occupy as speaker of the senate the position of 
presidency of the meeting. Who would decide it? We have had 
trouble enough of that sort in the discussion as to who would de- 
cide questions which might arise when the two Houses of Con- 
gress meet to count the electoral vote. But the two houses did 
not meet. It was, under the statute, a meeting of the members 
of the two houses, and there could be no protest made there, and 
there is nothing in this case which prevents the Senate from look- 
ing into it even upon the most extreme claim of the limitations 
of the power of the Senate made by Senators upon the other side. 
It seems to me that ought to dispose of that branch of the case, 
and it does dispose of it. 

I have heard—I do not know whether in this discussion or out- 
side—a Senator express the opinion that the fact that Mr. Wai- 
son marched at the head of the procession of senators into the 
joint meeting and presided there without protest would govern 
his vote. Is there anything in the constitution of Delaware which 


| says that a joint meeting of the members of the two houses or the 


members of the legislature in joint meeting shall have power to 
decide upon the qualifications of their members? I think not. 
If there be not, what matter whether there was a protest or not? 
What matter whether his right was challenged there? Thesenate 
could not decide it. There is no constitutional power in the joint 
meeting of the members of the two houses to decide it. The pro- 
test was made in fact and, as I understand, presented before the 
final adjournment of the joint assembly. But whether it was 
made or not, what does it matter even upon the extreme claim put 


" ‘ ' | forward here of the powerlessness of the Senate to inquire into 
inguiry, yet the evidence | 
the State of Delaware ever | 


the validity of the election of persons claiming to be elected Sena- 
tors? The senate never passed upon the question whether while 
Watson was governor he could also exercise the office of senator. 
The joint meeting could not have passed upon it. 

But go a little further, Mr. President, although I wish to say 
that it is outside of this case. If William T. Watson was gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware, he could not be senator. If the 
senate had not passed upon that question, the Senate of the United 
States is not concluded. The joint meeting could not pass upon 
the question, and therefore it did not pass upon it, and the Senate 
of the United States is not concluded from making an inquiry. 
That, as it seems to me, is all that there isin this case. But I 
desire to go a little further, as I wish to take this occasion to enter 


the journal—shows that Mr. Records occupied the chair during | my dissent—— 


the whole session. 

Mr. MITCHELL of 
show that aaeoty else took the chair, but it shows by the votes 
taken every few moments that Mr. Records was in the chair and 
voted. 


ie PLATT. Yes, and that Mr. Watson was not there. 
@ 8a 


journal not a 

the senate and assumed in the senate to occupy the chair of 
speaker, but it does show that the chair was occupied by another 

person who had been chosen to occupy it. 
I do not care for the purposes of this case and this argument 
Watson came at a minute to 12, as the Senate was 
to go to the joint assembly and stepped to the 
chair, or whether he step the head of the procession after it 
had started for the hall of the house of representatives where the 
joint meeting was to be held, and marched at the head of the 


F 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 


Oregon. Not only does the journal fail to | tion, in order that I may understand his position thoroughly? 


Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 
Mr. GRAY. Is it the Senator’s position that the Senate of the 
United States, in any case of a contested election for United States 


d Ifeel | Senator, can pass upon the qualifications and right to a seat in a 
ying to the Senator from Indiana, from the stress which he | State le 


laid upon the journal, that I thank him for that word, because the | cations 


islature of any member of that legislature whose qualifi- 
1ave not been especially passed upon and made the sub- 


utterly fails to show that Mr. Watson came to | ject of a judgment by the house to which he belongs? 


Mr. PLATT. I shall make that claim very soon. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the Senator’s proposition? 

Mr. PLATT. That is my own opinion, differing, perhaps, from 
what has been supposed to be the accepted doctrine of the Senate. 
But I do not think that case arises here. That Watson had been 
a senator, elected and sworn in, is true. That he could be a sen- 
ator while governor was not passed 7 m, was not acquiesced in 
by the senate. That question arose subsequent to the time when 
he was permitted to take his seat as senator. Something new had 
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come in; he had gone into a new office. A new question arose— 
not whether he was elected as senator and entitled to a seat as sen- 
ator, but whether as another officer he could act in the senate. 
That question was never settled either by acquiescence or by direct 
act or passed upon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose, instead of succeeding to 
the office of governor, he had become insane, and thus in the eyes 
of everyone absolutely disqualified to exercise the office of sen- 
ator. In such case the fact that his qualifications as senator had 
been pe upon away back yonder when he took his seat certainly 
could not apply to the case, could it? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me to 
ask him a question? I do not understand the Senator as main- 
taining, except as a matter of personal opinion, that it is neces- 
sary, in order to recognize the judgment of a legislative body, that 
it shall have expressly passed upon the case. 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. VILAS. If a body recognizes a member, suffers him to 
-* is not that the judgment of the body that he is entitled to be 
ere? 

Mr. PLATT. The senate of the State of Delaware never did 
that. That is what I have been trying to show for the last twenty 
minutes. There is no evidence to show it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He did not himself go back. 

_ Mr, VILAS. The Senator from Connecticut, then, is waiving 


‘ the legal point and addressing himself to a mere question of fact 


as he sarees it to be from the evidence? 

Mr. PLATT. That is precisely what I was saying; that admit- 
ting the doctrine to the full extent claimed even by the Senator 
from Indiana, there was no er for the senate of the 
State of Delaware to pass either directly or by acquiescence upon 
the question whether Watson, as governor, could vote in the sen- 
ate or go into the joint convention, 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one other 
question? Does it make any difference during what length of 
time a body recognizes a person as a member of it? Is it not its 
judgment so long as it recognizes him? 

r, PLATT. I would hardly want to say that. I think if I 
had been a member of the senate of Delaware and William T. 
Watson at 30 seconds of 12 o'clock had appeared there and pushed 
the speaker whom the senate had elected out of his chair and oc- 
cupied it for a space of thirty seconds I shouid have been too dum- 
founded and startled to have had my acquiescence had any effect 
upon the situation. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not going to debate that proposition now 
with the Senator, but I wish to ask himaquestion. If he had been 
there and that had taken place and he had not recognized it to 
have been the usage of a hundred years, would he not have pro- 
tested against it, and does he not suppose that no protest or ob- 
jection was made to the speaker’s resuming his chair for the reason 
that it was supposed to be right until the necessities of some hours 
later raised a question which has found courageous debaters in 
this body? 

Mr. LATT. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that during the whole hundred years any governor had come 
back and assumed the speaker's chair? 

Mr. VILAS. No; he has always been recognized as the speaker 
exercising the office of governor and entitled to resume his seat 
when the eT, pe ormance was over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is different. 

Mr. PLATT. When the temporary performance was over! 
Did anybody in the State senate suppose that the time for him to 
cease the discharge of his duties as governor had arrived? Oh 
no. The Senate will not stand on any such very narrow technical 
ee of the doctrine, though the doctrine may be admitted. 

© reco 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut per- 
mit me? 

Mr. PLATT. Inone moment. The record fails to disclose the 
fact that he came at all. The weight of evidence is to the conclu- 
sion that he did not come at all to the speaker's chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithink under the circumstances it is fair 
that the Senator from Wisconsin should answer this question, and 
that is whether he considers the acquiescence by the senate of 
Delaware, for the time specified and shown in the record, in the 
return by Governor Watson to the senate and his resumption of 
the duties to have been an adjudication by the senateof Delaware 
that he was entitled to continue to act as speaker and senator, 
which is binding upon the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. VILAS. I think just this: The senate did not adjudicate, 
but it recognized him as a member of its body without question 
en the part cf any other one of the senators there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask the Senator what force he gives 


< 


to what took place. Does he say, whether it was a judgment or 
not, or a vote or not, that it gave Watson rights that he would 
not otherwise have , and that the Senate of the United 
States is luded, by what took place at that time, from inquir- 
ing whether as a matter of fact and of law he was then speaker 
of the senate and a senator? ; 

Mr. VILAS. The senate of the State of Delaware was rightfully 
composed of nine senators, and when the other eight recognize 
— as the ninth, they made him so de facto, whatever might be 

@ case. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator thinks—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. The Senator from Wis. 
consin, then, thinks that upon that principle, whether or not Wat. 
son had the right to come back and act as speaker of the senate or 
senator, as a matter of fact and of law what took place precludes 
the Senate of the United States from inquiring into the title, To 
put the facts as they were, a few minutes before 12 o'clock, hay- 
ing been absent thirty days, never eres to act as 
senator or snes of the senate during that time, he came back 
and super Speaker Records and marched with the senators 
to the place of joint meeting. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
as a lawyer, give those transactions the force and effect of a deci. 
sion by the senate of Delaware that gave Watson title as senator 
whether he otherwise had such title or not? ' 

Mr. VILAS. I do not say it was an adjudication, but I say it 
was the recognition of his being de facto senator and speaker, and 
as the constitution designates it, and not eae ro tempore. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the Senator from Wisconsin holds, 
then, that what took place gave Watson a right to vote for United 
States Senator whether he had the right before he came in and 
did this thing or not. That is the Senator’s proposition. 

Mr. VILAS. He was recognized as a member of that body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator hold that by so recogniz- 
ey it gave him title, whether he had it or not? 

r. VILAS. If the senate of Delaware recognized him as their 
ninth member, the Senate of the United States has not a right to 
say that there was a vacancy in that membership and that but 
eight were there. 

r. CHANDLER. I am inclined to think that what I would 
call an adjudication by the State senate would be binding. Tho 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] argues in favor of a 
broader right of inquiry on the part of the United States Senate. 
But I wish to bring home to the Senator from Wisconsin and to 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is aching to get into 
the discussion again, that to say it was a recognition by the State 
senate of an intruder as senator, who had no right otherwise, un- 
less recognized by the senate and determined by the senate to be 
one of its members—to say that because Governor Watson came 
back there under the circumstances stated in this case is the most 
extraordinary proposition of constitutional law that I ever heard 

ts mak 


even two oe e. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. Will the Senator from Delaware 
allow me to supplement what has been said before he answers’ 

Mr. GRAY. No; I would rather not, if the Senator from Ore- 
gon will allow me. The Senator has the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I havenotthe floor. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] has the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not through; but I do not object to inter- 


ruptions. 

tir. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I wish to reply to 
him dum fervet opus, as theSenator used to say when at school. 

The proposition upon which we on this side of the question 
now before the Senate is that Mr. Watson, like every other mem- 
ber of the senate of Delaware, having once been admitted as sen- 
ator and his qualifications and election having been certified to as 
appears upon the journal, he remains a de facto senator until he is 
ousted by a judgment of the legislature, and the proposition then 
is, in the words of Mr. Cushing, which I will adopt as more per- 

icuous and authoritative than any I could use, as to cases of the 
chamnchae to which I have just referred: 

In cases of this kind the existence of the vacancy must be declared by the 
assembly itself. In cases arising under this and receding section there 
a ae ee it is ao deciared or implied by the resolution of 


Until the senate of Delaware had, by resolution or some other 
action tantamount thereto, declared or implied a vacancy in the 
seat of Mr. Watson, there was none, and Senate is not com- 
petent to declare such a vacancy. y 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘If the Senator will allow me right 
there, that is a different question entirely — 

Mr. GRAY. That is the question we are arguing here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of . That is a different question from 

the Senator New Hampshire . CHANDLER}. 
Yes; a different one from the extraordinary 
taken by the Senator from New Hampshire. 














1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5233 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer that question a little later, if 
Mr. GRAY. But the one sanctioned by all the authorities is | the Senator will allow me. We will get through with one ques- 

the one I have just put. tion first. 

Mr. MITCHELL of —— It was argued at length on the Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 


other side, and I think by the Senator from Delaware himself, in 
the able argument he made in this case as to what took place in 
the senate of the State of Delaware, that if Governor Watson 
came in and took the chair a few moments before the houses met 
in joint assembly that was an adjudication of his qualification to 
sit as a senator, that it was res adjudicata by virtue of what took 

lace there that mS The Senator from New Hampshire desired 
the Senator from Wisconsin to state whether, in his opinion as a 
lawyer and as a Senator, what did take place there that day, leav- 
ing all other questions out of consideration, and in the absence of 
any adjudication—Governor Watson would have a right to sit as 
a senator and whether what took place that day amounted to an 
adjudication or a judgment? : , 

imy, Mr. President, there are but two kinds of jud 
of that character. The oneis called actual adjudication, actual 
‘ndgment; the other is called constructive. Of course it will not 
be Gaimed that this was an actual judgment. The only question 
remaining is, Was it a constructive judgment? It does seem to 
me that what took place there that day in the few moments that 
Governor Watson occupied the speaker's chair can not be con- 
sidered from any possit'e standpoint as a constructive adjudica- 
tion of the right of a person who otherwise had no right to be 
there to sit and act as a senator. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President,I had not intended at any time to 


e this proposition. 
itr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I said from the answer made by 


the Senator that he would not hold that to be a constructive ad- 
judication. 

Mr. VILAS. I rest my opinion of the clear duty of the Senate 
to reject the claim of Mr. Pont to a seat in this body upon a 
different branch of the case altogether; but since the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT] was making the discussion he did, 
I wanted to ask a question as to his view upon the subject; and 
in response to the Senator from New Hampshire I do wish to say 
that in such a case as he puts it is of course inconceivable that in 
a legislative body of the ity of the senate of the State of Dela- 
ware a man with no right, no shadow of right, should be admitted 
as a member of the body, and take the office of its president or 
speaker to conduct its proceedings, leading it toa meeting in joint 
convention with the other house of the legislature, and there to 
preside for hours unchallenged over that jointconvention; and I do 
say that a recognition of such an important officer as that by such 
a Nehy as that without a challenge, without a question, was a 
constitution of that person as, at least, de facto a member of that 


body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, all that is a correct state- 
ment of plain constitutional law. There is no doubt that Mr. 
Watson was once a senator of the State of Delaware. The case 

Mr SHELL of Oregon. And speak 

: oO n. er. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was elected a senator of the State of 
Delaware and while he was senator he was chosen speaker. The 
counsel for Governor Watson has taken the pains to put into this 
case the of his inal election as senator. ere was no 
need of that; that was folly; that fact was not disputed. Noone 

denied that there was a senate of Delaware with nine mem- 
bers, and that William T. Watson was one of the nine. 
’ Mr. VILAS. It was never otherwise adjudicated, was it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There never was any resolution that he was 
entitled to his seat. I grant that where a senator takes his seat 
in the of a session and remains continuously in his seat, 
without t being disputed, there grows up a recognition 


fairly may be 
has stated that not only here and now but has stated it 


is the point towhichI amcoming. Mr. Watson having 
unquestionably senator, having been unquestionably a 
senate, became governor by the death of Governor ; 
whole claim, the whole contention in this case that has 
the attention of the Senate in this relation, has been that 
atson became governor, took the oath of governor, and left 
chamber and acted for thirty days as governor, he 
to act as senator; we have pointed to the 
a hundred years of the life of the State of Dela- 
the constitution has any such governor ever under- 
senator while he was governor; and the contention 
eet ae atnenr of a governor while he is gov- 
and That is our contention. 


Shall I yield to the Senator? 
I should like to ask the Senator a question. DolI 
ae oneins a senator, but without the 


ents in cases 
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ed an adjudication. The Senator from | 


Mr. CHANDLER. When Governor Marvil died, there was no 
doubt Governor Watson was senator and speaker of the senate, 
and there is no need of proving that he had been originally elected. 
He was a senator and speaker of the senate, and he became gov- 
ernor; and we say he became disqualified from acting as senator 
while he was governor, that he could not act as governor and act 
as senator at the same time. The proposition of the other side I 
understand to be this: The proposition which the Senator from 
Wisconsin made a little while ago was that even if Watson ceased 
to be senator, or ceased to have the right to act as senator, so that 
he was without title and without right to act from the time he 
became governor down to the time when he entered the joint 
assembly, yet the fact that he entered the senate chamber a few 
minutes before 12 o’clock, took his seat in the speaker's chair, and 
went with the eight senators to the joint meeting, was a recogni- 
tion of Watson as having a right, of his being a senator and hav- 
ing a right to vote as senator, which is conclusive upon the Senate, 
and gave him the right to cast that vote whether he otherwise 
»ossessed it or not. ‘That was the proposition of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, for he stated distinctly that he held that a recognition 
of the right of Watson to vote made by the State senate gave him 
the right to vote whether he otherwise had the right to vote or 
not, and the senate was precluded from inquiring as to whether 
he had the actual right or not. That is the contention on the 
other side, which I characterize, with all due respect, as absurd. 

It can not be, if Watson by being governor was disqualified as 
senator, that the senate determined and decided and adjudicated 
that he had resumed and had the right to resume his functions 
simply by what took place in this case, and which has been cited 
to us all through the debate by the other side as a recognition of 
Watson's right by the senate, which made his right to act res 
adjudicata, so that his right can not be any further inquired 
into. 

Mr. VILAS. If theSenator from Connecticut will allow me one 
moment, I am not going to undertake to state or argue the propo 
sition which has been so very ably argued by other Senators; but 
in —— to the point as to which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has with so much force presented the views he entertains, 
I think he does not yet apprehend the point as they make it. 
Their point is that, being once a senator, and the title he had as a 
senator having been once established by recognition to the extent 
that the Senator says it was unnecessary to prove it, his right 
continued until there was a judgment of that body that there was 
a vacancy; and he states that that is based upon a proposition 
very clearly stated by the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], whose judgment upon a point of law we all respect, in 
the words quoted by the Senator from Delaware in his remarks. 
Speaking of those who were received and recognized without 
special adjudication of their right to a seat, he said: 

Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. It is 


an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated that some 
other person be admitted to their place. 


The point that is made here, not to undertake to argue it, isthat, 
being there rightfully, he remained a senator until that body had 
adjudicated a vacancy; and that, instead of adjudicating a vacancy 
as against him, they recognized him as being there still, as he had 
been during the portion of the session of the legislature previous 
to that time, except when temporarily absent. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, let us see to what conclusion this 
argument of the Senator from Wisconsin leads us. There is no 
force in the argument when it is admitted that Mr. Watson could 
not, under the constitution of the State of Delaware, be a senator 
or speaker of the senate. The claim concedes that; but then the 
claim is made that, it being conceded that the constitution of the 
State of Delaware says that beirg governor he could not be sena- 
tor, yet that office remained open there for him until the senate 
of Delaware by solemn act declared that it was vacant, and that, 
although the constitution of the State of Delaware says that he 
could not come there and be a senator, yet he could come there 
and be a senator, because the senate of the State of Delaware had 
not declared the office vacant. 

Was ever anything forced to a greater length to save a bad case? 
Just think of what this position is. Just imagine that the United 
States Senate is going to give a man aseat, or withhold it from him, 
upon this argument, this claim as now made. A man who could 
not vote under the constitution of the State of Delaware voted, 
and thus defeated the election of the claimant. He was governor 
of the State, and therefore he could not vote; but the Senate can 
not lookinto that at all! It can notinquire whether he could vote, 
because he came into the senate and assumed the office of speaker 
one, two, or three minutes before it started for the joint conven- 
tion; and although there was the constitution plainly against his 
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ture nor the joint meeting of the members 
decided otherwise. It 


_ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


doing so, yet because senators sat still and did not , there- 
fore the senate of the State of Delaware recognized his power and 
right to perform an unconstitutional act, and the Senate of the 
United States is bound by it! That is the contention, and I insist 
that I never knew a more remarkable one. 

Upon the other branch of the case, if they say he was not gov- 
ernor, there they find standing ground, poor though it be; but if 
it is admitted that he was governor, then he could not be a sena- 
tor, and it makes no difference, with our power and our right and 
our duty, whether the senate of the State of Delaware said he could 
be or not. But certainly no acquiescence, no failure to protest, 
no failure to declare the seat vacant, can bind the Senate of the 
aoa States and defeat the claim of Mr. Du Pont to a seat in the 

nate. 

Just look for one moment more at this claim. The Senator 
from Wisconsin says, in effect, if Mr. Watson was governor and 
could not vote, then he was a usurper, and asked, Would the senate 
Lave tolerated a usurper there? Butif he was governor and could 
not vote, the senate did tolerate a usurper there, according to his 
doctrine, because the senate did not protest; did not then and 
there in a minute and a half pass a resolution that he could not 
sitand did not exercise the force of the ser; t-at-arms to tumble 
him out of his chair. If he had no right there he was a usurper; 
and yet the claim is put here gravely in the Senate of the United 
States as a proposition of law to decide this case, that because 
@ usurper sat there and no protest was made and he was not 
tumbled by force out of the speaker’s chair, therefore he had a 
right to be there, though a usurper. 

r. VILAS. Suppose they recognized him? 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose they did recognize a usurper, suppose 
there had been a contest going on as to the right of a senator to 
sit- there, a senator who had been admitted, and there had been a 
case of contest all through that session which had not been de- 
cided, and suppose on this last day, as the senate started for the 
joint meeting, that the contestant came there and by force ousted 
the senator who had sat there all through from his position in the 
line, and took it and went into the joint convention and sat there 
and, as the Senator says, was recognized, would that have made 
his vote legal? Would it have concluded the senate from inquir- 
ing into it? I never heard of such a doctrine, Mr. President. 

r. VILAS. Nobody claims any such doctrine as that. 

Mr. PLATT. It is the same thing. 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. PLATT. They were to acquiesce when the man claimed a 

ight to the seat? 
r. VILAS. Acquiesced in superior force. 

Mr. PLATT. But, Mr. President, as to this doctrine of estop- 
pel—I should not call it that, because estoppel is based upon the 
conduct of the y estopped, and the Senate has done nothing 
by which it can be estopped from. inquiring into the qualifications 
of the persons voting—but this doctrine that the Senate is pre- 
cluded bean inquiring into the right of persons. in the legislature 
to vote has never until now, except in the single dictum in the 
Turpie case, been carried to an extent which makes the doctrine 
at all troublesome in this case. It has never been seriously 
claimed until now, I think, even if a person who was not entitled 
under the constitution of the State as a matter of law to cast his 
vote in the election of Senator, and was tted in one branch 
of the legislature to cast that vote, that the Senate of the United 
States was precluded from inquiring whether he had a constitu- 
tionalright tovote. I have never heard that doctrine in the Senate. 
It goes away beyond anything that the Senate has ever said or that 
any of its committees have ever declared, unless it be in the Turpie 
ease, to which I shall refer. 


cast those votes, when that question has not been positively deter- 
mined and adjudicated by either branch of the legislature. That 
is what we are asked to do here. 

uestion whether William T. Wat- 


The case all turns upon the q 
son, governor of the State of Delaware, could, under the constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware, cast a vote when the election for 
United States Senator was taking 
cided by thesenate of Delaware, nor 
bers of the two houses of the State of 
yet Senators on the other side say the 
can not inquire into it; and if the vote changes the 
we have got to submit to it. Thedoctrine never has 
to that extreme before, Mr. President. I think 
very ne ae en eee 

I could safely leave this case, and I can leave it, and do leave 
so far as its merits are concerned, the of the Senate 
determine whether under the of 
Mr. Watson was a legal vote, when eer ig se 
is not necessary to say that we are 
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cluded by questions of fact or mixed questions of fact and lay 
Manifestly this Senate has power enough to determine this qu... 
tion for itself when it has not been definitely settled and det... 
mined by the legislature, or either house of the legislature: 
that disposes of this case. 

But, while ~~ — it, I want = ask, a —— this Senate 
an op enter my protes @ doctrine that t} er, 
is any limitation whatever u the right and power of the Senate 
to determine the election of its own members, or persons claiz)))),, 
to be its members. The Constitution of the United States »i\,. 
the Senate that — In what I now have to say, I speak for 
myself; I do not know whether or not what I say represents ;}\, 
views of any other member of the Senate. 

Section 5 of Article I of the Constitution of the United Statos 
provides that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualificat; 
of its own members. 

Is there any limitation upon that power in the Constitution? 
We are to judge of the elections of our own members; ani) \.+ 
Senators say if a legislature in either house has determined ¢)\,¢ 
a man who, under the constitution of the State, had no righ: to 
vote, may vote, that we are bound by it, that we can not inquire, 
no matter how plain the — may be, no matter whether 
the action of the house been ignorantly taken, or willfully 
taken, or taken for the purpose of defeating or produciny ay 
election, it is the act of the legi , or one house of the levis- 
lature, recognizing the right of a man to vote, and, therefore, we 
must accept the man who comes to us elected by that vote or f,i 
to seat the man who comes to us defeated by that vote. In other 
words, it is a ay eres that though the vote was illegal, we are 
so limited in the exercise of a to judge of theelections of 
our members that we are bound to accept an illegality, because, 
forsooth, that illegality has passed without contradiction, or }as 
been accepted by one branch of the legislature of the State. 

Is there a limitation upon the power of this Senate to determine 
the elections.of itsown members? Where isit tobe found? Not 
in the Constitution of the United States, even by implication; 
yet we are gravely told that because a State constitution allows 
either branch of the legislature of that State to be the judge of the 
Ss its own members, we can not be the judge of 

elections of our own members, so as to inquire whether the 
votes cast for them were under the constitution and laws of that 


State 1 or ill 
of Oregon. I should like to state in this con- 


ns 


Mr. Cc 
nection that so far as I am concerned, I agree that the Senator 
from Connecticut is entirely rightin his construction of that clause 
of the Constitution. There certainly is no limitation or qualitica- 
tion in connection with it. The grant is broad, absolute, wneon- 
ditional. The limitation, however, that has been placed upon it is 
ee ee up in practice in theSenate; that is all. 

. PLATT. Not all under the Turpie case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Notall under the Turpie case, but 
in other cases the practice has been different. I believe it is per- 
nicious; I believe itiserroneous; butasone member of the Senate 
and as one member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
I have been disposed to follow it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, what I am claiming now does not 

this case. I state it because there is an opportunity, and | 

think an occasion, for stating it. To go on. t is an election? 
We are the judges of the elections of our own members. W hia’ is 
necessary to constitute an election? To constitute an election it 
page yen Paw ned pre Beet ek eatidied to vote. 
ng a persons present and entit 0 yote. 
Thatis positive. Second—and this isnegative—that the result was 
ce and voting of persons not 

* or the prevention of voting 

to vote. That constitutes an elec- 
has received a 
majority of the votes of the persons present upon the deciding 
entitled be no election if a person was 
not entitled to vote and 
his vote changed the result. 
Oregon. Or if his vote has been purchased. 
the rule is is no es to 
person present voting who had no 
to vote, of bribery er of intimi- 
violence to prevent a person from voting who was 1- 


Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 4 


the argument of 
there is one contested 
of the ature is 
the legislatur® 
procee 8 

one member of the 
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legislature and admits another, and upon that question hangs the 

intas to whethera United States Senator waselectedornot. Does 
Pee Senator mean tosay that under the Constitution of the United 
States this Senate can review that question thus properly deter- 
mined by the State legislature? Does the Senator go to that 
extent? There is no question of legality about it. It is a question 
of evidence. It is a question of evidence submitted to that legis- 
lature and determined by that legislature and which the legisla- 
ture had the power to determine. Does the Senator say that we 
can review that question and overrule it? It is to that extent, in- 
. volving the question of the determination of evidence, not a 
question of law. I want to see to what extent the Senator goes, 
so that we can understand his argument. 

Mr. PLATT. I hold that there is no limitation whatever on the 
power of the United States to determine whether any and every 
vote cast for a Senator or against him was a legal vote under the 
laws and constitution of the State where the election took place. 
That is as far as I need to go. 

Mr. HILL. How would the Senator answer the proposition 
that I made? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not believe, if the Senator desires a cate- 
gorical answer, that there is any limitation whatever on the power 
of the Senate in determining the question of the election of its 
members, Asaquestion of power and right I hold that there is no 
limitation whatever; but I freely admit that it is a power which 
should be exercised with caution and discretion and not arbi- 
trarily, and that upon disputed questions of fact arising in the 

nestion of the election of members of a legislature or in the con- 

uct of a legislature in seating or unseating a man, showing a fair 
question of doubt, it would be impolitic and unwise on the part 
of the Senate to exercise the power which the Constitution com- 
mits to it. 

Mr. HILL. And would the Senator go to the still furtherextent 
of determining the question as to the legality of the votes given 
for the member of the legislature originally? 

Mr. PUGH. In each precinct. 

Mr HILL. In each inct? 

, Mr. PLATT. They do it in the House of Representatives, and 
by virtue of the same clause in the Constitution. 

Mr. HILL. Thatis adifferent question. That does not involve 
this question at all. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not an answer, does the Senator say? 

Mr. HILL. No. There the people are electors and elect the 
ae gy here the legislature elects. 

. PLATT. I will come to that argument in a moment. So 
far as the power is concerned, I say yes; so far eee 
it is concerned, [ say that the Senate must be gov by the 
cases which arise. 

Mr. HILL. Does not the Senator think that the precedents are 
all in favor of not exercising that power, if it exists? 

Mr. PLATT. There is only one single precedent. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that a good one? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. HIDL. Does not that commend itself to your judgment? 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all; and it will not to the Senator's judg- 

when I call his attention to that precedent. 

Mr. HILL. Do you think it wiser to leave the whole question 
open and always to be exercised? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the most pee ae thing that can be done 
for the existence of the integri ity of this body—— 


Mr. HILL. be that confidence a the chairman of the Com- 


and of this body is so to 
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that 
paisa of a legislature does with reference to the 
of its members. There can be no doctrine 
more dangerous than that; and thecourseof e8 
eee 


Senator 


if 
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. Senate of United States to go into the question. I want to 
the other extreme case. a legislature, being equally 
or nearly so, one party having a single majori 
ina ee eee Lees of the legislatane, bang in - 
tion to do it, on morning of the last day when the mem 
of the legislature must go into joint convention, arbi un- 
seats two of its members and thereby changes the result. ey 
having decided on the right of the to vote, am I to be tola 
that under those circumstances, the is the 
tnd rt apes af acting to von cept tre ee 
men, an 
therefore changed the result of that election, our hands are tied 
are by the in the State constitution? Am I to be told 
that @ limitation our power, and that we can not 
investigate it? There is a w line of occurrences which may 
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| done it was a crime the Senate could not inquire into it. 
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take place in a legislature relating to the seating of members, to 
the admission of members, and the only ground upon which it is 
safe to stand is that there is no limitation upon our power to de- 
termine whether the votes cast in the election of Senators are 
legal or illegal, but that we should exercise a wise and a prudent 
discretion as to how far we should go. 
Mr. HILL. The State legislature, then, if I may interrupt the 
Senator, has the unlimited power to determine the question of 
membership, subject, as far as the election of Senators is concerned, 
to be overruled by the Senate of the United States. That seems 
to be where the logic of the argument is. 
Mr. PLATT. Why not? For what? 
Mr. HILL. Because the State legislature, by virtue of its con- 
stitution, is given the sole power to determine the question. That 
is the reason. 
Mr. PLATT. 
States? 
Mr. HILL. That is one of the rights and powers of the State 
reserved. 
Mr. PLATT. Is no power given to the Senate of the United 
States by the Constitution of the United States—— 
Mr. HILL. Yes; to determine—— 
Mr. PLATT. When a legislature of a State has set up its arbi- 
trary will as to who shall vote for its Senators in its State? Does 
the Senator go so far as that? 
Mr. HILL. The States have that power. 
Mr. PLATT, The Turpie case goes as farasthat. Iadmit that 
case is against me. The Turpie case says, if I understand it, that 
where it was charged that a person usurped the position of a pre- 
siding officer, took away from the man entitled to occupy that 
position his seat and occupied it as a usurper, and by his vote and 
action changed the result, although if it were true that if it was 
I do not 
| believe, Mr. President, that the Senate on reconsideration is going 
to push the doc8rine to that extent. Bribery isacrime. It vi- 
tiates an election, or it onght to do so. But suppose the legisla- 
ture allows the bribed man to vote, knowing of the bribery; or, as 
the Senator from Wisconsin would say, all the members knowing 
of the bribery, nobody stands up at the time of the vote to say 

| that the man is bribed, and therefore his vote must be received, 
and the determination of the legislature as to the qualitication 
and election of its members must determine that question. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me just 
one further question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Suppose the whole legislature has elected itself by 
bribery? 

Mr. PLATT. There has never been a claim but that the Senate 
could investigate the question as to whether there was a legisla- 
ture or whether there was such fraud as vitiated the entire com- 
position of the legislature. It has never been denied that the Sen- 
ate could then inquire, though the right of inquiry in such case 
has been predicated on the power and duty of the Senate to deter- 
mine whether there was a legislature. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that the legislature, the regular legal de facto 
legislature, for every purpose of enacting laws, for every purpose 
of electing a United States Senator, and could the laws be attacked 
or could the title of the Senators elected be attacked? 

Mr. PLATT. For the purpose of enacting laws, yes; for the 
purpose of electing a United States Senator, no. 

Mr. HILL. Inother words, does the Senator mean to assert the 
doctrine that if the legislature had been entirely elected by more 
or less bribery, and the legislature proceeds to enact law, there is 
any, proceeding known to the world by which those laws could be 
declared illegal and set aside and held for naught? 

Mr. PLATT. I hope that I shall have an opportunity during 
this session in the Alabama case to argue the question which the 
Senator now presents. 

Mr. HILL, I do not understand that it arises in the Alabama 


Is no power given to the Senate of the United 


case. 

Mr. PLATT. In that case it is claimed that the entire legisla- 
ture was elected by fraud. There is no difference between brib- 
ery and fraud in that respect. While I would admit that that 
legislature was competent to enact laws for the State, i would deny 
that such a legislature was competent to elect a United States 
Senator. 

Mr. HILL. And those laws would be conclusive upon every- 
a would they not? 

r. PLATT. In the State, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILL. Upon everyone? 

Mr. PLATT. In the State, undoubtedly; but this is a question 
which reaches outside of the State. 

Mr. HILL. And those laws would be binding upon the United 
States, so far as the State has a right to enact legislation? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this doctrine grew up out of the 
extreme contention of the State-rights men that a State was a 
sovereign power. 
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Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator does not wish to have the Sen- 
ate understand that the honorable and learned chairman of our 
Judiciary Committee, the Senator from Massachusetts a 
Hoar}, is rather an extreme State-rights man. That would be 
certainly news to Massachusetts and news to us. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator scarcely allows me time to finish a 
sentence. If he has any criticisms to make on the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the Senator from Massachusetts can answer them. 

Mr. HILL. I have no criticism to make. 

Mr, PLATT. AsI was going on to say, this doctrine grew up 
out of the idea that the State was sovereign. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that so? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. HILL. Is not the State sovereign? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. HILL. Within its sphere? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. But the old idea was that the State was 
sovereign in ali things, and especially in the matter of electing 
United States Senators. I have stood here upon the floor of the 
Senate and heard Senators speak of Senators occupying seats here 
as ambassadors from the States. In this connection I will call 
attention to the argument of a distinguished son of New York who 
was a Senator before the present Senator from New York, a name 
that I think he will recognize as that of one of the ablest lawyers 
of the State of New York, Silas Wright. When this doctrine was 
first broached in the Senate of the United States, I think he made 
the complete argument in answer to it, and the Senate would have 
done well if it had held to the doctrine which, although he was 
in the minority in the case of Potter vs. Robbins, he laid down so 
well as the rule which should govern the Senate in relation to 
the matter of judging of the election of its own members. 

Mr. HILL. The Senate decided otherwise, did it not? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes. I heard the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Groras] take a quarter of an hour or ee minutes in com- 
menting upon the t abilities of the men who composed that 
committee, and he did not omit to speak, though he did not dwell 
upon it to the same extent, of —— ability of Senator Wright. 
As often happens in a case, the ting opinion in that report, 
looked at in the light of the lapse of years, is by far the better 
opinion. The case did not necessarily en ou that question. I 
do not think the case turned at all on that question. It seems to 
me to have turned on the — whether an act passed by the 
legislature of the State of Rhode Island was to prevail against its 
charter. The claim was set up that the charter of the State was 
to determine the question, although an act had been passed which 
extended the period of the time of the session of the legislature. 
I have-no doubt that the question turned upon that feature of the 


case, 
Now I wish to call attention to what Mr. Wright said. I may 
have to read a little more than I had intended to read. This is 
from the views of the minority as expressed by Silas Wright, jr.: 


The Senate, by the Constitution, is made “ the judge of the elections— 
Emphasizing the word “ elections ”— 


returns, and qualifications of its own members,” and can it, under this power, 
look into these facts to determine which of the persons the seat as 
R titled this body? 
No question appears to as to the “returns” 
or “qualifications” of either of the claimants, and he therefore considers 
that uestion of “ election ” is the only eee for decision. This 
question the Senate has the power to de e, because it is made “the 
wu of the elections " of itsown members. The facts in this caseshow that 
e ture of the State of Rhode Island d 
0 the State, that ar a 
Ww . 


Islan 
t that State in 


to determine whether or not it was rl ted? The be- 
lieves that it is not only the right but duty of the inns The 
mission is onl vidence of the on of d 
election to an office is, i a 
an office is, in 
ble of controverted and contradicted bef 
aye a 


I want to repeat that sentence— . 


The undersigned su that the evidence of an election to an office 
on ofl cna. Frnee Soe culy. cnt fe seoaueatets, of Seine qcuteoversed, am 
contradicted before a tribunal — judge of the election; he there- 
regulari the evidence of an election may be one 

a very different thing; and he concludes 

not the judge of the evidence of the elec: 

tions of its members only, but ne of elections 
it may and, in all cases of a con where the 
arise as 


su : 
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The terms of the Constitution would seem to confirm this ctior 
the powers of the Senate. It is “the judge of the elections: returns ait 
qualifications of its own members.” e “returns” must refer to the ... 
missions or other evidences of election of the members of this body a. 
rate from the “e ions” or “qualifications,” and of the “returns” 9 
Senate is the judge. in, the “* qualifications * must relate to the age, ¢ i. 
izenship, residence, and other personal qualifications of ‘the person elected 
and of these “ qualifications ” he Senate is also the judge; and thes» ... 
matters to be determined separate from the “elections and “ returns.» “— ; 
also the Senate is the judge of the “elections” of its members as separat, 
from the “returns and qualifications.” The three enumerations would — 
to be separate subjects, en each of which the Senate is to judge in the... 
formance of its constitutional duty; and a0  juigmans upon the Seturne is 
made a separate matter froma judgment upon the election, the infur.... 
would seem to be irresistible that an examination behind the returns an 
contemplated, that a judgment upon the election, independent of the ret =. 
might be formed. . 

Against this construction of the constitutional powers and duti: 
Senate the ority of the committee. inte 
consequential mostly, but which be 
tee say— 

What? Not that we could not inquire, not that the Senate hag 
no power to inquire, but— 


“it would be a dangerous exertion of power to look behind the com missio, 
for defects in the component parts of the | ture, or into the oe 
organization of the for reasons to justify the Senate in declaring its acts 
absolutely null and vo: Such oper, if carried to its legitimate extent 
would subject the entire sco’ State on to be overruled by our 
decision, and even the right of suffrage of members of the levisla- 
ture whose elections were contested might be set aside. It would also lead 
inv tion into the motives of members in casting their votes, for tho 
purpose of establishing a charge of bribery or corruption in particular cases.” 


Mind, the majority of the committee do not deny the power, 
They say the exercise of it would be dangerous. 


for the present the consideration of the extent to which the con- 
g any act unconstitutional, or or invalid may be 

mens oe pyar henry = adjudication, — undersigned 

uences here mentioned 

the deciion ed. He understands it to be 

ve em to judge of the “ elec. 
” of their own members that the person pre- 
evidence of membe is allowed to take his seat, 

ly authorized to act until such evidence of right is over- 

ed b judgment of the body; he never heard it doubted or ques- 

it the votes of a member so were as valid for all purposes as 

the votes of a member whose seat was not contested and whose right toa 
seat was not questioned. Indeed, if it were not so, the admission of a mem- 
ber toa seat in alegislative body until his election, return, and qualifications 
had been definitely adjudged would be an absurdity. It would be the admis- 
body of a voter who might, by the adjudication of the body 


proceedings. 
PT Oh enigned hevake the ent of alleged 
ways sup that a mem- 
a bribe was punishable for the 
he now understand, that the 
the corrupt influence vitiated the proceed- 
either void or voidable by adjudication such 
constitutionally and legally a mem- 
, and retains all his rights 
f crime ousts him from 


8 of the 
objections which are of 
considered. The c mmit- 


wer does not belong 
e Federal Government, and if carried out to its fu 
annihilate all 
disputes in a State on the ental laws and 
composed, it is the business of 
in conf : 
or to control its action. 
and independent of each other; but the undersigned re- 
of which the States are compo- 


* * > * ” + 
, the majority of tie ccmnentiine arg, cach © 

of the States. It is a general prin 

law applicable to all and independent governments, 

administration, or on tives of the different powers of which it is 

State alone to judge and determine them 

to its political No government has a right to 

intrude into domestic affairs of another State, and attempt to influence 
its deliberations, 

The a ust read is from the majority of the committee. 
Now, t proceeds: 

These principles may be perfectly sound when to nations wholly 
spectfully submits that can ent of applicable to governments related to 
spd connected with each as are the its of the States of this 

Senator Wright had not yet come to regard our country as any- 

more than peck we Fan Federal Government, and 


representation of the State 
“ is represented 
tution. Upon 

les of interna- 

seen that the Con- 
“elections” of its 


What follows refers to the legality of the legislature. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Tt is pretty warm, and I ask 
whether it will = to the Senator from Connecticut 


ee: ee eee Then I ask that the Du Pont case 
be laid aside until to-morrow. : ; 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5731) 
to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish — violating the provi- 
nbi 


sions thereof in the District of Columbia; agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHanNnon, Mr. Bascock, 
and Mr. CopB managers at the conference on the part of the 
ouse. 
Hohe m also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the Committees on Enrolled 
Bills of the two Houses to correct an error in the enrolled bill 
(8. 2488) to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes. 
JOHN BREITLING. 


Mr. ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent tocall up the bill (S. 2119) 
for the relief of John Breitling. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
Breitling, of Nebraska, $738.25 for commissary stores furnished 
to United States troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
on the Calendar. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not desire to object, but I wish to have 
it understood that no other business than pension bills shall be 
transacted during the remainder of the afternoon. 

Mr. PASCO. _ I have a bill which I desire to call up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it come in before the pension bills are 
considered. Let it be understood that after the pension bills are 

of no other business is to be transacted. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]? The Chair 
hears none. 


shall devote thirty minutes to the consideration of pension bills | 


ARREDONDO GRANT, FLORIDA. 


Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settle- 
ment of titles and disposition of public lands in the Arredondo 
grant, in Columbia County, Fla., to report it favorably. It is a 
matter that relates to our State, and I ask that it may receive 


immediate consideration. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If it does not lead to any debate I have no 


. PASCO. I will withdraw it if it leads to debate. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JEFFERSON FUESTON. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] to allow me to call up a pension bill, but 
not in the regular order, as Ican not remain. Itis only four lines 


. GALLINGER. All gy BP for that purpose. 
Mr. MITCHELL of I the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3689) ne e pension of 
Jefferson Fueston, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 
There being no oe A as in oe meme = the 
Whole, proceeded to consi: ; pay Jefferson 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, a 


late of Company M, Tenth 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is 


pension at the rate of $30 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
- MONUMENTS Lo GENERALS NASH AND DAVIDSON. 
. BUTLER. I unanimous consent, with the permission 
at 
resolutions of the 
Con contin ts to be erected to the 
and William Davidson, of North 


Mr. VILAS. Is there not a unanimous-consent agreement that 
the cases shall be taken up in their order? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. was the t of the Sen- 


ihe Chair recognised the Senator from North Carolina to 


Mr. I ask permission of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to have the joint resolution taken up. 


f 
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Mr. VILAS. Are we executing the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, or what is the arrangement? I understood pension bills 
were to be considered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not quite sure that under the agree- 
ment I can yield for other business. I should like very much to 
accommodate all Senators, I will say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thisa very short measure. 
discussion I will withdraw it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. «If there is no objection I will yield for the 
consideration of the joint resolution, but after that I shall insist 
upon the regular order, although several other Senators wish me 
to yield to them. 

here being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
appropriate $5,000 for the erection of a monument in honor of the 
memory of Brig. Gen. Francis Nash, of North Carolina, and the 
further sum of $5,000 for the erection of a monument in honor of 
the memory of Brig. Gen. William Davidson, of North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the request of a member of his family, I 
wish to move to amend the name of Brig. Gen. William Davidson 
by inserting after ‘“‘ William” the name “Lee”; so as to read 
** Brig. Gen. William Lee Davidson.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution to carry into effect two resolutions of the Con- 
tinental Congress directing monuments to be erected to the mem- 
ory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Lee Davidson, of North 
Carolina.” 


If it leads to any 


SARAH COMLY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first pension bill on the Calendar 
will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 937) granting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Comly, was announced as first in order on the Cal- 
endar; and the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed its 
consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has been read at length, and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] offered an amendment which 
I trust he will withdraw. 

_ Mr. ALLEN, I think I will withdraw the amendment at this 


time. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the committee amendments be stated. 
The Secretary. The Committee on Pensions reported, in line 
7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“thirty-five”; and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ month,” to 
insert ‘‘the same to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by her”; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Comly, and pa her a pension of $35 per month, the same to be 
in heu of the pension now drawn by her. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments were agreed to 
when the bill was formerly under consideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly.” 
SILAS M. STEVENS. 
The bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
Stevens was considered as-in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
s to place on the pension roll the name of Silas M. Stevens, late 
of the U. 8. 8. Lackawanna, and to grant him a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
MARGARET A. LUTHY. 

The bill (H, R. 4712) 


anting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy 
was considered as in 


ommittee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll at $8 per month the name of Margaret 
A. Luthy, widow of Franklin Luthy, late of Lieutenant Allen’s 
detachment of recruits, Missouri Mexican Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS HOLADAY. 

The bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the invalid pension roll the name of Thomas Holaday, 

te a private in Company C, Kimball's regiment Missouri Volun- 
teer State Militia, at $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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GEORGIANA Cc. HALL, 


The bill (H. R. 4182) granting increase of on to Georgianna 
©. Hail, dependent mother of Maj. John . Williams, deceased, 
Jate surgeon, United States Army, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension allowed under 
the act of January 29, 1887, to Georgianna C. Hall, as the widow 
of William Hall, of Company B, Third Louisiana Volunteers, i in 
the Mexican war, to $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE A. HOUGH, 


The bill ae R. sere) to increase the fae of Caroline A. 
Hough, wi ig. Gen. John —— ed as in 
Comunittee of the Wie It proposes to ete name of Caro- 
— A. Hough, widow of the late Brig. . John Hough, upon 
roll, and to grant her a pension of $30 per month in 
Man tot the pension of $17 per month whick she is now receiving 

The bill wasre to the Senate without amendment, aalarel 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: I understand that the rate 
fixed by House bill 2604 is $30. The rule has been to give widows 
of generals of General Hough’s rank $50. I move to reconsider 
the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and 

sed, 
the: motion to reconsider was agreed to 
CULLOM. I move to amend the bill b striking out 
ws iety ” and inserting “fifty” before the w dollars,” in 


Mr. HAWLEY. The proposition is to make it $50? 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to know something about that, 
because we are striving to get what we can for some of these poor 


people. 

wo CULLOM. General Hough was a general in the Army, a 
oe soldier, and he happened to live in Illinois, and that is 

e only reason ‘why the rate should not be $50 that I have ever 
heard of. I want his widow to fare as well as the widows of other 
men of the same rank and service in the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hitt in the chair). The 
question is on ing to the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

KATE GRANT, 

The bill (H.R. 3607) to increase the of Kate Grant was 
considered as in Committee of the Wile It proposes to increase 
the pension of Kate Grant, widow of the late Capt. Charles E. 
Grant, of Company F, Fortieth Regiment New Jersey Infantry 
—— to per ‘month, in lieu of the pension now received 

y her 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTIANA C. QUEEN, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Christiana C. , widow 
of Walter W. Queen, formerly an admiral in the nited States 
Navy, which ha been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“ admiral” and insert ‘ rear-admiral ”; and in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” tostrike out ‘one hundred ” and insert “*seventy- 
five”; so as to make the bill read: 

it 
ae oe ouaeed, etc., dircted to piaen on the pension Fal the panne > aes y 
tiana C. ak end Girected whiow of Walter W. a pension at the rato 
Saree sae oan ee opines SA eee eee 
vwalcheone now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so asto read: ‘‘A bill 
of pension ° Christiana C. woo: widow 
rear United States 


alter W. Queen, | Ba=y 
MARY E. ELY. 


of the United States Army ” 
Michigan Volunteers”; in 
strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert “ 
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the word ‘‘ month,” to strike out ‘‘from and after the passage .? 
this act”; so as to make the bill read: 
Secretary of the Interior be, ereby, 
Saco tawe, the the ages roll, subject to tho oo ‘el 
sat doreteat iooeek. 
The bill reported to Senate ded, 
was sng tees as amen and th 5 
The bill’ ecebtninniiianih third 
was 0 ora ‘ 
third time, and passed. ene the 


MARGARET CUSTER CALHOUN, 

The bill (S. 2954) to increase the pension of Margaret Custo 
Calhoun was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ad 
oe ec gee place on the roll the name of Margaret Custer 

alhoun, widow of Lieut. James Calhoun, late of the Seventh 


United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of §30 per mont! 
ee of that she is now a gr month 


bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order] 
to be engrorsed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe, 


MARY JANE LYNN, 


ns 


ae widow of Ra} ph 
and pay her a pen. 


eae gt R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the 
ecaaar of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier, was consii- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll at $12 Soca Adee sacein's Mary Jane Lyn, 
the daughter of John who served asa private soldier 
from the State of eames under General Wayne, in the 
war of the Revolution. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH N, PARKHURST. 


ider the bill (810i) granting a pension to Bt ah N. Parkhacn, 
si a on arkhurst, 
which had been the Committee on Pensions wit) 
amendments, in line 4, ane a eae ‘rate,” to strike out “paid 
for loss of both legs ” and insert “ of $72 per month”; and in line 
7, after the word .,. Cavalry,” to insert “‘in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving ”; 80 as to make the bill read: 


Be it enac etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is h. roby, 
authorized directed to So weet ot roll, at the rate of $72 | 
month, the name of Elijah N. Par a Company A. Ninth 
Regiment Tediane Cavalry, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The peepee to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

The bill ¥ ord sae to be engrossed for a third readi 

was e a reading, read 

the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst.” 

CARRIE A, MOODY. 

Rp in Committee of the Whole _ oe ceanentl der 
the granting a pension to Carrie y, Which had 
been : = the Committee on Pensions, with an amend 
ment, in line 9, before the word *‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘ twenty- 
five” and insert “twelve” ; so as to make the bill read: 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
on the pension Fol subject tothe rovi 
laws, Carrie ae 
via Tune eoined nd ‘ti thir 


lieutenant-colonel One 
Soe Farmeptenats Vdiethooes, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 p per 


The amendment was agreed to. 
was reported to to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
concurred in. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
granting increase of pension to Lewis 

Reais Giteaatties cx Pen- 

8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to 

*; soas to make tle 


Interior be, and he is hereby, 


See eree et: ovisions 


of © 4 


eee ny S 


The bill was ent wan agreed 8, doa and the amend- 


t concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
id te colon 
WILLIAM GROSE. 
R. a pension to 
— the Whole. 


William Grose was 


_ one proposes to place 
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nsion roll the name of William Grose, of Newcastle, 
unty, Ind., late a brigadier-general of the United States 
Volunteers in the Union Army, at $75 per month, said pension to 
be in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


on the 
Henry 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll, at $72 per month, the name of Jonathan Scott, 
of Oswego, — late of pany M, Sixth Regiment Iowa Vol- 

teer Vv. ° 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 


The bill (5. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major- , United States 
i as in Committee of the Whole. 
reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “‘ twenty-five”; so as to make the bill read: 
enacted naar weeny ot Interior be, he is hereby, 
aa and Gincenea are upon the se vee the = oe ielteateeh 
Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United 
States and to pay her a pension at the rate of per month during 
her natural 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LUCRETIA ©. WARING. 


The bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘ fifty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the general 

nsion la the name of Lucretia ©. Waring, widow of the late Lieut. 
Eowaré 8. Waring, of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 a month in lieu of any other pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

: bill soloed to be grossed f hird reading 

The bill was to be en or a thi i read 

the third time, and passed. . 
NANCY PIPER. 


The bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pensidn roll the name of some oe, widow of Samuel Piper, 
who was a soldier in Capt. John W. Kendrick’s cavalry company, 
from Troup County, Ga., in the Creek Indian war of 1836, for a 
period of months, and who received a land warrant for such 
services, and to pay her a pension of $8 a month. 

The was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH RICHARDSON, 


The bill R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
Glace emanieeed asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to place a the ion rolis the name of Elizabeth Ric on, 
mother of Robert F. Richardson, late a — in Company A, in 
the Regiment of Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and who 
was 


during the war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IDA EMMOTT. 


The bill (8. 2983) a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter 
@testate Themes heenote, wee considered as in Committee of 


an amendment, in line 6 iitdinamaa-aaamiaee 8 omeaee 
“dependent and invalid”; so as to make the bill read: 






name 
Emmott, otivate in the Boveath Battery 
Artillery, at the rate of $12 per month. 


_ Be it » Zeat the Becretary of the Interioe be, and he is hereby, 
a laws, the of Ida oa t and 
of 


olunteer 


amendment was agreed to. 
EES = se emetnnsamentol, cnt the amend 


jez 
St ce 
sas OR 


a 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill granting a pension 
to Ida Emmott, dependent and invalid daughter of the late 
Thomas Emmott.” 

WILLIAM T. HILL. 


The bill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William T. Hill, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Infantry,” to insert “ at 
the rate of $12 per month”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Hill, late private 
Company D, Fourteenth United States Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM SANTAS. 


The bill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars.” to strike out 
‘‘twenty” and insert “‘eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of Hiram Santas, late a private of Company 
G, Nineteenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,upon the pension roll at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
he third time, and passed. 

JACKSON LUCUS. 

The bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘‘ eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 3 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jackson Luci late of Com- 


pany C, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $8 per 
month from the passage of this act. 


is hereby, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ° 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES E. MANN. 


The bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-four ” and insert ‘‘ twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pensicn laws, the name of Charles E. Mann, late 
sergeant of Company H, Second Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES A. HUTCHINGS. 


The bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty-four” and insert “eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, cunqeet to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Charies A. Hutchings, 
late private Company H, Third Wisconsin Cavalry Volunteers, at the rate 
of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM F. GOWDY. 


The bill (S. 2433) granting a sion to William F. Goudy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name ‘‘ William F.,” to strike out 
** Goudy” and insert ‘‘Gowdy ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Gowdy, late cap- 
tain Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $12 per month from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to William F. Gowdy.” 

JAMES H. JONES. 

The bili (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of on to James H. 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to increase to $20 per month the pension of James H. Jones, of 
Cusseta, Ga., late of the Georgia Volunteers, Indian war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, AMANDA WOODCOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wovod- 
cock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the = roll at $12 per month the name of Amanda 
Woodcock, of Richmond, Ky., widow of Robert Woodcock, late 
a private in the Fourth United States Volunteer Infantry, in the 

exican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. * 


MICHAEL H, J. CROUCH, 


The bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of Company M, Sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Cavalry, on the pension roll at $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CASSIE A, DAVIS. 
The bill (H. R. _ granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, 


widow of James T. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an inva- 
lid daughter, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “rate of,” to strike out 
‘*$30 per month, in addition to the $12 which she is now receiving 
as a widow; said $30 month to be in lieu of the $2 per month 
now paid on account of soldier's helpless eee, Mary T. 
Davis, and to be = so long as said Mary T. Davis remains help- 
less and is cared for by said Cassie A. Davis,” and insert ‘‘ $24 per 
a - lieu of that she is now receiving”; so as to make the 

read: 
it enac te., That the of the Interior 
ohn sr onto sans cae ea 
0 68 I’. im) 
Volunteers, at the rate of $24 per month, Tn Hea of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT, 


The bill (S. 1800) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘*twenty” and insert ‘‘twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Hannah 
Neweil Barrett, eldest deughter of Noah , late a soldier in Colonel 
Shepard's ent and Captain Webb's company of Massachusetts troops 
in war of the Revolution, and pay her a ion at the rate of -$12 per 
month from and after the passage of Chis act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time and passed 


The preamble was rejected. 
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HENRY V. ANDREWS. 


The bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews 
of Fulton County, Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk io. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placa 
on the pension roll the name of Henry V. Andrews, of Fulton 
County, Il, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported: to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DALTON, 


The bill (H. R. 8221) granting a — to John Dalton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension rolls the name of John Dalton, of Lamar, Mo. 
who was employed as a teamster in the Quartermaster-General]'s 
Office oe war of the rebellion, and who, while serving as 
such in the line of his duty, was wounded in the left thizh by a 
musket ball at and during the battle of Marks Mill, Arkansas 
on the 28d day of Aas 1864, at $12 month. F 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAMSON DURLEY,. 


The bill (H. R. 3234) nting a pension to Williamson Durle 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes nl 
place on the on roll the name of Williamson Durley, of Hen- 
nepin, Ill., who was a private in the company of Capt. George B. 
Willis, Fortieth Regiment, Fourth Brigade, Division of the 
Illinois State Militia, and who served as such in the Indian war 
of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and to pay him a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CASTER, 


The bill (H. R. 5854) gaan ® on to John Caster was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It oe to place 
on the pension roll the name of John Caster, late a private in 
Company A, Thirty-third Missouri Enrolled Militia Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KATHERINE 8. M’CARTNEY, 


The bill (H. R. 4528 nH itoCertnay, to Katherine S. Mc- 
Cartney, widow of W H. , was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It oan o place on the pension 
roll the name of Katherine S. , widow of William H. 
First Massachusetts Artillery, and to pay 

per month. 


McCartney, late 
her a sense of 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ABEL 8. CHASE, 


The bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel 8S. Chase was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on 
the roll the name of Abel 8S. Chase, of nsport, Ind., 
at Hae month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES E, WICKWARE, 


The bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E, Wickware was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Pens © Dlace on 
the on roll the name of Frances E. Wickware, widow of 
Lieut. Charles Wickware, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, at $15 a month and $2 per month 
for each minor child until severally arrive at the age of 16 
years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. JAMES B. LOGAN. 

The bill (S. 752) to increase the pension of James B. Logan 

ee a ee It proposes to 

sion roll the name of James B. Logan, late captain 
of Company K, Tenth Regiment of Missouri Infantry, and also a 
soldier in the Mexican war, and grant him a pension of a 
month in lien of $12 per month which was granted him under 
certificate No. 180959. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. L. FAXON, 


k gran «ie BP on- 
tee oe ie eeete Wek. ‘axon was C 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 








1896. 


— 


amendment, 


in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
« twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twelve,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of W. L 
Faxon of Middleboro, Mass., late a surgeon, Thirty-second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, and that he receive a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEN. WILLIAM H. MORRIS. 


The bill (H.R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 
Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of William H. Morris, 
te a brevet major-general of volunteers in the Army of the 
United States, at $75 per month, in lieu of the pension which he 
is now receiving. ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P. HURLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James 

"p. Hurley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

poses to increase the pension of James P. Hurley, private Com- 

y G, Twenty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 

Pat , and Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve 

, to $30 per month in lieu of that he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY F. DAVENPORT. 


The bill (H.R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport 
was ° acre’ as in Gaannatbtes of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Mary F. Davenport, widow 
of Dudley Davenport, late first lieutenant of the steamer Caleb 
Cushing, and to pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. KATHERINE GAFFNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Katherine 
Gaffney was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to on the pension roll the name of Katherine Gaffney, 
widow of Michael Gaffney, formerly of Company I, Second Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month during her life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

SIMON D. KOHL. 

The bill (S. 2434) ting a pension to Simon D. Kohl was con- 
sidered as £ Committee of the ole. 

The bill Was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteer,” to strike out 
“Infantry” and insert ‘‘ Cavalry”; so as to make the bill read: 


, 


Be it etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to place on the pension ro lect to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of m D. Kohl, late 


AARON B, PAGE. 
The bill (S. 1164) granting a on to Aaron B. Page was con- 
sidered as in Committee of fn Whole 
from the Committee on Pensions with an 
after the word “receive,” to strike out 
further, that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
pay to the said Aaron B. Page oom oer from the time of his 
month, 


at the rate of $30 up to the time this bill 

shall take effect”; ahion be Susie the bill sent: 
Be it “ Interi and he is hereby, 
aries, ste. That the Secretary of the or be, y 


to : the pension sub to the provisions 
Sion eciees of Lavon it Puan te of Com- 


pony E, Seventy Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $30 
month, in lieu of the pension now received. 24 , Ae 


in. 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
so as to read: “A bill to increase the 
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MICHAEL CARRON, 


The bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael Carron was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word “directed,” to strike out ‘‘ to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Michael Carron, late a pri- 
vate in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him the pension granted to him by certificate No. 842829 
issued under the law of June 27, 1890,” and insert ‘‘ to place upon 
the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the pen- 


; Sion he is now receiving, the name of Michael Carron, late a 


private in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, the name of Michael Car- 
ron, late a private in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

_ The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Michael Carron.” 


JACOB SALADIN, 


The bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Jacob Saladin, late of Company E, First 
Gasconade Missouri Battalion Home Guards, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY F. HAWLEY. 


The bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment,in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
** fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, gabsect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F. Hawley, widow of 
late Capt. John B. Hawley, Company H, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Infantry, 
and to pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELENDER HERRING. 


The bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of 
Elsmore, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the ae roll the name of Elender Her- 
ring, mother of the late rge W. Herring, who was a private 
in Company I, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volun- 
teers, and to grant her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CYNTHIA A. LAPHAM, 


The bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham, was considered as inCommittee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Cynthia A. Lapham, the widow of William B. Lapham, formerly 
first lieutenant, Twenty-third Maine VolunteerInfantry, first lieu- 
tenant Seventh Maine Volunteer Light Battery, and captain and 
assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, at $17 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS JULIETTE BETTS. 


The bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll at $12 per month the name of Juliette Betis, 
the daughter of Hezekiah Betts, a Revolutionary soldier, she 
being now 91 years old and dependent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM H, PALMER. 


The bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Hiram H. Palmer, late a private in 
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5 Company A, of the Sixth Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA M’NEIL. 

The bill (H.R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on 
the pension roll the name of Martha McNeil, widow of John Mc- 
Neil, late brigadier-general and brevet major-general, United States 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGERET ROWSELL. 

The bill (8.2802) granting a pension to Margeret Rowsell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It to place 
on the on roll the name of Rowsell, widow of 
George Rowsell, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment United 
States Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
te be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JERUSHA HAYWARD BROWN. 


The bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert “‘ twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


Sp th cnncind, os... That the Roabeeaty of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on t ty 


and ae roll the name of Jerusha 
Hayward Brown, nary'y pattalion of uel Seared, = ergvate, under 
Capt. James Waterbury’s in the year 1781, June 17, 1833, 
tor service in the Army of the Revolution, at ‘ord, Vt., March 4, 1837, 
and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC HARBAUGH. 

The bill (S. 2888) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
baugh was considered as in Decuaniaten of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert “twenty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac Saugh, Company 
A, One hundred and sixty-third — Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of 
$20 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator will not ask for an adjourn- 
ment. There ought to be an executive session this evening. 

Mr. GAL ER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive on the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 53 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 15, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 14, 1896. 
’ PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Samuel Quincy Robinson, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 
goon, with the rank of major, May 2, 1896, vice Caldwell, retired 
active service. 


To be professor of civil and military engineering. 

Capt. Gustav Joseph Fieheger, Corps of Engineers, United States 

buat May 4, 1896, 4 vice Mercur, deceased. 
To be post chaplain. 

The Rey. Ivory Hovey Bartlett Headley, of Massachusetts, 

8, 1896, vice tees, deceased. — 
CAVALRY ARM. 

First Lieut. Daniel Hall Boughton, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 

tain, April 5, 1896, vice Jchnson, Third Cavalry, deceased. 


Second Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Fifth Cavalry 
be first lieutenant, April 5, 1896, vice Boughton, Third « ury, to 
promoted. 


avalry, 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, TERRITORY OF OKLA1{()\y A. 


John C. Tarsney, of Missouri, to be associate justice of the sy. 
preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, vice John H. Burfoy( 
whose term expired March 8, 1896. : 

SECRETARY OF LEGATION, MEXICO, 


Robert Ransom, of North Carolina, to-be second secretary of 
Sse of the United States to Mexico, to take effect July 1, 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

Ernest A. Man, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 

Bergen, Norway, vice Frederik G. Gade. 
POSTMASTERS. 

W. A. Shepard, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county o 
Placer and State of California, in the of Frederick S. ee 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. B 

Oswald Allen, to be postmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado, in the place of Solomon J. Krous- 
kop, whose ion will 27, 1896. 

illiam M to be in the county of: 
ihn E. Davidson, 


whose commission expired May 9, 
Ww. ke owe to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 
State of OS enias Mar 96 185 Franklin McC. Brown, 
whose commission will May 26, 1896. 

I. J. Jenkins, to be at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois, in the place of Louis H. Kerr, 


Moran Scott, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the Chickas: 

Wate, int. 5, i tevglow San. oman, orsign.” 
ames H. . , in the count 

of Hasex and State of Massach in the place of Daniel W. 

Davis, whose commission will expire 27, 1896. 

W. 38. Cornutt, to be postmaster at Culbertson, in the county 

of Hitchcock and State of Nebraska, in the place of Mrs. Bertha 

Klevens, removed. 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John T. Kelly, 
whose commission expires May 20, 1896. 
aan Vv. a a. " ——— at et » the county 

ashington. Pennsylvania, ace of Elmer 

B Willioes 1 Smith, to be postmaster at Ni a 
. Smith, a 

of Perry and State of Pennsylvania, in the 

ee. gages ome e 

njamin 7. er, to postmaster 

comm of Fremont and State of Colorado 


, in the county 
ace of William H. 
March 23, 1896. 
at Canyon City, in the 
in the place of Willard 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
“ient. Col. William John Lyster, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 


colcnel. 
Maj. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be licuten- 
t-colonel. 


Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major. 
First Lieut. Frank Beall a. Twenty-second Infantry, to be 


captain. 
Becond Lieut. ‘Wilson Chase, Twentieth Infantry, to be fir 
lieutenant. 

POSTMASTERS. 


postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Missouri. , 
to be at Two Harbors, in the 


at Allegany, in the county 
New York. : 
at Clinton, in the county of 


—— at Hackensack, in the county 
ew Ji b 
ut Friendship, in the county 


ew York. 
at Oyster Bay, in the county 
ork. 


Mark A. Drane, to be 
and State 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, May 14, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


N. CoupEN. 
ener JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

The SP . The question is on approving the Journal. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. , d on page 5207 among other 
names read by the Clerk as we the name of “ Mr. Pricer.” 
I desire to say to the House that I was not in the building at that 


The SPEAKER. At what time? 
Mr. PRINCE. At the time of the taking of the last vote. 


The S The Chair is informed at the Clerk’s desk 
that the gentleman went out after the question was put. 

Mr. PRINCE. If the Chair was so informed I desire to say he 
was misi ; for this reason, that after the vote was taken 
on the resolution I supposed that was the end of the matter, and 
Lieft; and in company with me was my coll , Mr. Grarr. 
I see we are both es se not voting.” I 
left, belie that was an end of the entire matter. When Isaw 
the Recorp I found that there was a further roll call, upon the 


resolution, at which, neither at the time of putting the 


tion, the vote, nor at the end of it was 1 inthis building. 
oT SDRAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be con- 


sidered as After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- 
cin ciknet, 


ADJUSTMENT OF PENSIONS OF MAIMED UNION SOLDIERS AND 
SAILORS. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report on the bill (H.R. 8354) to adjust the pensions of maimed 
Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion, and ask 
that the bill be printed and recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska submits a 
privileged report on a bill the title of which will be read. 

The title was read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the bill be printed 
and be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. With- 
out objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which I send 
to the desk. It will not take two minutes to pass it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
cae caenietioen ed outoneet = =| 


cannon balls to certain posts of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Navy be, and he is hereby. 

orized and directed to donate to J. H. Crenshaw Post, Grand Army of 

the Republic, at Carterville, Mo., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls, 

and also to the General Joe Bailey Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Ne- 
vada, Mo., 1 condemned cannon and 15 m balls. 


canno! 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? [After a pause. } e Chair hears none. 
sonnei recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 
Provided, That in the ent of the Secretary of the Navy such articles 
ent to the public interests: And provided fur- 


States shall not be subjected to any expense on account 


The recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be fora read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was read the third time, 


On motion of Mr. BURTON of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. mee , 1 move that the House resolve 
into Committee of Whole for the consideration of bills 
. Will the tleman suspend for a moment 
until the Chair gets through the necessary business? 

Mr. 


Mr. 


: 


from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
that they had examined and found enrolled bille and j 
Tesoluticin of the following titles; whee the Speaker siesed the 


A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 


A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John 8S. Cochenour; 

A bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house 
and jail at the county seat thereof; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. Baker; and 

A bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory notes, 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLED BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Seeman concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct tho 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled “*An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and Spree a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,’ by striking out the word “nine,” in line 2 of said enrolled bill, 
and inserting “eight.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of business under the 
special order. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—CHEATHAM VS. WOODARD, 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report that I 
would like to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs pardon. The Chair thought 
the gentleman rose to make a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRINCE. It is a report with reference to the contested- 
election case of Henry P. Cheatham against Frederick A. Wood- 
ard. I would like to have the resolutions read to the House, and 
then I will ask for their adoption. 

Mr.PICKLER. Aparliamentaryinquiry, Mr.Speaker. Under 
the special order there is nothing to displace this special order ex- 
cept appropriation bills. Is it im order to bring up a contested- 
election case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a privileged matter. 
The question of the right of a member to his seat has precedence 
over even a special order of the House. The Chair was not aware 
that the gentleman from Illinois had a privileged report, but 
thought he was asking for unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a bill. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Henry P. Cheatham was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Second Congressional district of North Car- 
olina, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

tesolved, That Frederick A. Woodard was elected a Representative in 
the Fitty-fourth Congress from the Second Congressional district of North 
Carolina, and is entitled to retain his seat therein. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. I ask that the report be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Elections No, 2, submitted 
the following report: 


The Committee on Elections No. 2, to whom was referred the contested 
election case of Henry P. Cheatham, contestant, against Frederick A. Woad- 
ard, contestee, from the Second Congressional district of North Carolina, 
res’ lly report that, after a careful consideration of the printed ovidence 
and briefs filed in said cause and having heard the oral arguments of coun 
sel for said parties in support of their respective claims, the committee find 
the following facts, viz: Bre said district is composed of nine counties, to wit, 
Bertie, be, Greene, Halifax, Lenoir, Northhampton, Warren, Wayne, 
and Wilson. 


Prederick A. Woodard, Democrat, received 14,721 votes, H. P. Cheatham, 
blican, received 9.413 votes, and H. F. Freeman, Populist, received 5,314 
votes, at the general election held in said district on the 6th day of Novem- 


r, , testee received the certificate of election, was sworn in, and is 
now the si member of the House from that district. Contestant, within 
the time required by law, served upon contestee his notice of contest, alleg- 


ing various matters as reasons why contestee was not legally elected and 
clai that he (contestant) was duly and legally elected. 
To this notice contestee served on contestant his answer, specifically deny- 
all of the material in said notice. 
the evidence it that contestant and his brother-in-law, Geo 
H. White, were rival] for the nomination for Congress before the 
convention of the Republican party, which met in said district in Weldon, 
on June 27, 1894. 
The contest the convention between contestant and George H. 
White was active, earnest, and bitter. At said nominating convention, 
tions, the bitterness between said parties was in- 
that he was the regular nominee of the convention 
remained in the field, each Sopeing net to be 
Se ber 24, 1894, when the Republican 
Congressional comm. red that Mr. Cheatham was the - 
ular nominee of his party insaid district. Owi is unf 
between contestant and George H. , 
very many of the colored Republican voters refused to vote for Mr. 
afew of them even preferred to vote for Mr. Woodard, Demo- 
cratic candidate, and a great many of them voted for H. F. Freeman, the 
Populist candidate. Contestant contends that the voters are in a 
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majority in the district and that the colored vote was solid for him. The 
evidence in the case failed to sustain either of these allegations. Itis further 
alleged by contestant that the election was not conducted fairly and that poll 
kolders were goto and corrupt and defrauded him. This allegation is 
not maintained, except in a few instances, where the poll holders were shown 
to be ignorant. From the evidence it appears that this is the first contest 
that has occurred in this district, and it would seem that if the Republican 

marty was united on their candidate the district would be represented in 
f Jongress by a Republican. Conceding to contestant the benefit of every 
reasonable Joubt and all legitimate presumptions in the irregularity in the 
conduct of said election, your committee do not feel warranted upon the 
facts proved in holding that contestant was elected, use he falls far 
short of a sufficient number of votes to legally elect him as a Representative 
in Congress from said district. 

The committee therefore recommend the adoption by the House of the 
following resolutions: 

“Resolved, That Henry P. Cheatham was not elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Second Congressional district of North 
Carolina and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

“Resolved, That Frederick A. Woodard was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Second Congressional district of North Car- 
olina and is entitled to retain his seat therein.” 


SPECIAL ORDER, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I yield for a moment to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, 


DELEGATE FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, it was the intent to call up 
to-day the motion toreconsider the motion by which the bill H. R. 
8826, the Alaska Delegate bill, was denied a third reading, but I 
do not desire to interfere with pension matters, and therefore 
I give notice that I will ask a vote upon the motion to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the vate Calendar under the special order, 
Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills under the special order, which the 


Clerk will ppt. 
The special order was read. 


EMILY A, MANN, 


The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief 
of Emily A. Mann, which the Clerk ed to read. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, that is not the first bill in order. 
There were several bills reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs which were passed over th» other night and ought to be 
taken up before this bill is reached. 

The AIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill was 
pending when the committee rose at the last session for the con- 
sideration of pension bills under the special order. The Clerk 
will oe the reading of the bill. 

‘ a Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill, as 
ollows: 


Be it gnaeted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of 


on 
r month, the name of Emily A. Mann, widow of William R. Rogers, late of 
First linois Light Artillery. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, at the close 
of the session on last Friday evening I had risen to oppose this bill, 
but gave way for a motion that the committee rise. I do not pro- 
pose at this time to discuss the bill at any length. I wish merely 
to state what it is, and then leave it to the members of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to decide as they see fit, as they re 
will. This is a case of a soldier’s widow who remarried, and 
now the widow of a civilian, not of asoldier. This bill proposes 
to pension her under a name which has not its counterpart — 
the rolls of the Army. The soldier served a little less than 
months, when he died. His widow was pensioned, but subse- 
quently remarried, and now, after she has voluntarily retired her- 
self from the pension roll, this bill a ge to reinstate her upon 
that roll. The principal objection of this character lies in 
the fact, as I have already suggested, that there is no counterpart 
of service upon which to base the pension. , this is the 
third bill of this kind which has been before this House, and if we 
— this bill we shall establish a precedent which will come wu: 

ere every Friday evening, and probably at every session in the 
future, to occupy the time of the House and to expend the money 
of the United States for the benefit of persons who have volunta- 
rily relinquished their claim to 
That is the character and condi 
remarks I leave the bill to the judgment of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside | that 


to ne reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass 


. tet Beaeiog, betng Frente’. metre 


May 14, 


— 


just been made that this lady is not the widow of a soldier, a; she 
is described in the bill, I shall move to amend so as to mike th 

bill conform to the fact. It ought to be amended by insertin, in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘of,” the words “8. K. Mann, and provi 
ously widow of.” I offer that amendment in order that th: fact 
may appear that this lady was formerly the widow of a soldier 

I think we ought not to state in a bill anything that is contrary 
to the fact. ~~ 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “ of,” in line 6, insert S. K. Mann, and previously wido 
of"; sothat it will redd “ widow of 8. K. Mann,and previously widow \ Wi 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a bill to pension a remarried widow 
and as that is not conformable to the general law, there ought to ha 
some specific reason for making an exception in this particular 
case, because we have in the country more than 10,000 widows 
who are exactly in the same position as this one, soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried and who therefore do not come within the 
general law. I think there ought to be an exceptional reason for 

Mr PICKLER, T will yield to Heagu 

5 s my co © on the commi 
to tS the gentleman from Maine. - 

Mr. KERR. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, that it is rather late to 
raise the cular — that is now raised by him, inasmuch 
as it has been the policy of this House to every bill recom. 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions where the benefi- 
ciary was the war widow of a soldier. That I state as the first 
a circumstance that ought to recommend this bill to 

avorable consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is the af to be followed, why is it 
not better for the Committee on Invalid Pensions to report a gen- 
eral bill covering all these cases? 

Mr. KERR. will say to the gentleman from Maine, who 
knows everything that goes on in this House except the particular 
thing which he does not appear to know in this instance, that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has recommended the passage of 
such a bill, and I have had in charge for two or three weeks a bill 
that does render eligible to pension all widows who were the 
wives of soldiers for any period aoe war. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the point is this: Would it not be better, 
if we are to adopt that policy, to take up and pass the general bill 
rather than to pension a cular w, unless there are some 
special or exceptional ? 

Mr. KERR. There is no reason — the case of this poor 
widow a should be delayed by waiting for this House to pass 


a general bill. 
ir. DINGLEY. Is there ae that distinguishes the case 
of this widow from the case of 10,000 other widows? 

Mr. KERR. Thereis. Although the gentleman is much better 
able to make an estimate than I am, I say there are not 10,000 
widows or the half of 10,000 widows in a similar situation to this 
lady. Let me state the particular circumstances; and I do not 
wish to encroach upon the time of the House by any prolonged 
discussion of a bill. 


This widow was remarried in 1865, and thereby forfeited the 
as the widow of William 


on she had been dra’ R. Rogers. 

died in the service. was with Grant in front of Donel- 

son and he gave his life for the Union, a did not die in 
battle, but teoun diseass contracted in the . A pension was 
ted to her. widow; she was this man’s wife 
before the war. In 1865, as I have said, she forfeited her pen- 


oe 4 b es and, al her second husband died in 
1871, did not es be reinstated. But in 1887, as 
— shows, she 

ever 


She was a war 


a fall which injured her spine, 

since that time she has been confined to her house and 
for a great part of the time to her bed. She is now entirely pen- 
allem, - the has no children, and depends upon the charity of 


Mr. DINGLEY. I think that the facts the gentleman states 
are sufficient to a of this bill; but I want the real 
reason for pension fo in the bill. If thegen- 
tleman yield for the purpose, TU move to add as an amend- 
ment these words: 


, for the excep- 
and without any means of 


Mr. KERR. I have no objection to that amendment, except 

that this bill is now in the exact form of all the bills of this kind 
from the Invalid Pensions Committee. ; 

is entirely proper if 


to the amendment if—. 
amend in the manner I have indi- 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, after thestatement which has | cated, 








1896. 





Mr. PICKLER. We do not want that amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want it to appear distinctly why this widow 
{s picked out from among thousands of others. 

Mr. PICKLER. She is a war widow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it seems to me if we are to pick out one 
case from among thousands there ought to appear some special 
reason for it. If this is ey the case of a remarried widow, 
there are tens of thousands of others in the same situation. But 
if we state in the bill that this widow is pensioned as being totally 
disabled and without means of support, that will show the reason 
why this case has been made an exception. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 7 the following: 


“This pension being granted, notwithstanding remarriage, for the excep- 
tional reason that sald widow is totally disabled and without any means of 


support. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think thisamendment is wholly unnecessary. 
The report shows that this is a war widow; that she was the wife 
of a soldier who contracted at Donelson the disease from which 
he died. The gentleman from Maine, by his amendment, pro- 
poses to t up a new form for our pension bills; he seeks to inject 
into this bill a new and particular reason for granting the pen- 


sion. 

A Member. An apology. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; an apology. The amendment proposes 
to put an argument in the bill; and arguments ought not to be 
inserted in a bill. The argument of the case is in the report. I 
know that when the gentleman fully understands the case he will 
not insist upon the amendment. It is stated in the report that in 
addition to being a@ war widow she ‘is now over 60 years of age, 
in destitute circumstances, and has no means of support except 
contributions from friends, and no property.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I say that it is proper to pension a remarried 
widow when those facts appear. But let us not establish a prece- 
dent fer applications in 10,000 cases where there are not just such 


circumstances. 

Mr. PICKLER. The statement which the gentleman proposes 
as an amendment ought not to go into the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I thinkit ought. Without some such explan- 
atory statement the bill will be constantly pointed to hereafter as 
a precedent for pensions in cases not having the same peculiar 
merit as this. 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like to know whether there are any 
children. 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope this amendment will not prevail. I 
am astonished to see such a discussion as this arise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on this bill 


has . 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope the bill will pass without the amend- 
ment. I am astonished at ee raising such a question on a 
meritorious bill of this kind. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEy, 

The CHAIRMAN . The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question again taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 74. 

Mr. BRDMAN. . Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being less than one-fifth of the 
members rising to support the demand. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with fav- 
orable recommendation. 


NICHOLAS SWINGLE, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, at the last Friday night 
session House bill No. 1175, to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Nicholas Swingle, was the first bill 
on the Calendar to be considered-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar, which is the bill to which the gentleman refers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 


of Nicholas Swingle, late of Com E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteer In- 
| a7. sae ts honorable Gedkerae be fnonod tn lieu thereof, to date 


Mr. TALBERT. 1 do not understand, Mr. Chairman, how that 


bill comes up now. 

The . The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have some light on this ques- 
tion. Ido not think that this bill ought to be rushed through 
Without discussion like the other was. This bill has no merit 
whatever, while the other was a meritorious bill. I would like to 
have the report read or some light thrown upon it some way or 


f 
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I ask that the report accompanying the 





Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 
bill be read. 
The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


he Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wag referred the bill (H.R. 
1175) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Nicholas Swingle,”’ beg leave to submit the following report, and 
recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

A similar bill to the one under consideration was introduced in the Fifty 


third Congress and favorably reported by your committee, which revort 
your committee hereby affirms and adopts. 
The report is as follows: 


[House Report No. 1671, Fifty-third Congress, third session. | 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8017) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Nicholas Swingle,” having had the same under consideration, re- 
port it back favorably, and recommend its passage. 

Nicholas Swingle, private, Company E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteers, 
was enrolled at Zanesville, Ohio, March 18, 1864, to serve three years. On the 
muster roll of company for March and April, 1864, his presence or absence is 
not stated; May and June, 1864, “ absent at hospital since June 12, 1864"; July 


and August, 1864, “ absent, sick since June 12." His name is dropped from 
all subsequent rolls until the muster out of company, dated July 11, 1865, 
which reports him “deserted from hospital at Big Shanty, Ga., on or about 
June 15, 1864." 

It will be noted that in the above statement of Swingle’s military record, 
furnished by the War Department, it appears that the charge of desertion 
was not entered against his name until the muster out of his company, July 
11, 1865, and then by direction of the chief mustering officer of the Seven 
teenth Army Corps, and against the judgment of the second lieutenant 
company, who was the acting muster officer of the company. 

It appears from affidavits on file in connection with this case that 
Swingle was wounded in the right knee ~~ nile on the skirmish line near Big 
Shanty, Ga., June 11, 1864; was sent toa fie.d hospital, where he remained for 


ven- 
of his 


some days, and when able to perform duty was discharged and ordered to 
rejoin his command. Swingle did not reach his company, and from the time 
of leaving the hospital all trace of him was iost until he appeared at his home 
in Muskingum County, Ohio, in June, 1895, completely Secioen in health, un- 


able to speak above a whisper, and so badly shattered mentally as to be unable 
to give any intelligible account of his wanderings. 
he story gathered from him was that after his discharge from the field 

hospital, and while on his way to his command, he was overtaken by Confea- 
erate cavalry, captured, and sent to a military prison, where he was detained 
until his parole, when he was sent to Annapolis, Md. After remaining there 
for some time he came home, understanding that the war was over 

It appears that when Swingle entered the service he was a strong, able- 
bodied iam, whose good character and faithfulness as a soldier are testified 
to by the affidavits of his captain and second lieutenant, both of whom state 
that, although absent from military control without authority, they did not 
believe him to be a deserter. In less than a year after his disappearance he 
returned home shattered in mind and body, and unable to give any consecu- 
tive or lucid story that would enable his friends to explain his absence to the 
authorities. 

Under all the circumstances your committee is of the opinion that the re- 
lief prayed for in this bill should be granted, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


Mr. TALBERT. I just desire to make this statement—I do not 
wish to detain the committee—but on last Friday evening, when 
a motion was made to go into Committee of the Whole, on a divi- 
sion it was found that there were but 50 members present. I made 
the point of no quorum, with the understanding, as stated at the 
time, that if I could secure unanimous consent that these bills for 
the removal of charges of desertion and for the correction of mil- 
itary records should be passed over and not brought forward for 
consideration, but let the committee go on and reach claims upon 
the Calendar that had some merit in them, I would withdraw the 
int oforder. Thatagreement was made, and several meritorious 

ills were passed. 

That agreement was made, [ thought, in perfect good faith. Cer- 
tainly it was on my part; and that evening some seven or eight 
of these desertion bills were passed over and other bills taken up, 
as I have said, and passed. I believed then that under that agree- 
ment these bills would still remain in obscurity, and that we 
would take up the Calendar to-day, commencing with the merito- 
rious claims, and consider them, or, at least, that we would cer- 
tainly not go back and take up these bills which were laid aside 
under that agreement on last Friday night. Now, I hope the 
House will keep faith with the agreement and not go back. 

I make the point that this is not in order, and that the House 
can not go back and take up these bills out of order in this 
manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has evi- 
dently jumped from the frying pan into the fire. On Friday night 
we could take up and discuss these bills without limit, whereas 
now we are limited to ten minutes on each Dill. 

But as to the point of order suggested by the gentleman, if this 
is the same Committee of the Whole as the committee which acted 
on these bills on Friday night last—and it seems to have been so 
determined by the ruling of the Chair on last Friday night—then 
clearly that faith ought to be kept to which the gentleman refers, 
and the agreement fixed in the Committee of the Whole onght to 
be adhered to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 107, noes 3. 

So the bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation, 
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WILLIAM F. SONGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4198) to correct the military record of William F. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is now 
brought forward because it was passed over by a mistake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against Wil- 
liam F. Souger, late a private of Company B, Forty Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers, on the records of the War Departaent, and to issue tosuid 
Souger a certificate of honorable discharge. 


Mr. HARDY. I want to offer an amendment to this bill. The 
name in the bill is wrong. The name is printed “‘Souger.” I 
move to strike out the letter “u” where it occurs in the bill and 
insert the letter ‘‘n”; so as to — Songer.” 

The amendment was 


Mr. SPALDING. I would like to have the report read which 
accompanies this bill. 


The report (by Mr. WoomeEr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (—. R. 
4193) entitled “‘A bill to correct the military record of William F. Souger,” 
3 leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do 


Pe rhis is a bill enacting that William F. relieve epee Compan pong Be 3 B, waste 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, be eved of the charge 

The evidence shows that he nerves Ra fully ity Saying. his first colina 
that in October, 1864, nine months af ee he deserted, 
returning to his home to visit his wife. A was sick, and she remained sick 
a long time thereafter. 

In consideration of his faithful service for three years, the committee are 
of opinion that this bill should pass. 


The question being taken on laying aside the bill, the commit- 
tee divided, on demand of Mr. TALBERT; and there were—ayes 94, 
noes 5. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


HOMER C, M’CUSKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. McCuskey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of desertion now penning Tet Homer 
©. MceCuskey, second lieutenant of the Seventh Regiment ited States 
Colares Foaae on the soem of me Mi De — be, and the same is, 
removed, # Secretary of War reby 

3 McCuskey an aes discharge, the same 
of said Seventh Regiment of United States Colored Troops. 


Mr. HAGER. I ask for the reading of the 

The report (by Mr. Grirrin) was oe as follows: 

The Committee on Military tg Fe ag the bill (H. 2. 
4872) to correct the mil’ tary canal Homer © C. "MeCusk ae, oe had t 


same under consideration, would 
aes ect of the bill is to remove ee a c 


iaee ¢ Pies ding 
ognines omer ©. McCuskey, second lieutenant of the Seventh Regiment, 


ted States Colored Troupe, and that the Secretary of War be directed to 
issue to him an honorable , to date from the muster out of such reg- 
imant. The records of the War the service of the soldier 
Om Tomer ©. McCusk Ned te in Com: G, Thirt 
at Homer ey was enro! asa ny G, - 
oe Ohio Infantry. to saree three years, and Fa mete discharged October a 
20, 1861, because o chronic enlargement of the liver.” 
As Homer ©. McCuske ocean n enlisted as wovtvete is Guagene D, LD ich 
second Ohio Infantry, 18, 1864 aml was ee 
otion to second lieutenant, Seventh Regiment United Sts: a 
se ehnaee ken tieenenentis thant Mine ©. MeCuskey, aged 21 
own by the er 
a enrolled November 90, 1864, and m to service as secon 


to make defense to 
pad TAI yy, 
of of the Army f ‘or desertion,” he “ 


< 


everson aaa 


“The affidayitof the 
that he reme’ .ed at the 


ve him written permission to yo for his 
cOumkey and his wife, Emily J. McCuskey, 
McCuskey 


lost with other of ‘s ania 

Towa; that he went to his Gas at 
leaving the hospital he was unable to get to 
thereto; that he continued sick and 


home, and that he sent in his 
assurance that it would be “ 
in poor health ane saperionce, he 
me or do 
whether it was voce iv - 
ohn L. Sheridan on the 
th McC uskey, 


try, and that 
the autumn of 1865 for information as to +). 
the service of the United States: tthe 
said John L. Sheridan wrote to the lat. Gen- 

ee Gulf, ae toe by him ir 
sooo aiiahe cause, pro ed suc} oo 
ignation was f: ot ee eee channels; that Me 7 in his 
affidavit aheden that said John ane was a brother of Gen. P. H Sheri- 
dan, commanding the t in which McCuskey’'s regiment was then 
ser , and that said McCuskey, upon res is resignation, relied 
upon the assurance that it would be accepted. He further states in his affi. 
davit that he did not learn that his resignation had not been accepted or ; h ut 
he was borne on the records of the Army as a deserter until long afte; 

regiment bad been mustered out. The vit of McCuskey, made on 
the 13th day of ee 1891, corroborates ee e's statement as to } is 
reaching home sick, and also as to seeing the written ion given by t 
surgeon for him to go to — home. 
Your committee, examination of of the records and papers in the 
are therefore of the opinion that the soldier in this case never intend ite 
or believed he had deserted, but that his absence from his com- 

mand at the time it was mustered out was due to his ill condition of healt 
the admonition the surgeon Seat i if he expected to recover he must 
North, the wahoo pe ion of the eee 2S. thesubsequent ter nder 
of his resignation u arrival at home discovered that he was ; not 
recove' his health, and the assurance received by him that such resivna. 
tion would be accepted for cause such as prom to tender the same 
which was his illness, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. ie 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with fayora- 
ble recommendation. % 


after; that 
yf not 


Lis 


JOHN J, JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of War be, ang he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to ag at wee ree John J. Jolson, late a 
vate in Com n ond Regiment ees o Iry V lun- 
Peers, as of date June 14, 1864. — 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. TRACEY) was read, as follows: 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 

omg wh gtd record of John J. 

, late a private in Company D of the Second Regiment of Arkansas 
Cavalry, ai and oman him an honoral ee leave to report: 


enlisted as in Company bof the Second Regiment 

of Arkansns Cavalry on thel0th day of February 10k Lemuel R. Jones, who 

ee a the somne company. testifies to the good character 

of Johnson’ until reports 

ee erent curr und- 

| pangs Wihae the aw were raiding the Union families in New- 

bs oot apes EO ae his comrades 

in the compat spas vapeste op Bees ween the members of the 

compan age egg colone © regiment to go to 

the gan ort ba Le ry yo = wa eee colonel n 

the groun e extreme danger of a small party going to such a distance 
from the command. 


the summer and fall of 1864 about 60 men of said company y left the 

and went to Newton County to defend and care for their familics, 

them oe ipany. 

the regiment stating 

assistance of their imperiled families. ‘This letter feipen to The colonel rf 
ance was given to the colone 

with the morning report and the colonel stated that he had promised the men 
Se ee the enemy had him from grant- 


to return home to Newton 
— the men that if they 

nome net be molested or punished. When 
== returned to Ne parmey ste Sue Ren anem Se0utiNg the ote and 
doing thoroughly what they had iat, gone Roman to Go. In May. 1865, Lieutenant 
ones returned to and reported to Gen. J. B. born, command- 
ing the Southwest District, and requested that the members of his 
then in es should be placed on detached service and 
to protect the Union families of the county. The 
of cemeaneas Jos Jones was granted, and a general order issued placing 


si | Sis eats detached service and ordering them to remain in S<wton 
| sergeant 


, which he did, 
aT acheee epmmant of, the men og Saanee 
on was then at Memphis, 
Johnson and some others 

eee consequence, and 
received notice of the order 


that Johnson did 
and was only prevents 
ure to receive notice of 
a with a recommendation that it do 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
EZRA ABBOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra Abbott. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the on, 00 ete , eather. 
directed grant ‘ischarge o Ezra bbott, oO 
ised wn lof the Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, to date from 
onbth day of September, 1863. 
Mr. Let us have the report read. 


MILNES. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. Bisnopr), as 
follows: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9945) to grant an honorable barge to Ezra Abbott, having considered the 
same. Would respectfully report the same back to the House and recommend 

bill do pass. 
nee relied upon for such recommendation are fully set forth in a re- 
port of your ttee made in the ai Con hereto attached and 
ted asa part ofthis report. A bill for the relief of such soldiers passed 
eroewet the Fifty-first but because of an error in such bill 
the act was inoperative for the relief intended. The report of the Adjutant- 
General on such bill is clso hereto attached. 


[House Report No. 2656, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10826) to remove charge : 1 
of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, having considered 
9 same, re: : 
hat Ezra Abbott, claimant, enlisted in August, 1862, and served faith- 
fully to July 25, 1865, as for a period of four months and eight days, 
during which he was in desertion. Had he returned to the service eight 
days sooner he could have been relieved under the general law. 
The report of the Secretary of War, herewith submitted, shows that the 
daimant deserted from the hospital, where he had been confined for quite a 


long period with diarrhea. He went home just long enough to re- 
cover his health s tly to medical examination, when he reenlisted 
in another than the one in which he had first served, but with- 
out bounty. 


Your committee believe the relief asked for should be granted, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied with that saat. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK RAINEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Patrick Rainey, lateof Company K, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and issue to said Rainey an honorable discharge. 


The CHAIRMAN. The ieee is upon laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
from South Carolina. 
The report (by Mr. TkRaczy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
228) to remove the desertion from the military record of Patrick 
K, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
have carefull? iered the same and beg leave to report: 
Patrick Ruiney enlisted in the Fifty-second Ohio Infantry as a private on 
the Lica of ae. 1862, to serve three years. He was sorn im Ireland 
in the year hence was but 14 years old at the time of his enlistment. 
other boys,r ~ ~ away from home te enlist. His mother, his 
dead, went -. a one John Cunningham tc Camp Dennison to 
All th. arguments failed and the lad remained. Sub- 
brott.er, James Rainey, went to Nashville, Tenn., and 
by co=rcion, succeeded in getting Patrick to leave 
town, where he bought him a suit of citizen’s 
him to return to the regiment. 

_——— him back home with difficulty a close guard was kept over 

prevent his the regiment until after it was mustered out. 
of the facts and the almost extreme youth 
in his conduct to warrant the charge of 
reported favorably with the recommenda- 


i 


nestion was taken on laying aside the bill to be reported 
House with a favorable recommendation; and the Chair- 
man announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

oe Steeae. That man is admittedly adeserter. Let us have 
a division. 

esas tidal: eee es wase--ayen Gh, nese 5. 
Accordingly was ordered to aid asi reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS S. DAUGHERTY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3333 granting a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty. 


desertion from the record of Ezra Abbott, late | 





———————— ee 
i 


The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
— granting a pension to Thomas 8. Daugherty, submit the following re- 
port: 


Your committee find that Thomas 8. Daugherty enlisted as a private in 
Company A, First Regiment of Kentucky Cavalry, in the fall of 1864, and was 
discharged from the service on the 9th day of August, 1865, having been 
enlisted to serve one year or during the war. In June, 1865, the telegraph 
wires being down, he was sent with a special message to be delivered to the 
commanding officer at Midway, Ky.. his command being at the time stationed 
at Ba Upon arriving at Midway the conductor of the train, upon which 
Daugherty was in the discharge of the duty upon which he had been sent, 
refused to check the speed of the train to allow him to get off with the mes 
=e. and, determined to perform the duty upon which he had been sent at 
all hazards, he jumped off of the train, and in doing so his left foot sliy ped 
under a cross-tie, throwing him back ward, dislocating his left ankle and knee, 
striking the extreme lower part of his spinal column, also the back of his 
head, rupturing the drum membrane of the right ear. 

From these injuries he never recovered. His knee was set. but his ankle 
was not, and a running sore resulted that has never healed. His right ear is 
eel deaf, and he has suffered much from the shock to his spine. His dis- 
abilities have increased with advancing years, and the only reason given by 
the Pension Bureau for the rejection of hisclaim for pension is that the First 
Regiment of Kentucky Cavalry, to which he belonged, was a State organiza 
tion. There is no dispute as to the facts nor as to the additional fact that he 
is now totally disabled from the performance of manual labor of any kind 
He is an educated physician, but for some years has been wholly unable to 
practice his profession. 

_ In view of the fact that the injuries from which the claimant suffers were 
incurred in the service, and in the discharge of an important duty devolved 
upon him, your committee believe he is entitled to a pension, notwithstan 
ing he belonged to a State military organization, and the bill is theref: 
reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MINNIE PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6113) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ii.e Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Minnie Parker, widow 
of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8. Parker, late of tie United States Army, and to pay 
her a pension of $50 per month. 


The Committee on Invs!*4 Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


In line 6, between the wes ia * id “ Brevet,”’ 
and.” 

In line § strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

The amen tieeats recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JERUSHA H. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5279) granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, Jerusha H. Brown, of St. Paul, Minn., daughter of Samuel Hayward, 
a soldier in the American Revolution. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5279) 
granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown, have considered the same and 
respectfully report as follows: 

A similar bill was before your committee at the second session of the Fifty 
third Congress and was reported favorably. The report of the committee 
(House Report No. 1458, Fifty-third Congress), fully setting forth the facts, 
is adopted by your committee as their report, and the bill is returned witha 
favorable recommendation. 

[House Report No. 1458, Fifty-third Congress, second session. | 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7267 
granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown, have considered the same = 
— as follows: 

» claimant is the daughter of Samuel Hayward, who served for a year 
and four months in ee Bliss and Dana's companies in the Connecticut 
Line, war of the Revoiution. The service is a matter of record, and the sol- 
dier and his widow, Sarah Hayward, were pensioners during their lifetime. 

The testimony of Samuel Pennock, Mary J. Patterson, Nathan S. Young, 
and F.L. Young establishes the identity of the claimant as the only surviv- 
ing child of the soldier. These witnesses knew Samuel Hayward in his life- 
time and were acquainted with the members of his family. Jerusha H. Brown, 
the beneficiary, is a member of the “ Society of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution,’ and a copy of a certificate of her membership in that or- 
ganization is on file with the papers. 

The testimony further shows that the claimant is 71 years old, without 
property or income, and a sufferer from rheumatism to such an extent that 
ae © no manual labor, and that she is dependent on others for a liveli- 
hood. 

There are several precedents for the allowanceof pensions to the aged and 
dependent daughters of Revolutionary soldiers—one of them (the case of 
Hannah Lyons) having become a law at this session of Congress—and in the 
light of the facts set forth above your committee return the bill with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the reading of 
this report that this is the daughter of a Revolutionary soldier; 
that the father and mother of this claimant were borne upon the 

nsion rolls for something like seventy years. Now, I should 

ike to know what is going to be the policy and how long we are 
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insert the words “ Colonel 
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to continue pensions. Is there to be no end to them? It seems 
to me that we ought not to adopt this policy of pensioning daugh- 
ters of soldiers who fought in a war more than one hundred years 
ago. It seems to me like a very bad policy. Iam certainly op- 
v0sed to it. 

: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I will say in reply to 
the gentleman from Michigan that this is in the line of precedents 
established not only by this Congress but by former Congresses. 
In fact, no bill of this kind has been Fyre to either the Fifty- 
third or a oe Congresses and been defeated. They have 
all been acted upon favorably. So that this is not the first prece- 
dent established in thisline. It is only one of a series. 

Mr. MILNES. It is a bad precedent. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. e evidence is clear as to the rela- 
tionship of this claimant to the Revolutionary soldier and as to 
her entire dependence, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELEANOR. CARROLL POE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 804) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at_the rate of $100 per 
month, the name of Eleanor Carroll Poe, widow of the late Col. Orlando M. 
Poe, of the United States Army. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, striking ovt the vvords ‘‘ one hundred,” in line 5, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “fifty.” 

he amendment recoinmended by the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 804) 
ames a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, having considered the mat- 

rs in evidence, adopt as their own Senate Report No. 136, and recommend 
the passage of the with an amendment, st out, in line 5, the words 
“one hundred” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 

The Senate report is as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 136, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 804) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, after full consideration, make a 


favorable report thereon. 
The bill proposes to pension, at the rate of $100 a month, the widow of an 
officer who rendered distin ed service both in war and in peace. 
For twenty years General Poe was a member of General Sherman's staff. 
that these two men sustained to each other are set forth b 
directness and with much feeling in the fol- 


“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“ Washington, D. C., October 30, 1883. 

“My DEAR FRIEND: By reason of circumstances long since revealed, the 
little p of officers w has ont gathered at these headquarters will 
soon give to others, and we scatter—you to your post of duty at 
as t ane ‘ to ey home at Leu, aie ia 

* The relation ween a general an personal 
sacred, to be treated in General Orders. So, toa habit long since 
formed, I will address you thus rather than pay a e compliment for 


ublication. 
mM I construe your pesoonel and official service near my person to have be- 
n in the spring of 1864 at Nashville, and that it will not cease till February 
, 1884, so that you will have been with me twenty years—and twenty most 
eventful years. In the beginning we were in t of a great ci 
with vast armies in motion needing guidance and maintenance, wherein your 
en mind and sound judgment aided me more than you ever can 
ow. 
“We ually but surely swept our enemies out of existence, and in 1865 
rode into this capital of Washington to celebrate a grand 
was better, a peace founded on princi, of 
“ Most comrades went to their 
; of the vast 


re! : 
General Sherman with 
lowing letter: — 


tlement of the vast region west of the Missouri; te 
cover and protect the t railways which now connect the Atlantic with 
the Pacific, and bring those most valuable communities into more intimate 
relations with the remai 


indebted to 
uncomfortable le 

been so confident 

waiting for the conclusion. 

** My career is now at an end, but there is no reason why you should not go 
on to the highest round of the ladder in our profession. 7 know your par- 
tiality to your own pone’ Sree bet yee have had experience in all, and 
as to command men in battle is regarded by the world as the highest branch 
Chane oe8 re ae ee ee A ee ee Coe 
an Wish { all possible hono happiness, 

Tost Waly nb dae peuriiea 
W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
“Ool. O. M. Por, A. D. C., 
“ Brevet Brigadier-General, United States Army.” 

Mr. PICKLER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
akties : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether this rate of 
$50 per month is not higher than the amount usually given to 
the widows of officers of this rank? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; it is higher than is usually given. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any exceptional reason for raising the 


Ze | (H.R. 6240) making eppropriation 


May 14, 
amount in this case? It seems to me there ou some nn} 
form rule in reference to these cases. EMF to be some uni. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman who reported the } 
THOMAS] does not seem to be present. I was not in the « mmit 
tee when this bill was to. I have to say, however, \{, 
Chairman, that this officer rendered distinguished servinc. 
This letter of General Sherman read by e Clerk shows that “ 
presume the distin ed services rendered by this officer , onsti- 
tute one reason why the bill was reported at this rate. [n ¢), 
cases of some brevet brigadier-generals who commanded a bri- 

ade under extraordinary circumstances pensions have been al. 
owed at $50a month. I will say that this is above the ording. 
amount that the committee recommend for officers of this rank, 
a HULICK, What would this lady be entitled to under the 
Ww 
Mr, LOUD. She is getting $90 a month 
r. ; e a month now, is she not? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know as to that. ec 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. General Poe was one of the most 
distinguished engineer officers of the Western army. 

Mr. CORLISS. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MILNES. But his widow is no more distinguished than 
the widow of many other officers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that in the case of Bvt. Brig. Gen 
Ely 8S. Parker, which just passed the committee, we allowed $3 
per month, and that officer was of the same rank. . 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But there was this difference: 
General Poe commanded troops. He was a staff officer, but he 
was in command of troops. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There ought to be ageneral rule in respect to 


ese pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. General Parker's widow oucitt to 
have had $50 a month instead of $30; and the misfortune attached 
to that case ought not to be visited on this. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to re- 
ceive a message from the Senate. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Grout assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had with amendments a bill (H. R. 
7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
tage capa of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 

or other purposes, asked a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
ao Quay, and Mr. Vest as the conferees on th 
ate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. ~_ authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the ver tothe city of St. Louis, 
in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the 
north line of St. Clair County, Il., and the southwest line of said 
county; asked a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. 
a and Mr. Jongs of Nevada as the conferees on the part of 


The message also announced that ‘the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

tions for current and contingent 


ill (Mr, 


e part of the 


t and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, a — for other Sas and had oo eee —_ its 
amendmen disagreed House, a further con- 
ference on the votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
Mr. Grew, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. Cockrell 
as the conferees on the part of the . ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (5.10) 
to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. 
tka; asked a conference with the House on the 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
. SHoup, and Mr. MircHe.. of Wisconsin 4 

the part of the Senate. : 
also announced that the Senate had passed without 


t the f titles: 
H. R. 4787) to the port of Conneaut, in the 
vey >; a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahos, 
R. 6172) au the sale of tho title of th: United 
poste The in ee lactate wating to the sale 


to the sale of unclaimed baggag® 
of Columbia; 











A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


mili record of Michael McKenna; 

renga R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 
gases or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 

reco 


rded; 
A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 
A bill (H. R. 8077) = to ee ost, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 


non; 
h bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in = of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
unty, Ark.; 
~ bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the — to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt ) 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

A bill (BK. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. RB. ae to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River near G n, Ill 


A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R. 7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non — to Grand Army of the Republic post No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa.; 

a bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Cus- 
ter Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 
two condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
Mich.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Maj. C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J.,4 condemned 


cannon and 20 cannon balls. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the river and 
harbor a bill, and that the request of the Senate for 
a conference to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate amendments to the river and 
harbor bill be nonconcurred in by the House, and that the confer- 


ence asked by the Senate be agreed to. Without objection, it will 
be so extered. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The pro tempore. The committee will resume its 


session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

MRS, ELEANOR CARROLL POE, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 
asm CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to 

ie oor. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just desire to call the attention of the House 
to this inconsistency in its proceedings. Just a moment ago we 
— a bill ting a pension of $30 a month to the widow of a 

inguished officer, Mrs. Parker. Now, you propose to give to 
the widow of another distinguished officer, Mrs. Poe, the sum of 
$50 a month, $20 more. I have endeavored in my weak way to 
try to come to some understanding and some common level in the 
— of pensions to widows of distinguished officers. It seems 

me now, sir, that you ought either to raise the one to $50 or to 
reduce the other to $30, or to reduce the one to $40 and raise the 
other to $40, and establish some precedent which will prevent this 
ever. harangue about inconsistencies and discriminations. 

Mr. M . The gentleman will remember that Colonel 

was a lieutenant-colonel and General Poe a brigadier- 
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Mr. TALBERT. He was brevetted; they are all brevetted, 
Whether they ever served in that capacity under such a title or not 
we donot know. I submit, sir, that we ought to try to arrive at 
some common level, so as to stop this continual harangue about dis- 
criminations. I onlydesiretosay this much. I do not propose to 
— $50 if you agree upon that; but I submit that you ought to 
reduce this to $30 or to raise the other to $50, so as not to discrim- 
inate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this bill is exhausted. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will only state that the Sen- 
ate panes this bill at $100, and we have cut it in half. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW R. LAD 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. Ladd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension now allewed and paid to 
Andrew R. Ladd so that he shall be allowed and paid the sum of #16 a month. 
The said Andrew R. Ladd was a private in Company C, Thirtieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out allafter the word “ to,”’ in line 4, and insert the following: “ Place 
on the pension roll the name of Andrew R. Ladd, late a private in Company 
C, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
of = er month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act of June 
wits 

Mr. HENDERSON. Idesire to offer an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment. I want to say for the information of the com- 
mittee that the bill and amendment both have the letter of his 
company wrong. It isin the bill and the amendment ‘*‘C.” It 
should be ‘‘E.” The purpose of my amendment is simply to make 
this correction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the letter “C,"’ in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the letter “ EB.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully considered the evi- 
dence relating to the bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. 
Ladd, report as follows: 

This soldier served from September 16, 1863, to September 25, 1865. He filed 
a claim for pension under the general law January 26, 1889, and was pensioned 
from that date at $4 per month for malarial poisoning. His claim for addi- 
tional pension on account of injwry of right shoulder was rejected August 
30, 1894, on the ground of no record and claimant's alleged inability to show 
same incurred in line of duty by competent testimony. 

Medical examination in 1893 rated him eight-cighteenths for piles, eight- 
eighteenths for injury of right shoulder and resulting rheumatism, and six- 
eighteenths for malarial poisoning, for which he is pensioned under the gen- 
eral law. ; 

Your committee are of the opinion that this shows a degree of disability 

entitling the soldier to the rate of $12 per month under the act of June 27, 
1890, and they therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out all after the word “to,” in line 5, and adding the words“ place on the 
yension roll the name of Andrew R. Ladd, late a private in Company C, 
hirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension of 
12 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act of June 27, 
890,"’ and that as amended the bill do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

Mr: TALBFRT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of thé committee a question. I see in the latter part of the report 
it says ‘“‘p2y him a pension at $12 a month, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act of June 27, 1890.” Why should you 
put that provision in? If he is to be subject to that law, does not 
the law itself say how much he shall get? I only ask for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. PICKUER. He may not have served 90 days. He must 
show that to come under that law; and that the disease is not the 
result of his ovn vicious habits. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The report shows that he served over two 
years. 

Mr. TALBERT. It seems to me unnecessary to put in the 
amount if you make his pension subject to the provisions and 
limitations of that law. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is the usual form. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions if this would not give this 
soldier $18 a month pension? Would not the effect of this bill be 
to direct the Commissioner of Pensions or the Secretary of the 
Interior to place him on the pension rolls at $12 a month. He is 
now on the pension rolls with some other rating, probably from 
$4 to $6. a month. Would not this give him a pension in addition 
to the amount that he now has? 





. sion. 
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Mr. PICKLER. That is not the intention of the committee. 
The law provides that a man can not receive more than one pen- 
If there is any ambiguity about it the gentleman can offer 
an amendment, 


Mr. LOUD. I will offer as an amendment the words “in lieu 
of om om nsion that he is now receiving.” 
ENDERSON. I will agree to that. 
Th amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert at the end of line 13: “ Provided, That this shall be in lieu of any 
pension he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was adopted. 


The amendment recommended by the committee as amended 
was agreed to. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it de pass. 


MARY C, THOMPSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thompson. 
6 bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the oy of Mary C. Thompson, widow of Dr. 
Fillmore Thompson, deceased, increased from the sum of $12 per month 
to $20 per month; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place’ her on the roll at the increased rate of per month, in 
lieu of the rate of $12. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. CrowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred ~ bill em H.R. 
3755) granting an increase of pension of $20 per month to Mary — | 
widow of Dr. "Willmere Thompson, having carefully cxamined 4 a consi: 

the facts and circumstances, respectfully ort: 

That at the breaking out of the re rebellion Dr. Thompson resided at Hot 
Springs, in the State of Arkarisas, and oe a thorough — intense Unionist: 
that as such he secreted and assisted ted and fleeing Union 
ple, white and black; that owing to his Stowe mtr be was obliged to goat an 
and protection within the Union lines at Little Rock, then congnee 
. Steele; that he was employed by General Steele as chie’ guide ts to his 
“ dition to ¢ Jamden, in the spring of 1864, for the = of coope 

h General Banks in his Louisiana cam as guct om yeti t the 
final return to —_ Rock of said army upon ts convent. 

‘The character and services of Dr Se. Tacmgaen are clearly set forth in the 

epewine affidavit of Prof. J. B. Wheeler: 

J. B. Wheeler, of the United States Military Academy at West Point, 
Is Wea te. duly sworn, de he isa ent of West Point, N. Y.. 
engineering in 


— that 
and is at the present time t rofessor of civil and 
the United States Mili my t Hi and 

“That during portions of the years 1863 and 1865 eat ¢ Se whole of the ayer 


1864 he held the rank of ca: cag in the nee Pane in the U: tes 
ens, and during that chief mnlitary ws * of the 
United States troops soweinay tn. tne Stee teat a 
“ That as the chist engineer mw he accompanied the ae ar the expe- 
dition under Maj. Gen. Fred. Steele, which moved south in March, 1864, to 
cooperate with, and, if more ¢ to nsienes taj — with the all States 
forces under command of Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, then moving to hreve- 
port. on t the Red River, in Louisiana. 
oe this march and the return peas oy Geom in contact 
with the guide, 4 bon FP. Th rmer resident of Hot 
Springs. Ark., who had seu { protection ‘within the United States lines 
against hy from the inha auhabttents of that State, with which he 
was threatened by reason of Il. 
“ That from his fitness of the 
said Thompson for the 
successful progress of 
anomessn' 8 thorough knowles 
the sentiments and opinions . 
“That the return march of the expedition, follow: by a victo- 
nes enemy, whoreceived a severe check at Jenkins Ferry, was greatly aided 
cab Pheunpecn'y intimate tance with the roads and character 
dhe country used and crossed by e army in its retreat. 
“That d See See retreat all the members were more or less sufferers from 
at ype ape after the return of the expedition Dr. Thompson was taken 
sick and Yery soew soon th r died. 
“That the deponent andiorstoed at the time of said Thompson's deat 
it, as well as eee sic were are if not a: caused by the ® fatigues 
aie the e — its Siociped guide. on 
as Pp 
“J. B. WHEELER. 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of ber, A. D. 1874. 


“ (SEAL. ] c . 
“ Notary Public, New York.” 
ae shoppe. pen Da ease to i © ne. ey quite exhausted and 
ros and & o na e condition, and short] 
Sie ba erent cieere coon ene Seas 
seve 8, whom w 
he died was, in their Spiaien, superinduced by the 
uries incident to his service upon such 
contract under which he acted as 


does not appear in evidence, 

pany | his es s that ae sors services were be pale to the 

time of his decease, ae ore oS children, who, the petitioner 

aye. — dependent upon tl ter support, taken or 

De Tommpecn participated tn the babiien of Mbebiede Ame anf Jenkins 
Ferey, ond ie aaly of thn caizunishes tn whteh the tevens of Generel Steet 


country 


eae 


Had the ee a plied in time and made the 
sented to 


the Pension rao ees 1874, she 

Gar section 4603 of the Rev tatutes, but knowing her 

anenlisted soldier she did not 

Dr. Thompson was offered an declined a commission as brigadier-general 


May 14, 


in the Confederate Army, and wasafterwards conscripted, but escaped sory. 
ice by a plea of “ over age. " 


The ap nasat wee soeretel to Dr. Thompson April 26, 1849, —- 
edveneed yeas and her pension of $12 per month fs too ed 2s her - 
~—" "she being too infirm to earn her living by labor and hay, 
no other uate means of 


tenance. 

Your comm ore earnestly recommend the passage of the }j!). 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, 1 would ask the enna of 
Committee on Invalid Pensions what rule of 
lowed in this case. If this lady were allow 
widow of an assistant surgeon, she would be entitle , [think, to $17 
a month. she were given a pension as the widow of a full oar 
geon, she would be entitled to $25. Now, upon what basic ,¢ 
equity does the committee act in recommending a pension of $2)? 

Mr. CROWTHER. It seems that this man was serving i), +), 
capacity of ca‘ — of scouts, or chief of guides, for the Army of 
the Southwest at the time this expedition took place, and he 
received wounds while so engaged. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rev. 
ommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL HOLLIDAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, p. 
6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Peeoeey of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to to vce pon the pension roll the name of Samuel 
es of Company Thirty ninth Iowa Infantry, and pay him a 

po of per month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PICKLER) pr read, as follows: 
ein, Committee on Invalid whom was referred the bill (H. R, 
facts fn ianye having carefully considered the 
respectfully report: 
fiolliday enlisted August ~ ae oe eames 1. Thirty-ninth Iowa 
a and was or harged 5, 
A lied for pension under the old law, alleging dis 
mine ne of duty. He sustained 


declaration by t) va 
affidavits of three physicians to the Cftect that he was totally incapacitated, 
oad thas the dlanillittes werect service origin. Twoexamining boards found 
i entitled toa of fourteen-eighteenths. He was allowed a pension 
of but $2, however, to date a om ee = me of filing. 
Thereafter he act of June 27, 1890, and his claim was 


ie Seeicee aac Freferee rejected the 
‘ho pensionable disability. The last examin- 
ater 
evidence in December, 1862, while on the march, 
age teat ie Docenee, 308 ws and was captured 
held a prisoner for eight or nine months. su‘fer- 


es 
by theenemy. After 
ing from scurvy and itis and ex to the Sao. with such care 

a foe, he to rejoin his regi- 


RE ee ee eee ee ee Ee ic further appears, asa 
result of diseases and hardships, that he has been unable to perform 
any labor for the twelve or fifteen years. 

In the opinion our committee the a. isa meritorious one, and 
we resi 7 vecsummnond the praunge el tobi, wi with the following amend- 


tn line 5, after the word “late,” insert “ sergeant.” 
In line 6 — out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the w 


ts recommended in the were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ard F. COGSWELL. 


decent su 


the 
pity has been fo]. 
msion as the 


words 


the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
Suds ba tacaounn tho gamion of Wittver ¥, Cogrercll 
The bill was read, as follows: 


oe a and he is hereby, 
to the provi- 

= so ur F. Cogswell 

s Navy, at the rate of $50 per 
amount paid him since 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. PIcKLER) pe ns rma 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
42) to Increase the pension of Wilbur P. Cogswell, having carefully cons 
the United States Na Zovy from To tf 
os duty, for which 
date of ineurrence. is rate was 
til February 23,1887, when he was allowed 3%) 
and because he required the a ears and 
erwar 
on the that he could 
for dementia, fis- 
Pension Office, January 1’, 


for dementia, is 

Oe etches from enidcaus’. and 
disease of rectum requires ‘s'\: 
discharge and since, but: that if 
increase his rate of pension to 


does in fact uire the 
man =n S hog ah he 


law. 

recommend the of the bill 
In line i ae eral efter a word “ month.” 

The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 
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Mr. ERDMAN: Mr. Chairman, there is something lacking in 
this report which I think ought to be supplied by a little state- 
ment. There ought to be some severe language used against Mr. 
Bussey and Mr. Raum for reducing this man’s pension from $50 
to $20a month. It does not look well to omit that, but our re- 
ports are cut down at the instance of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, so that these important elements are frequently left out. 
| must express my sympathy with this poor soldier who had his 

nsion reduced from $50 to $30 a month, and why the 2 ae does 
not blame Mr. Bussey and Mr. Raum for it I fail to understand. 
Something ought to be po into the Recorp to show that they are 
res aaa for this. [Laughter.] 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ALFRED P. BUSS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. Buss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred P. Buss, of Springfield, 
Mass., and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pen 
sion he now receives. Alfred P. Bussserved in the Army of the United States 
during the late war, in Company D, Fourth Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, 
and this increase of pension is asked on account of total disability to perform 
manual labor. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was read, as follows: 


“manual labor,” in line 12, and insert 
giment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $0 per 


includin 
Fourtb 
month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ALBERT BUCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 


$889) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 to $30 per month. | 


The bill was read, as follows: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
directed and authorized to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Buck, | 


late a private in Company K, One hundred and first Regiment of Illinois In- 
fantry Volunteers, at the rate of $38) per month instead of $12 per month, 
which he is now drawing under act of Congress of June 27, A. D. 1800. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 to $0 per month, submit 
the following report: 


The committee have examined the evidence in this case, as well as a report | 


from the Pension Office, and find the following facts to exist, without dis- 
pute or controversy: 

This soldier enlisted in Company K, One hundred and first Ilinois Volun- 
teers, August 22, 1862, and was mustered out at the end of the war, June 7, 
1865. He was in good health when he entered the service, and, so far as the 
evidence shows, in good health when mustered out. He never lost a day 
during his entire service; he never missed a skirmish or battle in which his 
regiment was engaged; he never was in a hospital except to go occasionally 
to see a sick or wounded comrade. 

years since. in a runaway accident, his sms knee was crushed. 
is entirely disabled, and therefrom he is totally inca 
r. He is poor, and the pension of $12 he is now 
June 27, 1890, is insufficient for his support. 

In view of the faithful services of this private and his need, the committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman who asked for the reading of this report does not say some- 
thing about it after havingitread. Here is a soldier who is draw- 
ing & pension of $12 a month, granted to him under the law, and 
no doubt rightly and properly granted. Nobody objects to that, 
The latter part of this report, however, says that— 

Some years since, in a runaway accident, his right knee was crushed. His 

is entirely disabled, and therefrom he is totally incapacitated for manual 
pension of $12 he is now drawing under act of 


. He is poor, and the 
June 27, 1800, S insufficient for his support. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that it is not right or proper 
that this soldier should receive an increase of pension on account 
of the fact that he happened to get into a runaway scrape and got 
his leg hurt. That was his misfortune, for which we are all very 
sorry, but the report puts this proposed increase of pension on 
the ground of charity. Now, gentlemen, if you desire to increase 

man’s pension from $12 to $30 a month, do so, but do not do it 
under the ded head of ‘‘ pension legislation,” because it is 
not that; it is simply a piece of charity. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to this very remarkable case. This soldier was in 
good health at the time he enlisted; he was in good health at the 
time he was discharged. There is no pretense to the contrary. 
During all the time of his service he never missed a roll call, he 
never missed a skirmish or an engagement in which his regiment 
participated. He never was in the hospital a single minute ex- 
or fe g0 to see some sick comrade who was there. 

e have been engaged — 


His 
sitated for manual 
rawing under act of 
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Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; if the gentleman will not take much time. 

Mr. TALBERT. If we establish this precedent, is every old 
soldier now drawing a pension to have his pension increased if he 
accidentally gets hurt? What will such a precedent cost us: 
What will it lead to? 

Mr. WOOD. Iwas approaching the point which the gentle- 
man’s question involves. We have been pensioning in this House 
officers for distinguished services. I ask now whether we can not 
pension a private soldier for the most distinguished service that 
any man can render to his country—the distinction of having 
been always present, always on duty. always ready to discharge 
his duty. Now, when this faithful soldier is absolutely disabled, 
1 ask whether his meritorious services shall not have some weight 
with the Representatives in Congress in favor of a bill providing 
this man some means for taking care of himself in his old age? 

Thirty dollars a month is the amount which this man would 
receive under the regular law for total incapacity; and thatis the 
sum fixed in this bill. I haveno special knowledge about the cir 
cumstances of the case. The bill was introduced by my colleague 
[Mr. DownNING]. But while examining the records in the Pen 
sion Office my attention was attracted by the very meritorious 
and distinguished service which this soldier had rendered. If we 
vote down his bill, we apply to a private soldier a different prin- 
ciple from that which we apply to an officer of high rank. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this report 


| aright, it is proposed to pension this soldier, not on account of any 
| 
Strike out, beginning with the words “of Springfield,” in line6, down toand | 

“late private, Company D, | 


disability incurred by him by reason of his service in the Army, 
but because of a runaway accident that happened to him a few 
years ago. Now, if you pension him on such a ground, and I 
should break my leg in a runaway accident, would I have the 
same claim to a pension that this man has? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly, if you could get it. 

Mr. PICKLER. In reply to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr 
PowWERs] allow me to say that, not only in this Congress, but in 
other Congresses in years past, where a particularly deserving 
case has been presented, where it has appeared that a man who 
has served as a soldier was helpless and wholly incapacitated for 
manual labor, we have made exceptions. Gentlemen will observe 
that this is the case of a private soldier; and $30 a month is the 
amount which would be allowed under the law for total incapacity. 
Now, neither this Congress nor any other Congress has ever held 
any such destitute soldier down to the strict letter of the law and 
required that the disabling injury must have been incurred in the 
service. In these cases, where the applicant is particularly desti 
tute, not only this committee, but other committees have gone to 
the extent of placing the applicant upon the same footing which 
he would occupy if he could prove up his case in the Pension 
Office. We believe this is one of those deserving cases. 

Mr. WOOD. If this man had been a brigadier-general we 
would pension him at $75 or §100 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be favorably reported to the House. 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 59, noes 10. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
120 members present; the ayes have it; and the bill is ordered to 
be laid aside to be reported favorably. 

LEMUEL J. ESSEX. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemuel J. Essex. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Lemuel J 
Essex, late of Company B, Righty seventh Indiana Infantry, at the 
$30 per month in lieu of the pension that he is now receiving 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows 


In line 6 strike out “thirty” and insert “twenty-four; so as to make the 
amount of pension $24 per month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 


rate of 


2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel J. Essex, having examined 
the evidence submitted in this case, as also the files in the Pension Office 
find— 

This soldier enlisted in Company B, Eighty-seventh Indiana, August 4, 
1862, for three years; was discharged March 3, 1863, for disability. He was 


subjected toa rigid medical examination on muster 
done regular duty as a soldier until October 20, 1862. About October L, 1882, 
he contracted disease—diarrhea—which became chronic, and followed by im 

perfect vision, disease of rectum, and piles For these diseases he was pen 

sioned at $2 from March 4, 1863, and $4 from November 2, 1887, and $% from 
June 15, 1888, and $10 from May 21, 1890, and $12 from July 16, 1800, which he is 
now drawing. He subsequently, on September 10, 184, enlisted for one year 
in Company I, One hundred and seventy-fourth Ohio Volunteers, and was 
discharged by end of war June 28, 1865. He is now, and has +-en for some 
years, suffering from paralysis, or locomotor ataxia, and from disease of back 
and spine. He is very — and is totally disabled from manual labor, and his 
last medical examination, September 15, 1893, shows his disabilities fully 
equal to the loss of hand or foot. He has made application for increase, but 


He appears to have 
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has been rejected. The Pension Bureau decline toaccept the disease of back 
and spine as incident to the service, claiming it was the result of sickness at 
the age of 5 years. 

The only basis for the contention of disease prior to enlistment rests on the 
soldier's discharge. It was made out{by his captain. who at the time was tem- 
porarily sick, the company being in command of the first lieutenant. The 
soldier was then with his regiment. The discharge states ‘‘ he is defective in 
his back and hips, which causes him to stagger and reel as he walks; the sol- 
dier was in this condition at the time of his enlistment.” The second assist- 
ant surgeon certifies that the soldier was incapable of yoesaaag service 
“because of an injury to the spine received in early childhood.” 

The committee have searched in vain for a ot ence that soldier ever re- 
ceived an injury to spine in early childhood. On thecontrary, five witnesses 
who knew prior to the war, two of whom knew him from childhood and 
two who lived with him in same house from 1858 to his enlistment, testify to 

sound health prior toenlistment. All the evidence of sickness from child- 
hood is from claimant himself, who says all he knows of it is that his mother 
told him he was very sick at the age of five years; that he was a puny child 
untii about eight years of age, when he became as strong as other children. 

The su who certified to an snrury to back and spine evidently knew 

ut it, for he has since eaffidavit that soldier became sick from 

December, 1862, which became chronic; that he 

was reduced in flesh and a walking skeleton, and was discharged for that rea- 

son. The lieutenant in command when he was disc swears to the sol- 

dier’s being sick with some disease unknown to him, his symptoms being 

diarrhea, 8' ring gait, and imperfect vision, and that he procured his dis- 
charge, during the captain's short illness, to save soldier's life. 

The evidence of claimant shows that the diseases, imperfect vision and loco- 
motor ataxia, came upon soldier very oneeey. and have since been steadily 
rors, The only witness was a comrade who helped soldier to his tent. 

is soldier was afterwards kilied in the battle of Chickamauga. 

The committee, in view of the evidence, believe that the disease from which 
claimant is now suffcring is of service origin, and recommend the passage of 
the bill with the following amendmen 


t: 
Strike out of line 6 the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The question being taken, the amendment was to. 
eal iccnhte, | 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be repo 
VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY, 

The committee rose informally, when 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Ropinson 


of Pennsylvania, Mr. Low of New York, and Mr. MEYER of Lou- 
isiana as visitors to the Naval Academy. 


CARRIE H. GREENE, 

The Committee of the Whole House resumed its session. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension 
to Carrie H. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is menses, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Carrie H. 
Greene, of Lee County, Ala., widow of John W. Greene, late member of Ca 
tain Jones's company of Georgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836, subject 
all of the conditions of the act of July 27, 1892. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, this is a meritorious bill. 
A bill in similar terms passed this House in the Fifty-third Con. 
gress, was favorably reported by the Committee on Pensions of 
the Senate, and failed to become « law simply for want of time. 
The facts of the case are clearly and a set forth in the report 
of the committee, which I ask may be ‘ 

The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 33% 
granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene, have considered the same, an 

tiully report as follows: 
e claimant is the widow of John W. Greene, late a private in Capt. S. A. 
H. Jones's company of Georgia Volunteers in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

The soldier in his lifetime made application for a pension under the Indian 
war.act of July 27,1892, and the records showing that, includin: 
travel, he served torty-two days in said war, his claim was 
remained on the roll until his death on October 29, 1893. 

This widow, the beneficiary, then made application under the act referred 
to, but the fifteen days’ travel included in the soldier's case was not allowed 
in her claim by the partment, and her application was rejected on the 

und of insufficient service. The reason for this was that, subsequent to 
fhe allowance of the soldier's claim, departmental decisions in what is known 
as the * Blazer and Bailey " cases declined to accept time consumed in travel 
© dood from the rendezvous of the organization at the time of enlistment and 
discharge. 

As stated above, it is conceded in the soldier's case by the De 
including the fifteen days’ travel referred to above, the period of his service 
was twelve days more than is required to give title under the general act 
granting pensions to Indian war veterans and their widows. 

Mrs. Greene was married to the soldier in 1856. She is now well advanced 
in years, an invalid, and wholly unable to doanything toward earning a sup- 


port; and the pension carried by the bill is greatly needed to provide her a 
comfortable maintenance. 


The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
factsin thiscase. If I understand them correctly from the report, 
this soldier served but forty-two days, all told. The entire term 
of service claimed for him, including everything, is forty-two 
days, It appears that the woman whom we are now asked to 
= as his widow married him twenty years after the close of 
that war. . 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; I do not so understand. 

Mr. MILNES. As I understand the report, she married him in 
1856, and the war in which he served was fought in 1836. 

A Memprr. What war? 

Mr. MILNES. Some Indian war. And now, sixty years after 
the close of that war, this woman, who married the soldier twenty 


fifteen days’ 
owed, and he 


tment that, 


years after the military service was rendered, comes before 
Congress and asks to be pensioned. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Do I understand the gentleman to com- 
oes Senne she has waited for sixty years before applying for q 
pension 

Mr. MILNES. I do not think that the widow of a soldier who 
married him twenty years after he performed the military seryicg 
is as deserving of a pension as a widow who was the wife of the 
soldier during his term of service. I think there is a clear dis. 
tinction in that respect. It seems to me that we ought not to pass 


thig 


‘this class of bills, and that the country is not calling for them anq 


will not support this Congress in passing them. For one, I desire 
to enter my protest against it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH J. COOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4755) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark 
County, Ark., widow of Robert Cook. 

Mr. McRAE, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider Senate bill 125 instead of the House bill. It is identicai with 
the House bill which has been reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will allow the House bill to 
be read first, to see if it has pot any merits. 

Mr. McRAE. Of course I have no objection to its being read: 
but it is unnecessary, as the two bills are identical and the reading 
of the Senate bill will accomplish the object the gentleman has in 
view. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the substitution of the 
Senate bill for the House bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I will object until the House bill is read; not 
afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the House bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, let me ask the gentleman why is the bene- 
ficiary in this bill not entitled to a on under the general law? 

Mr. McRAE. For the reason that the records of the War De- 

ent do not show the service of the soldier. That service, 

owever, has been clearly proven by an officer of the company 

in which he served. The committee find that the proof is con- 
a the soldier served as alleged. 

Mr. LOUD. He did not serve the requisite number of days. 
Is that the trouble? 

Mr. McRAE, No; he served six or seven months. There isno 
question as to the length of the service. 

Mr. LOUD. But there is no record of service? 

Mr. McRAE. Not in the Department, but the proof is clearly 
made by Lieut. John C, Peay and other witnesses. There is no 
question as to the service. ese men who have testified are of 
the highest character and the service notorious. I know the wit- 
nesses and roe personally, and there can be no doubt about 
the truth of the facts stated bythem. The lady herself is an edu- 
cated, worthy lady and of one of the most distinguished families 
in our State. She was married to him before the service and is 
incapable of making a false claim. 
wae HULICK. hat is the rate of pension fixed by the Senate 

i 

Mr. McRAE. The bill passed for $12 a month, but the House 
committee recommends that it be reduced to $8 a month, just as 
was done with the House bill. . 

Mr. HULICK. I understand the request of the gentlcman is 
to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes; but that request, if granted, will carry with 
it the consideration of the amendment proposed to the Senate bill, 
which is to reduce the amount to $8 a month. 

Mr. HULICK. How will that avail anything in the way of 
expediting the bill, if it be amended in the House? It will have 
to go back to the Senate anyhow. ' 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; but I expect that the Senate will con- 
cur in it without action by the Senate committee. 

Mr. HULICK. Why not pass the House bill and let it go to the 
Senate for adoption? oa 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The Senate bill as amended is 554 


month. 

Mr. McRAE. It is identical with the House bill, and the same 
amendment is ding to each. 

Mr. HULICK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I misuaderstood. 
I thought the Senate bill was $12 a month. 

Mr. McRAE. It is $12 a month in the bill, but the House com- 
mittee has recommended a reduction of the amount fixed in the 
bill to $8 a month, and I presume that amendment will be ac: ypted 
to either bill that may be considered. v 

Mr. HULICK. But I understood the gentleman from New Jer- 
— < that the Senate bill was $8 a month. | 

x UDENSLAGER. The House committee recommends 
that it be reduced to that sum. 


. 
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1896. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think he will be able to 
hold down that reduction if it goes back to the Senate? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I think there is no doubt of that. 





We will endeavor to do it with the best of our ability. These 
pills have been reduced in every instance to $8. 

Mr. McRAE. And I will state to the gentleman that, so far as 
I can control it, I will ask the Senate to concur in the House 
amendment without any conference, because I understand that 
the House Committee on Pensions will not consent to any higher 
rate. I er $8 to nothing for this deserving widow. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That has been the action of the com- 
mittee in all of these cases. 

The MAN. Unanimous consent is asked to substitute 
the Senate bill for the House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (8. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark 

County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


orized and to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Sak al ee: County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook, who, 
at the town of W: nm, Hempstead County, Ark., in the month of July, 


1846, volunteered and served as a United States soldier in the war with Mex- 
ico in the First Arkansas Mounted Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. , 
posed by the House committee. 

The k read as follows: 

In line 10 strike out the word “twelve” and insert “eight”; so that it will 
read “$8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the House bill 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

MARY ANN LAFFERTY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty. 
The bill ou ead, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 


The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 


rected to on pension roll of the United States of America the name 
of Mary Lafferty. the surviving widow of Patrick B. Lafferty, deceased, 
private in eee awford's company, Second Regiment Tennessee V ol- 
unteer M. G. Men, Col. Thomas Will m commanding, in Seminole Indian 
war, 1818, at the rate of $8 per month, according to the rules and regulations 
go 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. BLack of Georgia) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 717) grant- 
a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty, have considered the same, and respect- 


The 
The claimant's decen 
t's deceased husband, Patrick B. Lafferty, is shown by the rec- 
ords of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, to have served 
from January 31, 1818, to June 30, 1818, in Capt. Samuel Crawford's company, 
Second Tennessee M. G. Volunteers, in the Seminole Indian war. In addition 
to the official record your committee also had before them the soldier's cer- 
tificate of discharge ion said service. 

Patrick B. Lafferty died in 1877. His widow, the beneficiary, is extremely 


and in Foam’ circumstances. These facts are sworn to by James 

P. Baird, of ville, Tenn., and William C. Baird, of Hickman County, 

Tenn., who knew the soldier and have known his widow for many years. 
Mrs. Lafferty resides at Nashville, Tenn. 

The Indian war act passed July 27, 1892, does not reach this case because 

that act has reference only to the wars from 1832 to 1842, and this claimant's 

usband served in 1818. hence the only method of relief open to Mrs. Laf- 

at this time lies ina act of Congress, and your committee, be- 

the bill to be meritorious, return the same to the House with the rec- 

ommendation that it do pass. 


Amend out the word “twelve,” in line 9, and substituting 
therefor er word “* Sent,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HELEN LARNED. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Fi. R. 
6607) for the relief of Helen Larned. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it S 

ee That the Secreta 


E 


s 


a 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
au directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of Helen Larned, widow of the late Frank H. Larned, cap- 
tain Second Regiment a States Artillery, and pay her a pension on and 


after the passage of this 
Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6607) 
granting a pension to Helen meee have had the same under consideration, 


and : 

Mra Larned is the widow of Frank H. Larned, late major First United 
States , who entered the service as a second lieutenant of infantry 
ans 1847; promoted to first lieutenant July 1, 1852; to captain April 2%, 
1861, to major of January 3, 1867. He was retired from active 
Service on account of y February 5, 1867, and died January 8, 1891, at 
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Baltimore, Md., of ‘“‘ cancer of the bladder, following the removal of a tumor 
of long growth, the immediate cause of death being septicemia and uremia.” 

The diseases on account of which he was retired from the service are shown 
by the official records to have been disease of the eyes and chronic diarrhea, 
originating from exposure in line of duty. 

During the period of his service Major Larned rendered gallant and meri- 
ee service in the war with Mexico and suvsequently in the war of the 
rebellion. 

His widow's claim for pension under the general laws, filed March 2, 1891, 
was disallowed by the Pension Bureau February 11, 1892, on the ground of 
the claimant's inability to connect the cause of his death with the service, 
the said disease being of a very obscure nature and difficult of proof 

Hon. Herman Stump certifies that Mrs. Larned was left by the death of 
her husband without property of any kind, and that she is dependent upon 
others for her support. 


In view of the long and distinguished service of the soldier, embracing two 
wars, and in the light of the dependent condition of his widow, your commit- 
tee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment fixing the rate of 

snsion at $25 per month, the same being the rate allowed by the general 

ws for widows of soldiers of the rank of major 

Amend by striking out the words “captain Second,” in line 6, and substi- 
tuting therefor the words “ major First.’ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JACOB BROWN. 


.he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jacob 
Brown, late of Company A, Fifteenth Iowa Infantry, and pay him a pension 
of $24 a month. : 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


In line 5, after the word “late,” insert “a private.” 
In line 6 strike out “ twenty-four" and insert “ thirty.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report in the time 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or the gentleman from South Dakota can 
make a statement of the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. This report shows that the claimant is now 73 
years of age, totally disabled, and nearly blind; has been unable 
to do any kind of work for the past twelve or fifteen years, and is 
dependent on a pension of $12, which he draws under the act of 
June 27, 1890. e still carries in his shoulder the memento of the 
battle of Shiloh. 

_ He states, under oath, that his hernia and rheumatism were 
incurred and contracted in the line of duty, but can not locate any 
of his comrades who have knowledge of this fact. The evidence 
shows, however, that he is a man of exemplary habits, very truth- 
ful, and. of excellent character, and an allegation coming from 
him under existing circumstances is in the nature of an ante- 
mortem statement. He is totally incapacitated, and while he 
swears that this disease was contracted in the service, he can not 
substantiate that fact to the satisfaction of the Pension Office by 
the testimony of comrades. I think it is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. ERDMAN, Mr. Chairman, this is a very good report to 
skip—an exceedingly good report to omit. 

r. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the report, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The gentleman is not on the floor now, and I 
want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that this 
poor soldier has been struggling along through Republican Ad- 
ministrations from 1863 with a pension of $6 per month. He has 
made repeated applications to Republican Administrations, and 
Republican Administrations have repeatedly turned him down. 
Now he comes to Congress for relief. It is a very good report in- 
deed to omit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman,I call for the reading of the re- 
port now, and we will see whose judgment is correct. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown, having carefully considered the 
facts in the case, respectfully report: > 

The beneficiary named in the bill enlisted in Company A, Fifteenth Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, November 16, 1861. At the battle of Shiloh (April 2, 
1862) his right shoulder was shattered by a musket ball and he was sent to 
hospital, where he remained under treatment until October 4 of the same 
year, when discharged on certificate of disability. A pension of $6 per month 
was granted him from date of discharge. 

June 23, 1863, the examining surgeon reports: 

“T find the clavicle of the right shoulder has been badly shattered, and no 
evidence of ball having passed through, but must remain. The shoulder is 
very much stiffened.”’ : 

This soldier was several times examined, and on February 6, 1878, a report 
shows: 

* Ball struck about an inch from the sternal end of the clavicle. fra« 
it, and it is now much flattened, with a depression nearly through it 

Again, on September 2, 1485, another board finds: 

* Cataract of both eyes. * * * Wedo not know the rating for disease of 
eyes, but give the state of his vision, etc., as presented. * * * Three- 


= total rating for disability caused by gunshot wound of right shoul- 
er.”” 





‘turing 
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find inguinal hernia, oblique and complete. Also 
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statemen 
Your committee believe that thieclaim is wapeniin of merit. Wewill 
give the veteran the beneftt of the doubt, mabe, and respectfully recommend the 
e of the bill — the «following amendment 
Iu line 6, after the ” insert ~ 


a 
in line @ strike out = 7) rr 
“thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


T. CLARKSON INGALLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 144) 
creates an — of beer rs to T. Clarkson Ingalls. 


Be it enacted, etc., rake the Socustary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized Land 4 directed to place pension roll, = to the provi- 


fate of Company ET mont Ma : tetan: 
ee it tts Volunteer - 
try, a pension at the rate of $0 per in lieu of that he is 
pe hs 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid whom was referred the bill (S. 8 


coals cave te erate tek yee 


own, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MELITA E, WHITE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7212) i: tncuaneineeaaieaeidina EB. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
eens oven pateatey bo eat tetohete, 
upon th ee era 


she revitony an i See hes tere of the th Oni. ents 


Infantry, and pay her a pension of $43 per month. 
Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I cail for the reading of the re- 
port in that case. 
The report (by Mr. a was read, as follows: 
'The Committee on Reena Dogehene Segtenn wap sadieent, teas Ce. R. 
6838) for the relief of Ann Elian White, having carefully considered the same, 
ponsliclany nasaedite the ii-ts 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. t is the amendment? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment again, 
without objection. ‘ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was again re- 
ported. 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is substituted for it? 


The MAN. The Clerk has just reported the substitute. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
aa, ting a of Pape month to Mary L. Arnold, mother of Isaac 
d, late of y B, Thompson's Six Months Missouri State Militia, 
having copeteing conitored the same penpoctiushy repert as follows: 
ompson's Battalion Six 
ed from October 14, 1861, to Febru- 
astered out, and died bef Ree bee Shere tre question 
m ore reachi ome. re is no question 
eT heacted hie fatal iliness In the service. The evidence 
e husband of the claimant, Mary L. Arnold, en- 
wares - services to = 
on for a pension No- 
, on the ground that the 
ndered was a State organiza- 
service, and that under the present laws and 
can not be allowed a Pension Bureau. 
Commissioner reports, that the testimony on 
Office establishes the fact that she has no property other 
She is now 72 years of . The soldier was a single man at 
death and at the time of enlistment. 
committee recommend that the bill be amended by the title 
- L. Arnold” instead of “ Mary Arnold,” and that all 
enacting be stricken out and the following substituted 


«That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
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directed to on the roll the name of Mary L. Arnold, mother of 
late a private in Company B, Thompson's Battalion Six 
State and pay her a pension of $12 per month.” 
And that the bill as so do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment "ae by the committee. 
Mr. GLEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 


soldier not mustered into the United States service, one of the 
Missouri militia. There is no general law providing a pension 
for those who were not so mustered in. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 
eae DINGLEY. Have there been instances where they have 


Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; there have been frequent instances. 


This is in the line of precedent, and we have reported a general 
bill to cover these cases. 


. DINGLEY. Was he in the service ninety da 
. STRODE of Nebraska. I will answer the gen 
The report of the committee shows that 


. Thisis bill. 
served from to some time in February—about four 
The evidence shows that he was under the command of 
a United States officer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Although not mustered in the United States 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this report, in accordance with 
pes eae the committee, very carefully omits tostate what the 
It says he was sick and died before reaching 

home, and then draws the conclusion there is no question about 
his the disability in the service. There are 
,000 or 40,000 people whose husbands died in the mili- 
like to have pensions on just such evidence as 

You do not allow them to come in, but select a particular 
one and show favor to her, giving her the bounty of the Govern- 


The amendment recommended by the committee was et to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to move to amend, after the word 
old,” in line 5, by inserting the word ‘‘ dependent,” so as to 
“ce t mother.” 


. The amendment recommended by the com- 
— was agreed to, and the gentleman’s amendment is not now 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the word be in- 
serted. It t to go in there. 

The . The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to insert the word “dependent,” before 
“mother,” in the fifth line. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. It does not matter whether we in- 


“Ee ee ieee 
_ . Objection is made. 


n’s ques- 


vf 


PICKLER. It is not material. 
The bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


CONFEREES ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the appointment of 
the following conferees on the river and harbor appropriation 
bill: Mr. Hooxer of New York, Mr. HerMANN of Oregon, and 
Mr. Catcutinas of Mississippi. The committee will resume its 
session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

MRS. JULIA A. JAMESON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p1 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Julia A. Jameson low 
of Brig. Gen. Charles D. Jameson, United States Volunteers, at the rate of $50 
per month, in lieu of the pension of $80 per month she is now receiving, to 
commence from the passage of this act. 


The committee recommended an amendment, which was agreed 
to, striking out, after the word ‘“‘ receiving,” in line 9, the words 
“to commence from the passage of this act.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

’ The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read in part, as fol- 
ows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson, having care 
fully examined the evidence on file in the case, together with the reports 
from the records of the War Department, report as follows: 

Charles D. Jameson served as colonel of Second Maine Volunteer Infantry 
from May 28, 1861, to August 14, 1861, when he resigned. He was appointed 
aes meral of volunteers September 3, 1861, and commanded a Criend ; 
in Heintzeiman's Division, Army of the Potomac, from October, 1861, to Feb 
ruary, 1862; from March, 1882, to May 31, 1862, he commanded the First Bri- 
gade, Hamiiton’s Division, Third Army Corps. He was granted leave of ab- 
sence June 13, 1862, for the benefit of bis health, and died from the effects of 
typhoid fever November 6, 1862, at his home in Oldtown, Me. The following 
letters from Gen. O. O. Howard and Gen. Joseph 8. Smith are pertinent: 

“CHIcaGo, February 19, 1896. 

“DEAR Mr. BOUTELLE: Mrs. General Jameson's case is so clear that I think 
she will get her increase. General Jameson was badly hurt at Fair Oaks in 
the battle, and lay all night on the field without cover. He was never well 


again. He died in consequence of that terrible exposure. 
“ Sincerely, yours, 


shereby, 
-ovisions 
w id , 


“OLIVER O. HOWARD.” 
“ Bancor, Mg., March 1, 1896. 

“DEAR Str: Referring to the Jameson pension case, I would say that at the 
battle of Pair Oaks, Va., in 1842, General Jameson's horse was killed and fell 
upon the General during the latter part of the battle, hurting him severely; 
that the General lay upon the field all night. It was raining very hard. As 
a result of his exposure typhoid fever set in, which was the cause of his death. 
lam personally knowing to the above, as I brought him from the field of 
battle to Wasilngten, D. C.,at the time. I sent to Maine for his wife and her 
father, who came on, and after he gained a little they took him to his home, 
but he never was able to rally, and soon after died. 

‘*Mrs. Jameson has ever since been a widow, and has no other means of 
support excepting her pension. She is now nearly 70 years of age, very feeble 
and infirm. General Jameson gave up a prosperous business to enter the 
service, and died a bankrupt. 

‘* As to who I am, I can refer to Senator Fryz, Speaker Reep, Representa- 
tives BOUTELLE, DInNGLEY, and MILLIKEN. 

“Very respectfully, 
“ JOSEPH S. SMITH, 
“* Late Brevet Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers. 

“Hon. Groree M. Curtis, 

“ Member of Congress, Second District of Iowa.” 


In view of General Jameson's gallant services and the necessitous condition 
of his widow, the committee earnestly recommend the passage of the bill 
with an amendment striking out all after the word “ receiving,” in line 9 

Appended is a very full statement in regard to the services of General 
Jameson, which shows the esteem in which he was held by Gen. Phil Kearny 
and others. 


Military record ef Brig. Gen. Charies Davis Jameson, United States Volunteers, 
war of the rebellion, 1861-1865. 

The Second Maine Regiment, Col. Charles D. Jameson, was the first to leave 
the State for the seat of war, and was among the first of New England regi- 
ments that set foot upon the “sacred soil” of Virginia, arriving at Falls 
Church on the morning of July 1, 1861, where they were encamped three 
weeks, being the farthest advanced of any regiment toward the enemy 

At the first battle of Bull Run the Second was hotly engaged. and dis- 

layed numerous instances of daring and reckless bravery. Upon the retir 
ing of General McDowell's army they were detailed as rear guard and were 
attacked by the celebrated Black Horse Cavalry; which they routed com 
pletely. For this exploit Colonel Jameson was warmly thanked and compli- 
mented by General Keyes, commanding the brigade, and by General Tyler, 
commanding the division. During this battle their loss was 47 killed and 
wounded and over 100 missing. The Union forces being ordered to fall back 
the night after the engagement, the Second arrived the following morning, 
after a severe and tiresome march, at Alexandria, where they rema l two 
days, and then Were ordered to the vicinity of Fort Corcor ly oppo- 
site Georgetown. There they remained some two weeks, when they were 
placed in possession of the fort, and acted as heavy artillery until the middle 
of October, during which time they were reviewed by General McClellan, 
President Lincoln, and Secretary Stanton, the former complimenting them 
highly for their drill. While in command of the fort Lieutenant-Colonel 
Roberts, who succeeded to the colonelcy of the regiment after Colonel Jame 


an, direct 


son was a nted brigadier-general. was twice ordered to get ready for ac- 
tion. (Adjutant-General'’s Report, Maine, 1362, part 1, page 39.) 
Maine has been called upon since my last report to mourn the loss of somo 


of her sons whose virtues it will not be unbecoming briefly to describe. It is 
due to the gallant dead that meritorious service for the public good should 
have public record. 
Gen. Charles D. Jameson was one of the best specimens of thé chivalrous 
ntleman, soldier, and patriot which his native State has sacrificed to the 
Jnion during the war. He was a true son of Maine; lived on the banks of 
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our noblest river, alwa 
ness which marks our es us name. He was 
in all respects a true child of the Pine Tree State. In all the calls of life he 


resident within our borders, engaged in that busi- 
istinctive employment and giv 


home. He was generous and genial in his associations with his fe 

He had a great readiness of perception, the nicest sense of honor, and a b 
and pleasing address. He had no enemies, but the most extended circle of 
warm and sustaining friends. In politics he was a Democrat whose patriot- 
ism and love of liberty blazed high and warm above the limits of party. 

It was natural that such a man should have been the colonel of the militia 
regiment of his vicinity and twice a candidate for governor of the State. 
The attack upon Sumter brought from his heart the earliest vows upon the 
altar of hiscountry. He left wife and children, parents, and home and friends, 
and all that made life cherished and valuable, to share the hardships and 
dangers of the field. The ent, raised under his active exer- 
tions, made him trom Main 


was active and energetic. He was successful in his business and bappy in his 
w-men. 
land 


Secon 
its colonel, and was the first e at the seat of war. 
In a few weeks it was launched in battle at Bull Run, Its conduct there gave 
it gicry and a gallant name. Its colonel then won his star as : 
t shows the man that in this conflict, when the regiment had m driven 
back from batteries of the enemy, leaving their wounded behind, he called 
and leading back a little band, under steady +, brought off 


for voluntee 
in their arms injuredand helplessmen. As brigadi 


tune to lead men from his own State, but ce Pnees from Pennsy]- 
vania and New York composed his command. With those he fought at York- 
town, Williamsburg, Fair Oaks, and in other fields of battle. He was first to 


enter Yorktown, and one of the first to enter Williamsburg. 
At Fair Oaks his conduct and generalshi won him warmest praise 
his superior, that eminently gal:ant man, late ted Kearny. 
believed that Jameson then and there carried the and Stripes and by 
its side the Pine Tree banner of Maine nearer Richmond than any other, be- 
. Afriend once asked him, ** What did you —— 
‘ou received orders at Fair Oaks to 
he, “I would have been in heaven or in 
Richmond that night.” Asa eultior General Jameson was a striki 


from 
It is 


Daring to rash: lf without sense of into 
battle and inflamed with his own dash and ardor the men who followed him. 

He asked no man to where he was not wi to be in advance of the 
foremost. He was not noticeable in other fields of duty. He had at all 
times and in all and tion of which gloried 
in its leader. 


e 

e cared for his men tenderly, and counted eel as hard- 
ship which brought them health or comfort. In marches he walked with 
them. He lived with them in camp and shared their lot, whatever it was. 
By such labor and exposure he became sick, and in September came home to 
recruit his health, intending soon to go back to the field again; but it was 
not so orde: of vidence, and he sank gradually until, on the 6th day of 
November last, he died. It sums up this narrative that Jameson was the 
first volunteer and the first colonel in the field from Maine; that he was first 
at Yor’ and am the first and foremost toward Richmond; one of the 
first in gallantry, one of the first in the love and admiration of hismen. Alas, 
that he should be the first general of Maine to die. At 35 years of age it was 
hard for the aeer to lose such a gallant spirit, but the State has gained 

a hero. 


the emery \ 
The Washington aepaiions speaks as follows of the qualities which dis- 


ed our 3 
“Tntre ten but withal judicious and full of resources, General 
Jameson before him the prospect of a most brilliant military career. He 


was one of the fighting generals. 

* As he, with others of the salvoed chiefs of fearless men who lately have 
left us—when we could have better spared others of another mold than 
theirs—as he, and Kearny, and Stevens shall reach the shores of that dark 
river, made mournful by Gerberus's ceaseless howl, the waiting hosts of the 
bravest dead of all the past will ize beaming blades, nor will 
they seek to dispute them place amid their front and foremost ranks." 

(General Kearny to General Jameson. ]} 

pose Gaammass Ihave signed and forwarded to Mr. Fuller the requisite 
certificate. 

*You have no idea how greatly I miss you socially and militarily, and your 
last, on the 30th of June, on the Newmarket road, I think, really, the hand- 


fight of the war. Our line was very unjustly extended 2} miles for 
OWT The fighting fell tirel the First Brigade, and I grudged gi Gen 
“ The ng fell en on the gru - 

eral Ro n, a stranger $e, Be rots. —— aan Se 
street's men, who had succeeded on the es t it would not go 
down. e ed our artillery, Thom; ttery; lost men not 
but by hundreds, and were only by —_— with the Sixty- 

rd of the Thirty-seventh. and your hum 


legion. Ashe led them, with Shi bevels antican ho soli 
n. 
ed Homeric; and I trust that I figured forsome. * * * y 


“Oh, how I fancied your being there, with your own fine form and 
pulsive manner, forming one of our trio. This ie, which you man- 
SOS 60 eS SOS Sees Deets, Relloved pos ones wed you with a dis- 
pline of the heart. . = 
" maintained that xen gre identified with the division. 
of the war) saw you towering 
owledge none other. I have met with too 
ts not to count as precious above all distinctions 


other 
noble di as it entered the stream of fire in that first 
for the id Wit the Potneae Willamaturg ees _— 


Dest qupevel, may you seow Tesever aGt We hack fe tins te hen’ these 
men who believe 


in you. 
“Very truly, yours, “P. KEARNY, General. 


“ HARRISON'S LANDING, August 9, 1962." 


The following letter of General Sameaey te Die Steel at Saber ne 
accom: by a pen and ink diagram of the engagement of w he gives 


a ; 
“ HEADQUARTERS First Bricapr, KEARNY's Drviston, 
“ Fair Oaks Station, June 4, 1862. 
“Dear Srr: Thinking might be interested ina brief description of the 
t battle of paintes Toe Trent ween rough aboteh of that of the 
eld that came under m Cceervation during the engagement, and will en- 
deavor to give you some of my movements after arriving at the 


scene 
action. 

“T came up the Richmond road with three regiments, having sent one, the 
Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, up the railroad. U; near 
the open ficld where the rifie pits are, on the Richmond road, I filed off to the 
left into the woods road up to the abatis. I the Sixty- 
third ment Pennsylvania Volunteers side road on the 
abatis, with orders to drive the rebels out, (the rebels) having 
in getting into the abatis first, dri before like 
I su holding them in check, but were evidently determined 

our lines on the ond road, having repulsed in their attempt 
to turn our left flank by Berry's brigade, were working that way, keep- 


ing up a terrific fire. Our troops had all left the abatis, near t ichmon; 
road. That was a critical moment. Gene: wes wie mee “3 ef 


s ral Kearny 
gade had all been used up at different points (ue ty-seventh New York 
ol k), except H8 rank 


unteers were sent to the right to su t General Pec 
d file of the One hundred and fifth lvania Vol er ( 
"A. McK Th Pennsy unteers under Col 


where we were standing, c across the open fel 
t double-quick, General earn 
utant-general. “Wa 


Iti i k 
amu mark on the plan, an; 
then deployed, ae peek te ee ches a 
one hour those men fought in that abatis, not more than 8 or 10 rods }yo. 
tween the two lines, during which time I rode back and forth in rear of the 
a and up the road to the line. At last the rebels broke to the rear 
and toward their left. About that time large bodies of the enemy were seon 
.. Couch's division was holding it. Tho 
give way. Just at that time the troops in the rifle pits broke an 


eaving me completely cut off, the rebels into the open fie 
the — marked 5, and weeping ovary enas hv ony ay ” ale 
was driving the rebels before me toward 
were driving our troops toward 
It was a novel — lean assure you. Before [ received 
three-fourths of a mile beyond the rebels that 
was first made on Casey. [| 
ward the White Oak Swamp, 
danger of our situation, our 
(6) opened fire on = Sago troops had all fled from that posi- 


tion. ve an idea of posi while on the Richmond 1. I wi 

state the oe Or as men that started up that road 171 were either killed = 
killed and wounded. 

General Kearny's horse and mine were both killed, mine having three bullets 


and infantr 
dri them into the woods. It was then 
quite dark and firing ceased for the This ended the fight for the day. 
less lost, in and wounded, nearly one-third of the 
force I took into action. The commanders of my four regiments were a]! dis- 
abled—three seriously wounded and one taken prisoner. * * * 

“Heavy soentenengnente het iaarteres in ee eres were repulsed 
in every quarter. I was not ia fight on M Y; But for Kearny’s di- 
vision it is hard what the consequences might have been. 

“Please let father and mother know you have heard fromme. Remember 

and the children. I feel very anxious to hear from you. 
remain, yours, etc., 


“©. D. JAMESON. 
“ Hon. G. P. SEWALL.” 


i 





(General Kearny to Governor Washburn.] 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD Division, HEINTZELMAN’s Corrs, 
Barhamsville 


ly , Va., May 10. 

Srr: As the commanding of this di of which two of the gen- 
erals General Jameson and rry), as well as 
two regiments, e, Colonel 8 and the Fourth, Colonel 
Wi form part, I take this to your notice their 
meritorious conduct in the late t, and Gieplay fact that although 
these regiments were not the sufferers in the eeument at Williams. 
, having been General Heintzelman geerd the left flank, 

et by their and im: attitude they contributed to the success of 
Tose more . And assure you, sir, that with such mate- 
rial, commanded by such officers, nothing but success can crown our 
efforts when the occasion requires. I have the honor to inclose the report of 
Gen. D. B. Birney, who commanded the noble brigade of which these two 


and at who look to them for noble deeds to illustrate 

annals; and I am to state that they have amply filled the full 

General Beery charged with the left wing 

expected from him (when 

the Fourth Regiment of Maine Volunteers he really saved the 

also a genius for war and a pertinacity in the fight 

for he was most severely assailed on 

and abatis to face and carry. (en- 

(One hundred and fifth, 

and Eighty-seventh 

the rear of the column on the march from camp on the 

used vigor in bringing »= men under every difficulty, and 

ve guaranty of a 

to us, he had 

and those works which the 

aTEe, CLGHES 0 Dy SSE, See Salers Oe wes the Srv to enter 

a ligh' 

T have the honor, sir, to be your obedient servant, 


. KEARNY, 
Commanding Third Division, Heintzelman's Corps. 


ke 
; 
! 
4 


{Report Adjutant-General of Maine, 1362, part 1, pages 132-138.] 


Brig. Gen. Charles D. Jameson was of the best specimens of the chiv- 
er , and Ww his native State has sacrificed 
to the Union during the war. 


resident within in that 


ves us name. He 


was a trueson of Maine; lived on the banks 
our a engaged 
<< Ce Fane See oer: te all th calls of ie 
was and energetic. was business an a 
he ere teens sak meee Ot Gemceiatione with hie {cllow- 


his pane. 
men. great Denseption, the nicest sense of honor, and 
a bland een ae no but the most extended 


oth natural ee Bherty biased high and above the limits of oat. 
raicaar a Ws Sandi aa ret aii fe prea te 
altar left from heart the earliest vows upon the 

of his . He wife ts, pono, ond riends, 

a field cherished to the ps and dan- 

of the zoe Seeoee a —-_ active seertions, 
= it was launched in battle at Its conduct there gave it 
glory and a name. Its colonel then won his star as brigadier. 
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It shows the man that in this conflict when the regiment had been driven 
back from batteries of the enemy, leaving their wounded behind, he called 
for volunteers, and Jeading back a little band, under steady fire, brought off 
in their arms the inj and helpless men. As brigadier he had not the 
fortune to men from his own State, but choice regiments from Pennsyl- 
yania and New York com his command. With those he fought at 
Yorktown, Williamsburg, Oaks, and in other fields of battle. He was 
the first to enter Yorktown, and one of the first to enter Williamsburg. 

‘At Fair Oaks his conduct and generalship won for him the warmest praise 
from his su , that eminently gallant man, the late lamented Kearny. It 
is believed Jameson then carried the Stars and Stripes, and by its side 
the Pine Tree banner of Maine, nearer Richmond than any other, either 
before or for ® time after. A friend once asked him, * What did you 
intend, with your dful of men, when you received orders at Fair Oaks to 
fall back?” “But for that order,” said he, “I would have been in heaven or 
in Richmond that night.” Asasoldier General Jameson wasastriking figure. 
Daring to Seupmese, ox: himself without sense of danger, he rushed into 
battle, and in his own dash and ardor the men who followed him. 

He asked no man to go where he was not willing to be in advance of the 
foremost, Dell places, the love and sdmiration of his tigate, which plovied 

and ove an on eo, Ww glo 
: He cared for his men tenderly, and counted no labor as hard- 
ship which brought them health or comfort; jn marches he walked with them. 
He lived with them in camp, and shared their lot, whatever it was. By such 
labor and exposure he became sick, and in September came home to recruit 
his health, intending to go back to the field again; but it was not so ordered 
of Providence, and he sank gradually, until, on the 6th of November, 1862, he 


Ss this narrative that Jameson was the first volunteer and the first 
colonel in the field from Maine; that he was first at Yorktown, and amon 
the first and foremost toward Richmond; one of the first in gallantry, one o' 
the first in the love and admiration of his men. Alas, that he should be the 
first general of Maine to die. At 35 years of age it was hard for the country 
to lose such a gallant spirit, but the State has gained the memory of a hero. 
The Washington Republican speaks as follows of the qualities which dis- 


our t general: 
“ . but withal judicious and full of resources, General 
Jameson had before him the prospect of a most brilliant military career. He 
was one nerals 


of the fighting ge ; 
“As, with others of salvoed chiefs of fearless men who lately have left 
us—when we could have better spared others of another mold than theirs— 
and Kearny, and Stevens shall reach the shores of that dark river, 
oar by Cerberus's ceaseless howl, the waiting hosts of the bravest 


the past Ly aay their beaming blades, nor will they seek 
to dispute them place amid their front and foremost ranks.’’ (Adjt. Gen. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to intro- 
duce this bill. The report,a part of which has been read, is quite 
full and exhaustive, setting forth the military record of General 
Jameson, containing letters from the generals under whom he 
served, and.a letter from the adjutant-general of the State of 
Maine, If, however, it is the desire of the committee to have this 
information in a condensed form, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BourELLE], who lives in the town from which General Jameson 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the portion of the report that 
has been read contains the substance of this case. General Jame- 
son was the first colonel to go to the field from the State of Maine, 
and the first general officer from that State who died. The letters 

inted in the at considerable length show his service to 

ve been remarkably brilliant and valuable. Very early in his 
career he was promoted to the rank of brigadier-general, 
and he rendered ished service at the battles of Williams- 
burg and Fair Oaks. In a conversation a few moments ago with 
Governor McCormick he mentioned thefact of his having entered 
Williams’ with General Jameson, who had so distinguished 
himself 7 ey in the action preceding the capture that 
General —— him to the command of the city. At 
the battle of Fair Oaks his horse was shot three times and fell on 
and injured him so badly that he was obliged to be taken to 
home, where hoid fever set in and resulted in his death a 
few weeks later. widow, who is now advanced in years and 
in very poor health, has made application for this increase, in 
accordance with the custom that prevailed of making provi- 
sion in cases of this character. The testimonials in this report 
from General Howard, General Kearny, from the adjutant-gen- 
eral of Maine, and from other sources all combine to set forth the 
Prcaliar galian and brilliancy of General Jameson’s record; and 
no idea that any gentleman on this floor will hesitate a 

in ee eee, 


‘ .Chairman, I rise not to oppose the e 

of this bill, but to submit a few remarks. Here is the wiaew of 
general, whose military record, as set forth in this 

toni have read with pleasure, including the references made 
to him by his comman officers, Generals Kearny and Howard, 
and the report of the adjutant-general of the State of Maine. 
They are touching, they are eloquent, and the widow of this dis- 
tinguished officer deserves the consideration that is proposed to 
Of eigen. her in this bill, which, as I understand, is at the rate 
of $50 per month. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] said 
that he would not ask more than $50 per month; that he thought 
that would be sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, I only want to 
that I hope we shall vote unanimously for this bill, and 

the precedent of voting to the widows of dis- 
pee Union generals ie whom there were few more distin- 
the husband of this lady) a regular uniform amount. 


i 


Let us give ‘his widow $50 a month, and I do not think it likely 
that we shali be called upon in the future to vote a pension to the 
widow of any more distinguished officer than General Jameson, 
I hope the bill will be passed. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


LUCINDA RICKARDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, and the minor 
children of John D. Rickards, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of Lucinda Rickards, the widow, and the names of Henry, 
Lon, and Frank, the children of John D. Rickards, a private in Company it 
Sixty-ninth Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the rate of $2 per 
month each. e pension in the case of widow and children to commence 
on the 4th day of July, A. D. 1890, the date of the death of said soldier, John 


D. Rickards, and to be subject to the provisions and limitations of the - 
eral pension laws. : t = — 


The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered the bill (H. R. 5393) 
to pension Lucinda Rickards and the minor heirs of John D. Rickards, beg 
leave to report that a similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third Congress. 
It was reported favorably in the following language, which the committee 
a as a part of this report: 

“The petitioner is the widow of John D. Rickards, who served in Compan 
A, Sixty-ninth Missouri Enrolled Militia, in the years 1862, 1863, and 1864, 
This being a State militia organization, he was not pensionable under the gen- 
eral laws, but on proof that he had been wounded August 23, 1862, in action 
with the enemy, he was pensioned by special act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 14, 1885, and was 1 ated at $8 per month for gunshot wound of left side. 
The petitioner was married to him January 2, 1865. The soldier died July 4, 
1890, at the State insane asylum at St. Joseph, Mo. 

“Dr. A. M. Raines testified May 29, 1894, that he was called to attend John 
D. Rickards on account of a gunshot wound received in actual service August 
23, 1862. The ball, —a = ¢ spinal column, passed through one lobe of the 
lungs, and was extracted by affiant from between the ribs. He was treated 
by afflant for about six weeks, and his mind failed from the time he wag 
wounded until his death in the asylum. ‘I believe and have no doubt his 
insanity was the result of said wound.’ 

“Dr. D. V. Van Syckel, of Canton, Mo., testified June 2, 1894, that he exam- 
ined the soldier and found a gunshot wound of left side of lung, near the ver- 
tebra, affecting the great spinal nerves of the back, especially motor and 
sentient nerves; passed through one lobe of lung and was extracted from 
between the ribs. ‘I am confident, from the appearance of the man at time 
of examination, his insanity resulted from the wound and finally his death, 
which took place in the St. ——— Asylum.’” 

The committee recommend that all after the word “each,” in the ninth 
line, to the word “subject,” in the twelfth line, be stricken out, and as so 
amended the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of George W. Taylor. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
a and the next bill on the Calendar be passed over for the time 

ing. 

Mr. FLYNN. I object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 'That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against George 
W. Taylor, late of Company C, One hundred and third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, on the records of the War Department, and to issue to 
said George W. Taylor a certificate of honorable discharge. 


An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


After the words “ honorable discharge,”’ in line 8, add “ to date April 3, 1865: 
Provided, That such soldier shall not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or emol- 
uments by virtue of this act." 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the committee 
amendment. This soldier residesin my district, and I submit that 
gentlemen who hear the report on this bill read will be inclined to 
sustain my proposition and to refuse to sanction the amendment 
of the committee. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6608) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the military rec- 
ord of George W. Taylor, beg leave tosubmit the following report, and recom- 
mend that said bill do pass with amendments as follows: 

Add to line 8 the words “to date April 3, 1865: Provided, Such soldier shall 
not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or emoluments by virtue of this act.”’ 

The facts as found by your committee, on which such soldier relies for 
the relief provided for in this bill, are as follows: 

The soldier enlisted August 18, 1862; was wounded and suffered amputation 
of left middle finger in December, 1863; wounded in right thigh and groin, 
May, 1864; was furloughed on account of such wound, July 2, 1864; furlough 
extended to November 12, 1864. Up to this date the record of such soldier, 
from date of enlistment up to October, 1864, is most worthy. 

The proofs submitted to your committee indicate that while such soldier 
was seeking to return to his command he was captured with a number of 
others at Powder Springs, Mississippi, about October 25, 1864. That he at- 
tempted to escape in January, 1865, but was wounded and recaptured. That 
he made a final escape in April, 1865, and rejoined our forces at Ebenezer 
Church, near Selma, Ala. That he was sent from there to Louisville, Ky., 
and was given transportation home. Twoof the members of the forces who 
were present when the escaping soldier came inside our lines have testified 
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tleman from South Carolina (Mr. TALBERT] that the bill bo 
em On } 


. side be 
Bs a : i the motion was rejected; there being 
on a division (called for by Mr. TaLBeRT)—ayes 4, noes 71. 


The bill was then laid aside to be reported favorably. 
RHODA AUGUSTA THOMPSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 





6826) a to Rhoda Augusta Th , daughter 
of the late Thompson, a private in the Revolutionary 
Wirje bill was read, as follows: ea 
i At 7 ‘ i . he is bh b . 
pee ete., whet Ge Secretary of terior, 2, and he 8 eroby, 
a cn, mgr of the late Thackde us Thompson, a private in 
Colone! Lamb's of and in Captain Jose omas's com- 


per month dur- 


ni 


pact Seite pay hor 0 paneion at the rate of 


Mr. SPERRY. This lady, who is well known to me, is the 
daughter of a ‘utionary ier, and as such her father was 
on the pension roll. She is now 75 of age; is infirm, with no 
one to care for her except her friends. This is a statement of the 
case. ink it is one well worthy of a pension. 

The bill was Iaid aside to be reported favorably. 


ANNA M. NEWTON. 


: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
d directed to place on the pension roll the name Anna M. 

late major-general of volunteers and briga- 

, and pay her a pension at the rate of 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Anna M. New- 
ton, widow of Gen. John Newton." 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
the ing amendment: Strike out ‘‘one hundred,” in line 
and insert “seventy-five”; so that it will read ‘‘at the rate of 
a month.” 

INGLEY. We ought to have some statement with the 


the report 
ALBERT. I would like to have the report read. 
of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

If the gentleman will allow me, I desire to 
simply: [think it but just to the committee 
there should be some brief statement made 
of these cases as they come up, and this 


the of the ort, as it would con- 
no aby ce Lee to ‘oas the statement con- 


278, 


eres) 
F & yoarero 
HE: ! 
Eee | 


sume less time. If 

cerning the bill, it will be necessary to have the report read in 
each case. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
remarks of the from Maine—— 

The . The gentleman from South Carolina has 
demanded the of the report. Does he yield to the gentle- 
man from New Y: 

Mr. T. T. inly. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I was going to say that, in view of 


ine, I would make a brief 


of whom went into the 
, were the con- 
at that time who re- 


of the most competent engineers of his day, gradu- 
his class, and received on account of 
in the science of engineering, first to the rank of vention. 


Hy 


, and later, because of his military genius, to a higher 
the war most gallantly and won hon- 
on he was in charge of the most im- 
works, especially the improvement in New 


particularly in for the safe naviga- 
the ‘Hell Gate Channel” leading into 
left in destitute circumstances and has 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, General Newton 
received such compensation as the law gives to the officers of the 
rank he held. Because of his peculiar talent and skill he was 
often charged with more responsible duties than other officers of 
like e. But to raise the question whether his compensation 
was large or small raises the question of the px opriety of the sala- 
ries given by law to officers in the service of the United States, and 
is a question upon which I do not care to enter as germane tothe 
subject under consideration. 

General Newton left no property to his family. He had to live 
in a very expensive city while receiving the compensation referred 
to by my friend from California, and his salary was exhausted. 
His widow, now an aged lady, nearly 70, past 65 years, comes to 
the House under these circumstances for its favorable considera- 
tion. Congress has expressed over and over again in measures 
for the rehef of widows of officers of distinction who served the 
country as well as General Newton did its purpose to provide 
suitable support, and I am sure that there can be no disposition 
to grant his widow less than this bill requires. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘seventy- 
five” and insert ‘‘fifty,” and I do this simply on the same ground 
that I advocated a few moments ago—the pension to the widow 
of another general officer, General Jameson. I dislike very much 
to make this motion affecting the bill of my amiable friend from 
New York, on whose first visit to my part of the country we 
treated somewhat badly, but in justice to myself and to this class 
of pensions I think that they should go on a common ground, and 
ry Bg purpose I move to strike out ‘ seventy-five” and insert 
‘“ y.” 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great 
interest to what my distinguished friend on my right [Mr. Loup], 
who was himself a gallant soldier in the Union Army, has said 
with regard to the compensation received by General Newton 
from the Government for services rendered in the war and else- 
where. When application was made here for a pension to the 
widow of General Grant, if my friend from California had been 
a member, I think he would not have been found asking such a 
question concerning her pension. I speak on behalf of the widow 
of Gen. John Newton. e has a record of services taking in the 
battles on the Peninsula, Antietam, Fredericksburg, Chancellors- 
ville, and Gettysburg. It reaches to the great armiesof the West. 
His widow has far less of this world’s goods than the widow of 
General Grant. She is entitled to at least the poor pittance of 


73a month. [A use.| The Senate gave her a hundred. I 
was surprised to hear that the House committee had reduced it 
to $75. 


John Newton became a major-general not through political or 
other influences. He won his double-starred shoulder straps on 
the field of battle. [Applanse.| He was as modest and as un- 
demonstrative in his ing as General Grant himself. 

General Newton was not only useful to his country when our 
great civil war was raging, but he was useful to her in the paths 
of peace and commerce afterthe war. He blasteda highway from 
Long Island Sound into oes port of New York. As presi- 
dent of the Panama Railroad Company he maintained for com- 
merce that iron link between the Atlantic and the Pacific. He 
deserved well of his country from the day that he entered her serv- 
ice up to the day that he died, not only in war but in peace. His 
widow, now in straitened circumstances, asks only what has 
been granted to widows of major-generals in the Union service 
who before her husband. 

Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Newton will not receive under this bill 
what has been granted to the widows of former major-generals 
who were in far better circumstances. I do hope that my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] will not insist upon hisamend- 
ment, which reduces the amount still lower. I know that if he 
had fought with General Newton, as I have done, with others on 
this floor, and if he was acquainted with the circumstances of the 
case as they know them, he would be the last man here to gravely 
move t> reduce this proposed pension. Wehave with us here on ny 
left an officer, and a brave officer, who was upon General Newton’s 
staff. I refer to my friend and colleague, Colonel SHANNON. He 
knew General Newton. He has seen him on the bloody field, and 
can testify to his meritorious services and the needs and necessi- 
ties of the case. Mr. Chairman, this House wil! simply stultify 
and disgrace itself if it reduces this pension from $75 to $50 per 
month. 7 
Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman say something for the 
widows of the privates who followed General Newton? 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I am voting for pensions for them when- 
ever I have an opportunity. Votes are at least as good as words. 
Mr. LOUD. r. Chairman 





The CHAIRMAN. Time for debate on this bill is exhausted. 
Mr. LOUD. The opposition to this bill have not consumed 
sixty seconds. 
CHAIRMAN, The time for debate upon this bill has 
expired. 
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Mr. LOUD. Ihope that the gentleman will give me an oppor- 
tunity to Pe 

The CH MAN. The Chair can not give the gentleman an 

rtunity when the time is exhausted. 
r. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed five minutes? 

Mr. MILNES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from California be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. POOLE. I object. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I can get time on thenext bill. I want noth- 
ing except what I am entitled to by right, and I will get it on 
LL a ton pr 

r. . Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL. AsI understand the rule, debate is limited to five 
minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is limited to ten minutes, to be 
divided between the friends and opponents of the measure. 

Mr. HULL. Can a man take the floor and occupy the ten min- 
utes on one side, and thus cut off the other side entirely? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twoorthree members can take the floor and 
occupy the whole ten minutes on either side, unless some member 
Objects or raises the point of order. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert “fifty.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 55. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 9 members (not a sufficient number) vot- 
= support of the demand. 

c ly the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out 
“one hundred” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,” was to. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill as amended to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hun- 
dred and fifty-three gentlemen are mt. The ayes have it, 
and the bill is laid aside to be repo to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE LEARY. 


The next a 7 Se Calendar was the bill (8. 819) 
granting a pension to Catharine Leary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Feeee a wccan te the ee oat Ge aoeaien aad to sear bon panes ae is 

a nurse 
fate 22 $8 por month on aad after the passage of this act. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment striking out the word “ eight,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to remind the chair- 
man, before I proceed, that the Chair has repeatedly called the 
attention of members to the fact that they can not determine 
when a member's time has expired, and I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the position in which a member is placed in 
this House. The House, or a member of the House, can not deter- 
mine when a member’s five minutes have expired. Hence a mem- 
ber must retain his seat until another member has used up the 
whole time, either in favor of or in opposition to the bi!!. 

Now, then, in relation to the last case. When I 1 an 
inquiry to the gentleman from New York as to what salary had 
been received by General Newton, whose widow this -=<e has 
o put upon a roll at $75 a month, the ge atleman from 

ew York wor i frenz -—and when 
Isay the tleman from New York I mean Mr. CumMINGs, who 
turned to me and said the ‘‘ gentleman upon his right,” meaning, I 
suppose, me, because he d not have meant anyone d 
asserted that if I had been in this House at the time that the widow 
of General Grant was pensioned I would not have raised my voice 
against the pension granted to that widow. Now, permit me to 
say to the gentleman-—— 

r. CUMMINGS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I said that 
he would not have applied the same argument to that case. 

Mr. LOUD. I think I have quoted the gentleman’s exact lan- 
guage. Permit me to say that the statement is entirely gratui- 

us on the part of the gentleman from New York. He is talking 
about something that he knows nothing about, as he Leys fre- 
quently does. I deny to him or to anyone else the right to as- 
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sume what position I would take. I think I have 
in my position in this House. I have endeavored 


been Consistent 
j to show favor. 
itism to no one. I assert here that General Newton was paid for 
his services during his entire service, and he was educate: | th 

expense of the Government. . ° 


y poli 1 

Mr. McC AN. And put out of office by Tammany. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not care anything about that. I was led to 
believe that, Mr. Chairman, So that it was wholly unnecessa; 
for the gentleman a position I would have ocenpied, 
But I state that if the power to prevent the pensioning 
of widows of officers beyond the amount allowed by law | would 
do so in the case of every widow in this country, not excepting the 
widow of General Grant. I do not believe that it is in the proy. 
ince of Congress to be charitable to any person. I say again, ang 
I am sincere and earnest in what I say, that if I had it in my 
power I would defeat every one of these cases. I have been cop. 
sistent in my course. I know I can not defeat them, and hence J 


<e DINGLEY. Let us hear the report read 
Z ‘ us repo or some exp] 
tion given of the bill. — 

Mr. PICKLER. The only point there is in this case is_—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the general army nurse bill, which is now 
the law, certain authority is defined in the law for the engagement 
of these nurses. This woman filed her application, but they de- 
cided that her employment was not under such authority as was 
defined by the general statute. She served six months. The rec- 
ord of nurse’s service shows that they were valuable. They 
were given during an epidemic of smallpox or cholera, and the 
= point in the case is that her employment was not under such 
authority as is defined in the lawas it now stands. She is worthy 
of her pension. She served six months and did valiant service, 
There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it the same amount of pension as given to 


nurses? 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes,sir; itisthesame as given to other nurses, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman. 

“aol iit from Maine yield to 

e eman 

Mr. DIN GLEY. I do. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this woman 
did not enter the army service until a year after the war. A 
parliamentary inquiry. Is it within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee of Invalid Pensions to report a of this character? 

HAIRMAN. Inthe opinionof the Chair that point comes 
too late. The bill has already been under consideration by the 
committee and has been debated for several minutes. {ries of 


“Vote!” ** Vote! ”] 
Mr. PICKLER. This woman was in the hospital service after 
the war was closed. 
Mr. ERD . Lrise toa point of order. I make the point of 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 
Mr. ERDMAN. My —-. order is that this bill is not prop- 
from the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 


The Chair is of the —- that the point 


under considera- 


court of justice can be made in the appellate tribunal, even if not 
seis. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the t of order. 
MAN. Then I only want to sey, . Chairman, that 


Mr. ERD 
from the affidavits on file it that was employed 
as a domestic in the family of Private Gillis at the time she was 
to be a hospital nurse. 

. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to raise my voice here. 
{Laughter.] I want to try to bring to my assistance the ‘istin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. MINGS], who came 

near falling in his tracks a ago in the interest of the 
widow of a officer, I want to call to my assistance 
and voted for that appropriation. 
little pittance na for a | 
distinguished eman 
ile ago; I want 

poor woman. If isa 
Deen gentlemen make an appeal 
to the Democratic side 
of it, Let those 
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Capres: get up here now and say something in the interest of 


e poor le as well as in the interest of the rich. 
The amendment was 1 to. — 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SAMUEL D, GILMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herebys 


horized and directed to place on thi i ll, subject to th ision, 
antnoritations of the pension laws, the name of Sainuel D. Gilman, late of 
the Strafford ren, ew Hampshire Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
of $50 per mon 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope we shall have a brief statement of the 
merits of this bill. 

A Member. Let the report be read. 


The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7127) granting a ion to Samuel D. Gilman, having carefully considered 


same, y report: 
ee D. Gilman Calisted May 5, 1864, as a member of Strafford Guards, 
New Volunteers, and went into service at Fort Constitution. 
While uty in the service he took cold from exposure in a drenching rain, 
and vbeumatiom in his feet and ankles immediately followed, rendering him 


unfit for duty, and in a short time erysipelas of head and face. He ,u 
to that time. a rous man, seldom lost a day by reason of illness, an 
was industrious and of good habits. 


A . under date of Joquary 24, 1896, says: 

“ diseases named have resulted in his present wretched condition. 
There can be no question of his entire disability to do manual labor, and he 
in that condition for six or seven years or longer. The uncontra- 
y is that he did have rheumatism when at Fort Constitution 
few weeks later. The only question, it seems to me, is, was 
nm he enlisted? ant’s witnesses are some of the most 
Dover, N. H., and he is a conscientious and honest man. 


of ; 
examining board reports: 
“This man is totally unable to do any work and can not take care of him- 
a constant attendant.” 
view of all the facts, your committee respectfully recommend the passage 


was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
AUGUSTUS G. CARY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it puartel, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus G. Cary, late a 


and 

lieutenant, United States Revenue Marine, serving on the revenue cutter 
Forward in November, 18638, at which time, by order of the President of the 
United States, the said cutter Forward, ther with its officers and crew, 
was detached from the Revenue-Marine Service and attached to the naval 


forces, and served as a naval vessel for eleven months, during which time the 


said Augustus G. Cary acted asa lieutenant. Therefore the said Augustus 
. Cary shall be paid such pension as he may then be entitled to acco g to 
Ww. 
The committee recommended amendments striking out ‘‘a,” 


after the word “‘late,” in line 6, and substituting the word “first”; 
also out all after the words ‘“‘revenue marine,” in line 7, 
down to including the words ‘‘ according to law,” in line 15, 
and substituting therefor the words ‘‘ and pay him a pension at 
the rate of month.” 

Mr. DIN Y. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Tuomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
405) granting a on to Augustus G. Cary, have had the same under con- 
sidera and a thorough and careful examination report the same 
back with the following amendments, and recommend that it do pass when 


in line 6, after the word “late,” the word “‘a” and insert in lieu 
word ‘‘first.”. Strike out all after the word “marine,” in line 
‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $#) per month.” 
for recommendation were submitted to the Senate at the 
Fifty-second Congress in a report presented by Senator 
the Senate at the Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
by Senator VILAs, embodying the report of the preced- 
the House during the Fifty-second Congress. Said re- 


attached and made a part of this report. 


Report No. 2401, Fifty-second Congress, second session. } 
Committee on Invalid Pensions have had under consideration Senate 
the same with amendment, and when so amended rec- 


out all after the word “ pension,” in line 7, and insert 


and limitations of the pension laws as provided 
, 1890, and that said pension s' be paid out of the naval 


the war Mr. Cary was lieutenant in the Marine Revenue Service on 
Forward. In November, 1863, the forward, with its crew, 
pranstorred by order of the President from the marine to the naval 
se obed the naval service until July, 1864. The record shows that 

was tenant on the revenue cutter, and that it was under orders 
President, and cooperated with the Navy at Beaufort, N. C., and 


ae palate fering that period. 
the marine service for some time afterwards, where, he 
contracted the t from which he is now suffering. The evi- 
that he has under treatment of physicians for sixteen 
more, and has undergone which have failed to relieve 
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him. He is now a confirmed invalid, wholly disabled, and has been so for 
several years. Heis sick and in need of medical attendance, and he is de- 
pendent on his wife for care and support. His family consists of a wife and 
several small children. 
[Senate Report No. 590, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1948) grant- 
ing a Ly to Augustus G. Cary, have examined the same, and recommend 
that the bill be passed. 

‘The reasons for this recommendation were submitted to the Senate at the 
second session of the Fifty-second Congress in a report of which a copy is 
appended. 

[Senate Report No. 1068, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2648) erant- 
ing a pension to Augustus G. Cary, have examined the same, and report 

e beneficiary, Augustus G. Cary, was, at the commencement of the war 
and subsequently, a lieutenant in the United States Revenue-Marine Service, 
and his c for a pension is based upon his services in connection with the 
Navy. The committee have taken some pains to ascertain the facts in regard 
to Lieutenant Cary’s claim,and have been informed by an official letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury that the records of the Department show that 
‘** Lieutenant Cary served on the revenue cutter Forward at Beaufort, N. C., 
from November, 1863, to July, 1864, and that said vessel was under orders by 
the President to cooperate with the Navy during the period this officer served 
thereon.” 

Information from other sources shows that he rendered active and valua- 
ble service during the time his vessel cooperated with the Navy. and he is 
clearly entitled to a pension, inasmuch as he was practically an officer in the 
Navy during the prevalence of the President's order. 

He is now advanced in years, very much disabled, and in reduced circum- 
stances. His attendi p ysician makes affidavit that he has a complication 
of diseases, and has h. or a long time. 

The bill is eepentes ey. with a recommendation that it do pass. 

This committee, after a careful examinination of the documents and other 
reliable evidence in this case, find the following state of facts: 

The beneficiary, Augustus G. Cary, was, at the commencement ef the war, 
and for some time prior thereto, a lieutenant in the United States Revenue- 
Marine Service, and his claim is based upon his services in connection with 
the Navy. The committee have taken some paius to ascertain the facts in 
regard to Lieutenant Cary’s claim, and have been informed by an official 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury that the records of the Depart- 
ment show that Lieutenant Cary served on the revenue cutter Forward at 
Beaufort, N. C., from November, 1863, to July, 1864, and that said vessel was 
under orders by the President to cooperate with the Navy during the period 
this officer served thereon. 

Information from other sources shows that he rendered active and valua- 
ble service during the time his vessel cooperated with the Navy. Prior to 
the date on which the cutter Forward was transferred to the Navy by order 
of President Lincoln, viz, May, 1862, Lieutenant Cary was on the Miami at 
the taking of Norfolk, Va. Mr. Cary’s first voyage in the service was on the 
Varina, which left New York in April, 1861, after rebel privateers. While 
on this vessel he was acting as third lieutenant, sailing master, and pilot. He 
was also on the Stevens Battery, a submerging monitor. Mr. Cary seems to 
have been a very efficient man and a thorough pilot, and his services were in 
great demand, hence his transfer from one boat to another from 1461 to 1864. 

Your committee are clearly of the opinion that Lieutenant Cary is entitled 
to a pension, inasmuch as he was practically an officer of the Navy during 
the time his vessel was attached to the Navy by order of the President. 

The aftidavits filed by his attendin physician show that he has a compli- 
cation of diseases and for some years has suffered therefrom. He is now ad- 
vanced in years, absolutely disabled, and so long as he lives will not again be 
able to perform manual labor. He is now confined to his bed, his property 
exhausted after continued illness covering a period of sixteen years, and he 
lives to-day as the result only of careful nursing and faithful service rendered 
to him by a devoted and noble wife. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is this man to be pensioned as of the Revenue- 
Marine Service or for naval service? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. For naval service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I thought this person whom it is proposed by 
this bill to pension was in the Revenue-Marine Service and was 
transferred to the naval service. Of course we should be very 
careful not to pension anyone simply for being in the Revenue- 
Marine Service. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will look at the 
finding of the committee I think he will be satisfied. 

The amendments recommended in the report were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up the bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Keiser, of Hubbell, Nebr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. CORLISS. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
to follow the rule, unless there is some special reason why this bill 
should be taken up out of its course. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I trust the gentleman will not 
object to taking up this bill. The case is a very peculiar and 
meritorious one. The beneficiary of this bill is 74 years of age, 
helpless, bedridden, and paralytic—one of the most pitiable cases 
on record, 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ILobject. I havea case just like this myself, 

MRS. CHRISTINA GRAHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at $12 per month, subject 
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to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Mrs. Chris- 
n9, Graham, of Baltimore, Md., daughter of Wendel Laurentz, deceased, 
lato a private in the Revolutionary war? 


The report (by Mr. Cor¥rin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4268) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham, have considered the same, and 
respectfully report as follows: 

16 claimant is the daughter of Wendel Lawrentz, a Revolutionary soldier, 
whose service is shown in the following report from the Pension Bureau: 
“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS 
* Washington, D. C., February 28, 1896. 

“Sir: In response to your uest, herewith returned, for a statement of 
service of Wendel Lawtenta,& tereean soldier in the Revolutionary war, 
I have the honor to inform you that it appears from the popes in the claim 
of his widow, Ann Lawreuntz, for ion (No. 9113), that he enlisted as a — 
vate “in the German regiment,” in July, ee served under Capts. Phili 
Graykill and Christopher Myers, Colonels Honsegger and Weltner, unt 
July 20, 1779, when he 


was ane. He was engaged in the battles of 
Trenton. Princeton, Brandywine, Germantown, and Monmouth. 


‘Very respectfully, 
~ “WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
“The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 
House of Representatives.” 

The relationship of the claimant to the soldier is certified to by the officers 
of Avalon Chapter, Daughters of the Revolution, of Baltimore, Md.; and it 
is shown by the claimant's sworn statement, a the certificate of Hon. 
Jouwn K. Cowen, M. C., who is personally acquain with the facts, that she 
is now 72 years old, without any means whatever, and dependent on friends 
for the necessities of life. 

to the aged and 


There are several precedents for the allowance of pensions 
destitute daughters of soldiers of the Revolution, and, believing this case to 
pee worthy one, your committee respectfully recommend the passage of the 


Mr. DINGLEY. One word, Mr, Chairman. This seems to be 
a bill to pension the daughter of a Revolutio soldier. Is it 
understood that daughters of Revolutionary soldiers, provided 

can show need, are to be granted pensions? 

r. LOUDENSLAGER. Inreply tothe gentleman from Maine 
I will say that that has been the attitude and action of the com- 
mittee in the Fifty-third Congress, of which I was a member, 
and also in this Congress. The rule has been to report favorably 

all bills of that character. . 

r. DINGLEY. I simply wanted to know what the practice 
was to be and whether we were going into that business, Coeeane 
Ihave a dozen applications of that kind. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN R. ROW. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

8880) granting an increase of pension to John R. Row, of Toronto, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the —- of John R. Row, of Toronto, 
Kans., late of Company B, Third [linois try, Mexican war,and pay him 
a pension of $72 per month in lieu of the now received by him, said 
increase of pension to be paid subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 


An amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
the word ‘‘ seventy-two,” in line 6, before the word “‘ dollars,” and 
inserting “ thirty,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JACOB M. HAMBURGER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

$48) to remove the charge of desertion against Jacob M. Ham- 


oe 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove charge of desertion standin .—% the name 
of Jacob M. Hamburger, late musician in Company irst Battalion, 
Twelfth United States try, and issue him an Eonwwabie discharge. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case is short 
and covers all the facts. Ll ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. Tracry) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill es 

948) entitled “A bill to eetuve eee st Comrie inst Jacob N. - 

on r,”’ beg leave to submit the following report, recommend that said 

jo pass. 
oa from the petition, filed with the 

s of the War De 2"that Jacob N. Hamburger enlisted at the 

of 15 years as a m in the Twelfth United States Infantry, at the 

of New York, on “he 29th da: 2 rn ne eee es years. 

when h 


He continued in the service until January. e was as de- 
at Va. offici that William Lowe 

was principal musicien of the Twelfth United States Infantry, and had con- 
trol of the musician, Hombarger. who was a boy. less 16 years of 
It is claimed, and there is sufficient the reason- 


ableness of petitioner's claim, that after Mr. 


ro was most severe with a rawhide by the chiet musician, 


. who, it is claimed, the tata when he was in- 
toxicated 





had inflicted such severe punishment, and in consequence thereof de 


the ranks and retarned to his home, 


aS @ reason therefor tho.” 
his life, in consequence of the repeated = therefor th 


reats made by said Lowe" 


The claimant was,upon his own ication, furnished, in August js 
deserter’s release under General ers No. 55, Adjutant-Gener,) :* 
1800, which protects him from arrest and trial by general court-martial «;,j 


“Teenie ub cvsted tees tamiienianten tin 

ere is no recor m a service prior to date o¢ 

desertion, was ever absent without leave for two days or for any « rt her perio) 
The merits is case, and extreme youthful a France of the bo. rt: 

time, his age, and his good conduct-during his entire service in th. \,,.° 

constrain the committee to recommend the relief desired, and therc/.... 

that the bill do pass. ‘ii Nita 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House wi 
ommendation that it do pass. oe 
CHARLES WILLIAMSON. 
The next business was the bill (8.807) grantin msio 
Charles Williamson. 001) Granting & pension to 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js }, 
author trogen to pipsegn Re msion roll, subject to the pr 


and limitations of the pension name of Charles Williams, |... 
assistan elfth Regtnent Kansas State Militia Yotunton 


40 Tec. 


ere} ry, 


t surgeon of the . 
Mr. MILNES. Let us hear the report. 
The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 
‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (s 97) 
a to Charles Williamson, having carefully considered ¢ho 
oer ows the following Senate report, and recommend the 
[Senate Report No. 140, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. } 
The on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 807) grant. 
mgaces to Charles Williamson, have examined the same and report: 
petitioner, Charles Williamson, was t surgeon in the Pweltth 
Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. He was enlisted July 8, 14, and 
eas October 25, 1864. He bases his claim upon double inguinal hernig 


same, 
passage 


i October 23, ce and Westport, Mo. 
From the evidence submitted it appears that he was an able, strong-bodied 
man and perfectly sound at the time of his enlistment. 


At the time of discharge he was ru’ substantially as claimed by 

him in his declaration. He received the rupture while riding on horseback 

and attempting to cross a small ravine, occasioned by the jumping and stum 
of the horse. Immediately afterwards he wasremoved from the h 

to the ambulance. 


2m- 
orse 

At the time of the injury he was in actual service 
his duties. He ted os of his claim and it was rejected because (4s 
it was claimed) ailed to show his injury while in actual service, 
This claim on the part of the Government to be unfounded. Al- 
though the evidence furnished by the claimant and taken by the special ox- 
aminer of the t does not show by actual evidence the orizin 
of claimant's double inguinal hernia, yet the testimony of bodily and physical 
to his entering the service is positive, ell comclades to 
ph and y sound when he entered 
the d the is and conclusive that he did suf- 
fer from such hernia when he was discharged from the service, and the cir- 
surround the origin of his disability, supported by strong 

evidence, lead to 


circumstantial corro| e conclusion of the cor- 
rectness of his claim that he was 





and in the discharge of 


while in the line of duty. The pre- 

sumption is very and almost conclusive in his favor, and in accordance 
with the of Secretary of the Interior heretofore made, “that 
where tial ve evidence is given in favor of 
the it, he should be given the benefit of the doubt and the burden of 
changes from the claimant to the Government,” and as the Govern. 


t A 
ten to shane ahaa the bill, de ood the wt. with —, ; : endatien 
that it do an amendment. 

Amend Uy ciribiing out oll after the word “ volunteers,”’ in line 7. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
WILLIAM GREER, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension 
to William Greer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to upon roll the name of William 
reer, late of Vompenw A, yania Veteran Volunteer 
, and pay a pension of $50 per month. 
The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 


2 


ting an increase of pension per month to William Greer, late 
Company A, Wandvedth Posme Infantry Volunteers, hay- 
and considered the facts and circumstances 10 

in respectfully : 


William Greer enlisted February B. 1864, and was honorably discharged 
_— - was wounded in the battle of Weldon Railroad, near 

1864, being struck with three balls a yut~ inches 
bow ia > through both bones of forearm, 


afterwards a reiaed ; increased to $12 from April, 
= from 1 tocorrect the rating. an 
gi April 6, Tas; mae ap O00 fromm Bec 16 Mss June 4, 1888; Teoresr ed to 


h 
| 


from 1889, and from 1889 (date of utation). 
xin Penstie Berson Sienan omen to" way the arm was 
amputated so far above the elbow, and Drs. Bond and Drake explaite. 4 

ce reason that we cut the arm as above the elbow jo tas we di 
was to above the diseased tissue. examination of the arm |yefore 
coputalion the fact of diseased tissue, andafter the amputation the 
arm that we had not above that diseased portion. 
On opening the joint the we found necrosis of the elbow 
and fragments of 


arm through the 


both above below the 

e Sonls eT Jower arm Co icon inju red 

sob onkerot the Dut alsoinjured the 

the ball and : 

it the t. We found frag 

cantinss of the humerus. 
roduced 
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st medical examination had by the board at Kansas City, Mo., Feb- 

The ret and which is in line with the previous quunteniann and which 
wer de very carefully under instructions from the Pension Bureau, the 
wadier being stripped and subjected to every test known to the science of 
medicine surgery, clearly demonstrates the merits of applicant’s claim 
that his present paralysis and loss of sight is due to the gunshot wound. 


reports as follows: y 

Toon examination we find the following objective conditions: Pulse rate, 
90 to 108; respiration, 20; temperature, 98); height, 5 feet 9 inches; weight, 
157 pounds; 48 xoare right arm amputated 7 inches below the 
acromion; ‘ight | der is oy ioe smaller than the left. The right arm, 
finches below acromion, is 3 inches less in size than itsfellow. The stump is 
tender, the bone is well covered. There is enlargement of the end of the 
bone which is also rough and irregular in outline. Violent paralysis agitans 
in the right arm, still more severe in the left arm and entire body, including 
the head, and affecting speech. The lower limbs are involved; violent mus- 
cular twitching of arms and trunk. H hesia along the entire spine, 
also hypereesthesia of scalp and face, tender points on left side; tongue 
tremulous; incoordination of left arm—does not come within 1 foot of a point 
(with closed eyes)—incoordination of lower limbs, less marked than in the 
upper; great tenderness over the ulnar nerve in t axilla—the nerve, with 
its sheath, is many times its normal size. 

“ Pupils of eyes 4} millimeters in size, but little affected by strong reflected 
light; atrophy of pale retina (spinal amourosis); vision is indefinite, 
tests do not apply; he sees very well for all his purposes, however. No 
jnerease of dullness, but by reason of the palsy agitans we can not 
differentiate any of the cardiac sounds. The body is in a constant tremor. 
Claimant was nude while examined, and the examination was long and 
careful. Employed all needed tests, such as wsthesiometer, dynanometer, 
electrical tests (in three forms), opthalmoscope, etc. 

“Claimant has lost an arm above the elbow; a bad stump with diseased 
pone and extensive muscular atrophy remain, results of the original gunshot 
wound; ascending neural sclerosis as shown by the condition of ulnar nerve 
in theaxilla. The condition of the spine and all nerves emanating therefrom 
is shown by the agitans and the amourosis. 

“'This condition of the eyes may be due to either meningeal thickening at 
base of brain, or the disease of spine may thus affect the retina through the 
sympathetic, or both. Theloss of coordinatin wer is very marked. Gaim. 
at, by reason of this, is to unable to walk or stand alone (eyes open or 
shut); he can not dress or ress himself or cut up his food. He reaches 
his mouth by making an effort, working along till he reaches it. Claimant is 
so totally and permanently helpless from result of gunshot wound affecting 
spine and nervous system that he uires the personal aid and attention of 
another person for a r portion of the time and for nearly all purposes. 
Rate, total Sret grade, per month.” 

The Pension refuses to accept the paralysis agitans and amourosis 


as result of the jot wound, notwithstanding the ample medical testi- 
mony by those who had the soldier before them from time to time and made 
reel and painstaking examination. 


Your committee place more reliance on the medical testimony showing the 
ble condition of this old veteran than upon the action of the Pension 
. and therefore urgently recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
HELEN M. MALLERY. 


The next business was the bill (S.724) granting an increase of 
pension to Helen M. Mallery. 
The bill was real, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and to increase the pension of Helen M. Mallery, widow 
of Garrick Mallery, late captain and brevet lieutenant-colonel, United States 
Ammy oe lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry and brevet 


States Volunteers, to $50 per month, and pay her a pension 
hereafter at that rate. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 724) 
paws an increase of pension to Helen M. Mallery, having carefully exam- 

the evidence presented, re as follows: 

Her late husband, Garrick ery, entered the Army as captain in the 
Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteer ey vane 4, 1861, and served in 
that regiment until February 16, 1863, when was promoted lieutenant- 
colonel of Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and served as such to June 15, 
184, when he became lieutenant-colonel in the Veteran Reserve Co and 


served in that until eppointed a ca in the Thirteenth United 
States Infantry from 28, 1866. was retired with the rank of 
captain Ji 1, 1879, on account of wounds received at the battle of Peach 
Orchard, He was brevetted colonel of volunteers for gallant and 


meritorious services Sure the war, and major and lieutenant-colonel in 


eee eae Aree ten gullet, cuview: in a skirmish at Garnett’s Farm and 


He was in actions at eit Munsons Hill, Falls Church, Balls 
Bluff, Fair Seven Pines, and at Savage Station, where he was taken 
prisoner, ha received two severe wounds, and left on the field, from 
whence he was taken to Libby Prison at Richmond, Va. The effects of these 
wounds and . bby Prison reduced Colonel Mallery to such 


extremity that his life was despaired of, when he —eeeenee and sent to 
Philadelphia, Pa., where he was restored to comfortable healt though never 


aquin » well man. 
interest taken in this offi the Ww i 
shown by the accompanying ne St to hick ot the timect bis onchange 


He was mentioned in the records of the rebellion in the report 

of the Seven and his services were conspicuous, not only for his 

gilantry im t for his marked ability as an executive officer. He 

Mee eer ae Ge way ec tr er epee 
eo 

font iy thigh emit which she is now sucervine, of $30 per month. She is a 


culture and refinement, but broken down in health and unable 
occupation for her support. She has no relatives to whom 


to 
ae cau turn for hence the urgent need of th lief proposed by this 
the passage which earnestly recommended ty your comunittes. _ 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, D. C., July 23, 1862. 
Garrick Mallory, Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteers, has | 
robe enee fox: days, with wrtvilege of rebareing to his home, for the 


EDWIN M. STANTON 
Secretary of War. 


Indorsed: Paid for May and June, 1362. David Taggart, paymaster, U.S. A. 


Dear Str: I inclose with the above furlough $1 of my own private funds 
to enable you to get home comfortably, as I understand from Mr Nidi that 
you are short. You can replace it at your convenience. Congratulating you 
on your safety and honorable service, with respects to your father, with 
whom I have the pleasure of an acquaintance, 

Tam, yours, truly, EDWIN M. STANTON. 


A true we hy. 
A. W. SULLY, Surgeon, U.S. A. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
PRICILLA R. BURNS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of 
Pricilla R. Burns. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be «t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Pricilla R. Burns, widow of th 
late Gen. William W. Burns, of the United States y. on the pension roll 
at the rate of $75 per month, in lieu of the amoun 10W receives 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 
In line 5 strike out ‘‘General "’ and insert ** Brigadier-General 


In line 7 strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘fifty’; so as to make the 
pension $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (TH. R. 
5038) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns, submit the following report 

Pricilla R. Burns is the widow of Brig. Gen. William W. Burns. The bill 
as introduced gave her a pension of $75 per month 

Her husband had an especially meritorious military career, and he received 
several brevets and many testimonials for his gallant services in the war 
the rebellion. 

He commanded a company in the war with Mexico and a brigade in the 
Shenandoah Valley and a division in the Rappahannock campaign in the 
late war. 

At the battle of Savages Station General Burns was severely wounded in 
the face, but notwithstanding his wound he continued in the field in com 
mand until the enemy had been repulsed and the battle was over. For his 
gallant and meritorious conduct on this field he was recommended by Major 
General Sedgwick for appointment as major-general of volunteers. — 

The following letters are appended: 

“Brig. Gen. L. THomas, 
** Adjutant-General United States Army, Washington, D. C.: 

“*T have the honor to present to the honorable Secretary of War for hi: 
consideration the name of Brig. Gen. W. W. Burns for the appointment of 
major-general of volunteers. General Burns commanded a brigade in my 
division at the siege of Yorktown, the affair at West Point, and thy , 
Fair Oaks and Allyns Farm. At the battle of Savages Station he commanded 
at the point of attack and handsomely repulsed the enemy, receiving a severe 
wound in the face. On the next day at the battle of Glendale he was warmly 
engaged. At these two engagements I consider his services were brilliant 
and well merit promotion. 

* * * a” > * * 
“JOHN SEDG@WICK, 
Major-General Volunteers. 

“T very cordially agree with General Sedgwick in his recommendation. I 

have known General Burns well, and know he has fairly earned his promotion. 
“E. V. SUMNER, 


Commanding Corps.”* 






» battles of 





“As the commander of the Army of the Potomac during the period re- 
ferred to in the preceding letters, I feel it a pleasure as well as a duty to bear 
testimony to the worth of General Burns and the value of his services 
General Sumner in his indorsement, and General Sedgwick in his report of 
July 5 and letter of July 6, 1862, have not overrated the importance of the 
services rendered by General Burns during the period from June 2% to July 
2, 188. General Burns was severely wounded on the 2th, but neverth« 
less, retained his command. The conduct of General Burns at Savages Sta- 
tion and at Glendale on the 29th and 30th was something more than that dis- 

lay of gallantry which every brigadier commander ought to possess. In 

th instances the successes achieved were aguinst large odds and (especially 
in the latter case) under very trying circumstances, and one of vital impor- 
tance to the success of the movement then in progress. During the entire 
period that General Burns served in the Army of the Potomac under my 
command his services were eminently satisfactory, as they also were on my 
staff in western Virginia. 
“GEORGE B. McCLELLAN.” 

Mrs. Burns is poor and without other means of support than her pension 
of $30 per month. 

The committee recommend the following amendments, and that as amended 
the bill do pass: 

Amendments: In line 5, before the word ‘“‘ General,’ insert “ Brigadier,” 
and in line 6 strike out the word “ seventy-five ’ and insert “ fifty.” 


Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend this bill by striking out 
**$75” and inserting ‘‘ $50.” 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

‘ WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William 
Loring Spencer. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that this bill may be passed over. A 
House bill for the relief of Mrs. Spencer has already been passed 
by the Committee of the Whole and is now on the Calendar as 
unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be passed 
over informally. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Lobject. I desiretohavethis 
bill di of. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
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, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Loring Spencer 
widow of George E. Spencer, late colonel First Regiment Alabama Cavalry 
at the rate of eo per month. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “seventy-five” and insert “thirty,” so as to make the 
pension $30 a month. 


Mr.STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, when the House 
bill corresponding to this was up for consideration the other day 
the ees ip ge chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
insinuated that the statements made with reference to the phys- 
ical condition of Mrs. Spencer were not true. Since that time I 
have at considerable trouble obtained certificates from physicians 
and from other sources corroborative of those statements—show- 
ing, indeed, that many of the statements then made were not as 


strong as they should have been. I will first read the doctor’s 
certificate: 





May 14, 




















$30a month. A House bill ting that amount has been pax 

The committee have carefully c dered this question, and the; 
have unanimously recommended that this Senate bill }. reduced 
in amount from $75 to $30 a month, which is what the law woulq 
si her if she could prove that her husband’s death originated 

‘om army service. ” 

Mr. BA of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman 
—— it may be true that the highest actual rank 
eral cer was that of colonel, e itis not by an 
that the committee or the House 
pensions to that fixed by the law. 

Here is one of those meritorious cases where this widow should 
receive such a pension as the committee has been accustomed to 
give the widows of other officers of like grade. I can not under. 
stand how the committee, in view of its other recommendations 
should recommend the cutting down of this pension to §3) 3 
month. At least there should have been $50 to make it at all com. 
mensurate with what the committee has very frequently done in 
other cases, and at the proper time I shall move to strike out 
“thirty,” if that amendment of the committee is insisted upon 
and insert “ fifty.” : 

Mr. CROW R. Mr. Chairman, I move, as a substitute for 
the pending amendment, that the Senate bill lieon the table. The 
House bill has been for the same beneficiary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. e motion should be, that the bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that such action be taken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that the committee 
recommend that the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order that that can not 
be done. It can not be laid on the table in committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the parliamentary status of the bil] 
now? Will the Chair be kind enough to explain? 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question is with reference to this 
bill. It is a Senate bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But this same bill, or a bill pensioning the 
same party, passed the committee last week and is among the 
unfinished business yet on the Calendar. This bill or the other 
bill coat to lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the other was 
a House bill. This is a Senate bill. But it is competent for this 
committee to recommend either or both favorably or otherwise, 

Mr. CROWTHER. In order to facilitate the granting of pen- 
sion to this party, I will withdraw my motion to recommend that 
it lie on the table and let the bill of the Senate be passed with the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Fs —e" The House passed the bill for $30 a month the 
other . 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. « do not understand whether this is a 
bill for General Spencer or his widow. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to give any other infor- 
mation than that appearing in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. mtlemen are talking of a pension toa 
widow in this case, but on the Calendar it seems to be a pension 
for General Spencer himself. - 

Mr. STEW ART of New J . The name given in the title of 
the bill is the name of this lady herself. ; 
Mr. MILNES. I move that that part of the bill be read again, 
to see who is the onaners 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection; and the bill was again reported. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Chairman. | move 
to amend the committee amendment by striking out ‘‘ thirty” and 


inse ** fifty.’ 

Me STEWART of New Jersey. I accept that amendment. 
The question being taken on the amendment tothe amendment, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 40. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chairman atinounced the appointment of Mr. Baker of 
New Hampshire and Mr. PICKLER as tellers. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a parliamentary eeauiey As I under- 
stand it, the motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire is ( 
strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert “fifty.” Now all of those voting 
in favor of that amendment express themselves in favor of fixing 
$50 by the House as against the rule fixed in the Senate, whereas 
those who vote against it are practically in favor of $75 a month 
pension in these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state that the amen. 
ment of the committee is to strike out ‘seventy-five ” ani insert 
“‘thirty,” to which the gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
an amendment b artiing out the amendment proposed by the 
committee—that is, ‘‘ thirty ’°—and inserting “ ." : 

Mr. TALBERT. Exactly; and if we do not get the fifty we 
will have to take the seventy-five. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 43 
So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 


,» in this case 
held by Gen: 


y Means true 
confined the rate allowed on 


WINNEMUCCA, NEV., May 7, 1896. 
I hereby certify that Mrs. W. Loring Spencer is suffering from angina pec- 
toris and chronic pen paralysis. 
H. HAGAR, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of May, 1896, ~ H. Hagar, 
wee is a practicing physician in the town of Winnemucca, Humboldt County, 


ev. 
[ SEAL. ] L. F. DUNN, 
County Clerk and ex officio Clerk of the Second Judicial District 
Court of Nevada, in and for Humboldt County. 


I also call attention to the following: 


UnitTep StTates SENATE, Washington, D. C., May 11, 1896. 
U. H. Parnter, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Str: Iam sorry that I did not see you when you called at my 
committee room this afternoon. 

You ask me to say a kind word about General Dodge. I have known him 
for more than thirty years. He entered the military service at the begin- 
ning of the war and continued to the end, being a mane at the beginning and 
a major-general at the end. He was one of the most trusted corps command- 
ers under General Grant in the Western Army. He is a man of splendid 
judgment, accurate observation, and always knows what he is ing 
about, and is truthful in every statement he makes. So,if he has made any 
statement as respects the military record of any one,1 should regard it as a 
valuable statement for the purpose he may have in view. 


Very truly, yours, 
Ww. B. ALLISON. 
_—" General Dodge intimately, I earnestly concur in all of the fore- 
ng. 


D. B. HENDERSON, 
We all know who HENDERSON is and who ALLISON is. 


I have known Gen. G. M. Dodge over mow years. He is one of Iowa's 
most foremost men, and any statement made by him would be considered by 
’ those who know him to be true. He is a man of high sense of honor and a 


personal friend. sOHN W. GEAR 
We know who Gear is, 3 


I ask attention also to the following: 


No. 1 Broapway, NEw Yorx«, May 12, 1896. 

DEAR SiR: Deptying to your letter of i: s 11 in relation to Gen. George E. 
Spencer, [ do not see how I can write anything stronger than in my letter 
dated St. Louis, May 9, 1865, where I recommended him for promotion to the 
rank of brigadier-general. 

On my staff he took part in all the e ements which my command was 
in up to Kenesaw Mountain, and you w nd him mentioned in my official 
report with proper credit. 

Whilst incommand of the Alabama es in the District of Corinth 
took part in several noted raids, and no doubt his official reports of this 
on file. 

When he left me in June, 1864, to resume command of his regiment, he fell 
under the direct command of General Van Dever, at Rome, Ga., a detached 
portion of my corps. After that he fell directly under the command of Gen- 
eral Sherman and took part in all the engagements up to the Carolinas, com- 
manding a brigade in Kilpatrick's division, and whatever battles he took part 
in while in that division no doubt his official reports will show. 

There is no doubt as to General Spencer's standing as an officer, his cour- 

, and the ay with which he handled his men on the battlefield. 

e had good ju cement, and was an officer that t discretion could be 
given when sent with orders. In addition to this, during the time I held the 
country and protected Grant's flank in the Vicksburg campaign, General 
Spencer was sent with some very important communications to the enemy. 
penetrating far into their lines and oe He also was with me when I 
made the campaign to Brage's rear, sonra ng his supplies in the Tennessee 
Valley. He israel all these duties with great credit, never failing to 
accomplish what he was sent for. 

Lam, truly, yours, G. M. DODGE. 

U. H. Painter, Esq., Washington, D. C. : 

Now, in view of these corroborative proofs I ask that the Senate 
bill be passed without the amendment of the House committee. 
We ask the paltry amount of $75 a month for the widow of Gen- 
eral Spencer, who for twelve years served his State in the United 
States Senate and who for ntry upon the field of battle was 
brevetted a major-general. eask simply for §75a month. Over 
and over again we have seen instances where this amount has 
been given in this House to the widows of undistinguished and 
unknown men. I ask for the destitute widow of General Spencer 
— justice. : 

r. CROWTHER. I wish to say in reply to my friend from 
New Jersey ie STEWART] that we are proposing to pension the 
widow not of General Spencer but of Colonel ncer, for the 
rank of colonel was the highest he ever attained during the war. 
Nor are we engaged in pensioning ex-Senators of the United States 
or their widows. Weare proposing to pension the widow of Colo- 
nel Spencer at the highest that the law allows in such cases— 


, he 
are 











1896. 








The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the amended 
pill with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MILNES. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILNES. If I understood the bill when it was read a mo- 
ment or two agoit was to pension ‘‘ William” Somebody. Iunder- 
stand the object is to pension a widow - 

Mr. WHEELER. That is her name—William Loring Spencer. 

Mr. BARRETT. That is her correct name. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state what the bill con- 

i | 





ns. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rec- 
ommend that the House bill lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the House bill 
has been reported to the House. Under those circumstances the 
committee would have no jurisdiction, and the motion would be 
out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thought it was in the committee, but I be- 
lieve it has been reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


ALEXANDER C. MORRISON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander C. Morrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place upon the po m roll the name of Alexander | 
C. Morrison, late a corporal in Company E, Fourth lowa Veteran Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension of per month. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6552) eee of pension to Alexander C. Morrison, having carefully 
consheved the facts in the case, respectfully report: 

The soldier enlisted September 23, 1861, in Company E, Fourth Iowa Cav- 

, and was honorably discharged August 8, 1865. 
records show that from December 9, 1864, to June 16, 1865, he was in 
hospital under treatment for injury to leg, diarrhea, and other complications, 
incurred and contracted im line of duty. 

October 3, 1876, he was pensioned at $2; March 30, 1880, increased to #4; De- 
cember 1, , to $6; July 22, 1885, to $8; June 13, 1888, to $17. 

cap gresees aggravation of claimant's disabilities during this time is indi- 
cated by the reports of the examining boards, as follows: 

February 1, 1878, one-half total; March 30, 1880, ‘‘a difficult case to rate”; 
December 1, 1881, three-fourths total; July 22, 1885, total; June 14, 1888, sixteen- 
eighteenths. . 

t 1890 he filed an increase claim, alleging disease of eyes, scurvy, piles, 
deafness, and general debility, in addition to injury to leg, varicose veins, 


and rs. 

Jan 6, 1892, the examining board rates him thus: Injury and ulcera- 
tion of le! , ten-eighteenths; varicose veins, four-eighteenths; deafness, 
six-eighteenths; scurvy, two-eighteenths; piles, two-eighteenths. 

February 16, 1894, the claim was approved for disease of eyes, deafness, 

iles, scurvy and results, the examiner saying: 

“ Disease of eyes, oe, ond impaired hearing of botn ears can not be re- 
jected on medical grounds.” 

The medical referee, however, found other grounds on which to disallow 
the claim, and nses this language: 

“Injury to left leg and resulting varicose veins and ulcers, seventeen- 

ighteenths; no increase. Piles, four-eighteenths—rate for combined disa- 

ties not to exceed seventeen-eighteenths. Reject claim for disease of 
eyes and jeafness; no ratable disability since filing.” 

The ra for scurvy and results seems to have been lost sight of entirely. 

Claimant is 60 years of age, and the medical and lay evidence on file in the 
Pension Bureau shows that he has been for several years and is now totally 


Your committee believe that the soldier is justly entitled to $30 per month, 
and therefore respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 
. Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
action which the committee has just taken in nes to the pen- 
sioning of *widows. I want tostatein behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I want it understood, that this 
Committee of the Whole on last Wednesday and to-day have re- 
wee and persistently put up the amounts recommended by 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in pensioning generals’ widows. 
Last week the bill to pension Mrs. Spencer passed the Committee 
of the Whole at $30 on the recommendation of the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 7 this Committee of the Whole disregard 
that recommendation and pass the same bill at $50. And soin re- 


, but Iam speaking generally on the subject. 
ttee on Invalid Pensions ven criticised : 
sion for bills which were alleged to be for large amounts; 
but I desire to the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
to the fact that the Committee of the Whole is persistently going 
zeae ie gers a, ee re ittee on a oo 
cases er- and major-generals. 0 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions will or be criticised 
hereafter by anybody on this floor in that regard. 
Mr. T. T. . Chairman—— 
Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota declines 


to 
iis. PICKLER. It seems in every case,as I stated here the 
other evening, that when a bill comes from a State in which 
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gentlemen reside they forget all about the theory which they ad- 
vocate as to other bills. I merely desire to call attention to the 
fact that the Committee on Invalid Pensions are proving to be the 
conservative body connected with this House, and that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole are voting up and increasing the recommen- 
dations of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the case of 
generals and generals’ widows. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to second the motion of the gentle- 
man in his endeavor to establish a uniform rate of pensions for 
officers and officers’ widows. I have gone hand in hand with the 
gentleman in that respect; but I want to say that I have failed to 
control the Democratic party on this side of the House, who rush 
through like stall-fed horses and vote for $75 and $100 every time 
when $50 is proposed. I will do all I can to help the gentleman, 
but I can not control the boys on this side. [Laughter. | 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee, and of the country as well, to the fact that the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. PICKLER] 
voted to disregard the action of the committee in reducing the 
pension of Mrs. Spencer from $75 to $30 per month and to put it 
up to $50. 

Mr.PICKLER. Ibegthe gentleman’spardon. Heis mistaken. 
I did-not do any such thing. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
recommended that bill at $30 a month. 

Mr.WOOD. And the gentleman got up and accepted an amend- 
ment providing $50. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; we cut the Senate bill down to $30. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand that, but I am speaking of what 
occurred here on the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would not misrepresent the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GIDEON L. M’GINNIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Gideon 
L. McGinnis, late of Company K, Thirteenth illinois Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension of $30 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended inserting in 
line 5, after the word “late,” the words “‘ a private.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tie bill (H. R. 
6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis, having carefully considered 
the facts in the case, respectfully report: 

Claimant enlisted April 1, 1862, in Company D, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, 
and was honorably discharged April 4, 1565. 

He applied for pension under the old law, alleging diarrhea, piles, and 
rheumatism contracted in line of duty. His allegation as to origin is sub- 
stantiated by the testimony of one comrade, and the records report him sick 
carne July and August, 1562, and show that he was in hospital under treat 
ment for fever and dysentery in August and October, 1864. Continuance of 
disability is satisfactorily proved down to the year 1870, after which time 
and until about 188 the claimant did not reside long enough at any one place 
to allow acquaintances to gain a knowledge of his infirmities. 

December 17, 1890, the examining board gives him a rating of sixteen- 
eighteenths. 


le is now drawing a pension of $12 under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Since his last examination his disabilities have greatly increased, and the 
affidavits of several neighbors show him to be a man of good habits, worthy 
of belief, almost -destitute, and totally disabled at the present time. If he 
could prove continuance he would endoubtedly be entitled to $30 per month, 
and in view of all the facts your committee respectfully recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill with the following amendment: 

In line 5, after the word “ late,” insert “a private.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee of 
the Whole House will be admonished by the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions not to interfere with the reports 
of that committee. The fact about it is, I do not know why this 
Committee of the Whole is here. I do not know any earthly use 
that it fills. There is no demand for it that I know of. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions alone is quite sufficient to do this 
business, I find. In point of fact, if I had my way about it, I 
would leave the whole subject to the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. You would do well. Iam always here, and 
that is more than the gentleman from Ohio can say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; one of the most efficient men on 
earth is the chairman of that committee. I know it, for he has 
admitted it to me [laughter], and admissions are competent proof 
in cases of that character. 

Mr. PICKLER. They ought to be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman admits that he is always 
here, and now he reprimands the boys for undertaking to have a 
voice in this matter. I advise that hereafter there be no inter- 
ference with the reports of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
They understand it, and you do not know anything about it. 
Now, let us go ahead and get this thing through as fast as we 
can. 1 want to get to some bills a good deal farther down on the 
Calendar than we are now. 
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Mr. PICKLER. You are in favor of above the recom- 
mendations of the Committee on Invalid in the cases of 


generals. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh,I am opposed to any interference with 
the reports of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentieman from Ohio is a great deal bet- 
ter on blackboard exercises than he is on pensions. [Langhter.] 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the S having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (8. 2281) to amend an act entitled “An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1882 to 1842, inclu- 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
turbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 

a _ (8.2913) granting a pension of $20 a month to Nettie A. 
eeks; 

A bill (8. 2859) changing the time for holding circuit court of 
the United States at ord, in the district of Connecticut; 

A bill (5. 1883) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other 
acts relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 185) providing for the intment of 
&@ commission to report upon the practicability of esta ee near 
Washingten, D. C., a ground map of the United States; an 

A bill (8. 2237) providing for the appointment of a guardian for 
pensioners in certain cases in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 8719 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
= rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 

er pu ; 

A bill (1. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation, in said State, 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, ——— February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and ne the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. 8. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana; 
wtih aes “of tae Be aifhig post of S a ee 

y of the ublic of Sparta, Tl; 

A bill (H. R, 4824) eutilantalens the 

deliver one condemned cannon to the city of wood, Peoria 


mere Ti; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) one year’s residence in a Territory a 

prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 
A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct military record of Charles K. 


line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the southwest line of said coun: 
asked a conference with the of Representatives on the });)} 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Vesr. Mr. INS, and 
Mr. Jones of Nevada as the conferees on the part of the Senate 
SARAH A. STACEY. 
eeu meet batons on the ae — was the bill (H. p 
granting a pension to Mary A. Stacey, d dent mother of 
Manley T. Stacey, late wate Oompany ‘1D, One bh dred ; 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers. , — we 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it euapied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed to place u the on roll of Tnite 
ge a Pla .. pon pensi the Unit 


f Mary A. Stacey, nden other of Manley T. sey. late a nr 
vane af Damepeap il Oncknatoel onl cevente lepine Her eek Pr 
Volunteers. — 
Pow _ a. Mr. Hose aeens to — d by striking out 
e word ‘‘ Mary ” and inserti e word ‘ ”; also to change 

the title in the same way. - 
The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 6, strike out the word “ Mary ” and insert the word “Sarah”: eo 
to read “Sarah A. Stacey.” _— 


here} ry, 


d States 


as 


eg me Without objection, the amendment wil! jj. 
agr . 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. i , L can state briefly the contents of 
the report, if I may be permitted todoso. The bill proposes to 
pension Sarah A. Stacey as the t mother of Manley T., 
Stacey, who was accidentally ki while in the Army. He 
was accidentally shot, and the Pension Office decided that jt 
was not in the line of duty. The fact is that he and several 
comrades were scuffling, and in the course of the scuftle they 
picked up a revolver that was su to be empty, and one of 
the — pointed the revolver at this man and fired. The result 
was t he was instantly killed. The Pension Office can not 
grant a pension to the woman on that grotnd. She is now about 
70 F cy we old and very poor. The is a very meritorious one, 
and I there will be no opposition. 

Mr. MAN. Let the report be read. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6046) to pension A. Stacey, after d the same, toget! 
in support . respectfully report as f 


Manley T. y enlisted ings 6, 1862, in Company D, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers, and died Z the regimental hos- 
pital at or near Brandy Station, Va., on the 6th day of December, |s\ 

On the latter date he, with two of his comrades, was in the tent of their 
fer ay Na one of the ao by name, een rere ver and 
began yrully snapping \ nknown tlin, one of the 

Noaded and the charge a the bullet 

in the brain of young Stacey, who died im less than ha!f an hour 

the . The only persons who were actual witnesses of the accident 
Catlin and Luther Rogers. the latter deceased. 

The evidence as to the circumstances attending the accident varies in soinc 


particulars, but in the main is and con \ 
In a letter his wife, written at che date of —— es 


n Holmes, 


ler 
ol- 


: 
é 


of ae olunteers, says: 
“Only a few moments since Sergeants Catlin, and Stacey were in 


Jenree, etc.; one 
A bill (H. R. 6883) defining the standard shape and size for dry | @Y.dver"Canien he aig’ not know wes los ad) and went to sp 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- Fea ee eee Swe teeee = pasten< them went off. the ball hit- 
Petit (H.R. 716 relief of Benjamin F. J Mis an affidavit made im Janiuary last he saya he was aot prose? Sat the time 
(H. BR. 1) for the Benj - Jones. — of the accident, but was in a ten in rear; Smee raperees 00 him ot the 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without time by those resent, Stacey was his boots at the time when Catlin - 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the | “ted revolv 


ver. 
Charles 7 th B 'e of 
Ni eR eee were in the 


of Lieutenant Green; that were with each other; that 
they found an old revolver; inst he can not tell whe handled the revolver 
hold of it; that way wore fooling with each 


Revised Statutes as amended by act of June 10, 1880. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 
feediend, That the Goenetaty be Gpeties ty geeee So he Buea ta the revolver at 
at te 


other; 
Stacey before it went off; that both Captain Holmes Lieutenant Green 
November, 1895, testified that he heard the 


* that he heard at 
firearms; eoling —_ 
* he never heard oeeee Dae ong os Wie bande, oeverss 

] revolver and Rogers's 

Staeey would each time began fine oar 
was and pre 

= Sey dheesher and the re 


Stacey this bill, is shown to be the de 
= oi So siete at - She is 75 of age and in 
Foable The special examiner who by — jan Bureao 
~ i circumstances, 
the income they 
and after ex- 


her case. Her 
not occur in 


com- 
os its resolution to the amendments of the 
te to the bill R. 


gery, to license physicians and , and to punish persons 
Srovisions thereof in the District of Columbis. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the ae 
of a life-saving «tation at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron. 
Michigan, asked a conference on the bill 
— appointed Mr. Neison, Mr. Pasco, 
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i 
i 
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is 
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of a charactor ao to warrant the inarentign of Congres 05 











was wholly blameless. There is no evidence tending to 
of comrades were wrongfully in the tent of their captain; 
indeed, it the evidence that one the party (Rogers) tented 
with Holmes. Nor does it appear that Stacey was violating any order 
or mili regulation at the time he was shot, but was presumably conduct- 
himself asa — - — a — pet conduct a. aoe 
‘e does not ou on e in any way contribu to 
evidence a was the cause of his death. wr 
Your committee therefore respectfully recommend that this bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





accident 
Sr chat thin 


OLIVE M. LEWIS. 
The next busimess on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


72) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to ew the pension roll the name of Olive M. 
Lewis. widow of John B. Knight, of © ny C, Second New Jersey 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12 dollars per month. 
The report (by Mr. PooL®) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6m?) n a pension of $12 per month to Olive M. Lewis,as widow of 
Oe) Ernie, jate of Company C, Second New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, 
having examined.and fully considered all the facts and circumstances in evi- 
dence, respectfully report as follows: 

John B. Knight.enlisted as corporal, Company C, Second New Jersey Infan- 
try Volunteers, May 27, 1861, and died in hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., Sep 
tember 3, 1862, from dysentery contracted in service. He had been previously 
married, and three children, Edward L., born September 23, 1850; [da M., born 
July 29, 1862, and Sarah, born November 17, 1854, were the fruits of this prior 
marriage. His first wife died September 7, 1858. 

He was married to the claimant December 29, 1861, by whom he had no 
children, but claimant brought up, cared for, and educated his children by 
the previous marriage of her husband. 

Her s Haward L. Knight, enlisted in the United States Navy, on 
U. 8. S. Portsmouth, March 16, 1865, and eae | served until July 16, 1870, 
when he was honorably discharged. He was sick at date of discharge with 
chronic disease of contracted while in the service, and speedily became 
more weak and helpiess, and died with consumption on September 28, 1870), 
about two months discharge. ; 

Applicant applied for peace as dependent upon this oem. Edward L. 
Knight, who recogn his obligation to contribute to her support and 
maintenance, on July 26, 1890, under the act of June 27, 189); but the claim 
was rejected February 16, 1893, on the ground that she was not the mother of 


—_ of age, in destitute circumstances, having cared for, 
brought up, and educated her husband's children (including her stepson, 
Edward L. Knight, kindly laboring for him in his last illness, contracted 
while he was in the service) until they could care for themselves. 

Your committee believe she should pensioned, and recommend that the 
bill be amended by aon all after the word “ Lewis,” in the fifth line, 


and ing in lieu thereof following: ‘‘ Dependent stepmother of Edward 
knight late of the U. 8. 8. Portsmouth, of the United States Navy, and pay 
ber a a us $12 per month,” and as so amended urgently favor the pas- 
sage . 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is an 
entirely new e. This is to grant a pension in the interest 
ofa a I do not think there is any precedent for it; and 
if this passes this bill it will be establishing a precedent, so 
that stepmothers can come in and draw pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. That has always been the case, let me say to 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will ask the gentleman if that has been done 


Mr. PICKLER. If the er had the care of the child, 
and the boy then became a ier, pension has been granted. 
Mr. TALBERT. Is there any precedent? 
years of the child’s life she takes 


Mr. PICKLER. ¥ ie Goonly 
the place of a mother, Congress has time and again granted a pen- 


Mr. TALBERT. But the precedent is by a special bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is by special bill. 7 

ee, see eating te the gee tow thet 

Sn. There is nothing in the general law that 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like toask the chairman of the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I am on!y; esking for information, 
does she not draw ion asthe widow of her husband? 
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° Then this is a case of step all around, is it? 
It is the case of astepmother. Thesoldier was 


They propose to step into a pension? 
Allow me to call the attention of the gentle- 
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Mr. LOUD (to Mr. Erpman). Probably she remarried. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
that she remarried. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSIAH P. BRADBURY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized toincrease the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury, late private m 
pany M, First Maine Heavy Artillery, and pay him at the rate 
menth in lieu of the pension now paid him by certificate No. 65366 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I will move 
that the committee rise at fifteen minutes past 5, and then move 
that the House adjourn. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury, having very carefully 
considered the evidence on file here,as well as the Pension Office 


I am informed by the clerk of the committee 


im 4 
of Sv per 


papers, re 
port as follows: 

This soldier served inCompany B, Eleventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
from September 18, 1861, to April 10, 1863, when he was discharged on surge 
certificate of disability, which shows that he was incapable of performing 


the duties of a soldier, because of— 
‘ Exposure to malaria. at Helena, Ark., in August, 1862, in consequence of 
which he has dysentery and intermittent fever, which first has | 


ome 
chronic, still contimues, and is incurable (in the Army He is otherwise 
physically incompetent for the duties of a soldier. He again enlisted Jan 
uary 2, 1864, this time in Company M, First Maine Volunteer Home Guards, 
and was again discharged for disability September 20, 1865, on account of a 
wound received in battle before Petersburg, June 18, 1864; ball passed 


throngh right leg just below the knee transversely 
lameness have resulted. 
disability, three-fourths. 

“Soldier is pensioned at $17 for gunshot wound of right knee and r 
poisoning. Certificate of medical examination by board of Unit 
examining surgeons, made onJune 5, 1865, shows: Right knee, exter om 
plete; flexion not possible beyond a right angle. Has depressed, adherent, 
very tender cicatrix (depression, three-fourths inch below genera! surface 
inner side head of tibia, one-half inch by 2} inches, showing recent scab of 
oozing pus. Right patella movable, irregular in conformation, with distinct 
separation of oid fracture lines; depressions about one-fourth inch wide 
Right leg also a mass of varices; ’ 


, 1 Necrosis and much 
Unfit for the Veteran Reserve Corps. Degree of 


nalarial 
i 


4 SLA0e8 





Ion ¢ 


very few varices on left leg. Uses crutches 

constantly. It is ouropinion thar claimant is disabled as result of this injury 

equivalent to the loss of the leg at the knee joint, the varices increasing the 

amount of suffering to such an extent that labor is impossible, while the ap- 
pearance of the cicatrix is of angry recurrences of necrotic processes.’ 

It is apparent from this description that the soldier is in a worse lition 

and more disabled than if his right leg were amputated below the knee, and 


as this condition is found to be due to the wound for which he is pensioned 
by the board of surgeons, who had the man before them and had a 
see for themselves just how he is affected, your comm e are inclined to be 
governed by their judgment rather than by that of the medical referee of 
the Pension Office, who has not seen the soldier, especialiy as the finding 
of the local board is corroborated by other medical evidence showing that 
claimant is wholly disabled for manual labor, and they therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


chance to 


JENNIE E. MOORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Miss Jennie FE. Moore, or 

an, invalid daughter of Charles E. Moore, late of Company K, Twenty-fifth 

iment Dilinois V olunteer Infantry,and Lovina J. Moore, his wife, now both 
dead, and grant her a pension of $8) per month. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6247) to granta pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore, submit the following report. 

The evidence in this case shows that Charles E. Moore, private, Company 
K, Twenty-fifth Ilinois Volunteers, was enlisted June 1, 1861, and discharged 
March 31, 1868, for disability. Kind of disability not shown by the record 
He does not appear to have drawn any pension. He died February 22, 18738, 
from inflammatory rheumatism and chronic diarrhea. 

Lavinia J. Moore, mother of claimant, was legally married tosoldier March 
2.1869. Theclaimant was born January 2, 1873. LaviniaJ. Moore, the mother, 
was pensioned under act of June 27, 1590, at $8 per month from May 15, |s¥i 
She was adjudged insane December 18, 1894, a conservator appointed for her 
and she died in insane hospital at Kankakee, [l., March 1, 1595. Her pension 
was drawn by conservator to January 4, 1895. 

No person whatever is,or has been since widow's death, drawing a pension 
on account of this soldier. 

Jennie E. Moore is the only child by this marriage. She has no means or 

rty or income whatever. By reason of rheumatism, the outgrowth of 
Pyphoid fever, she is a he!pless invalid, requiring the constant attention of a 
nurse. Since January, 1487, she has not been able to sit up, even in bed. 
Spinal disease has resulted, and she has only the use of her arms, hands, and 
head, and can only be moved upon a sheet. She lives with her grandparents, 
old , aged 75 and 73 years, respectively. She has two half brothers by 
the former marriage of her father. She is now living oncharity. Nobody is 
legall bound to support her, or ~~ to be able to support her. 
w of these circumstances the committee recommend the ———- of 
this bill with amendments, inserting after the word ‘‘ orphan,” in line 6, the 
words * permanently helpless,” and in line 7,after the word “ late,” the word 
“private. 


The amendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LEWIS KEISER, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection 
which I made a while ago to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska for the consideration of a bill which he desired to call up. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 


a enting an increase of pension to Lewis Keiser, of Hub- 
, Nebr. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. HICKS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


CATHERINE DILLON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 148) 
granting a pension to Catherine Dillon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Dillon, of Logans- 
rt Ind., widow of Patrick Dillon, deceased, late a private of pe nef E, 

inth ~ ment of Illinois Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. Woop) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 148) 
erganting s nsion to Catherine Dillon, submit the ponowns report: 

Patrick Dillon was a private soldier in Sompeey E, Ninth Illinois Cavalry. 
He served from October 3, 1861, to February 9, 1864, without the loss of a day, 
so far as the record shows. He is presumed to have been a soldier. 
There is nen on record to the contrary during this time. He died while 
in the service, March 10, 1864, at regimental hospital, according to the record, 
from delirium tremens; according to other testimony, of fever brought on 

excessive use of aay 

is widow, the claimant, Catherine Dillon, is 66 zee of age; was married 
to the soldier in 1845; she is without p: rty and needy, and is supported 

charity—in fact, isa county charge. dhe is not entitled toa pension under 
the general laws on the facts shown. The Commissioner of Pensions holds 
that death is not equivalent to an honorable discharge under act of June 27, 
1890, and has rejected her claim. 

The Senate committee are of opinion that soldier's death was ‘due to his 
re oat Ag Your commi do not so believe, but do his 
nearly three years’ faithful services and death as entitling his 
pension the same as if he been “ honorably ged.” 

We therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I see that the report in this 
case states that the record shows that this soldier died of delirium 
tremens, and I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions whether it is the opinion of the committee that 
he contracted that disease in the service, [Laughter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not profess to be a doctor. He died in 
the service, and his widow is now asking for this pension. 

Mr. TALBERT. I suppose the gentleman from South Dakota, 
being a prohibitionist, does not know iinois | about matters of 


ow toa 


that kind, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] is in 
charge of the bill, and I will ask him the question. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is a Senate bill, introduced b 
Senator TurPiz. There is nobody, I believe, on this floor who 
specially interested in it. I have examined the evidence, and am 
gpenecet to tell this committee, in not more than two minutes, 

e whole case. The husband of this claimant was an Irishman. 
He loved his adopted country. For many months he had worn 
its uniform and followed the fortunes of its . He loved lib- 
erty, too. He was willing to risk his life that the poor and o 
pressed of another race might be free. During all the time he 
was in the service there is no record that he was absent a day 
from his command or that he missed a battle. He loved to fight, 
as is shown by the fact that he was always nt when fighting 
was to be done. He had enlisted, and then he reenlisted to serve, 


‘not for three months or six months or a year, but during the 


war-~until the last battle should be fought and peace should be 


red. 

I think it is fairly deducible from the evidence that he loved 
whisky. [Laughter.] If that be asin, the Lord have mercy on 
some other I en, and a good many Americans, and a few offi- 
cers of high rank to whom previous Congresses have given pen- 
sions by special acts. [Laughter.] After serving two or 
more, 7. his full time, he reen as a veteran soldier. He 
served until a few days before his death, There is no reason to 
doubt that he got on ‘‘a bit of a spree” and was taken to the hos- 
pital where he died. His widow was married to him away back 
on the Old Sod in 1845. She was comparatively a young woman 
when he died, nas aie te SOs ere to his 
memory throug ese dreary years. e never 
Semervied. She is now old and helpless and friendless, a county 
charge. She ap to the Com er of Pensions, but was 
told that the death of her husband in the Army after almost three 
years of faithful service was not an honorable ne 

Mr. Chairman, the Power that planted in the breast of that poor 
‘Irishman the love of liberty and of country, and the love of com- 
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eee 
bat as well, and permitted his frailties and imperfections, », 

tered him out of that service, and it hardly lies in the = oa Ps 
wy officer of the great Government that he served so Jon. and 

aithfully to pronounce that muster out or that discharge » .j;. 

honorable one; and while I do not know, I am just believing tl a 
the Great D r of all events has been more just and more ner 
ciful to r Pat Dillon than the Commissioner of Pensio) : 


been to his old widow. The facts are all before you, gent), Ay 
I believe that this House is entitled to all the facts of the case and 
I have given them as they appear tome. This man served nearly 


three years honorably and faithfully, and I believe that his oj; 
and helpless widow ought to have this pension. [Loud apy lause } 

Mr, ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, of course it was a Republican 
Administration that refused this pemons for under the present 
rulings death in the service is held to be an honorable discharge 
where there has been a previous enlistment of thirty days, sut 
as this Committee of the Whole has just voted to pension a sery. 
a as a quasi nurse, I do not think we ought to scruple at 
pensioning this widow, even if her husband did die of delirium 
tremens. She could not help it, poorwoman. But it does grate 
a little to accept that as a disease of service origin. Still the ro. 
sponsibility, gentlemen, rests with you; and you are equal to it, 

The question being taken, the was ordered to be laid aside 
to be reported favorably. 

WILLIAM GROSE. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 515) granting a pension to 
William Grose. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been ted to me that the gentle. 
man from Indiana [Mr. Jonnson] called this bill up and had it 

by unanimous consent ten sago. Lask, therefore, that 
t be passed over for y= without losing any rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the Dill has 
passed the House. Without objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


LUE R. BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to 
Lue R. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the n laws, the name of Lue R. Brown, widow of the 
late William A. Brown, formerly first lieutenant and utant of the Sixth 
Indiana Cavalry, apa ey her a on at the rate of @ month from and 
after the passage of act; which pension shall be in lieu of the pension 
she now receives. 


The report (by Mr. KiRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1672) 
gran a pension to Lue R. Brown, having carefully considered the same, 
adopt the accompanying Senate reper’ (No. 130) as their own, and respect- 
fully recommend the passage of the 

[Senate Report No. 130, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

It a that William A. Brown was enrolled July 24, 1862, at Greencastle, 

Ind., for three and was m' into service August 18, 1862, to date 
A 


l 


ears, ustered 

from July 24 as a private of Company C, ~ td ap Indiana Infantry, 
the d tion of w regiment was subsequently changed to the Sixth 
Indiana Cavalry. He was promoted to be sergeant-major st 1, 1862, and 
to be first lieutenant and adjutant of the regiment to date from December 
1862. He was mustered out of service and honorably discharged while 
tant, to date from July 27, 1585, 
consolidation of the regiment. 
or properly accounted 


consul to San Juan del Norte, 

of 1884, where he served until January of 182. The 
his health, which was 
the shoulder during 


: 


his and family he was a complete 

phy 7 requiring constant care and attention until his admission to 

Home in the spring of ge Be he was admitted in 

a de condition, and where his shattered and broken health 

Sig eee eee cena en ert 

ves a a mon ler the widows’ pen: 

act is Pitas inadequate for the support of 
herself and her young Ganghter of 16 veuss, and her present needs are ve 

In view of ene military services of her husband, 

and the utter destruction health and final loss of life in another branch 

c= > Goverament service, claimant has been deprived of ber only protec 

su) 
letter from Hon. D. W. VoorHEss, who personally knew the 
in the case, is also 


“ JANUARY 24, 1896. 


“My Dear Senator: I introduced a bill a day or two ago grantittis poy 
gion fF 5 mens to Mrs. Lue R. Brown. I knew the husband of this lacy 
well in ; he was mayor of Greencastle, in my own State, at one 

and a man of standing and character. He was as gallant and true 
a sol as ever drew sword in defense of the Union during the late war, 
and was as modest in the of his duty as he was brave and patriotic, 
and never sought in the plain of his duty as a soldier any ee 
ment or advancement to which his services did not justly entitle him. ” 
was among Sho Gust bo seqpends Sq ftp 200 to arma enlisted as a pr 
vate in the -first Volunteers as conty a0 August *. Noah 
served con’ throughout the entire war, and was y Muster ee ne 
as first lieutenant and July 27, 1865. His rapid promotion from t 
ranks after. his to the grade of first Heutenant was bats 
— of his worth and _ merit. | A: mently ase eed 

uty as of his regiment, the Sixth Ca’ , which 
a 


. 











1896. 
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formed from the Seventy-first Regiment of Volunteers. The history of the 


services 


rehearse . 

“ speak too strongly of this gentleman, for he was my friend and 
I ae intimately. That he was mustered out with no higher grade 
than that of first lieutenant and adjutant of his regiment should not militate 
in any Way e claim of his widow for the amount of the pension for 
eich she now applies; for had her husband been advanced in grade com- 
mensurate with bravery, patriotism, and ability, his death would have 
entitled his widow to a pension of at least $30a month. He was never absent 
from hiscommand during the entire period of the war, as his record will 
show, and some recognition of such fidelity could well be shown his widow 
now in her need. Mr. Brown was ae United States consul to Grey- 
town, in N in December, 1854, and served there until January of 182. 
The nin ure and bardships of the war, together with a severe wound he 
received in the shoulder, had great! 
the climate of Nicaragua comple ; 
condition when he came back from there, and in the spring of 1892 was ad- 
mitted to the Hampton Military Home, where he subsequently died,in Feb- 
ruary, 1 

r 16 years of and the mere 

ae pension act of Sune 27, 1890, of $8 per month. 

“T feel constrained to add that I have a strong conviction in my own mind, 
arising from =y intimate 
eaiown in ith and 


premature death were due to the i 


combined. 
other vith great respect, I am, very truly, yours, 
“Hon. J. H. GALLINGER.” 


In view of all the facts in the case your committee recommend the passage 
of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
GREENVILLE PUCKETT. 


“D. W. VOORHEES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase 


of pension to Greenville Puckett. 
the bill was read, as follows: 


it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
at nee directed to place the name of Greenville Puckett, late a cor- 


au 

poral in Com: D, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentuck Mounted Infantr Pe 

upon the pension rolls, with an increase of pension to $72 per month. : 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
of pension to Greenville Puckett, having given the 


matter careful consideration, report: 
This soldier served in Company D wore o> Kentucky Mounted Infant 
mber , 1864, when he was honorably d 
While in the service he contracted chronic diarrhea, for which he 
been as of service origin. He is now nsioned under act of 
rt, for chronic hea and ysis. He filed a claim 


diarr’ 
mn general law for paralysis as a result of chronic diarrhea, but the 
of the Pension Office decline to accept it as a pathological 


Takisination boned of asa in 1890 showed that soldi 
a pension surgeons in ow soldier 
Py eabled and required constant aid and attendance, entitling 
him to a first-grade rating of $72 per month for chronic diarrhea and paralysis. 
Another examination, made in August, 189], showsa similar condition ng 


from the same causes. 
The evidence ted to this committee shows that the soldier is now in 
astate of utter and in absolute destitution. 
In view of this and the fact there a rs no other cause for the parelyeis 
diarrhea which has sapping his vitality for over thirty 
in spite of the fact that the medical officers fail to see the pathological 
connection, this committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
ELISE BLENKER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pen- 


f 
| 


sion of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it mnneied, sto. That the pension of Elise Blenker, widow of Gen. Louis 
Blenker. ot the United States, be, and the same is 
“ per month to month, and the Secretary of 
the and he is hereby, autho and ted to place her name 


Seana ae Be tate < $50 per month, subject to the provisions and 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
ere & Riise Bienker from $90 to $00, sabenit the fol- 


bil gives to Elise Blenker a of $50 per month as the widow of 
Blenker. General Blenker entered the war of the rebellion 
at of hostilities and served until the battle of Cross Keys, where 
a fall of hishorse. His injury was wholl 


was disabling, ren- 
= him unfit for further military duty, and caused his death in Septem- 
General Blenker's service at the first battle of Bull Run was cuous 
= L regiment, the Eighth New York Volunteers, held one of 







positions in the Union line at Centerburg, and was the last to 
seems to show 


satisfactorily that the General's death was 
received while in the line of duty. 


nsion of F3)per month, and no pr She has no means of 
pension mon no wepers » 
Riuis ine proper cone or the intervention of 


is a a> not more ~ ae wt is the 
widow of a brave gallan r. 
the bill & aiieedere secmmmented. wor 
bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
LENA D. SMITH. 


The : 
Sete We tho Dill (6. 1048) granting pension to 





‘ormed by that regiment are too familiar for me to undertake to 


impaired his health, and the severity of 
its wreck. He was ina most deplorable 


I can conceive of no more meritorious or deserving case than 
this; his widow has been left in an absolutely destitute condition, with a 
. ittance she now’receives under the 


rsonal relations with Adjutant Brown, that his 


uries and 
exposures he incurred in the line of duty while in the Army more than to all 







——— 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Lena D. 
Smith, widow of Green Clay Smith, late colonel Fourth Kentucky Cavalry 
and brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and to pay to her a pension 


of $0 per month from and after the date of the passage of this act. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully considered the bill 


(S. 1342) to pension Lena D. Smith, report as follows: 

Green Clay Smith, the husband of this claimant, was mustered into service 
June 9, 1846, as second lieutenant Company H, First Kentucky Cavalry Mexi- 
can War Volunteers, to serve for twelve months, and was muster 






tout June 
8, 1847. He was mustered in as colonel Fourth Kentucky Ca y April 4, 
1862; was seriously wounded in the leg in action at Lebanon n i ay 5, 
1862. He was promoted to the rank of brigadier-general of voluntcers June 
12, 1862. In September, 1862, he was commanding the Second division United 


States forces near Covington and Newport, Ky. He continued inactive sery- 
ice, commanding a part of the time a brigade and some of the time adivision, 
until December 1, 1863, when his resignation was accepted. He has a record 
of treatment for chronic diarrhea of two months’ standing in 1863. He was 
brevetted major-general of volunteers to date March 13, 1865, for meritorious 
services during the war. 


Asis well known, General Smith died in this city a short time ago, and the 
evidence presented to this committee shows that he left his widow without 
means of support. 

In view of his well-known services, he having rendered gallant and meri- 


torious services in two wars, and of the need of the widow, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably, 
ROBERT SMALLS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to inquire of the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] whether it is not time now for 
the committee to rise? Itis a quarter past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwill make that motion in amoment. As the 
concluding bill this evening, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
(which I do by direction of the Invalid Pensions Committee, the 
only such request they have directed to be made to the House) 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of 
Robert Smalls on the pension rolls. Mr. Smalls, as will be re- 
membered by all gentlemen here, was once a Representative on 
this floor. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this a bill to pension him? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. — 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has it been reported regularly? 

Mr. PICKLER. It has. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has it been reached regularly on the 
Calendar? . 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. I have been directed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to ask unanimous consent that it be 
considered by the Committee of the Whole out of its order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. May I inquire when that was done by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. PICKLER. About two weeks ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension rolls the name of Robert 
Smalls, late a pilot in the United States Navy, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, strike out “‘ twenty-five ’ and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to make the 
pension $30 a month. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will read a portion of the 
report in this case: 

Robert Smalls, the beneficiary of this bill, on the night of May 12, 1862, as- 
sisted by seven other contrabands, took the Confederate steamboat Planter 
from the wharf at Charleston, 8. C., and carried her safely past the forts 
outside and turned her over to the officers of the blockading squadron. He 
was then employed as a pilot in the United States Navy, and later as a pilot 
in the employ of the Quartermaster's Degectanent and as captain of the 
Planter until the end of the war. Norecord of his having been commissioned 
as captain can be found, but the records show that he served and was recog- 
nized and assuch. He claimed and was allowed a pension under act of 
June 27, 1890, but under recent construction of that act, as set forth in the 


Bennett decision, he was dropped from the rolls on the ground that his was 
not a pensionable service under said act. 


This committee by reporting and the House y passing the bill (H. R. 8271) 
have declared that such service as his while a pilot is pensionable under the 
act of June 27, 1890; but your committee are of opinion that such recognition 
is not adequate for the valuable services rendered by this brave man and 
allant officer, but hold that he should be pensioned at total of rank of a cap- 
mn inthe Navy. They therefore recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out the word ‘‘ twenty-five,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “thirty,” and that as amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. Smalls is now nearly blind, or has very deficient vision, is 
suffering with rheumatism, and is totally incapacitated from any 
manual labor. He would be entitled, if totally incapacitated for 
manual labor, even as a private, to this pension. He has been a 
member of Congress, as most gentlemen here know, and has ren- 
dered very distinguished services to the Government, and deserves 
the thanks of the country. een days ago I was reading an 
oration of Mr. George William Curtis, and intended to bring the 


book up here with me, but neglected to do so, where he pays a 
very high tribute to Mr. Smalls, 
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Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman if heis cognizant of the 
fact that this gentleman now has a good big claim and is assert- 
ing it anxiously before as claim for five thousand, ten 
thousand, fifteen or twenty thousand dollars? 

- — I do not think he has; but if he has, it ought 
to be paid. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman know that he has? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ihave heard so, but I do not know. Iask a 
vote upon the amendment. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recommen- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee 
port the bills for the consideration of the House. 
commi y rose; re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. aves Soames eae the Committee of the 
Whole, having had under : bills on the Private Calen- 
lar, under the special order, had directed him to report with amend- 
ments bills of the House of the follo numbers: 6549, 6046, 
6472, 6247, 1874, 3480, 4193, 6166, 6468, 2042, 2941, 2985, 717, 
, 6556, 4548, 5792, 53898, 6608, 5407, 1508, 4405, 3380, and 5938; 
and Senate bills of the following numbers: 804, 125, 819, and 1699, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be concurred in 


bills as 
Also, that he had been di back, without amend- 
House bills of the fol- 


ment, and with favorable . 

ring numbers: 6590, 6552, 5852, 4410, 3389, 3395, 7212, 6826, 7127 

4268, 948, 1175, 4872, 5279, 8333, 2328, 3565, 3514, 3755, and 5880; and 
of the following numbers: 807, 724, 148, 1672, 144, and 


Also, that he had been directed to report back the bill H. R. 
2755, with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 


QUESTION OF ORDER—RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Two hours.ago, whjle in Committee of the 
Whole, = committee informally aa as I am come see oe the 
purpose of receiving a from the Senate, at the same 
time took some action upon the river and harbor bill, or the Sen- 
ate amendments thereto, disposing of them in some manner. I 


now rise and re- 


> 


: 


i 


snbmit, Mr. , that there is no authority on the part of the 
—— to do that; and that it was not a proper disposition of 
it 


I want to call the attention of the Speaker fora moment to Rule 
XXIII, which provides: 


1. In all in forming a Committee of the Whole House, the er 
shall leave his chair after appointing a chairman to who shali, in case 
ot urbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries or y, have power to 


cause the same to be 

‘Mr. LOUD. Mr. gma eee t of order. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman state it. 

Mr. LOUD. I make the point of order that leman from 
Towa is not in order. He has presented no point of order; and if 
he should, the time has for it to be done. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman is only stating now his 


point. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Iam pees the questionnow. Possibly 
ornia can contain his soul in patience 


a ee to resume until, 
the action of it is that the 
shall rise, at which time it becomes for him 


a been transmitted from this House to the Senate. and 
the has now gone to the . Consequently there is 1. ;)). 
before the House to w the gentleman's point relates. 

. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the usual announcement was 1:;9/\o 


and receive a message from the Senate, and there 


upon th 0 1 _ 
tee did rise, and one of the members of the House took ieiaiade ent 
the of the Senate made his report. While in the fH, use, 


the river and harbor bill having come in with amendm:1:. 
member of the House rose in his placeand asked the Chair {+ ;), 
unanimous consent of the House to consider the Senate aie), 
ments as disagreed’ to and to concur in the Senate’s request {4 
committee of conference. The was then put, and thers 

. objection the resumed its session. [ state 
this to give the entire re the transaction, because [ was 


and 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is as I understood it, Mr. Speaker, )ut 
I insist that the committee had informally risen for the puri se 
of that message, and it cam not be considered that t)). 
House was then in session for the transaction of business. 
formal vote of the House it had resolved itself into a Committee 
eo Whole a bot that condition; but by consent, 
ollowing a precedent, it rose for a specific reo. In the con- 
of our rules, in my , House was not a 
er purpose than to receive 


House of Representatives for any 
that message, not to act upon it. The injustice of that action is 
apparent when the is made that there were Senate 
that were subject to the point of order, 

> — choose to call it— 
stage, it seems to me that a wrong has 
been done to the ea eee one that the Speaker can right by 


procedure. 

The KER. The Chair will examine into the matter and 
announce to the House his ion about it to-morrow. Tho 
transaction, however, as the i is. not an unusual 
one 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Ionly want tosay, Mr. Speaker, while I 
sym ize with the gentleman from lowa {| Mr. Hersury | on the 
of the proposition, that 


> it occurs to me that his point of 
order now comes too late. I with him that when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole rose, and the took the chair, as ho 


Says, ce it would not @ been in order for the 


’ 

House then to have gone on with ative business, provided 
po t map was rs bu een cons present, 

y organized, Speaker chair, no one ob- 
jecting, unanimous consent being given, I it was in order 
for the House to dowhat was done, and that it comes too late for 
the gen to raise the point of order at thisstage, at this hour. 
T think waived. I think that whenever the House is or- 


was 
that is, when the Speaker is in the chair and a quorum 
present, by unanimous consent the action could be taken that 
was taken. That is my idea of the matter. 
The SPEAKER. e Chair is of the opinion that there aro 
numerous precedents on the subject; but he wishes to give it luo 


~ Die , in view of that fact, will the 
me now to a to reconsider the vote by 


do that. 
undertake to entertain 
of a motion to enter 4 

reconsideration; because the matter has gone to the Senate. 

, Se I understand the edure upon 
the river and harbor bill was taken by unanimous consent, aud I 
be: same way. I do not consent 
will a as to status of that bill. 
the House was in ‘for the purpose of consider- 
any appropriation bill that was presented 
consideration, and I do not agree ee es stated by 
unanimous con- 
to receive it, then it 
consent. The order 


will indulge me for just a minute, 

<a to think that I can throw any light upon 
thie situation, but it seems to me that upon the merits the nvr 
and regularly. 
. er, an 


i 
i 
i 
7 


5 
s 
E 
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seems to me that, without ingetiog blame to anybody, it has 


the appearance of a suspicion of sharp practice that on the bare 
on no friend of the bill ought to hesitate to have cor- 

rected; and while Iam not clear about the point as to whether 
, under the circumstances, would have the right to an- 

nul the order that was taken, yet,as a friend of the court, so to 
. Lam glad that it has been brought to the attention of the 
Hous and.as the ker has indicated that to-morrow he might 


make a decision in the matter, I would be glad that it go over. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that it 


would be competent to reconsider the action of the House and 
uest.a return of the bill from the Senate. 

“> CANNON. Oh, yes. That, however, would depend upon 

a majority vote: and while the majority has the right to take any 

step it may choose, yet it ought to be taken rightly, openly, and 


td HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this: That it 
comes with rather poor grace from the tleman from L[llinois to 
make the insinuation that the motion which was made this morn- 
ing for the consideration of that bill, that is to say,so far as non- 
coneurrence in the Senate amendments was concerned, was made 
in bad faith. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman certainly does not apply that 
interpretation to my remarks; and if he will get a copy of them 
as abe down he will find that he has made haste to misinterpret 
them. 

Mr. HERMANN. The intimation was broad enough to in- 
clude just exactly what I have said. 

Mr. CANNON. With the statement—— 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say this further—— 

Mr. CANNON. With the statement that the gentleman mis- 

my remarks, I taking especial pains to hedge so that it 

not be done, if the gentleman proceeds upon that line, I 


cr, HERMA 

Mr. NN. The gentleman is very well aware of the 
fact, as everyone else who is acquainted with the business of this 
House is, that the public business is being transacted in such a 
manner as to tend to. an early adjournment. He is well aware of 
that; and as one of the leaders of the House he has been advising 
toward that end. Itis, therefore, natural that those interested in 
the waterway improvements of this country should desire to have 
an early consideration of this bill. It may require three, four, or 
five days to consider the bill in committee of conference. Then it 
will have to be reported to the Senate and to the House; and that 
may be the last time it will come before the House before it may 
come back with a Presidential veto. Therefore it is the duty of 
every member of this House to do all he possibly can to expedite 
the consideration of the bill and bring it to its final conclusion. 
When I looked around the House and saw a quorum was present 
and the erin his proper place, I concluded that I had the 
right, as Ihave observed other members doing under the same cir- 
cumstaaces, to call up a measure of this character and ask action 
upon it. And when gentlemen rise in their places and solemnly 
make the point of order upon this question, [ say that it is not the 
first instance in which it has been done. There are many prece- 
dents for this action, which I have known not only in this Con- 
gress, but in previous Congresses under similar rules. The meas- 
ure is right in the line of the demands of the country. 

Tnasmuch as nothing further can be done until the conference 
report is submitted to the House by the managers, gentlemen will 
have be wer, to examine as to the propriety of the Sen- 
ate ai The House will then have an opportunity again, 
for the last time, to consider the bill; so that if a gentleman has 
to an rtion of the bill, and deems it necessary in 

of duties faithfully to call attention to it, he 
will an opportunity to rise in his place and make such objec- 
tion as the occasion may call for. 

I will state further to the gentleman from Mlinois that the motion 
which has been made was made in the very best faith, and made 

the interest of what I believe to be the public business of this 
the interest of the country; and I say to him, 
this very bill, he is mistaken in the conclusions 


NC * I desire simply to call attenti 
3 ; . sim a’ on 
to one important fact earn upon this nof order. That 
is, that the resolution by the House, on the report of the 
Committee on Rules, apart this day for ae so tion 
an reserv general 
SPUN, Gie-tiver end heater bill 6 one, 
Undoubtedly; but—— : 
The Chair has his impression about this mat- 
the moment of adjournment, he th it 
to be certain about it, and therefore the 
with regard to to-morrow, as no change would take 
of anybody, the message having been trans- 


in 
co 


BE 


e 


2 
g 88 
e 










Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, if itis understood that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpBuRN] to reconsider is 
now pending, I desire to make a point of order against it. 

The SPEAKER, That is understood. All rights are reserved. 

GEN. JOSEPH R. WEST. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to report back the bill (S. 673) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major general, United 
States Volunteers, with the recommendation that the House insist 
upon its amendment to the Senate bill and agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read in full. 

The House insisted on its amendment and agreed to a confer- 
ence; and the Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. PickLER, Mr. Thomas, and Mr. ERpMAN, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and de- 
visees of James W. Schaumburg—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (8. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator 
of Henry Van Vleck, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

& bill (S. 2978) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Menemsha—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (8.730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Mor- 
rell Carroll; 

A joint resolution (S. R.15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc.; and 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Witson of Idaho, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. WoopMman, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Cooper of Texas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DinsMorE, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. HuLL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Lorimer, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. THorp, for ten days, on account of important business. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PICKLER, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a 
reprint of the bill H. R. 8271. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. PICKLER (at 5 o’clock and 46 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of Lucius Hough against The United 
States was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, biils and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1741) entitled ‘“‘An act to 
authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Com- 

y to construct and operate a line of railway through Okla- 
ions and the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by @ report (No. 
1811); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8894) granting to La- 
fayette Post, No. 217, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Easton, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 35 can- 
non balls, the same without amendment, accompanied 
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by a rt (No. 1812); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1888) to further 
amend an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia,” aapeeres the 3d day of 
March, A. D. 1893, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1813); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7256) for the relief 
of owners and claimants to lands within the national ks and 
forest reservations in the State of California, re the same 
with amendment, accom ed by a report (No.1814); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LINTON, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, to which was referred the House resolution No. 186, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8967) to provide for an improved system 
of heating and ventilation of the House (south) wing of the Capi- 
tol, accompanied by a report (No. 1825); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution a Res. No. 381) to refer the bill (H. R. 5900) 
for the relief of the administrator of the estate of Thomas K. 
Ball, deceased, with all accompanying , to. the Court of 
Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No, . (Report No. 1806.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 332) to refer the bill (H.R. 3788) 
for the relief of Mrs. E. Taylor, with all omeeenre papers, to 
the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House No. 3788. 
(Report No. 1807.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (8S. 229) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Robert 
McGee.” (Report No. 1810.) 

Mr. BRU MM, from the Committee on Claims: 

. bill (H. R. 5539) for the relief of John W. Arnold. (Re- 
port No. . 

The bill (H. R. 5062) to reimburse D. D. Brennan for a 
incurred in travel from Yokohama, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y. 
after his summary discharge as paymaster’s clerk in the United 
States eer. (Report No. 1815.) 

a. Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (S. 2415) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of B. J. Van 
A pe , er of Henry Van Vleck, deceased.” (Report 

0. : 

The bait (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Capt. George W. Goethals. 
(Report No. a 

Reg HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: 

bill (H. R. 7109) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of those who were killed by the explosion of the gun- 
cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at Newport, 
R. I. wa No. ran 

The (S. 488) entitled ‘An act for the relief of the legal 
ae a and devisees of James W. Schaumburg.” (Report 

0. ; 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 768) 
a)” ‘‘An act for the relief of James A. Moore.” (Report No. 

By Mr. HYDE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill 
(8. 1828) entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Auditor for the In- 
terior Department to settle and adjust the accounts of E. C. 
No 1830.) Indian Agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash.” (Report 

oe. * 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from 


the Committee on Claims, reported adversely bills of the follow- 
titles; and they were thereupon laid on table: 
* oa (H. R. 876) for the relief of John Scott. (Report 
0. . 


The tail (H. R. 5195) for the relief of Charles T. Brant. (Re- 
port No. 1818.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8960) donating condemned 


cannon and condemned cannon balls to Custer Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Laramie, Wyo.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8961) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8962) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8963) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Alabama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE (by request): A bill (H.R. 8964) to authorize 
experimental coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R.8965) to provide for mounting 
— at Fort Thomas, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R.8966) to authorize Com- 
mander E. 8. Houston, United States Navy, to accept a portrait 
from His Majesty the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8967) to provide for an improved 
system of heating and ventilating the House (south) wing of the 
Capitol—to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

y Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 333) 
to compensate Robert A. Stickney for services performed as a 
clerk in the Clerk’s office—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LESTER: A resolution (House Res. No. 334) to refer 
certain bills to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under 
the act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as Tucker Act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A resolution (House Res. No. 335) for a 
special order to the Committee on the Territories for the considera- 
tion of certain measures—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN (by request): A resolution (House Res. No. 
336) to pay James Hall for services performed in the Door- 
keeper’s department—to the Committee on Accounts. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the Merchant 

ine and Fisheries was from the consideration of 

the bill (H.R. 1272) authorizing the of the Treasury to 

appoint ioners to estimate damages done to planted oys- 

ters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and ing waters in 

New York and New Jersey and to make compensation therefor; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, te bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8968) for the relief of the 
widow of Adolph Rauch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8969) for the relief 
of og A ar the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8970 Mrs. Kate 

By kn DE ARMOND (oy sequest) A bill (H. R. 8971) for th 

DI ee : (H.R. or the 

on War 


Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8972) to pension William H. Ar- 
serene the Committee 
By Mr. HEINER of : A bill (H. R. 8973) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the mili record of N. B. Wesner, 
of Parkers Landing, Pa. the on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 8974) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
deceased—to the 


Thomas H. Re Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. : A bill (H. R. pore) Bi Bag relief of Capt. Mc- 
Curdy late 


nn 
8976) for the relief of 
Tenth Kansas Vet- 


’ a ‘ 

eran Volunteer Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ) forthe relief of Harriett Camp, of Kan- 
sas City, Wyandotte County, Kans.—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8978) a pension to Nancy Mefford— 
to the Committee on ( 

Also, a bill HB. G97) tor the relief of Allioon J. Piney or 
a scout in the teenth Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8980) to increase the pension of William H. 
Banguess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8981) i a pension to Sophisa Buford, 
of Garnett, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) to increase the pension of Ethan A. 
Drake, Company G, Forty-seventh Dlinois Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8983) to increase the pension of Stephen H. 
Parish, late of Company E, First Ohio Battery, Light Artillery— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8984) granting a pension to Ann M. Relgin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8985) to increase the pension of William 
Baber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8986) granting a pension to Cyrus E. Pruitt, 
late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-third Dlinois Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 8987) granting a pension to 
Philip Barnhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8988) for relief of S. R. Fowle 
& Son, Washington, N. C., importers of molasses and salt, to 
reimburse them for import duties wrongfully collected—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8989) granting a pension to 
Honora Redmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8990) increasing pension 
of William H. Nevitt from $12 to $30 per month—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8991) for the relief 
of John W. Beatty, late of Company C, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8992) removing the charge of 
desertion from the eer record of Ashley C. Cameron—to the 
Committee on aes Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of the late Duncan H. Campbell—to the Committee on 


Patents. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 8994) for the relief of 
Mary Walker, M. D.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of the es- 
tate of James S. Winters, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (BH. R. 8996) for the relief of Benja- 
min Richardson, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8997) for the relief of William 


Cunningham, 
of Co . 


urtland, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pee and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of thecitizens of Revere, Mass., 

aa against the passage of ee a aes 
men appropriation bill— e Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Two petitions of citizens of the State 
of , favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, remonstrances of ci of the State of Colorado; also of 
Council No. 74, American Protective Association, of Hotchkiss, 
Colo., — the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Com- 
mittee on ° 

A'so, petition of of the State of Colorado, in favor of the 
ee < a service-pension act—to the Cominittee on Invalid 


_ of the Denver Board of Trade, favoring the 
sage Boee titi 1, relatin Go the diaasilisathens toh aeleries 
postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


ts 


League of , for increase of pensions of 
veterans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of M. W. Thompson and 38 others, 
Citizens of Danville, Il., the continuance of the Pére . 
quette statue in the the Committee on the Li . 
Ge OR Ge totes ee re 

‘0. 412, @ service- 

Pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid ons, 
By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of George E. Mann and others, of 
N. Y., in favor of the of the metric system—to 

RL ammittes on Coinage, W and Measures. 

By Mr. S of the Boston Chamber 
Commerce, in favor of the passage of the bill to remove discrimi- 
nations vessels in trade—to the Com- 
mittee on Marine and 


Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, relating to the importa- 
tion of convict-made goods, and favoring the protection of free 
labor from competition with convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Burke & Storms, of Antioch, IIL, 
People’s Health Journal Company, of Chicago, Ill., and of the 
North American Practitioner of Chicago, I1l., protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of C. M. Henderson & Co. and others, in favor of 
the passage of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, for 1-cent let- 
ter postage and the amendment of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Paint and Oil 
Club of New England, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, to establish 
a department of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Also, petition of S. J. Somerville and 51 others, of St. Johns- 
bury, Vt., favoring the immediate removal of the Pére Marquette 
statue from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of William M. Collins and 
others, of the State of Indiana, for the passage of House bill No. 
6851, appropriating unclaimed pension and bounty money due 
the estates of deceased colored soldiers to military and educational 
purposes for the colored people—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and petition of the Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 6116, to protect free labor from competition with 
convict labor, and restraining the sale of convict-made goods to 
the State in which they are produced—two the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens of Clarks- 
ville, El Dorado County, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Wilkes County, N. C., 
against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian under- 
takings and for a constitutional amendment against making ap- 
propriations for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa.; also of citizens of Buena Vista. Pa., regarding the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a paper to accompany House bill to increase the pension 
of Frank A. Rockwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Irish societies and citizens of 
Hudson County, N. J., asking Congressional action in urging the 
liberation of Irish prisoners in England—to the Committee on 
~~ Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers relating to the claim of Richard 
Pinn, next friend of Sallie Pinn, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles R. Carder, of Rap- 
pahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Lucy Kate Petty and Mdl- 
a B. Petty, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, — relating to the claim of James S. Dean, of Fauquier 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Margaret A. Proctor (now Tapscott) for her- 
self and minor children of her late husband, Samuel K. Proctor, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany House bill removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Ashley C, 
Cameron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of W. C. Hull and 34 other citizens 
of ieiooen County, Ark., protesting against the passage of bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Keasby & Mattison Company, 
F. A. Comly, John J. Houghton, and 33 other citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Pa., for the passage of House bill No. 3618, to 
organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, 
etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. E. Megargee, Henry F. Stem, and other 
citizens of Wyndmoor, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on bumigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of James O, 
Newman, executor of Alexander F. Newman, deceased, of War- 
ren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John A. Ducournan, of 
Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Martha C. Brooks, execu- 
trix of Aaron T. Brooks, deceased, of Marshall County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 
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SENATE. 
Fray, May 15, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsury, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR PIPE LINEs. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
Se ee eee to grant right 
of way over'the public domain for pipe lines in the States of Col- 
orado and Wyoming; which were, in lines 3 and 4, to strike out 
“and reservations”; in line 12, to strike out “fifty” and insert 
‘twenty-five ”; and in line 15, to strike out’ ail after “line” down | since 


in which they are made; which was referred to the Commi ) 
Education a Labor. en 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask to have printed in the Recor a short 
letter from A. Wolcott, of Wolcott, Ind., on the subject of th. 
pending reer bill. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed in 
the Recor, as follows: 

IN OPPOSITION TO HOUSE BILL, NO. 8110. 
Hon. W. V. ALLEN: 
DEAR Str: As opposed to the Ralph bill, House bill No. 8110, may I be 


aceon Fat have been not les¢ than three bankru 
an 5 , 
Government of the United Staten was estaliithed; ant a? 
have been repealed, 


to and including line 20. trial have been for the reason that in their practical off: 
Mr. CLARK. I move that the amendments of the House of Seane smudllncen ct te aelate ul teclibaane qathe hands Rey 
resentatives be coneurred in. cers, unter summary laws for closing outand realizing on the estates of bank. 


e motion was agreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542) making for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 

votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the absence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae], who has charge of the bill here, I move that the Senate 


ta, lack of know of the constituti e 
ralaten ‘and the more'formal manner of perforin thet ofc) 
the court have resulted uniformly in little pecuniary benefit to cre). 


itorm The of the courts of show always little and ofte 
no dividends to creditors from the estates of Industrious con 
useful men have been destro and no one has . The work 


has out Sa same character of 
laws, if enforced, in the future will be f by the same real destruction 
of men and the impoverishment, sufferings, and degrada- 
lay 


Fifty ago, the laws then prevailing in the varions States of ¢! 
Uelin, deenoails te epee for debts. No matter how honest no 
Eetelcn its ait colar rte te Top imprisonticn debt 

w of 


insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked by = wpe ee —_— ee a tae 
the House of Representatives. bill No. 8110 relate to insolvency, as expressed 2 of section 
The motion was agreed to. 2, and eubdivicices® and 9 of ae section 7 < bankruptcy pro- 
By unanimeus consent, the Vice-President was authorized to eS of This coniias eee peering the < a 


so discredit him and embarrass affairs as to create insolvency, though 
otherwise no insolvency would have existed. if a man slander 
or libel the credit or financial standing of another he is liable in a suit at law 


But under this bill, if it:sliall become a law, a creditor inay libel 

his debtor, , without legal cause, a bankruptcy proceeding, 

untold msibility for 

the . The law should provide that if in any case a creditor shall com- 

mence in court a the creditor shall pay all 

costs, and triple damages the may sustain by the unwarranted 
re before 


Se ae the part of the Senate, and Mr. Haus, 
x. Quay, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented apetition of Local Assembly, 
No, 3861, Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., ying for the 
of the so-cailed Phillips bill, authorizing appointment 
of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to con- 


: . In relation to the referred to, in section 2 

sider recommend legislation to meet the problems presented | ind its quoted subdivisions, the nar atl honesty. and o 
by labor, culture, san capital; which was referred to the Com- | every virtue, ms useful much respected in hs gomamunt t if a 
i solvent by aecident, or things, ‘or instance, 
mittee on Education and Leber. @ merchant — has trusted hig farmer that by iearee a ms 


He also presented a memorial of the Lambert Pharmaceutical 
oe of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the rebate on alcohol; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of the District of Columbia, praying for the estab- 
lishment of an asyium and hospital in the District of Columbia 
for the treatment of inebriates; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Real Estate Exchange and 
Auction Board of Boston, Mass.; of the Paper Trade Association 
of Boston, Mass.; of the Retail Grocers’ Purchasing Association cruelty. As the 
of Rochester, N. Y.; of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of | creditor gives credit of his own free will, let him be satisfied with the lle: 
Philadelphia, Pa., and of the Chamber of Commerce of Nashville, tion and criminal laws under which he has given his credits, Sor he justly 
Tenn., praying for tho establishment of a department of com- | fary ontoreing bankruptcy Lowe have mo moral right and should have i 
ae and manufactures; which were referred to the Committee legal wigs The highest interests of the omnes § in the elevation — 
on mmerce. self-sus' ter of our : ustrial < ¢ ee 

He also a of the Mil Order of the Lo vails greatly throushout tho country. Their artificial increase by force 0 

, of United Commandery of the State of Mane, er i at ft A. WOLCOTT. 
of Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation reviv- | Wotcorr, Inp., April 24, 1396. 
be ewe of lieu -im the Army; which was LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
erred to the Committee on tary Affairs. ould * 

Mr. CULLOM..: If it is not contrary to the agreement, I shoul: 

Ot ——_—_ 

a ‘ 
follows: 


have lost their crops, and are on that to pay the merchant. he 
may be ae and ruined. For this as in the case of the im- 

debtor former laws, the creditor have a dividend only 
of gratified spite. But the question has other facts thatin equity are entitied 


n. 
No man is required to give credit-to any If a man does give credit 
it is his free and vaeneope eat the lawsof all the States and of the 
United States give ample remedies for the collection of debts. I! frais 
have been proceed by any Ree and he hasobtained property uncer false 
—- e@ also liable to be prosecuted ond 























punished under the 


The destructive process of force or involuntary bankruptcy of honest 
debtors under any condition is a barbarism fully equaling th: old law of 










M CULLOM pre of the Manufacturers and eee the the two Houses on 
r. a , on , ; ouses 0! 

to 6248 k ypropria- 
Producers’ ae on sO ornia, praying for the coactenant ee dentin leaieiiee, an 7 Lntiesee of the ‘ jovernment 
labor and the sale of convict- goods to the States | full and free conference have "and do recommend to 
in which they are made; which was referred Committee on | their rod 142, 309, 310, and Slt. 
Education and Labor. from i amendments of the 


agree the same. 
men to t ¢ the 
amendment as follows: 
the following: “ three 
, e. 


Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the board of directors of 
the Connecticut State re. interstate 
ee eee institutions; 


which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 





Mr. ALLEN presented the of D: L. Geer, of Columbia 
n en aaiiheaSeatenaadl their homes - ae ; nt of the 
Public Lands. par the bill, after 
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insert the following: ‘‘And hereafter the Capitol 

of Le of the Se of the Senate and of the House of 

Re tives and of Architect of the Capitol, shall police the Capitol 
pusding and the Capitol Grounds”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House re ede ited ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate num , and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the amended paragraph constituting lines 12, 13, 14, and 15 of 
18 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 

t the reeede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate num bered.38, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lien of the matter amendment insert the following: 

“For register of — $2,500, —" shall be —— on or after J eo 

the Joint upon brary of Congress, g oO 
5S ieee om the Library of the Senate and the Committee on the 
of the House of tatives, and who shall give good and suffi- 
nd nived tes in such sum, not less than 000, as the 
ry may direct, and ars by h og 

oneys peer Ww @ may receive. He 

the and du touching cop hts now 
He shall, without additional 
for the salaries 


ce, under 


pattern and design 

Register of Seige, 
by this seal all records and papersissued from 
f “th tabs te - 

‘or the ongress. 
pes av te fed m = 4 
and employed under 

$12,400. 


ne Pom pry ree $08 oer 


necessary. 
now employed on work relat- 
t law shall continue to be so employed, 
the register of copyrights, until 


same an amendmen 
t by said amendment insert the following: 
nextsession of the legislative assembly of the Territo 
on the third Monday in Fe ary. 1897, an 
third Monday in Feb- 
reafter: Provided further, 'That no 
said ee eee — be ye = 
moneys approp 01 o e 
, ve omeinet said Survivors, such as 
the laws of the United States, except a translator and 


to the same. 

from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In 

lieu of the sum insert $5,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered. 305, and. agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Re- 
store the section proposed to bestricken out by said amendment, amended to 

read as follows: 


“Se. 19 That the terms:of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
heretofore shall reon the 3ist day of December, 1896; and such 
shall on that day cease to exist. and said commissioners shall then de- 

all the records and other official —— ———s to their offices in 
office of the clerk of the circuit court by w they were appointed. All 
pees age pending. returnable, unexecuted, or unfinished at said date be- 
any commissioner shall be continued and disposed of according to 
lawby , appointed as herein provided, as may be designated 
the court for that purpose. It shall be the duty of the district 
court of each judicial district to appoint such number of persons, to be known 
as United at such places in the districtas may be desig- 
nated by the Attorney-General, which United States commissioners shall 
have the same ‘tlie same dutiesas are now imposed upon 
the teourts. Thea tment of such United States 


commissioners shall be entered of record in the district courts, and notice 
thereof atonce given by the clerk tothe Attorney-General. That such United 
States. shall hold their offices, vely, for the term of 
paced ge ‘shall be at eet removal by the district 
court; no shall at any be a clerk of a United States court 
and a United. commissioner without the approval of the Attorney- 
ee That all we trek aes of acts eee to a 
cireuit courts, except as tment and fees, shall be applica- 

arrest violations of internal-revenue laws be issued 

the sworn co: ntuf aU: States 

, assistant United States district attorney, collector or dep- 

agent or private citizen, but 

shall be issued upon the sworn complaint of a 

approved in writing by a United States district 


and all clerks of. United States courts 
oaths.” 


disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
the same with an amendment as. follows: 
be stricken out by said amendment, amended 


marshal, or deputy clerk of the cir- 
or gy = My OT pt 
= . crier, % r of any Gov- 
of United States 


ice 
of. 


yt yy 
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one case, with 5 cents for each necessary witnessin addition to the first, 25 
cents; drawing a bond of defendant and sureties, taking acknowledgment of 
sameand justification of sureties, 75 cents; for administering an oath (except 
to witness as to attendance and travel), 10 cents; recognizance of all wit- 
nesses in a case, when the defendant or defendants are held for court, 0 
cents; transcripts of proceedings, when required by order of court and trans 


| mission of original papers to court, 60 cents; copy of warrant of arrest, with 
| certifleate to same, when defendant is held for court, and the original papers 


are not sent to court, 40 cents; order in duplicate to pay all witnesses in a 
case: For first witness 30 cents, and for each additional witness 5 cents, and 
for oath to each witness as to attendance and travel, 5 cents; for hearing and 
deciding on criminal me and reducing the testimony to writing when 
requi by law or order of court, $a day for the time necessarily employed: 
Provided, *t not more than one per diem shall be allowed in a case, unless 
the account shall show that the hearing could not be completed in one day, 
whey one additional per diem may be specially approved and allowed by 
the court: Provided further, That not more than one per diem shall be 
allowed for any one day: Provided further, That no per diem shall be allowed 
for ing a bond or recognizance and passing on the sufficiency of the bond 
or zance and the sureties thereon when the bond or recognizance was 
taken r the defendant had been committed to prison under a final com- 
mitment, or has given bond or been recognized for his appearance at court, 
or when the defendant has been arrested on a capias or bench warrant, or 
was in custody under any process or order of a court of record. For the ex- 
amination and certificate in cases of application for discharge of poor con- 
victa im for nonpayment of fine or fine and costs, and all services 
connected therewith, $3; for attending to a reference in a litigated matter, 
in.a civil cause at law, in equity, or in admiralty, in pursuance of an order of 
the court, $3 a day; for taking and certifying depositions to file in civil cases, 
10: cents for each folio; for each copy. of the same furnished to a party on re- 

uest, 10 cents for each folio; for issuing any warrant under the tenth arti- 
cle of the poate of August.9, 1842, between the United States and the Queen 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland against any parties 
charged with any crime or offense set forth in said article, $2; for issuing 
any warrant under the vision of the convention for the surrender of 
criminals between the United States and the King of the French, con- 
cluded at Washington November 9, 1843, $2; for hearing and deciding upon 
the case of any person charged with any crime or offense, and arrested under 
the provisions of said treaty or of said convention, $5 a day for the time 
necessarily employed. 

“Such commissioners shall keep a complete record of all proceedings be- 
fore them in criminal cases in a well-bound book, which record book shall be 
delivered to and preserved by the clerk of the district court for such district 
on the death, resignation, removal, or expiration of term of the commis- 
sioner, for which record the commissioner shall receive no compensation.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 308, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sue. 22. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United 
States to make an investigation as respects the compensation to be paid by 
salary or otherwise to clerks of United States circuit and district courts; and 
he shall report on the first day of the next session of the present Congress a 
= for fixing such compensation for the clerks of the several courts of the 

Jnited States as he may deem just, and he shall also recommend with his re- 
port such provisions as may to him seem proper touching their appointmens 
and the performances of their duties.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

8. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
JOHN E. McCALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HILL. Isuggest to the Senator from Ilinois that the report 
be printed and that its further consideration be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I always like to accede to a request made by 
the Senator, but I would alittle rather not do that to-day for the 
reason, if I may be allowed to refer to the fact, that the chairman 
of the House corferees desires to be absent, and he is very anxious 
that the bill shail be disposed of before he has to leave. I venture 
to mention this circumstance as the only reason why I should pre- 
fer to dispose of the report to-day. I think there is nothing in the 
bill referring to the commissioners, with two or three little excep- 
tions which can be mentioned, that will not be found in the orig- 
inal bill as:passed by the House of Representatives, if that is the 
portion of the bill to which the Senator desires to give atten- 
tion. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; thatis the very matter complained of. For 
instance, the Senate committee struck out all the provisions relat- 
ing to United States commissioners which had been inserted in 
the House. When the bill came into the Senafe the Senate adopted 
that view and concurred. with the committee. I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate then to the importance of the provision, and I 
was assured by the distinguished Senator from lowa that the prop- 
osition of the committee to strike out would not be yielded im 
co if he could have his way. The Senate had not dis- 
cussed the iety of the House provision, but our conferees 
have im their wisdom seen fit to yield the point. That is the very 

uestion I want toexamine. I donot desire to take up thetime of 

e Senate to-day, when we are acting substantially under a 
special order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I see that the Senator is di to discuss the 
question some time, at any rate, and in view of the common-con- 
sent arrangement for to-day I hardly feel at li to insist upon 
the consideration of the report this afternoon. I will therefore 
allow it to go over until to-morrow morning and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT. The report will be printed and go 
over. 
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STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 2359) defining the 
standard shape and size for dry measures to be used in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, now on the Calendar, be in- 
definitely postponed, a House bill identical in terms having passed 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4598) se a — to Mary 
a reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson, late first lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Vol- 
oe reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1488) oes $6,332.30 in payment of the 
claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported an amendment providing for an appropriation for the 

ving of certain streets leading to the Zoological Park, intended 
to be ro to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and 
mov at it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr, SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, re- 

rted an amendment providing that skilled mechanics employed 

n the Government Printing ce be paid at the rate of 50 cents 
hour for time actually employed, intended to be pro to 
Tne District of Columbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which | P 


was agreed to. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1961) to authorize the 
hase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in 

e city of W. gton, D. C., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on ‘Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill = 2402) to authorize the 
sale of a of the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, in the 
State of Nebraska, to ask to be discha from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. But two days ago, while the bill was still pending in the 
Committee on Military , this land was assigned to the In- 
terior Department by proclamation as an abandoned re 
ervation, The bill should properly go to the Committee on Public 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Military Affairs 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
it will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 130) to extend the 

ts and privileges granted by an act entitled “An act author- 
the construction of a ene the Government Reser- 
=e at — Monroe” to ~ ae ae Ln gence and 

Point Railway Company, e ginia, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

. TELLER, from the Committee on , to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1488) for the relief of the estates of Daniel 
Woodson and of Ely Moore, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Penge wy oe wing Sorting Sony Se Somcnag geamencg ee 4 
Secretary e ,in response 
resolution of April 10, 1896, transmitting a list of cases of Kentucky 
claimants for rent# for barracks and quarters allowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treas es 2 ee 
, 1895, and not a iated for, to be discharged from 
its consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 


oO eee which was agreed to. 
Mr. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer 
of Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


DIRECTOR IN CHIEF OF SCIENTIFIC BUREAUS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Proctor on the 13th 
instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

oe Uranapttnes on Asricuitnre nad Doreehey in haves af tie gropeemioe for 8 


Committee on Agricul vor of the fora 
in chief of scientific bureaus in the Department to- 


gether with all the appendixes accom the same as published for ¢) 

f said ittee; 1,500 of which : ° 

Agriculture and 150 for the anv of the Renate” ‘n" te % tO BE‘ 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. 7 

BRownInG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa! 

greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. k. 7977) 


making appropriations for the construction, re , and preserva. 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
vpn agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 


Mr. Hooker, Mr, HERMANN, and Mr. CaTCHINGS manayers at 
the conference on the part of the House. j 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R, 
West, brigadier and brevet major-general, United States Army 
Volunteers; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disa ng votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. PickLer, Mr. THomas, and Mr, ERDMAN managers at the 
conference on the part of the House, 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate a condemned cannon and condemned cannon 


balls to certain of the Grand Army of the Republic; in 
which it req the concurrence of the te. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
a pill (3. 930) ue the ee 
(s. anting an increase o: msion to Mrs. Hele 
Morrell Carroll; ag = " 
A bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern eee to construct and 
operate a railway through the In Territory, and for other 


urposes 
A bill (Ss. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on ex- 
cursion steamers; and 
A joint resolution (8.R.15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Moun View Cemetery Association, at 
, Cal., certain cannon, etc, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 8152) granting an increase of 

ll, late te of Company G, First 


sion to Ransom §. 
Regiment Wisconsin Ca ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3153) granting a pension to 
Mary R. Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3154) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Barnabas A. Bonham; which was read twice by its title, 


Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoorHEES) introduced a bill (S. 3155) 


for the relief of C. Hudson; twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3156) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lorenzo Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3157) for the relief of 

suffering from the destruction of salt works near Man- 
chester, Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr, WETMORE introduced a bill (8.8158) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of the late Duncan H. pbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

deficiency ation bill; which 
eek eepeaee io Wile CST ations, and ordered to 
be o 


. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


: 


“ 


him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
solapeh ke the on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


_ HOUSE BILL REFERRED. —- 
The bill (H. R. 7771) authorizing and directing the etary 
the Navy to donate A eae cannon and condemned aoe 
belle tosertale pestoet tee Geant Asany of Ss eve Atta 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA. — 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to submit a resolution, which I ask to 
printed, and that it 
privilege of su 


over until to-morrow, when 
some remarks upon it. 
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The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to inquire 
and report to the Senate what are the rights of the United States, under our 
treaties with Spain, as to the trial of our citizens arrested’ in Cuba and now 
under condemnation and sentenced to death by the Spanish military tribu- 
nals for alleged offenses of a political or other character against the Spanish 
laws or Government, and to report on that subject by bill or otherwise. 

2 That the Secretary of State is directed to send to the Senate literal 
copies of the original text of a protocol of conference and declarations con- 
cerning judicia procedare. signed by Caleb Cushing, as minister of the 
United States, anc Sefior Don ernando y Collantes, minister of the King of 
Spain, on January 12, 1877, as the same was executed and interchanged, both 
in the English and Spanish languages; and that he will inform the Senate 
whether the established or agreed original text of said protocol is in the 
English or the Spanish language. : a 

8. That the Secretary of State is further directed, if it is not incompatible 
with the public service, to communicate to the Senate copies of any corre 

ondence that has taken place betweey the Governments of Spain and the 
United States respecting the said protocol and :ts bearing or effect upon the 
trial and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently 
captured on or near the vessel called the Competitor, that was seized under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that island. 


PROPOSED TARIFF REVISION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution, 
shall make a request concerning it. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the widespread business depression and rapid increase of 
the public debt demonstrate that the existing tariff law does not produce 
sufficient revenue, and that a revision of the law is imperatively demanded 
in the interests of the people of the United States. 


Mr. GALLINGER. _ I ask that the resolution lie upon the table 
subject to my call, as I desire to address myself either to the reso- 
lution or to some bill that may be before the Senate on the tariff 
question before the adjournment of the present session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


IMPORTATIONS OF ORIENTAL PRODUCTS. 


Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpriIcH] 
a resolution the other day from the Committee on 
Finance and it went over. He dropped a note to me and asked me 


After itis read I 


to have it called up. I made some objection, as did the Senator 
from eer t . ALLEN], to the resolution. I ask that the 
resolution be laid before the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution indicated by the Senator from Texas. 

The read the resolution reported by Mr. ALDRICH 
from the Committee on Finance on the 12th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, under the provisions of the Sen- 
ate resolution of March 3, 1891, is hereby directed to inquire whether Ameri- 
can labor and industries are suffering from or threatened with injurious 
competition h importations of oriental products, and if so, to investi- 
gate the causes w. have made such competition possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend the resolution by adding at the 
end the following proviso: 

That in ascertaining the relative efficiency of oriental and Ameri- 
can labor committee shall report to Congress the labor cost of products 
per unit of quantity in both countries. 

Mr. MILLS. That amendment, I beg to say, the Senator from 
Rhode Island said he would accept. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


JOHN 8S. EVANS. 


Mr. ALLISON. AsIam obliged to be absent much of the time 
during the sessions of the Senate, I ask unanimous consent at this 
time to call up the bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record 
of John 8. Evans. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It proposes to restore to 
the m rolls of Com a E, Twenty-seventh Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, the name of John 8. Evans, and to grant him an hon- 
orable from the service. 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, in the Post of this morning I notice 
a reference to the bill passed day before yesterday regulating the 
standard shape and size of dry measures. The Post extract is as 


bill related to a standard shape and size for dry measures. It was on 
passed when Senator KYLe&, a ulist of South Dakota, 
which proposed that 60 pounds should be equivalent 
when sold at wholesale and 56 pounds when they were 
words, the wholesale dealer point one-fifteenth of 
9 Coes mea ogntons on bushel that he sold. In 15 bechels he made 
clear u w. The proposition, came from a 
Populist, Set teste te supposed to side with the large dealer and 
against the en, the boarding-house keeper, and the 


to state in this connection that the provision, as 
indicated in this communication, was the committee amendment, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


placed in the bill by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
of this body. It reads as follows: 
Sec. 2. That the lawful weight of a bushel of potatoes shall be 60 pounds 


when sold by wholesale and 56 pe muunds when sold by retail, and that hereafter 
all sales thereof shall be made by weight, under a penalty of $ for each 
offense, to be recovered in the police court of the Bistrict of Columbia, in the 


name of the said District, in the same manner as other fines and penalties 
are recovered. 

I merely by my amendment moved to strike out the provision 
that all potatoes should be sold by weight, and the recommenda- 


| tion for the discrimination making 60 pounds the wholesale weight 


and 56 pounds the retail weight was from the Commissioner of 
the District of Columbia, John W. Ross. He says in his report: 


I recommend that the wholesale weight of a bushel of potatoes be made 60 
pounds, but the retail weight be made 56 pounds. This difference is fully 
equalized by the amount of dirt shoveled up when putting potatoes in sacks 


aoe nee e delivery and the care taken when preparing them for sale by 
retall. 

I will state that the reporter of the Post assured me that it was 
by mistake that he connected my name with the matter. The 
responsibility for the amendment rests with the District Commit- 
tee, and the authority for their action is District Commissioner 
John W. Ross. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, several days since I gave notice 
that to-day I would ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
call up the bill (8S. 3101) to prohibit the issuance of bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or other officer of the Government, without the 
authority of Congress, in order that I might submit some re- 
marks upon it. I now make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill indicated by him may be taken up for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state, what I should have stated be- 
fore, that prior to making this request I conferred with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and had his approval of the 
course I have taken. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BACON. Iask that the bill may be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill (introduced by Mr. Bacon on the 
8th instant), as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from ard after the passage of this act neither the 
Secretary of the Treasury nor any other officer of the Government shall issus 
any bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Government, except 
hereafter expressly thereto authorized by Congress. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the bill which has just been read 
is of a general character and would prohibit, shouldit be enacted 
into law, the issuance of any bonds in the future by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury unless thereto specifically authorized by act 
of Congress. It is a fact, however, that there is at present but 
one law upon the statute books under which bonds can be issued 
by an executive officer of the Government without the specific 
authority of Congress. That is the act of 1875, commonly known 
as the resumption act. The effect of the bill if it should become 
a law would be to repeal practically one portion of the act of 1875, 
to wit, that portion of it which authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell bonds for the purpose of raising what is known 
as the redemption fund, for the redemption of greenbacks when 
presented for — I shall, therefore, discuss this bill as if 
it were specifically an act to repeal that particular —— of the 
act of 1875, and when in the course of my remarks I[ speak of the 
law I am referring to the act of 1875 and that portion of it which 
gives this authority to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The fact that within the past two years the interest-bearing debt 
of the United States has been increased by $262,000,000 of bonds 
issued through orders of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment under a general existing law, is sufficient to challenge the 
attention of the Senate to this bill as one of most serious import. 

The urgent importance of taking away from executive officers 
this immeasurable power to create public debt is emphasized by 
the further fact that neither of the several issues of bonds aggre- 
gating this stupendous amount would have been authorized or 
consented to by Congress at the several times of their issuance. 
On the contrary, it is beyond doubt that if the consent of Con- 

had been asked to either of these issues of bonds, such con- 
sent would have been most emphatically refused. 

To this fact, which has only ceased to be startling because from 
its continued repetition we have grown familiar with its enormity, 
must be added the recognized certainty that in the future opera- 
tion of a system of finance which under the present construction 
of existing law is the most vicious and suicidal that ever curseda 
government and a people, there will inevitably be additional issues 
of bonds unless Congress, in the exercise of its power and in the 
performance of what I believe to be its duty, shall say it must 
not be done. Mr. President, it is no light matter to clothe one 
man with the power to burden the people with hundreds of millions 
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of dollars of indebtedness. If in the opinion of Congress it isa 
oper thing to invest any one man with wer, or to permit 
im to remain invested with such power, it is a great responsi- 
bility which Congress assumes when it forms that opinion and acts 
upon it. : 
If, on the contrary, it is in the opinion of ey end a thing not 
oper to be done, it is an abandonment of the highest duty if it 
Pil to prohibit the exercise of such power in the future in the 
most commanding and effective manner known to its powers. It 
is a responsibility which can not be by Con this 
responsibility for the issuance of bonds at the will of one man. 
It is within the power of Congress to prevent the future issuance 


~ of bonds by the executive department without the direct author- 


ization of the lawmaking power. If it defeats the bill which 
ohibits such issuance of bonds in the future by the executive 
lepartment, by such action Congress takes the responsibility of 
justifying such future issuance. If Congress refuses or fails to 
take any action one way or the other, and by such refusal or fail- 
ure permits to stand un led the existing law under which the 
power to issue bonds without limit is claimed and exercised by 
the executive department, it is practically an Sst by Con- 
gress of the continued exercise of such power. ecan not escape 
the responsibility. Wecan not screen ourselves under the plea 
that it is the act of the executive ent and that it is not 
done by Congress. The bonds are by the executive de- 
partment under a law which it is within the power of Congress to 
repeal. Without that law the executive department will have 
no power in the future to make further issues of bonds. If we 
rmit the law to stand on the statute book, we sanction the 
iiture issues of bonds by the Executive, and the responsibility is 
ours. If we repeal the law, the bonds will not be issued hereafter. 
If we do not repeal the law, they will be issued. Therefore, either 
in our action or nonaction the question whether these bonds shall 
be issued in the future is to be determined by us, and the respon- 
sibility is the responsibility of Congress. If this session closes and 
this law remains unrepealed, Congress will say to the ple we 
approve the law, and we will further say to the people that, as we 
are certain that the executive officer will under this law issue 
more bonds in the future in the same manner as has been done in 
the past, we approve what this officer has done in the issuance of 
hone under this law, and we or and warrant his doing the 
same thing time and again in future. 

If the law under which this two-hundred-and-sixty-two-million- 
doliar bond issue has been made had now expired by limitation of 
time, would Congress now a lew giving toan executive officer 
the unlimited power by mere order to issue bonds, which is 
now claimed and exercised under the present law? How many 
Senators, in the light of the experience of the last two years, 
would vote for a law which conferred upon an executive officer, or 
any other one man, the power, in his single judgment and at his 
individual discretion, to issue bonds, in all reasonable prob- 
ability increase the public debt, principal and interest, to the 
enormous amount of one thousand million doilars? 

That — are some as oneanes tenet Fane would sup. 

rt such a measure ma \ a large majority o 
Renators would refuse their oneent to the enactment of such a law 
I can not doubt. If so,no Senator can shut his eyes to the logical 
conclusion that in refusi i 


pine feet o and so 
should not be in doubt, and upon 
should be spread the names of those who favor it and the names 
those who it to the uttermost. 
Every day that the existing law is allowed to remain in i 
oe hee. - pe Peed agree og 
perpetuation system by which the peo- 
ple can be loaded down with enormous indebtedness without 
consent and against the will of their chosen 
of the people to republican representat hie ell 
of the people to repu ve governmen - 
ened aud they heetuns anues more familiar with submission to 
one-man power. 
ane ores t for the repeal of the existing law is not the 
demand of sentiment. It is not forthe promotion of the interests 
, except in so far as such in- 
or the to, the 


of any one 
terest may 


the | creating debt, or taxes, or 
ing law, the loyalty | the 


last two years—the great object lesson by which is shown the cons. 
quences of such royal power when placed in the hands of any ong 
man. It is, above all, demanded that there may be presery. {};, 
bounds set by the Constitution upon executive 

the i duties and powers and responsibili rolve 
the Constitution u Congress shall be exercised by Congress 
and shall not be delegated to any other department of tho (.... 
ernment, or to any one man, whoever he may be, or whatever 0)/j\,. . 
he may hold. 

If there is one thing in the Constitution clearer than any ot} -r 
one thing, it is the intention that Co: alone shall have tho 
power to create a debt, or levy and collect taxes for the payinent 
of debt, or for any other p . There is no line or syllable jn 
that instrument indicating the intention that the executiy. 4, 
oo shall exercise in any either of these powers 

ere is not a line in it looking to idea that the Chief Exec. 
tive should have any connection with, or influence upon, the ox... 
cise of such powers except in the power of the veto as on any 
other proposed legislation. ; 

The plain, em indisputable design of the Constitution js 
that the law ing power alone shall create debt, levy taxes. 
direct or indirect, make appropriations, and control the dis)urs:. 
ment of the public treasure. Ad ure from such direct inten- 
os is a violation and a defeat of the purpose of the fundainenta! 

w. 
There is no room for contention or successful dispute of this 

roposition. There is nothing either in = reading or the 
idden ings the Constitution which will justify any other 
construction. ere has never been the dictum of a respectable 
commentator on this instrument, never a judicial decision, and. 
so far as I am informed, never the utterance of a publicist upon 
= could be rested a contention in conflict with this projvsi- 
ion. 

In the history of the English-speaking race there is nothing 
moreimportant than the achievement, through the struggles of ¢r1- 
turies, of the right of the people to control taxation and expendi- 
ture through their representatives. Nocostand no sacrifice have 
been deemed too great a price for this inestimable right. And, 
sir, I think it may be safely said that no _ of the English- 
speaking people has ever voluntarily surrendered this right. No 
part of this liberty-loving, self-ruling race has ever intentionally 
conferred upon the executive head of its Government the power 
to levy and collect taxes, and to expend the revenues derived 
therefrom, regardless of the wishes, and in opposition to the will 
of their representatives. 

The Constitution of the United States most carefully guards 
and limits to Congress the right and the duty to create del)t, to 
levy and collect taxes, and to make and control expenditure of the 
public money. After the preamble, the first line in the Constitu- 
tion is as follows: 

All 1 tive power herein ted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

The creation of debt, the of taxes, and the appropriation of 
the public money are among the highest legislative powers. but 
not content with this general authorization, the Constitution, in 
that magnificent enumeration of the great powers of Congress, in 
the first clause of such enumeration pro that Congress shall 
have power “to lay and collect taxes” and ‘to pay the debts” 
‘‘of the United States.” 

In the second clause of these enumerated powers is that ‘to 
borrow money on the credit of the United States.” 

The final clause of this enumeration confers upon Congress the 
duty ‘‘to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper to 
into execution the fo wers.” 

wers? Why, y the conferred on Con- 
is made the duty of Congress to all laws which 
to exercise the great powers 


c 
gress, 
may be aocmanny to enable 

therein conferred upon it. There is nothing which can be con- 
strued into authority to Compe to pass laws by which these 
great powers, the execution of which is devolved upon Congress, 


may, by thereof, be exercised by the executive branch 
of the Government. They are to be exercised by Congress, and 
by Congress only. Any device by which the great powers of 
ing money, aaa se 
Congress, conferred upo 
the Government, is @ viclation of the 
letter and of the spirit of the Constitution. : 
The enumeration of the powers of the Executive contains noth- 
to the creation of debt, the of taxes, or the 
money. Outside of the appointment 
intercourse with foreign governments, 
almost all of the duties of the Executive head may be include! i 
one sentunce in the Constitution, ‘“‘He shall take care that 
laws be faithfully executed.” ; “ 
It is not for any executive officer to make law, nor is it for ao 
gress to executive officer powers the dischars® ° 
: hie diacretion to determine what amount 


taken a from 
tically way 








nblic debt shall be incurred and what amount of taxes shall be 
vied and collected for the payment of such debt. Such power 
and the duty to exercise it belongs to Congress only. It can not 
be constitutionally delegated to the executive branch of the Gov- 
ent. 

Despite this careful constitutional limitation of legislative 

wers, and particularly of the debt-creating power, to Congress, 
it is not to be denied that the power is now by law, under its 
yresent construction, lodged in the executive department, and 
in one officer of that department, at his single will and in his sole 
discretion, to enforce taxation and expenditure practically with- | 
out limit, and under this Jaw this autocratic power is exercised | 
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procure the same. If a debt was to be funded, or refunded, the 
executive department was directed in the same manner to issue 
the amount of bonds required for the purpose. In each instance 
the executive department, in issuing the bonds, was but the 
agency of the legislative department, and acting strictly within 
the limits prescribed by the latter department. 

The act of 1875 was when enacted no exception to this general 
rule. The purpose of the act was to provide a fund by which the 
legal-tender notes of the Government should be paid in coin when 
presented for redemption. 

The amount of these legal-tender notes was known. and when 
the law authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate and 


not only in the absence of the assent of the people but directly issue bonds at not less than par to an extent necessary to redeem 
in opposition to their wishes and to the wishes of their chosen | all legal-tender notes presented for payment, it was in the contem- 
representatives. Congress practically has nothing to do in the plation of that act an authority to issue bonds in an amount not 
premises but to obediently, and as a matter of formality, levy the | exceeding the total amount of legal-tender notes then outstanding. 
taxes and appropriate the money which the executive officer has | In the enactment of that law Congress never intended to clothe 
himself already practically levied and appropriated in the con- | the Secretary of the Treasury with unlimited power to issue bonds 





traction of a debt which must be paid without hesitation and 
witbout question. — ; . 

But for the credit of the American people I am glad to be able | 
to say, a8 I shall attempt to prove, that in the passage of the act 
of 1875 there was no intention to confer such a power on an execu- 
tive officer, and that there was nothing in the terms of the act 
under the conditions then existing which would justify the con- 
templation of the exercise of such power under it at any time. 

The act of 1875, as modified by the act of 1878, does not, it is 
true, confer in terms upon the Secretary of the Treasury the 
power to levy taxes and to appropriate and disburse the money 
collected from the people through such taxation. But it is in 
effect practically the same thing. Under the law as construed by | 
the executive department, the Secretary of the Treasury has the 

wer, in his discretion, to create debt and to issue interest-bearing 

nds as the evidence thereof. When he issues in the name of 
the Government one hundred millions of bonds, it is no longer a | 
question in the discretion of Congress whether the hundred mil- 
lion dollars, with the amount of the interest thereon, shall be 
collected from the people for their payment. 





The bonds thus | 


issued must ae principal and interest. The money must by | 
Congress be ected from the people by taxation, and the money | 


thus collected must be appropriated by Congress for the payment 
of the debt, however unwillingly it may be done. So that, I re- 

at, the law empowering the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
Looe of the Government practically without limit, in effect con- 
fers upon this officer, or upon the President who may direct and 
control him, the power, in thus contracting a public debt, at his 
own will and in his own discretion, to tax the people without 
limit, This law also practically empowers him to the same extent 
to make appropriations and disbursement of the public treasure 
without their wish or consent. 

Mr. President, if Senators realize the enormity of a statute con- 
ferring such power upon an executive officer, can they possibly 
hesitate in the recognition of the duty of Congress to promptly 
reclaim and retake to itself the high prerogative of determining 
what amount of money shall be collected from the people, and to 
what public uses that money shall be appropria after it has 
thus been collected? 

Sir, it would seem that sufficient reason would be found for the 
repeal of this law in the fact that in its — upon the statute 
book there is a practical abdication by the most im- 
t functions conferred upon the legislative branch by the 
tution. But this constitutional objection to this law has 
much additional force if it be true, as I think can be clearly shown, 
that in its enactment Congress never designed to confer upon the 
executive branch the power now exercised under it. While the 
law as construed by the executive department undoubtedly now 
confers upon the executive officer the power to create debt prac- 
tically without limit, and while it is equally true that this law in 
its preser t een —— ally confers on him the additional 
power to enforce the ing of taxes and the disbursement of 
ce with his unrestrained discretion 

nevertheless also true that it was not the original 
contemplation of the statute to confer such power, and 
at there was nothing in its terms, under the conditions then 
existing, to justify the anticipation that any such power could be 


. 


exercised under it by an executive officer. 
The ministerial act of ing and issuing the bonds of the Gov- 
et has always been to the executive department, 


the determination of what bonds should be issued, and when 
within the control of 
that from the foundation of the 
either for the pur- 
for the funding or renewal of an 
either case the discretion has been exclusively 

_ the on such bonds. Ifa —_ 

borrowed, executive department was 
to negotiate and issue bonds in the amount necessary to 


| of this act of 1878 was not foreseen by Congress at the time ot 
| enactment, or doubtless at the same time the act of 1875 would 


in his discretion, and there was nothing in the conditions then 
existing to warrant the contemplation of Congress that the law 
could ever have such effect. If the original act had been carried 
out as designed, there would have been simply the exchange of 
one form of indebtedness for another by the Government, withou 
increasing the amount of such indebtedness. For the legal-tender 
notes bonds in equal or less amount would have been substituted. 
Under this act a portion of the legal tenders were redeemed and 
canceled, Finding thatthecancellation of the legal tenders was too 
violently contracting the currency, the act of 1878 was passed req uir- 
ing that the legal-tender notes when redeemed should not be can- 
celed, but should again be reissued by the Treasury Department. 
sy this latter act the whole nature of the act of 1875 was changed. 
Fromanactauthorizing anissue of bonds which could notexceed the 
amount of the greenbacks, it was converted into an act which put 
into the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury practically unlimited 
power to issue bonds in his discretion. The effect in this regard 


its 


have been further amended by withdrawing from the Secretary 
of the Treasury the power to issue bonds and reserving to Con 
gress, to whom it legitimately belonged, to authorize thereafter 
such specific issues of bonds, upon such terms and under such 
conditions, as might be required for the redemption of the green- 
backs. The possibilities of bond issues under this act of 1875 as 
modified by the act of 1878 did not become apparent for many 
years thereafter. Such SS never would have been devel- 
oped if the Department had adhered to what was recognized for 
years as the law, and which I conceive still to be the law, that 
the authority to issue bonds was given by the statute only to be 
exercised when there was not in the Treasury, derived from any 
source, legal-tender coin in sufficient amount with which to re- 
deem thegreenbacks presented for payment. Notonly is it plainly 
the correct construction of the resumption act that the Govern- 
ment should exercise the option as to which legal-tender coin it 
would use in the payment of its obligations, but this construction 
was recognized in the practice of the Government for more than 
fifteen years. Not only so, but the right and intention of the 
Government to exercise such option is emphatically announced 
in the act of July 14, 1890, commonly known as the Sherman Act. 
I will ask the Secretary to read the portion of the act of 1890 which 
is marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, 
it being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two 
metals.on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should call his 
attention to the act repealing the so-called Sherman law, and the 
duty that by that repealing law was imposed upon the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. BACON. Not in the least. 

Mr. GRAY. The law is in these words: 


And itis hereb further declared that the efforts of the Government shonld 


be steadily direc to the establishment of such a safe system of bimetallism 


as will maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or issued 
by the United States in the markets and in the payment of debts 

It seems to me, I submit to the Senator, that that imposes a 
duty in a somewhat different light upon the Government and the 
administration of the fisc of this country than that read by the 
Senator from the so-called Sherman law. 

Mr. BACON. I am very glad of the interruption by the dis- 
tinguished Senator. I think so far from that being in any man- 
ner a change, it is directly in the line of that law. In response to 
the inquiry of the honorable Senator from Delaware, I desire to 
call attention with a little more wpe | to the act of 1890 
for the purpose of emphasizing the proposition that the act of 
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1890 did not simply do what all the political platforms have done 
and what several statutes and resolutions of Congress have done, 
to wit, announce the policy of the Government to maintain the 
parity, but it went further toindicate the particular way in which 
that parity was to be maintained. I confess that I have read this 
law a nuinber of times, and only within the past few days has 
this exact language been called to my attention. 

It is plain that the act of 1890 announced it as the policy of the 
Government, and as the direct law as to Treasury notes issued 
under that law, that the Government should exercise the option 
and that the creditor should not exercise it. There is no other 
proper construction to it. It is true the law does not use the word 
*‘option”; it uses the word ‘‘discretion,” but there is no other con- 
struction which can be put to it. 

Mr. GRAY. Read it again. 

Mr. BACON. At the request of the Senator from Delaware I 
will read the clause again. 

Mr. GRAY. I mean just those words, 

Mr. BACON. It says: 


That upon demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro 
vided for the Secretary of the Treasury— 


Not “may ”— 


shall, under such regulations as he may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold 
or silver coin, at his discretion. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there anything following that clause? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

It being the established 
metals on a parity with eac 

Which is 16 to 1. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator—— 

Mr, BACON, Wait a moment— 


or such ratio as may be provided for by law. 


If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I should like to state 
my proposition before he answersit. I say that no court in the 
construction of that lan could come to any conclusion but 
that the use of the words “‘ at his discretion ” meant that the Gov- 
ernment should exercise the option. 

Now, it may be said that discretion of the Secretary might be 
exercised in permitting the creditor to choose, but there would 
certainly be no correct reasoning in thatcontention. That would 
defeat it, as issuggested to me by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. When the law says that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem in either gold or silver coin at his discretion, it does 
not mean that he shall exercise that discretion by permitting the 
other party to exercise a discretion. It can not do that. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is right. Now, what I want to sub- 
mit to the fair, legal mind of my friend the Senator from Geor- 

is the question whether the subsequent clause of the Sherman 

ct, the one following the clause just read, does not impose upon 

that discretion a limitation in the nature of describing the object 
for which the discretion shall be exercised? 

Mr. BACON. In this law? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, in the Sherman Act. 

Mr. BACON. The one I have just read? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

*Mr. BACON. By no means. The Senator’s question simply 
anticipates what I intended myself to discuss. 

Mr. GRAY. I on. 

Mr. BACON. Ithink every Senator here, even the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware himself, admits the correctness of the 

position I have just announced as to what is the true construc- 
Fon of the language so far asI went. TheSenator from Delaware 


licy of the United States to maintain the two 
other upon the present legal ratio— 


assents to it. 

Now, what is the meaning of the continuing language? The 
continuing language does not in any manner the nature 
of the language already used, 


but moyen bay on to state the pur- 

to be effected by that language which it had already used. 

tt says, in other words, practically, in order that the — be- 

tween gold and silver may be maintained, the Secre the 

Treasury, when he pays the demand obligations of the - 

ment, shall exercise the option whether he will pay gold or silver, 

and he shall not leave that to be exercised by the creditor. 

Mr. ALLEN. It being in the‘nature of a public trust, he must 
exercise it in the interest of the public. 


aun. GRAY. Ido not want to interfere with the Senator from 
Mr. BACON. It does not interfere with me in the least. I am 


happy to hear the Senator from Delaware. 
r. GRAY. 


What I contend is, it seems to me, what the Sena- 


Aon ne rndany hen tis tesertabos Gavan woke ence 
use 0: en accom 
the exercise of that discretion. 

Mr. BACON. ‘ 
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Mr. GRAY. Whatis that end? The end is: 
To maintain the two metals on a parity with each other upon the present 


legal ratio—— 


Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. GRAY. To go further— 


or such ratio as may be provided by law. 


Therefore it is not an unlimited discretion, but it is 


lise ratty 
to be exercised in that way which will best accomplish iscretion 


sh this pur. 


pose. 
If the Secretary of the Treasury should believe, in the hoyo< 
ercise of that discretion, th © honest ex. 


at it was fr . in order to pre- 
serve the parity of the two metals, to pay an obligation of the 
United States in — surely it would not be a departure from the 
command of the law for him omy in gold. 

Mr. BACON. Most undoubtedly not, if he has both. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; then we 

Mr. BACON. But the departure is in the Secretary of the 
Treasury entirely surrendering his own judgment as to whether 
gold or silver coin would best promote the parity, and permitting 
the creditor to say in his-discretion whether he will have the one 
or the other, regardless of what may be the opinion of the Secroe. 


tary. 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] sug. 
gests that that is a complete answer. It seems to me, if I may be 
oned for trespassing on the indulgence of the Senator from 
rgia [Mr. Bacon]—— 
Mr. BACON. The Senator is not trespassing. 
ae pany th . = ee that where the end in view is do- 
scri y the law , to preserve parity, and discretion give 
to the of the Treasury to accomplish that end, it fs — 
side the case, and the reason that underlies the case, to say that he 
has surrendered the discretion to a pty who demands gold, 
where the Secretary chooses to 0 pay 8° d in order that there may 
be no difference in the action Treasury Department in its 
use of the two metals, in order that whatever is demanded may 
be paid, for the moment one metal is discriminated ayainst, or 
has a discrimination made in its favor, that moment, it seems to 
me, there is a d from the plain end of the law. Now, as 
is admitted everywhere, it seems to me, by persons who are cogni- 
zant of the methods of di business, a demand note of the Goy- 
ernment has to be paid in that metal which the creditor prefers 
at the time, in order that that duty may be properly performed 
by him, for the moment he refuses to do that he compels the ac- 
ceptance of a metal which i§ not preferred by the creditor, and 
the discrimination between the two coins commences and the 


parity to disappear. 
Mr. . Discrimination causes disparity. 
Mr. BACON. The entire tion as stated by the honora- 


ble Senator from Delaware, so far as I can analyze it and reduce 
it toa oe poatliiod ter sear is that the Secretary of the Treasury 
would be in surren his own discretion and in per- 
mitting the creditor to exercise the discretion, or the option, to 
use the other term, in case the Secretary of the Treasury thought 
it the best policy to do so. The law gives him no such power. 
The law gives power to say, ‘‘I will pay in gold, becauseI 
SS ty,” if he es to do so. 
es. 


Mr. GRAY. 
to pay in silver, if that will 
parity. It does not give him 
of this ees regard- 
what may be opinion as to the interest of the Giovern- 
th Lrediitor exercise the option when he comes and 
says ‘I will take *” There would be no such peee. The 
t it better for the Government that the cred- 


tor should : 

Mr. GRAY. It is the desire of the creditor for gold that oper- 

ates upon and is the reason for the exercise of the discretion. 
~ . does make parity. Gentlemen talk 
the stump about . Because a man 
can with a silver dollar a gol dollar does not make parity. 
ther stand of itself without the sup- 
where either will accomplish the same result as 
assistance of the other. That is all there 


The law of equality. 
BACON. It is the law of equality, as the distinguished 


Iam occurred, because it ———_ 

which esca notice the it few “ays, 

ont we = = honed he ipa betore, although it is 

on the plain surface of the law, that the act of 1800 laid upon the 

Secretary of the the absolute a to exercise it 

option in Scant ar cee docunenans if he thought the paying 
than the other coin would tend to produce parity 


President, what more to nce disparity than 
tor the Govaramans watinlt aeeaesn, Poot it iteuit says is @ 
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legal coin, is not an equal coin with the other, and that therefore 
a man has & t to te between the two? I think that 
much on the coinage question would never have 


we have 
peen heard if it had not been for the fatal mistake made by the 
Secretary of the allowing that discrimination to be 
made. it he had said in the beginning, ‘‘ Under the law these two 
coins are equal; under the law when you present one to me in 
payment for the debt due to the Government I do not ask you to 
give me theother. I t either one; and under the law when 
you present an obligation to me for payment you must take either 
one, and I will exercise my judgment as to which is the one that 
it is more in the interest of the Government to pay ”—if he had 
said that there would have been parity, parity not because one 


Jeans the other or derives its support from the other, 
but parity because one is as strong and as tall as the other and 
will 


as much burden as the other. That eee So long 
as the Government admits the claim of the itor that one is 
not so good as the other, and permits the creditor to say, ‘I will 
select what I will take,” so long there will not be parity, certainly 
not under existing law. 


Mr. GRAY. that I meant to say, and I do not believe the 
Senator from will differ with me in that respect, is that 


in maintaining the ty of which he is commanded to exercise a 
discretion he can only use that discretion by saying to a creditor, 
“Whichever of these coins you want you can have,” for if he 
says, * Youshall take one and not the other,” then there is not parity 
maintained between them on the part of the Government. He 
says, “‘ You can take either of these two coins, and therefore we 
show that we regard them precisely alike.” 
. BACON. The mistake which the distinguished Senator 
Delaware makes and which a great many others who think as 
he thinks also make is this: They confuse the idea of the — 
which exists between the _— dollar and the paper dollar, whic 
is not parity in the sense that we are talking about when we speak 
of the parity of two legal-tender coins. You say the legal-tender 
with gold. You use the expression ‘‘ is 
ply because it is redeemable in gold. 
ed Senator and those of his school in this par- 
litics think that all that is needed with refer- 
ence to the silver is that it shall have the same relation to 
the dollar that the paper dollar has to-day. I say that there 
isa vice in that position, and that the relation which those 


who occupy the position I do is that it shall be a parity 
wet awend can be exchanged for the other, except so far as 


equality will exchange, but because one is as powerful as 
the other will do as much as the other without reference to 
an’ from the other. 


. GRAY, Then we mean different things by the word 


“ ” 

tir BACON, We certainly do. 

Mr. GRAY. I think it comes down to that. 

Mr. BACON. We certainly do; and I am only sorry that the 
country at large and the men who do not have the time to investi- 
Se are misled in that aoe by the arguments of 

who agree with the distinguished Senator from Delaware. 
They are confused upon the question of parity and made to be- 
lieve that the on of parity between - and silver is the 
ty between gold and paper. They are as 


same as pari 
wide a as the poles. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me for 
a moment? : 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we admit what the Senator from Delaware 
says, that the Secretary of the Treasury has exercised his option, 
then certainly the Senator from Delaware must admit that he has 
used his discretion badly, because the result of his option and his 

as he hen weed them has been to cause a disparity and 
the pees srenter with each exercise of that option. 

Mr. GRAY. On the contrary, I believe that the use by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of his discretion has thus far maintained 
the ty and is the only thing which has maintained it. 

.B He has succeeded in making the bullion value 
of silver come down by discriminating against it, for the Senator 
knows that the ye. to increase the bullion value is by treat- 

ly with gold, and in this connection I quote 
Senator from New York {Mr. Hi. 


H 


] in his 
Elmira speech, when he laid down the proposition that nothing 
had ever made the bullion value of silver equal to guld but treat- 
Sere i watt ayo 
. b andI say 
the act of 1893 was cama he ae of the same declaration 
on the part of the t—it directly asserts the policy of 
t ratio, 16 to 1 (that 


but it says legal ratio, and that in 18 ¢ 1) tb yy ate. 
oO1), e 
tween the legal-tender gold coin and the legal-tender silver coin 


by the exercise of this option on the part of the Government, and 
by refusing to permit the creditor to exercise his option in the 
premises. It not only asserts the general public policy as to the 
ona of all its obligations, but it unqualifiedly commands the 

sretary of the Treasury to exercise that option in the payment 
of the Treasury notes to be issued under that act. 

The recent contention is that parity between the gold legal- 
tender coin and the silver legal-tender coin is to be only main- 
tained in the same way that parity is maintained between a gold 
dollar and a paper dollar, ond that is by giving to the creditor the 
right to choose which of them he will receive in payment of his 
debt. But the recognized construction of the law for more than 
fifteen years and the plain assertion and command of the act of 
1890 was that parity between the gold dollar and the silver dollar 
was to be maintained by treating each as standard money and by 
requiring the creditor to receive either which the Government in 
its discretion might choose to offer him. 

With all respect to those who differ with me, it is to my mind 
an absurdity to call that a parity between two coins which per- 
mits a creditor to refuse to receive the one and gives him the right 
to demand the other. But however this may be in theory, the 
law es in practice by the executive department, which 
gives to the public creditor the right to demand and receive gold 
to the exclusion of legal-tender silver, is law made by the execu- 
tive department and not by the constitutional lawmaking de- 
partment. The making of this law by Executive order and the 
enforcement of itin practice, is a plain, palpable, undeniable usur- 
pation of legislative functions by the officer of the executive depart- 
ment. It is not only without the sanction of the legislative de- 
partment, but is directly in conflict with the laws which it has 
passed and with the resolutions which it has adopted. 

It is not, however, my purpose in this connection to discuss at 
length the question whether the Secretary of the Treasury has or 
has not violated the spirit and intent of the law in the issuance of 
bonds to procure gold for the public creditor when there was at 
the time of such issue legal-tender coin in the Treasury with which 
to redeem the greenbacks. For the purposes of this argument 
that is not an essential question for determination at this time. 
Whatever may be the proper construction of this bond law in this 
regard, the reason and the necessity for its repeal are none the less 
im tive. 

f it be conceded for the purposes of this argument that he has 
strictly pursued the law and has in no manner departed from its 
intent, the proposition is none the less beyond successful dispute 
that the exercise by an executive officer of the power in his discre- 
tion to create debt, and compel taxation, and force apprfopriations 
by Congress, is a violation of the plainintent of the Constitution. 
For Congress to permit such a statute to remain unrepealed is an 
abdication of its high prerogatives and an abandonment of its duty. 
Nay, more; to stand inert and submissive while the executive de- 

artment, undisguisedly indifferent to the will of Congress, issues 
mds and piles up debt upon the people to the amount of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, must necessarily bring into disrepute 
the legislative branch of the Government, and utterly destroy the 
respect to which its high office and its legitimate authority right- 
fully entitle it in the public esteem. 

The great distinguishing feature between a despotism and a free 
government is the presence of a representative legislative branch, 
freely chosen by the people, and acting in the discharge of its 
legitimate legislative functions without hindrance, restraints, or 
attempted encroachment by the executive department. 


In every 
government, however despotic, there is found the executive de- 
partment, and, as a practical necessity, also a judicial depart- 
ment. But a free representative legislature, free in its selection 


and free in the exercise of its powers, is only found in a free goy- 
ernment, and wherever found there exists free government. The 

resence of the one insures the existence of the other. To the 
degree in which the executive department encroaches upon the 
legislative powers, or in which the legislative department volun- 
tarily or carelessly surrenders its powers to the executive depart- 
ment, to the same degree is there a departure from the standard 
of a free representative government. It is a delusion to conclude 
that free government is assured by the mere existence of a rep- 
resentative branch, nominally and formally performing legislative 
functions. It has been my fortune to look upon a legislative 
assembly in which the members had been practically designated 
and chosen by the executive, and in which during several sittings 
witnessed by myself the bills which were presented for action, and 
which had been prepared by the executive department, elicited 
from no member present either motion, or suggestion, or comment. 
When these bil/s were put upon their passage, the roll callin every 
instance failed to show a single negative vote. And more than 
that, during those several sittings there was never, by any mem- 
ber, a motion, a suggestion, or a discussion upon any subject or 
measure, They did not meet to deliberate, or to discuss, or to 
legislate, but only to obey the executive orders. They simply 
voted unanimously in the affirmative upon the bills which had 
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been prepared for them, and adjourned. Although nominally a 
representative legislative body, they were in fact but the agents to 
register in the form of law the arbitrary edicts of the executive. 
Now, Mr. President, it is not to be feared that any legislative 
body in the United States will ever be reduced to such slavish 


subserviency to Executive will and dictation. Such acondition is 
an impossibility tomenof our race. There is certainly no present 
indication that they will be reduced to Silence. But while it is 
not to be apprehended that we will ever reach such an extreme, 
it is not to be denied that whenever there is a surrender by the 
legislature to the Executive of any of the power belonging to the 
former, to that extent there is such subserviency. In the domain 
of Federal legislation, among the most important subjectsare the 
creation of public debt, the levying and collection of taxes, and 
appropriation to expenditure of the money thus collected from 
the people. And when we permit to stand unrepealed the law 
which in a very large measure practically abandons to the execu- 
tive department the legislative functions in regard to these im- 
portant subjects, we stand in our subserviency, as repects them, 
in no better position than does the legislative body of which I 
have spoken, and which as to all measures of legislation simply 
obeys the command of the Executive. 

At this very session, and I am glad to see the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations sitting before me when I make the 
assertion, in the appropriation bills are found $10,000,000 in round 
numbers to pay the annual interest on the $262,000,000 of bonds 
which within the past two years have been issued by the execu- 
tive department under this law. Can it be said that in the appro- 
priation of this $10,000,000 of interest Congress has done anything 
more than carry out the edict of the executive department? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me for 
@ moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. None of the appropriation bills provides inter- 
est on the public debt. That interest is provided by a law passed 
in 1862, which carries continuous appropriations for interest on 
the public debt without any intervention of Congress. 

Mr. BACON. [ understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. So we have not dealt with that question at all. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. What I mean is that the 
whole matter of appropriations is within the control of Congress, 
and that act as well as any other act is within the control of Con- 
gress, and whenever the Congress makes no change in the act ap- 
propriating money, of course it recognizes the propriety of pay- 
ment under the act, because if there were an impropriety it would 
certainly recognize it and correct it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not within the province of the Committee 
on eae except by the consent of the Senate, to propose 

- new legislation. 

Mr. BACON. I did not say the Appropriations Committee did 
this. The Senator from Iowa misunderstood me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to say we had put 
these provisions in appropriation bills. 

Mr. BACON. I am simply calling attention to the fact that a 
large amount of money, to wit, $10,000,000, which will represent in 
round numbers the interest accruing upon the $262,000,000 of bonds 
issued, is an amount of interest that this Congress is bound to rec- 
ognize, and it has to make provision for the payment of it. It 
can not exercise any discretion, either to interfere with any exist- 
ing law or to make any new provision which would interfere with 
itin any way. That law is under the control of Congress, as any 
other law is. I think it ought to stand. The Senator from Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON | must not misunderstand meaboutthat. Iamspeak- 
ing of the fact that this isa debt which has been created by Executive 
order; that it did not originate in any specific legislative enact- 
ment. I am simply illustrating the fact that in the creation of 
the debt by Executive order there is the practical absorption of the 
legislative functions by the executive department; that when it 
creates the debt, which must be paid, Congress no longer has any 
discretion as to whether it will pay it, and it is the same thing as 
if the executive department had power to order its payment. That 
is the purpose for which I alluded to it. 

The national honor requires that this interest on these bonds 
shall be paid. Whenever the principal debt is created by the 
Executive in issuing bonds, Congress has no discretion, but is 
under compulsion to appropriate money for the purpose, and is 
under equal compulsion to collect from the people by taxation the 
necessary amount of money. And so on to the end, until the 
maturity of these bondsissued by the Executive, Congress, without 
the exercise of any discretion and under compulsion, must each 
year levy taxes and practically make appropriation to the amount 
of $10,000,000 to pay this annual interest until the aggregate of 
interest will amount to more than $250,000,000. And at the end, 
the principal debt of $262,000,000 must also be paid, and the people 
must be taxed to this amount without the exercise of any discre- 
tion or will on the part of Congress, but under direct, absolute 
compulsion to levy the taxes and appropriate the money. 





Mr. President, of course it must be recognized that not only in 
the case of these particular bonds issued through Executive order, 
but also in the case of bonds issued by specific act of Congress, 
the national honor is pledged and the principal and interest must 
be paid, that there can be the exercise of no discretion by Con- 
gress as to such payment, and that the Congress in office at the 
time of their maturity is under an obligation which can not be 
disregarded to provide the necessary money and to appropriate 
the same to such payment. 

But the two cases are radically different. In each case it is the 
obligation of the original contract which takes away from Con- 
gress any future discretion as to the appropriation of money for 
its payment. Im the latter case the obligation of the contract is 
the creation of Congress, and this obligation is subsequently dis- 
charged by Congress. The original obligation to pay, contracted 
through the exercise of the discretion and will of Congress, and 
the final payment by Congress, are in their beginning and ending 
the acts of the legislative department, acting throughout within 
its constitutional functions. 

But in the former case, where the executive officer acts in his 
discretion under a power delegated by a general law, the execu- 
tive department alone exercises the discretion and the will by 
which the obligation is created, and under which the compulsion 
of payment is laid upon Congress. 

It is too plain for serious dispute that in the issuance of bonds 
under this existing law, and in the exercise of his discretion and 
will in such issuance, asking neither yea or nay of anyone, the 
executive officer practically performs the legislative functions in 
the creation of debt, and in the taxation and appropriation required 
for the discharge of that debt. 

In a great matter vitally affecting the interest of the people, the 
protection of which has by the Constitution been particularly 
and exclusively confided as a duty to the legislative department, 
the Executive commands, and Congress has but to obey. In 
truth, Mr. President, the office performed by Congress in this re- 
gard hardly rises to the dignity of obedience. This highest legis- 
lative body becomes scarcely more than the pawn moved upon 
the governmental chessboard by the Executive hand. 

The legislative is, under the Constitution, the highest branch 
of this Government. To it the officers of all other branches of 
the Government are answerable as to a tribunal of final power. 
To it have been committed by the Constitution the great govern- 


| mental functions and powers, with the particular design and in- 


tent that they shall not be exercised by the Executive; that, 
wrested as they were from the grasp of kings, these powers should 
never again be within the control of any one man. Upon those 
clothed with these high prerogatives rests the strongest obligation 
to carefully see to it that the exercise of these great powers, or of 
any one of them, shall not intentionally, or through inadvertence, 
pass from the legislative to the executive department. 

It may seem idle to seriously discuss the encroachment by the 
Executive upon the legislative department; but it is not without 
significance not only that Congress should contentedly acquiesce 
in the practical and continued exercise of the most important legis- 
lative functions by the executive department through the means 
of this bond law, but that asubaltern in the Treasury Department 
should openly set at naught the commands of regularly enacted 
law, and no movement be made in Congress to return him by the 
shortest route to the avocations of private life. 

It bodes no good to the constitutional limitations of the great 
departments of our Government that such things can be. The 
cloud on the horizon may not be larger than a man’s hand, but it 
is plainly discernible, and it may in time overspread the entire 
heavens. 

From exercising legislative functions by the executive depart- 
ment it is but one step to the influence and control of elections by 
the same department, and the control of the elections by the execu- 
tive department means the absolute domination and dictation of 


legislation. 

‘The time when encroachment = right should be resisted is 
in its beginning. The point at which to grapple with an invader 
is where he first sets foot upon the border. 

Mr. President, what has n already done under this bond law 
cannot be undone. Theevil which has already been accomplished 
must be endured. The mountain of debt which has been 
up on the people must be borne for the period of a generation, and 
every year during that full period the ee every branch 
of industry must be taxed for its payment. is enormous and 
unnecessary debt has added not one dollar of value tothe products 
of the field, of the mine, of the factory, or of the fruits of any 
other productive enterprise. And yet it must be paid by the peo- 
ple of this country to the last dollar, principal and interest, 
gating thevast sum of more than $500,000,000; and among the 
people there is no one who is personally so poor or whose avoca- 
tion isso humble but what, he will each year his portion of 
it. Outof the pittance of the poor as well as out of the abundance 
of the rich the Government will each year collect.a tax for the 
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payment of the principal and interest of this bonded debt thus 


created by Executive order. Noone will escape. Each and every 
one in the whole land must pay his portion. 

But however fixed and irretrievable is this calamity of the past, 
the fact can not be too strongly emphasized that if this bond law 
is permitted to stand unrepealed, Congress, in so doing, with the 
full knowledge of its practical operation, is deliberately and de- 
signedly surrendering to the executive department for the future 
the legislative power over the great and vital subjects of contrac- 
tion of debt, the levying of taxes, and the appropriation of money. 
Not only so, but in refusing to repeal this bond law, Congress 
will furthermore be consenting that for the sole purpose of main- 
taining the gold standard, a still further bonded debt of hundreds 
of millions of dollars is hereafter to be added to the five hundred 


millions of principal and interest already contracted through Ex- | 


ecutive order to be paid for this purpose. And yet more; in re- 


fusing to repeal this bond law Congress will be also consenting | 


that the greenback currency shall be withdrawn from circulation 
to the same amount for which bonds are issued. Congress must 
be assumed to consent to that which it knows will certainly occur 
when it refuses to exercise the power it has to prevent it. 

There is no one so credulous as to believe that with this bond 
law unrepealed the issuance of bonds by the executive depart- 
ment has ended. It is not to be doubted that more bonds are to 
be issued for the same purpose that they have been issued for in the 

ast. We have the word of the Chief Executive that these bonds 

ave been issued to maintain the gold standard, and not for the 
purpose of paying theexpensesof theGovernment. I have, upon 
a former occasion in the Senate, quoted this statement of the Pres- 
ident, and I quote it again, because, in my opinion, the fact can not 
be too scenes or too often pressed home to the knowledge and the 
realization of the people that this stupendous debt of $262,000,000, 
which with the interest will amount to more than $500,000,000, 
has been laid upon their weary shoulders, not to pay any debt of 
the Government, not to pay any expenses of the Government, but 
solely and exclusively to maintain the gold standard. Whatever 
may have been the disposition made of any part of the proceeds 
of these bonds, the assertion of the President is that they were 
issued to maintain gold payments. 

The President in his last annual message, sent in December, at 
the opening of Congress, said what I will insert in my remarks. 
I shall not take the time of the Senate to read it. I have the pas- 
sage marked here, and any Senator can seeit. I shail incorporate 
it in my speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me the Senator from Georgia 
should at this point state that from $136,000,000 to $139,000,000 of 
the money thus borrowed has gone to pay the current expenses 
of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Inasubsequent part of my speech, which I have 
nearly reached, I will discuss that very question; and I think that 
furnishes one of the very strongest arguments which can be used 
in favor of the repeal of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason why I call the Senator’s attention 
to it is because I understood him to say a moment ago that 
all the money had been used for the maintenance of the gold 
standard. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; the Senator from Iowa misunderstood 
me. I said that whatever disposition had been made of the money, 
the issuance of the bonds had been for the purpose solely of main- 
taining the gold standard. I have here marked the extract from 
the President's last annual message in which he makes that state- 
ment, and which I did not propose to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate in reading, because I am satisfied everybody recollects it, and 
I simply proposed to incorporate itin my remarks. I think, how- 
ever, that the suggestion of the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
is one of the most pertinent ones connected with the whole ques- 
tion, and I hope I may have the opportunity before concluding to 

resent some views to him upon that subject. This is what the 
President said in his Jast annual message: 

It is sible that the suggestion of increased revenne as a remedy for the 
difficuities we are considering may have originated in an intimation or dis- 
tinct allegation that the bonds which have been issued ostensibly to replen- 
ish our gold reserve were really issued tosupply insufficientrevenue. Noth- 
ing can be further from the truth. Bonds were issued to obtain gold for the 
maintenance of our national credit. As has been shown, the gold thus ob- 
tained has been drawn in from the Treasury upon United States notes 
and Treasury notes. This operation would have been promptly prevented 
if possible; but these notes having thus been passed to the asury, they 
became the money of the Government, like any other ordinary Government 


funds, and there was nothing to do but to use them in paying Government 
expenses when needed. 

t no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of paying the expenses of Government with their proceeds. 

ere was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we had a safe surplus in the Treasury for ordinary operations, exclu- 
sive of the gold in our reserve. In February, 1894, when the first isaue of 
bonds was made, such surplus amounted to over $18,000,000; in November, 
when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than $42,000,000, and in 
February, 1895, when bonds for the third time were issued, such surplus 
amounted to more than $100,000,000. It now amounts to $98,072,420.30. 

Besides all this, the Secretary of the Treasury had no authority whatever 

te. issue bonds to increase the ordinary revenues or pay current expenses. 








This relates to the first three bond issues and states the amount 
of surplus in the Treasury at the date of each of them. Since the 
date of that message $100,000,000 more of bonds have been issued 
for the same purpose, and at the date of that last issue the Treas- 
urer’s account showed the balance in hand of about $180,000,000. 
So that even if we had the guaranty of a large continuing bal- 
ance in our favor in the Treasury, it would be no defense against 
the future issue of bonds if this law remains in force. One hun- 
dred and eighty millions of dollars in the Treasury in February 
last did not protect the people against the issue of $100,000,000 of 
bonds, and a like amount in the Treasury in the future will be 
equally impotent to protect them against an equalor greater issue 
of bonds within the next few months. 

It can not be too often repeated that the people of the United 
States have been, through an Executive order, loaded with a debt 
of $262,000,000, besides an equal amount in interest, as the money 
price they have been required to pay for maintaining the gold 
standard for a little more than two years; and there is every indi- 
cation that in the succeeding twelve months there will be added 
to this another payment by the people of certainly $100,000,000 of 
bonds, and probably twice that amount. This tribute which the 
people have already been compelled to pay in time of peace, solely 
to maintain the gold standard, added to the additional payments 
which, in all probability, will be exacted of them in another year, 
will, with the accruing interest, equal the amount which Ger- 
many, with the pent-up animosity of a century, exacted as a ran- 
som from France when she lay crushed and helpless at the mercy 
of her hereditary foe. 

While one creditor has as much right as another to demand 
gold, it is neverthelesstrue that, with one exception, all the credit- 
ors of the Government, excepting only one class, are content to 
be paid in silver, and, with that exception, practically all of them 
are now paid in silver or silver certificates. But whenever this 
favored class of public creditors, those who seem to be the chief 
objects of the concern and solicitude of the Government, those 
who toil neither in the field, nor in the mine, nor in the factory, 
nor in the workshop, but who each year gather untold wealth for 
themselves out of the products of the toilers in these and other 
spheres of productiye industry, when they demand gold it is 
given them, and then more bonds are issued to gather in more 
gold, to be again paid to this class when they call for it. Under 
this law and its practical operation as administered by the execu- 
tive department, our people are to be buried neck deep in debt in 
order that we may say to this favored class, and through them to 
all the world, ‘‘ Here is gold; come and get it.” 

Each time the gold is drawn out the load of public debt is 
increased in fabulous amounts; each time the greenbacks and 
Treasury notes to anequal amount are locked up in the Treasury. 
At the same time that the public indebtedness is increased, the cur- 
rency of the country is contracted. When the last bond issue was 
made in February, one hundred millions of the paper currency 
of the country was withdrawn fronf the circulation of the coun- 
try and locked up in the Treasury, and more than that amount is 
there to-day, semen useless for the business needs of the coun- 
try, while a corresponding amount’of interest-bearing debt is de- 
manding and exacting increased tribute from the people. There 
has already begun the outflow of the gold gathered into the Treas- 
ury but yesterday at such stupendous cost. Thirteen million dol- 
lars of it has gone, and of this $8,000,000 went in the past week. 

Is there a Senator who doubts the fact that this drain of gold 
will continue and that within a few months it will be gone, and 
that under the existing law and the established practice of the 
executive department another hundred millions of bonds is 
again to be soon issued? It is not to be denied that in the with- 
drawal of the gold another hundred millions of greenbacks will 
be locked up in the Treasury. This hundred millions added to 
the amount already there and to the reserves will make more 
than $250,000,000 which, if this bond law stands unrepealed, will 
within the next few months be hidden away in the Treasury 
vaults and practically destroyed to the business purposes and 
necessities of the country. This is one-half of the whole paper 
currency of the Government. There is a most powerful and 
active element in the country, under the lead of the Chief Execu- 
tive of the Government, openly advocating the retirement and 
cancellation of all the greenbacks and Treasury notes without 
any provision of law substituting any other currency therefor. 
To lock this currency up in the Treasury will effect their pur- 

ose as thoroughly as would be accomplished by their cancellation. 
When thus withdrawn from circulation and hidden away in the 
Treasury vaults, these bills are as effectually destroyed for all 
business purposes as if given to the flames and reduced to ashes. 

Those who favor the retirement of our paper currency have the 
pecuniary means with which to accomplish this practical retire- 
ment by two or three successive withdrawals of the gold reserve, 
at each time paying into the Treasury a like amount of green- 
backs and Treasury notes to be added to the hidden store in the 
Treasury vaults. The bond law remaining unrepealed upon the 
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statute book gives the opportunity for this practical destruction | the duty and the responsibility in this regard are those of Congress 


of the paper currency of the Government. 
partially accomplished. Unless in the repeal of this bond law we 
arrest the further progress, it can not be doubted that in the near 
future it will be accomplished in a much larger degree, if not in 
its totality. 

In his last annual message the President recommended to Con- 
gress the retirement and cancellation of the greenbacks and the 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds in lieu thereof. The proposi- 
tion was unqualifiedly condemned by the utterances of Senators 
and Representatives of every political party in Congress, and 
never commanded sufficient support to secure even the introduc- 
tion of a bill to carry it into effect, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTon in the chair). The 
Senator from Georgia will suspend a moment. The hour of 2 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, ‘‘ That 
Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895.” 

Mr. PLATT. If there is no objection, I should hope that the 
resolution might be laid aside temporarily to allow the Senator 
from Georgia to conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. BACON. Iam much obliged for the courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. Iwill state that I have occupied very much 
more time than I anticipated because I have been led off into side 
discussions, to which I had no objection except in the interest of 
time. 

What Congress refused to do by legislation, and what ordinarily 
could not have been accomplished without legislation, the execu- 
tive department has, under the existing bond law, accomplished 
to the amount of one hundred millions of dollars by an executive 
order. The tide has already turned; the process of repetition has 
already begun, and in a brief period of time another hundred of 
millions of greenbacks will be retired by another Executive order, 
not only without legislative enactment, but in the face of the 
refusal of Congress to make such legislative enactment. And 
here again we have, in the practical operation of this unrepealed 
bond law, the legislative power practically put into the hands of 
the Executive, and the practical abandonment by Congress of the 
high legislative functions exclusively confided to it by the Consti- 
tution. Under this law not only has the Executive the powers 
properly belonging exclusively to the legislative branch—to con- 
tract debt, to force the levying of taxes, and the making of appro- 
priations—but also the power to retire and practically destroy for 
business purposes the greenback currency as effectually as if can- 
celed by an act of Congress. This is the practical exercise by the 
executive department of the highest legislative functions. 

There is still another feature of this bond law in its practical 
operation under which the executive department exercises powers 
properly and exclusively belonging to the legislative department. 

And now Icome tothe particular part to which the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] called my attention, and I beg 
his attention to the suggestion which I have to make upon it, be- 
cause it seems to me to be of the most vital character for the con- 
sideration of Congress. 

Under the provisions of this law all money arising from the sale 
of bonds is paid into the general fund in the Treasury and is sub- 
ject to be paid out by the Secretary under any appropriation made 
by Congress. That is recognized by everybody. There is no de- 
nial of the fact that money arising from the sale of bonds is so 
deposited in the general fund and has been paid out for general 
purposes. 

The Senator from Iowa states that $139,000,000 of it has been so 
paid. Senators on this floor within the past few days in the dis- 
cussion of the appropriation bills have warned the Senate that 
excessive appropriations would result in the issuance of more 
bonds, thus recognizing that the Executive in the issuance of 
bonds under the existing law is, indirectly by this means, through 
a mere Executive order, contracting debt, the money arising from 
which is devoted to the payment ot the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. The President in his last annual message emphatically 
states that there is no authority in the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue bonds for this purpose, and yet under the existing law 
now sought to be repealed, there is the exercise of this authority 
by which, through an Executive order, debt is contracted and the 


money realized from the same is applied to the payment of the | 


current expenses of the Government. 

Now, here is the important consideration which I suggest in 
this connection: There can be no question that under the Consti- 
tution it is the duty, and exclusive power of Congress, to provide 
the money with which the expenses of the Government are paid, 
and it matters not in this regard whether the money is provided 
by loan, or byrevenue from taxation. In either case the power and 


It has already been | alone. 


| 


Any law, or device, or evasion by which this money is pro- 
vided by the executive department, without direct legislative 
authority for that purpose, is an encroachment upon the legisla- 
tive power, and is distinctly a violation of the Constitution, both 
in its letter and in its spirit. 

Sir, I have said that a free representative branch is the dis- 
tinguishing feature of a free government. I will go further and 
say that a fundamental principle in every such free government 
is that the legislative department shall control the raising of all 
the money needed by the government, and that the executive 
head shall not have the power to raise a dollar by taxation, forced 
loan, or otherwise, except * the consent of the representative 
branch of the government. It is of the very essence of free gov- 
ernment that this should be so. It is the vital principle that the 
hand which wields the sword shall not control the purse. In the 
maintenance of this great principle those from whom we have 
derived our laws and our free institutions, have counted treasure 
as but dross, and blood as no more than water. 

A denial of this — and its practical overthrow, is an at- 
tack which passes the outer works and assaults the inner defenses 
of free representative government. 

From the highest official source in this Government, and upon 
an historic occasion duting the present week, we have heard the 
following: 


The perpetuity of our popular government depends upon our fidelity to 
the principles upon which it rests. 

It was the utterance of a great political truth, and there is no 
principle more fundamental to those free institutions than that 
which requires that the executive head shall have no power to 
raise any money for the support of the Government, or for the 
payment of its expenses, but that all such power shall be exercised 
alone by the legislature. 

Mr. PEFFER. Allow me to interrupt the Senator just at this 
point. I wish to call attention to the fact that whatever respon- 
sibility may rest upon the Senate in this matter, two years ago 
and more, immediately after the first issue of bonds, I took occa- 
sion to call attention to the matter in the Senate. I delivered an 
address of some length, pursuing the same line of argument that 
the Senator has to-day. So whatever responsibility may rest upon 
the Senate, the Populists are clear. 

Mr. BACON. Iregret that Ihave not had the opportunity to 
read the speech of the distinguished Senator from Kansas, other- 
wise it might not have been necessary for me to occupy so much 
of the time of the Senate in repeating what probably the Senator 
has already better said. 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not intend to make such an allusion. I 
am delighted with the Senator’s remarks. I am very much in- 
terested. 

Mr. BACON. Iam much obliged. 

Mr. President, there is a wide difference in the views of various 
Senators relative to the issuance of bonds, and especially with ref- 
erence to the issuance of bonds to maintain the gold standard. 
There are those who think bonds should be issued and sold when- 
ever the gold in the Treasury has, under our suicidal system, with 
recurrent periodicity been drawn out below acertainpoint. There 
are others of us who think that no bonds should be issued in time 
of peace, except perhaps in making provision for the public de- 
fense, where the emergency may demand it. And especially do 


those of this class think that no debt of hundreds of millions of 





dollars should be heaped up on the people of this and future gen- 
erations through the issuance of bonds to replenish a gold reserve, 


| so long as there is in the Treasury a sufficiency of legal-tender 
| coin which the Government itself receives in the payment of all 


dues to it. 

But, Mr. President, it matters not.so far as the question now 
under consideration is concerned, whether Senators are of opinion 
that bonds should or should not be issued. The pointis, that even 
if it be proper that bonds should be issued, their issuance should 


| be authorized and controlled by Congress alone, and that the ex- 
|ecutive department should not have the power which is now 
| exercised to issue bonds without restraint and without limit. 


Why, sir, when the last issue of one hundred millions was about 
to be made, it was generally reported that the executive department 
contemplated the issuance of either one hundred millions, or two 
hundred millions of bonds. The public and Congress were in doubt 
which amount it would be. The Congress of the United States, 


| invested by the Constitution with the duty and the responsibility 


of all legislation of every kind and degree, and especially charged 
with the direct control of all matters affecting the contraction of 
debt and the expenditure of money, sat here while this question 
so gravely affecting the public interest was being decided at the 
other end of the Avenue. Senators and Representatives, clothed 
with the high functions giving the right and imposing the duty 
to control this matter in its every detail, had no more connection 
with it, and no more influence overit, than the Lords and Commons 
of the British Parliament. And if to-morrow morning, or the day 
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after we shall have adjourned and hurried away to attend polit- | Treasury. Since February 1 last the Treasury has lost $49,000,000 in gold. 
ical conventions, it ake announced that the executive depart- The loss this month has been $11,500,000, and since the beginning of the 


, “ sane , July 1, 1895, $140,000,000. 
ment had determined to issue one hundred millions, or two, or even | 7°°" ; : 2 
three hundred millions of bonds, so long as this bond law remains Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, every Senator receives a state- 
unrepealed, where is the power to say it nay? ment issued by the Treasury Department every morning. If he 
Mr. President, is it to be recognized as the permanent policy of will notice the first figures to the nght, marked with a star, he will 
this Government that the executive department is to exercise in | Observe that for the last week or more there has been more than 
its discretion the power to contract debt and to issue bonds? Is | ® million dollars of this gold reserve withdrawn every day, and 
Con for all time to surrender to the executive department | there is every indication that that will increase. How long will 
this high legislative prerogative which the Constitution says shall it be, with this drain of gold from the Treasury, before the Execu- 
be exencieed only by Congress? If not, there is no time like the | ve will issue more bonds? Will Congress sit still? Shall we 
present for the repeal of this law. If the propositions I have dis- | #4journ this session without putting some check upon the Execu- 
cussed are sound, the time can not come too quickly when Con- | “ve in this matter? If weat least do not make some effort, as the 
gress shall reassume its constitutional legislative functions, and | Senator from Georgia has so ably and timely said, then eve 
confine the executive department within its legitimate sphere of | Senator who does not go on record against this monstrous busi- 
duty and of power. I repeat, that either in our action or nonaction | ®¢88 stands responsible with the Executive for such action. 
the responsibility for the future issuance or nonissuance of bonds | , The Senate has passed a resolution, introduced by the Senator 
is upon us, and can not be escaped by us. from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], to investigate the last bond deals. 
r. President, we spend days and weeks discussing questions of This was proper. Now let us prohibit the further issue of bonds 
appropriation and of expenditure. Shall we be silent, either in without the consent of Congress, so that there will be no more 
speech or in vote, when there is presented the great issue—shall | bond scandals to investigate. . 
any one man be invested for the Fotare with the more than royal| , The Senator from Kansas (Mr. Perrer] timely called attention 
power, in his discretion and without limit, to burden the people | © the position of the People’s Party on this question. We stand 
with debt to untold millions, and shall the executive department | Te@dy at any hour to give six votes to either side that will stop 
be clothed with the most importantlegislative functions conferred this debt-increasing and_currency-contraction infamy; and in 
by the Constitution upon Congress! Let the record show in their | 0Tder to test this matter, I ask now, Mr. President, that a day be 
votes how Senators and Representatives, and how the political fixed when this body will take up the bill which I have introduced 


parties they represent, stand upon this vital question. an —_ s = at least o— it. ‘ I ask the Secretary to read the 
; il, so that Senators will know what it is. 

a Oe cae - eines a? 7a ARG oe The Pe — a i Seas to pone the further issu- 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, President, we have just heard from the aMé- a aring bonds without the consent of Congress, 


tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] a very able, timely, : . 7 , 2 
end pa triotics >on 8 corr boe portant question. His argument Be it enacted, etc., That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United 


States for any purpose whatever without further authority of Congress is 
showing that the Secretary of the Treasury has no power under | hereby prohibited. 


existing law to issue bonds is conclusive to my mind; butanum-| Mr, BUTLER. I ask the Secretary to state when that bill was 
ber of Senators, or rather only a few, I trust, including the Senator | introduced. 
from Delaware (Mr. Gray], claim that the Secretary of the Treas-| The Secretary. Introduced January 3, 1896, by Mr. BUTLER. 
ury has that power. As the Senator from Georgia, however, has| Mr, BUTLER. I gave notice that I should call up that bill for 
shown, even the President of the United States himself admits in | consideration on the 11th of March. At that time there were sev- 
an official document that the authority is not clear, that it is | eral privileged questions before the Senate, one of those being the 
doubtful authority, and that he hesitated to issue bonds under | Dy Pont case, which is now before the body and will be decided 
such questionable legal authority. . . this evening at 5 o’clock. 
But there are other points in the Senator’s speech which are| Mr. President, out of consideration for the appropriation bills 
—— hen he proceeded to show that when | and tee aretians = ie before the Senate Ths not called 
n ’ : up this bill heretofore, but I wish now to ask unanimous consent 
Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina | ¢o call up the bill to-morrow morning for consideration immedi- 
that in each instance where I spoke of the pene of issuing bonds ately after the finishing of the morning routine business. 
a mas qualified it by saying ‘“‘as construed by the . HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
xXEC \ . ; ITCHELL] has given notice that he will call up his joint resolu- 
Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. I fully concur with the argument | tion to pre er the Constitution, unless suoveiaed by the consider- 
which the Senator made upon that point, and I have no doubt | ation of an appropriation bill. I have already given notice that 
his argument was conclusive; but there is controversy on that | at the conclusion of that matter I should bring forward a bill, 
— though there is no controversy on ae made by the | which has been on our files for some time, relating to the punish- 
nator, to the effect that Congress is responsible for the issue of | ment for contempts. Those are notices which have been given 
those bonds so long as we sit still and allow the Executive to use | here, and I therefore shall object to anything else coming in be- 
the questionable authority to issue bonds. Not only that, but | tween them. 
the Senator from Georgia made it clear that it was the duty of| Mr BUTLER. Mr. President, the notice given by the Senator 
every Senator upon this floor, whether he favored or o the | from Oregon places the consideration of his joint resolution after 
issue of bonds, to take back this power and responsibility to the | House bill 8109, which is the appropriation bill for fortifications 
legislative branch of the Government in Congress, where they be-| and other defenses. Therefore, I ask for this bill to come up to- 
long, and prohibit the Executive from piling up a limitless amount | morrow at 2 o'clock. This will not interfere with the notice given 
of debt upon this country to be paid by future generations. In | jy the Senator from Oregon. 
my opinion Congress has no power under the Constitution to| “Mr, HILL. Ihave also given notice thatI should move, if there 
delegate such power to the Executive, and if it has done so we | is any opportunity between appropriation bills, to take up another 
should make haste to correct such a grave and dangerouserror. | }j]). "J ask that the Secretary read my notice. 
Another point which the Senator made clear was that if Con-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The notice given by the Senator 
gress did not act, if Congress did not by positive enactment tell | ¢.4m New York will be stated. 
the Executive he should = — om mds, — cone eee The Secretary read as follows: 
session of Congress we shall have another issue o nds 0 ‘ + a : a el 
$100,000,000; and possibly $200,000,000 of bonds. _ en bintiemestitoa: = 
The Senator called attention to how much gold was being ILL. Therefore I shall obj ' ; 
drawn out of the Treasury by the exercise of this ‘‘ endless Png hoe North Carolina shall object to the request of the Sen- 
Sclention to the Tact Nhat over $1,000,000 = — is ae on Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, I wish to make another 
drawn out without anything to show for it. I have here a state- eee eoriadl tact meme consent. I ask that when the pending 
ee 5, 000, A, aa oe eee ane Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say to the Senator that 
this endless-chain process since February 1. I will ask the Sec- | I shall be compelled to call for the regular order on which we have 





di h. agreed to vote to-day. 
rene BRRSIDING OFFICER The Secretary will read as re- Mr. BUTLER. I will make one other request, and then I shall 
quested, in the adsence of objection. give way. The last appropriation bill now before the Senate is 
The Seeretary read as follows: the appropriation bill providing for the expenses of the District of 


TREASURY GOLD RESERVE $114,000,000—LOSS SINCE FEBRUARY 1, $49,000,000, | Columbia. The others are still in committee, and have not been 
: WASHINGTON, May 13. reported. I ask unanimous consent that the bill I have intro- 
The withdrawals of gold from the Treasury to-day were $1,535,900, which | duced shall be taken up immediately after the disposition of the 


reduces the Treasury gold reserve to $114,456.381. e last bond issue of | District appropriation bill. The Senator from New York will 
00,000,000 in February raised the reserve to $128,000,000, but since that point pprop 


: have an opportunity between now and then—— 
was touched the reserve has steadily declined. All the gold due from that y ; ‘ se 
bond issue—$111,000,000—with the qneeption of $600,000 oe been paid into the Mr. HILL. I object to farming out the time of the Senate in 
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advance. The Senator can at some interval move to take up his 
bill, and test the sense of the Senate upon that proposition; but I 
object to a unanimous-consent agreement, which must give way 
to appropriation bills,and give way to other notices which have 
been given in advance. I shall not only object to the considera- 
tion of the Senator’s bill, but to the consideration of any other 
bill which purports to put measures so far in advance. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I wish to ask the ehairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when he wishes to take up the District 
appropriation bill, which is the next appropriation bill now before 
us? 

Mr. TELLER. I am in charge of the District appropriation 
bill, and I desire to have it taken up very soon, in a few moments, 
if there is no objection to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator desire to take it up to-day? 

Mr. TELLER. If I can. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I give notice now that I shall move 
after—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that I have agreed to 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to call 
up a bill concerning gas and electric lighting in the District, be- 
cause of the importance of that being disposed of before we pass 
the District appropriation bill. We wish to have that bill passed, 
because we have undertaken to deal with the matter in the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and it is better that we should have that 
bill acted upon so as to be able to deal with the subject more in- 
telligently on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I give notice that, at the conclusion of 
the District appropriation bill or when that bill goes into confer- 
ence, I shall move to take up for consideration and final action the 
bill which I have just had read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. [rise for the purpose of asking a question, if the 
Senator from Oregon will permit me. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not particularly to ask a question, but to state 
a little matter of history in conjunction with the bill which has 
just been under discussion. 

This measure is not new in this Chamber. In 1894, before the 
first bond issue, which was in February following, I introduced 
a bill in the Senate and had it referred to the Committee on 
Finance, to repeal the provisions of the resumption act of 1875 
authorizing the issuance of bonds. The Committee on Fimance 
at that time was in the hands of the Democratic party. The bill 
Was never reported; it was never either reported favorably or 
reported unfavorably; it did not meet the dignity of a report one 
way or the other in that committee. I introduced before that 
time a resolution, and discussed it in January, 1894, with the 
Senator from Ohio co SHERMAN], declaring that the resump- 
tion act of 1875 had been repealed by fulfillment, and expressly 
repealed by the act of May 31, 1878. No action was taken. The 
Democratic party then was in possession of this Chamber. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the Senator’s very able argument 
on that question, and it seems to me it ought to have convinced 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. During this Congress, not to exceed five or six 
weeks ago—I do not recall the bill; it was one of the appropria- 
tion bills, however—I offered an amendment to that bill, declaring 
that the President or the Secretary of the Treasury should not 
issue bonds without Congressional action, which, of course, 
amounted to an implied repeal of the act of 1875, and Democrats 
and Republicans alike joined in voting down that amendment. 
Now, it is a singular discovery that the junior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has made over two years after I pointed 
out in this Chamber that this system of redemption which Mr. 
Cleveland now calls 

Mr. MircHeE.y of Oregon rose. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall not disturb the Senator from Oregon, as 
I shall be through in a moment. 

As to the system which Mr. Cleveland now calls *‘ the endless 
chain,” [had pointed out before that time, in 1894, the consequences 
that would follow this system of redemption; and with the per- 
mission of the Senate, I desire to refer briefly to what was said on 
that occasion. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD of Janu- 
ary 25, 1894, page 1379, as follows: 

Let me illustrate the monstrous result of such a construction— 
Speaking of the construction of the resumption act of 1875— 
Suppose the banks of New York, Boston, and Philadelphia should combine 
to deplete the Treasury of its gold, as they could and are likely to do, and 
each week purchase and poe at the Treasury Department for redemp- 
tion the entire volume of outstanding legal-tender notes. Under the con- 





redeemable in gold. It would be the duty of the Secretary to pay the entire 
sum in gold, which would take $346,681,016 weekly. In one year they would 
be able to take out, by this weekly redemption, $18,027,413, 832, and in the four 
years that cover the term of office of the Secretary of the Treasury they 
would be able to take out $72,109,651,328, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
would be compelled to issue interest-bearing bonds to this amount to replace 
the coin thus paid out. This is the position to which every Senator who es- 
pouses Mr. Carlisle's construction of the statute is driven. 
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right of a member of the legislature of a State in either branch to 
} 
| 
| 


struction given the law by the Secretary of the Treasury these notes are | 





May 15, 


Mr. MITCHELL of m. I feel obliged to call for the - 
——— The ae remember there is to be pote 
O CLOCK, 


a ALLEN. I will speak to the regular order just a moment, 
then. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are some speeches to be 
made on the Du Pont case. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe I have the fioor on the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had just a word more which I wanted to quote, 
However, let it go. Idid not suppose the Senator from Oregon 
would want to chop this important history up into bits. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course not; but the Senator 
from Nebraska knows that there is an order, by unanimous con- 
sent, that we shall take an important vote or votes this evening at 
5 o'clock. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] has the 
floor on that question, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias] 
desires to address the Senate, and perhaps there may be some other 
remarks. Under the circumstances stated, the Senator certainly 
can not object. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ipnderstand. I do not need to be catechised. 

Mr. MITCHELE of Oregon. I am not catechising; but the 
Senator comes k at me as if I had been guilty of some dis- 
courtesy. 

Mr. ALLEN 










I do not know but that I think so. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MircHey of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. TuRPIE, 
to insert the word ‘‘ not” before the word “entitled,” and to strike 
out the last. clause of the resolution; so as to read: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is not entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I had nearly concluded last even- 
ing all that I desired to say upon the proposition which I was dis- 
cussing when I was asked to yield for the consideration of pension 
bills. Ishall not occupy the time of the Senate to any great length 
this morning. The importance of that proposition seems, in my 
own opinion at least, to justify me in stating a little more fully 
what I conceive to be the power and the right of the Senate of the 
United States to make inquiry with regard to the election of its 
own members. 

I had said that in my opinion there was no limitation upon the 
right and power of the Senate to make any inquiry relating to any 
essential question as to whether a person claiming a seat in the 
Senate had been properly or legally elected. The issue which is 
made by the minority of the committee in this case is, stated 
briefly, that the Senate can make no inquiry whatever as to the 


have ydted for a Senator, and by implication would go so far as 
to hold that we can not even inquire as to whether that vote was 
purchased or secured by any corrupt or fraudulent means. 

T had said that, although the doctrine had never been pushed so 
far as claimed here except in one case, which is called the Turpie 
case, there had been in the utterances of —— and minority 
members of the Committee on Privileges and Elections a tendency 
to concede to some extent the doctrine that there was a limitation 
upon the power of the Senate to investigate andinquire and judge 
of the election of its own members. I do not think that any 
election case in the Senate has turned upon that question, how- 
ever, except the Turpie case, to which | have alluded, and shall 

| allude somewhat hereafter. 
| I had said last evening, or started to say, that I thought this 
| tendency to remit to the State legislature or the separate houses 
| thereof the exclusive right to determine who might vote and who 
| was entitled to vote for a Senator grew out of a mistaken idea 
| which prevailed in the early history of this country with regard 
| to what was supposed to be the sovereignty of the States; that 
| it was an utterance of the extreme doctrine of State rights; and 
the case from which I read, the case of Potter vs. Robbins, and 
the citations which I made from the majority of the committee 
and also from the views of the minority of the committee show 
that that doctrine was placed upon that idea of the absolute 
sovereignty of the States and the rights of the States. Admitting 
| that the House of Representatives might inquire into the primary 
| capacity, into the right of suffrage, the majority of the commit- 
| tee in the case of Potter vs. Robbins say that— 
The right of the House of Representatives to judge of the elections of its 
| own members “ opens a much wider field of inquiry and investigation than a 
like contest for a seat in the Senate, which isa body wholly federative in its 
character and organization, and whose members hold their appointments 
from and represent the States as political sovereignties.” 

Mr. President, that is no longer the doctrine of the Republic. 

This Government is no longer afederation. It never was, stri 
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speaking, a federation. 


The idea that a Senator represents noth- 
ing but the political sovereignty called a State is no longer the 


doctrine of the Senate or of the Nation. ‘‘A body wholly federa- 
tive in its character.” What does “ federative” mean? e word 
‘“‘federal” is synonymous with, or at least relates to, a treaty, a 


league, a compact, aconfederucy. In theearly history of our Gov- 
ernment it was supposed that in its constitution and character it 
was simply a confederacy of States, a league, a compact between 


States, and not a Nation; but little by little that view has been 
combated in the Houses of Congress, before the people, and at 
last by the grand arbitrament of war, so that there is no “ 
an opportunity to say that this is a federative body merely. This 
is one branch of a National Government—admitted so now—and 
Senators do not, in the strict sense in which it was formerly 
asserted, represent merely the political sovereignty of the States. 

The idea may have prevailed in earlier days that Senators rep- 
resented what may be called the quasi corporation named a State; 
the political entity as distinguished from the people of the State; 
but Senators represent to-day, I think it will be itted, as truly 
the people of a State as the member of the House of Representa- 
tives represents the people of the district from which he is elected. 
When a Senator comes here from a State he becomes something 
more than the mouthpiece of the corporation called a State or that 
thing which is designated as a political sovereignty. He becomes 
a member of a branch, which is a part of the National Legislature, 
and which has to do with every interest and with every man and 
with every question which may arise within the bounds of a great 
and magnificent Nation or affecting any one of its great number 
of people. 

So it was, while it was thought necessary in those early days to 
assert the absolute sovereignty of the States and the limited char- 
acter of representation by Senators of those political sovereign- 
ties, that this doctrine had its start. The circumstances which 
gave rise to it have disappeared; and yet it is sought here, after 
the disappearance of the circumstances and the opinions which 

ave rise to it, to insist upon its application to an extent that it 
Ge never been insisted upon in the history of the Senate. Grad- 
ually that idea thus contended for and, as Senators say, adopted in 
the case of Potter vs. Robbins, has been broken down in other re 
spects. For instance, the majority of the committee claimed in 
that case, and the minority sanctioned the claim, that to admit 
that the Senate had power to judge of the legality of the votes 
cast for Senator— 


Would alsolead toinvestigation into the motivesof members in casting their 
votes for the purpose of establishing a charge of bribery or corruption in 
particular cases. 

* + * . o * . 


These matters— 
Referring to bribery and corruption— 


your committee think, properly belong to the tribunals of the State, and can 
not constitute the basis on which the Senate could, without an infringement of 
State sovereignty, claim the right to declare the election of a Senator void 
who posseenell the requisite qualifications and was chosen according to the 


forms of law and the Constitution. 


That was insisted upon just as truly and firmly as it was in- 
sisted that the question whether votes were legal or illegal, cast 
by members of the legislature, must be left to the legislature 
itself, and, if anything was decided, just as truly decided, and 

et the Senate has abandoned that doctrine. In many cases we 

ve considered the question whether Senators were elected by 
bribery, notably in a case in Kansas, where we investigated the 
question whether Pomeroy was elected by bribery, and in many 
other cases. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether 
in that case investigation was not as to whether it was by bribery 
of the members of the legislature? 

Mr. PLATT. Bribery of the people who cast their votes for 
him. There is no sanctity attaching to the phrase ‘‘member of 
a legislature” any more than there is to the phrase “‘ an elector.” 
The members of the legislature are, it is true, the electors who 
take part in the election of a Senator, and now, to-day, this doc- 
trine is sought to be carried to the extent that any person who is 
allowed to vote in a legislature upon the election of a Senator is 
entitled to vote because the legislature or the branch of the legis- 
lature will allow him to do so. Boiled down, as we say, that is 
the position which is stated here. 

The proposition may be stated thus: That when one branch of 
a State legislature allows a person to vote for Senator the United 
States Senate has no power under the Constitution to inquire 
whether that person was legally entitled to vote, and if one branch 
of a State legislature prevents any person from voting the United 
States Senate bas no power under the Constitution to inquire 
whether the vote of that person ought to have been received. 
This makes a single branch of a State legislature the sole judge 
of the election of United States Senators except that the mere 
formalities only of an election may be inquired into by this body. 
All inquiry as to the essentials of an election is thus denied to the 


United States and committed exclusively and conclusively to a 
single house of the State legislature. 

I think I have not overstated the proposition which is contended 
for here, and the mere statement of it ought to be sufficient to 
excuse any further argument of its unsoundness. It is a propo- 
sition so at variance with the power committed to the Senate by 
the Constitution of the United States that it may be thought that 
I have overstated the doctrine as contended for here, and I shall 
therefore, without detaining the Senate at any length, call atten- 
tion to some phrases to be found in the views of the minority of 
the committee, signed by Senators TurPiz, PuaH, Gray, and 
PALMER. 

We think that the senate of the State of Delaware, whereof he was mem- 
ber, is the sole tribunal which could either hear or determine lawfully these 


objections to the qualifications of Senator Watson. 
Ba Ux x & * 


The judgment of the [Delaware] senate is a finality. 
e os * ut - 


« * 


Ab 

We have no authority to originate, hear, or determine any objections to 
the qualifications of those who acted and voted as members of the senate of 
the State, or to revise or review their action or nonaction in the premises. 

Speaking of the case of Clark and McGinnis vs. Sanders and 
Power: 

These decisions and judgment of the Senate are founded upon the principle 
that the States, by constitutional ordinances, have made each house of the 
State legislature the judges of the elections and qualifications of their own 
members; it is ultra vires of our powers to revise, review, consider, or pass 
upon any questions of this character. 

a * a” * * Om * 
_ Any adjudication by the Senate of the United States upon such a subject 
is beyond our province. Such action upon our part would be an intrusion, 
an interference, an unwarrantable usurpation of power vested in another 
body, ruinous to the autonomy of the States, and disastrous to the character 
of this body, whose members purport not to be chosen by their own action, 
but by that of the legislatures of the States. 


And in summing up: 

Second. The senate of the State of Delaware had paramount and exclusive 
jurisdiction to adjudge such questions, and, whether they exercised such 
jurisdiction or not, the Senate of the United States has no jurisdiction in the . 
premises. 

Now, is it not the first essential of an election that nobody shall 
have cast a vote for the man claiming his seat which affected or 
changed the result who had not the constitutional right, under 
the laws of the State, to cast a vote; and are we to be denied 
jurisdiction of the essential element of an election, not because it 
has been actually passed upon by one of the houses of the legis- 
lature, but because one house of a legislature allowed that vote 
to be cast? Dlustrations might be adduced here to show how fu- 
tile and unfounded the claim is. The constitution of the State of 
Delaware requires, I think, without turning to it, that members 
of the legislature shall not be aliens, shall be male persons, shall 
be of a certain age. There are three constitutional qualifications 
without which a man can not be a member of either branch of 
the legislature of Delaware, without which he can not legally 
vote as a member of either branch of = legislature of Delaware. 

Now, suppose that in the senate of the State of Delaware there 
was admitted a person who was notoriously but 18 years of age, 
and the senate, notwithstanding that fact, known and proved and 
admitted, allowed that person to vote; that under the latest devel- 
opment of the doctrine of woman’s rights a woman had been 
elected in one of the senatorial districts or voted for by a majority 
of the electors of that district and had been received and swornin 
the senate of Delaware and allowed to cast a vote for Senator; 
and an alien, notoriously an alien, about whose foreign allegiance 
there was no question, no claim that he had ever been naturalized, 
was allowed, with full knowledge of the senate of Delaware, to 
cast a vote in the election of a United States Senator; and that 
those 3 votes decided the result. The doctrine of the minority of 
the committee and those who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim toa seat 
is that the United States Senate, because the senate of Delaware 
allowed those votes to be cast, in open violation of the constitutional 
requirements of the State of Delaware, must accept them as con- 
stituting the election of the Senator who comes here with the cre- 
dentials of the State, and that, to use the language of the report, 
we can not inquire; it is beyond the province of the Senate; the 
Senate has no jurisdiction to make such inquiry. 

It is said, however, that the Senate can not inquire because it is 
aright reserved to the State that each house shall be the judge of 
the qualifications, elections, and returns of its members. But is 
it a reserved right of the State of Delaware that the senate shall 
not only be the judge of the qualifications of the members of the 
State senate of Delaware, but shall be the judge, and the sole 
judge, of the election of two members of thisSenate? For to that 
extent does the claim proceed. The Constitution of the United 
States says that the Senate of the United States is the judge of 
the elections of its members. The minority of the committee and 
those who oppose the claim of Mr. Du Pont here insist that the 
senate of the State of Delaware is to determine the question 
whether or not Mr. Du Pont was legally elected, whether the votes 
cast against him and preventing his election were cast in accord- 
ance with the constitution of the State of Delaware, and that no 
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case can exist; that neither fraud nor corruption, nor bribery, nor 
violence, can invest the Senate with jurisdiction to inquire into 
a vote, the legality of it, the honesty of it, the integrity of it, if 
the senate of Delaware permitted that vote to be cast. 

Mr. President, that doctrine will lead us eventually into great 
trouble. That Ido not overstate it I want to read a sentence or 
two from the speech of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 
He says, in one part of his speech: . 

The Senator from Oregon thinks that a small error in the State senate is 
binding, but a very gross error is not binding. There is no error, large or 
small, that we can revise. 

If the senate of Delaware allows an alien to vote, a person under 
age to vote, a woman to vote, we can not revise that error. If the 
senate of Delaware allows open bribery in the senate chamber, 
sees a vote purchased and paid for and counts that vote, we can 
not inquire. : ; 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Indiana is not so contending. 
He made no such contention. 

Mr.PLATT. Let us seewhathe says. Speaking of the Turpie 
case and upon the claim which was made by the contestants, not 
acknowledged to be true, of course, he says: 

Here was one person lawfully elected and sitting in actual occupancy of his 
seat, and another, whom they claimed not to have been elected at all, was given 
that seat and the lawful incumbent ousted for the express purpose of effect- 
ing the election of a person as a member of this ry? Where shall relief be 
given if not in such acase? If relief was refused in that case where shall we 
grant it? Was there ever amore monstrous case, violative of every princi- 
ple of morality, of ry riety, than this case as made, than this case as given? 

e 


ret the Senatetof t nite 
that judgment.: 


The report of the majority of the committee, made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, did say that 
the Senate could not inquire into it; but if the facts alleged were 
true a monstrous crime was committed in the senate of the State 
of Indiana, but this body was precluded from inquiring. 

Mr. GRAY. Willthe Senator allow me? I donot wish tointer- 
rupt him again. I may have misunderstood him. I thought the 
Senator from Connecticut said that the Senator from Indiana con- 
tended that the Senate had no right to inquire into a charge of 
gross corruption of a member of the legislature in the election of 
a Senator. That he did not contend for. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon what ground can an inquiry into a charge 
of bribery be put unless the inquiry can be made where the crime 
has been committed, like that of ousting a member who is entitled 
to his seat for the purpose of controlling the election? What dif- 
ference is there between the two cases? Bribery is investigated 
because it goes to the essentials of an election. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senate investigate the charge of bribery 
with a view always of affecting the Senator-elect. If it is found 
that they can not trace or connect the person claiming a seat here 
with the bribery the investigation must fall. It goes to the dis- 
qualification of the person claiming the seat. 

Mr. GRAY. That was the doctrine in the Pomeroy case. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, and it was the doctrine in the Ingalls case. 
It has always been the doctrine. No other ground has ever been 
taken. It is a disqualification of the Senator-elect. It has noth- 
ing to do with the members of the legislature unless their action 
is traceable to the person who is claiming a seat. 

Mr. PLATT. DoI understand it to be claimed that the election 
of a Senator is legal notwithstanding there was bribery; but that 
having come here by a legal election, because the legislature re- 
ceived and counted the votes, the Senate can then inquire into it, 
because it will not have a man here who has been guilty of brib- 
ing anyone? 

Mr. TURPIE. That is the ground it has always been put upon, 
and because it can not be traced in the case named the investiga- 
tion was ended. 

Mr. PLATT. So the Senator holds that no matter how great 

may have been the bribery, the election is valid if the bribery was 
winked at, suffered, condoned by a branch of the legislature. He 
is driven to take that ground. 
Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; that is not the manner in which I put 
it. No matter how great the bribery may have been among mem- 
bers of the legislature, unless it can be traced directly orindirectly 
to the person who is benefited by it and claiming a seat, the Senate 
of the United States will not make inquiry into it. That is not 
my holding only, but the holding of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. But still, if I understand the claim of the Sen- 
ator, it is that no matter how much bribery there is, no matter 
how much of corruption, no matter how much of fraud or crime 
there is in an election, we can n& inquire into it for the purpose 
of determining whether there was an election or not; but if we 
find such a man here we may then take him in hand and deal 
with him and expel him, because he was a very wicked man when 
elected. 

Mr. President, that shows the absurdity—I will not use that 
word—but it shows the desperate straits to which Senators who 
claim this exclusive jurisdiction in one house of a legislature 


States decided that they would not inquire into 


to determine all questions as to whether or not votes cast are 
legal, are driven. 

Mr. TURPIE. It shows nothing in regard to Senators. The 
record has taken the form of a decision. it does not show the ab- 
surdity of any Senator nor the untenability of the position of any 
Senator. If it shows anything,it shows the absurdity of the 
decisions of the Senate of the United States in repeated cases on 
record as claimed by the Senator from Connecticut, but I do not 
think any judgment of the Senate is an absurdity. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator commented upon a word which 


slipped from my lips unintentionally and which I took back. He 
says again: 


judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its own-members. 
poweriscontinuous. It continues with the member through his whole term; 
it allows no question as to the member's title to be raised in the Senate of the 
United States, nor in any court or tribunal, except in the house of the State 
legislature to which he belonged. There the question may be raised and 
decided. If it be decided, the decision can not be reviewed or revised, and if 
no question be raised, the member holds under the first adjudication when 
he was admitted upon his credentials. 


I have only read these extracts to show to what extent this doc- 
trine is claimed. The difficulty about the doctrine is that for all 
the purposes of the State the conclusions and judgment of either 
house are conclusive, just as for all question of the United States 
the judgment of the Senate or the House of Representatives is 
conclusive upon the quéstion of the election of its members. But 
it is setting up the State above the General Government; it is 
setting up the State above the Nation when the claim is made 
that the State can allow anybody it chooses to vote, whether 
elected or not, whether qualified or not under its constitution, 
whether observing the laws of the State or not, and the Senate 
must accept the conclusion, the conduct, the allowance of the one 
branch of the State as final. 

I said yesterday that it was final, so far as all questions affect- 
ing the State were concerned, but not final so far as questions con- 
cerning the United States are concerned. When the Senator 
claiming to be elected takes his credentials and comes and presents 
them at our desk, he becomes a member of one body of the National 
Legislature. What he does affects every individual in this great 
Nation, and it therefore becomes important for this body to deter- 
mine for itself, under the express power committed to it by the 
Constitution of the United States, whether the alle election of 
that person is supported by all the essentials requisite to consti- 
tute a valid election to this body. The doctrine that no matter 
what may have been done in either house of the legislature, so it 
is aowel by that house, can not be reviewed by this body will 
lead to trouble. 

Legislatures are not immaculate. They are not exempt from 
the charge of acting improperly and corruptly, and year by year, 
I am sorry to say, under the influence of political excitement, 
when it runs high, when the passions of men are aroused, party 
spirit overrides conscience more and more, and the legislatures of 
the States are doing things with reference to the election of Sen- 
ators which if allowed, which if held to be exclusive and conclusive 
will bring this body ixto discredit and disrepute much more than 
anything that has been done in the past has tended to bring it into 
discredit and disrepute. If you can not inquire whether a person 
was legally qualified under the constitution and laws of a State to 
cast a vote for Senator because he was allowed to do so by one 
branch of the legislature of the State, you can not inquire whether 
men who were entitled under the constitution and laws of a State 
to cast votes were by force prevented from casting those votes if 
that force is overlooked and the votes were not received by the 
House to which the member belonged. There are no limitations 
or qualifications to the doctrine as it was placed here; the action, 
the nonaction even,of either branch of the legislature is held to 
be conclusive, final, ultimate, and not subject to be reviewed by 
court or Senate. That no matter how faulty the election may 
be we have no right to inquire is not the doctrine of the Constitu- 
tion. 

What does the word ‘‘ election” mean in the Constitution of the 
United States? It means and implies everything that is essential 
to a valid election. It means first, as I said yesterday, that a man 
must have received a majority of votes from the = legally 
entitled to vote for him as Senator, and no person egally entitled 
to vote for him as Senator must have been prevented from voting 
if that prevention would change the result. That is the first es- 
sential of an election; and it will not do to say that any —_ 
whether he was elected or not, whether he was a usurper or not, 
whether he has the constitutional qualifications required in order 
to become a member of one branch of a legislature, was entitled 
to vote simply because that branch of the legislature allowed him 
to vote. If that doctrine be pursued to its legitimate end, if it 
does not overthrow this body entirely, it will so detract from its 
high character, its integrity, its, dignity, its honor, and its fair 
fame that this Senate will have little respect among the people of 
the United States, 


There is no escape from this nt of absolute power to a legislature » 
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It is for the dignity and the character, the integrity, the honor, 
and the fair fame, of this body that I insist upon it there is no 
limitation whatever upon the power of this body to inquire into 
the election of its own members and into everything which an 
election implies. It is not necessary to this case that I should 
have thus stated my views and entered my dissent to what I con- 


sider a monstrous and dangerous doctrine. The case is clear with- 
out the argument which I have made, but I have felt that it was 
my duty to leave upon record my views, my dissent, my denial. 
that the Senate can be compelled to stultify itself and admit here 
a man to sit in a seat beside ours whom we know was not elected 
by persons who were entitled under the laws and constitution of 
the State to vote for him or who was elected by bribery, fraud, 
corruption, intimidation, or violence. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the political arrangement of the 
State of Delaware gives ae pes of 30 members. They recog- 
nizein both houses the equality of representation of the three coun- 
ties which compose that State, and thus awarding 3 senators and 7 
representatives to each, the senate consists of 9 members, the 
house of representatives of 21. The legisluture of the State of 
Delaware is composed of two bodies; but the Constitution of the 
United States has created a single Federal agency to elect Sena- 
tors to represent that State in this body and has composed that 
Federal agency of 30 persons, the same persons who constitute the 
— of Delaware. 

he constitution of that State is singular in the respect that it 
provides for the election of no person to take the place of a gov- 
ernor in case death, resignation, or other accidental occurrence 
shall remove the governor from his office. The theory of the State 
constitution is that there shall be a governor elected by the people 
only, and that in case of an interruption some other officer shall 
temporarily exercise the duties of the office of governor until the 
people at the next general election can supply themselves with a 
constitutional governor. 

It happens that the governor of Delaware died while the elec- 
toral college of that State was in the vain throes of an effort to 
choose a Senator of the United States last year. Thereupon the 
constitution Saeees — the speaker of the senate the obligation 
to exercise the duties of the office of governor. Didit remove him 
thereby from the senate? That is the first question to be deter- 
mined, and according to the view which I take of the law applica- 
ble to this case the determination of that question in the negative, 
as I think it necessarily must be determined—and the argument 
upon both sides of this Chamber has so established it—settles this 
question. 

I therefore purpose to address, first, a few remarks to the propo- 
sition that Mr. Watson, a senator and the speaker of the senate of 
Delaware, did not lose his office as senator by reason of the acci- 
dental and temporary superimposition of the duties of the office 
of governor upon him, but remains, and until the expiration of 
his senatorial term will continue, one of the nine senators of the 
State, one of the three from the county of Kent. 

I do not intend to go so deeply into the argument supporting 
that proposition as to repeat at any length what has already been 
so abundantly and so satisfactorily demonstrated by the distin- 
guished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpte], the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi i. GEORGE], and the learned and able 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is peculiarly interested 
as one of the Senators entitled to represent his State. I mean 
rather tosum up theargument to support the primary proposition 
than to expand it and elaborate it. 

The facts are undisputed, and therefore the proposition is de- 
terminable only from the constitution of Delaware, as all agree. 

Now, we start with Mr. Watson as a senator, on every hand 
conceded to have been duly elected, to have been recognized by 
the senate of Delaware in such a way that his right to be there 
was unquestionable. The duty therefore lies upon them who 
would say that he lost his office by entrance on the performance 
of the duties of governor to show it from the constitution. Un- 
less ta establish that he remains senator and speaker of the 
senate. 

The first argument to answer their claim that he lost his sena- 
torship is a very simple one, that the constitution of Delaware 
does not say so. If the constitution of Delaware, when it said 
that the speaker of the senate should exercise the office of gov- 
ernor until a governor elected by the people should be duly quali- 
fied, had intended that he should thereby lose his office as senator 
and speaker, is it conceivable that it would have been omitted 
from express declaration? Consider the instrument, the constitu- 
tion of a State, which was providing, as is perfectly obvious upon 
the mere reading of it, simply for the temporary performance of 
the duties of an office from which the officer had been unex- 
pectedly and suddenly removed. Is it conceivable that when it 
was said some other officer shall temporarily perform those duties 
it would not have added, if that had n meant, and another per- 
son shall be chosen to his place, or, in some phrase, that a vacancy 
should be thereby created? The constitution shows that the very 


point was in the minds of the constitution makers, for they took 
the careful precaution to declare that when the speaker should 
exercise the office of governor the senate should choose a speaker 
pro tempore. Therefore it is to my mind conclusive that they 
did not intend that the senator who thus was called upon for a 
temporary duty should lose his office, because they did not say so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is thatomission any more strange 
than the omission of the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States in not declaring when the Vice-President succeeded to the 
office of President that he should no longer hold the former office? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, if you take up the case of the Vice- 
President of the United States and reason upon it from the Con- 
stitution I think it will be found that the interpretation which 
prevails is the result of a practical construction quite as much as 
of reasoning upon the language. But Ido not wish to be diverted 
into a discussion of that subject, for ~ time will be very limited— 
suggesting in what I have said the line which I should like to 
take, if time served me, to present something I think might be 
said upon it. 

Now, observe next the practical justice, the convenience of the 
interpretation which I have suggested. Sir, it might easily hap- 
pen that the ker of the senate of Delaware would be called 
upon under this provision to exercise the office of governor during 
a period of no more than seventy days, and during which the leg- 
islature was notin session, Is it to be supposed that, without 

articular declaration, the constitution makers meant to say that 
if that duty fell upon a senator—whose term of office is four 
years—during the first year of his term, so that at a time whem 

e was discharging no legislative duties he temporarily took the 
place of a aaa governor for sixty or seventy days, that there- 
fore his office as senator, his office of speaker of the senate, was 
taken from him? Of course the plain inconvenience and injustice 
of such a contingency was enough of itself to show that they in- 
tended no consequence of that character unless they meant to 
express the intention in unmistakable terms. Their omission to 
so declare, therefore, very strongly appeals to my judgment. 

Besides, it would be necessary that an election should be pro- 
vided for; and it seems to me it is quite improbable that the con- 
stitution would not have made some provision or direction for 
that when it was so careful to provide for the election of a speaker 
pro tempore. 

But, sir, there is another consideration which, to the mind of a 
lawyer, is so overwhelming in support of this interpretation that 
TI am sure the force of it has been recognized by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL], who, with such great ability, has main- 
tained the desperate legal argument which was imposed upon 
him by the necessities of the case and the side he espoused, and 
that is the same argument which I a moment ago alluded to with 
reference to the Constitution of the United States, the argument 
of contemporaneous and continuing —_ interpretation, ex- 
tending in Delaware for more than a hundred years. 

Mr. President, Delaware had this precise constitution in this 
particular adopted in 1792, and it happened that four cases like 
this occurred under that constitution of 1792. Five times the 
speaker of the senate was called upon to exercise the office of 
governor under the constitution of 1792. In every one of those 
cases the senate and all the people of Delaware considered that 
acting governor to be still a senator from the county from which 
he was originally chosen, and the senate caused no election to be 
held to fill the vacancy, but the acting governor himself served 
out the term as senator. It is true, sir, that during the time he 
was acting as governor he was not habitually present in the sen- 
ate. perhaps not present at all—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Never. 

Mr. VILAS. Although the negative of the proposition is not 
perfectly established as to all those cases; but 1 will grant it for 
the sake of this argument that he was not there. In four of the 
five cases the senatorial term extended beyond the gubernatorial 
service and the seat as senator was actually occupied after per- 
formance of that service. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator at 
that point if the fact that four of these gentlemen who succeeded 
to the office of governor resumed their seats in the senate at the 
expiration of their terms as governor is to be considered a con- 
struction that they still remained senators? Is not the fact that a 
single instance can not be pointed out where any person succeed- 
ing to the office of governor ever undertook to exercise the office 
of senator or speaker of the senate while he exercised the office of 
governor a construction on the other branch of our case, namely, 
that the two offices could not be exercised by the same person at 
the same time? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator states the proposition a little stronger 
in his concluding sentence than I am willing to admit; but I ad- 
mit that, according to my opinion, the constitution of the State 
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of Delaware did not expect the acting governor to remain in the 
senate, and that was the reason why they caused a speaker pro 
tempore to be chosen to take his place, and the fact that he did 
not remain is an interpretation that he was not bound to remain 
in the senate, and that perhaps his legislative function ought not 
in propriety to be exercised by him during the time he was acting 
as governor. 

lam willing to go so far as that. I am now of the opinion, and 
am arguing only, that he remained both“speaker and senator, 
neither office being taken from him. Doubtless a certain sense of 
official propriety besides the exaction of the duties of the office of 
governor would take him from the senate during the time he was 
acting; but the Senator from Oregon will agree that when the 
temporary performance was over he did not return to take his 
seat as senator unless he had been all the timeasenator. I think, 
then, the Senator from Oregon will recognize that the construction 
placed upon that instrument of 1792 was the determination in 
every one of those four cases that the acting governor still re- | 
mained a senator of the State. If Iam not right that that is the 
true interpretation to be placed upon that part of it, I should like 
to have the Senator challenge me for the error now. 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States has had an inte>pre- 
tation, as I remarked, and that interpretation is perfectly certain 
with reference to that Constitution, and the meaning of that Con- 
stitution to-day must be regarded as perfectly unchallengeable be- 
cause four Vice-Presidents have become Presidents. But more 
instances to establish this interpretation under the constitution of 
Delaware of 1792 occurred while it was in force. 

Let me advance one step further. With that interpretation thus 
grafted into every word of that instrument, as much a part of it 
as if it were written in as explicit terms as I have stated it, Dela- 
ware caused another constitutional convention to assemble in the 
year 1831, and then, in totidem verbis, reenacted the self-same 
provisions which had thus received that fixed and definite inter- 
pretation. It is that reenacted constitution, reenacted with this 
construction a determined and fixed part of it, that we are called 
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office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there 
be no speaker of the senate * * * the er of the house of representa- 
tives shall exercise the office. * * * If the person elected governor shall 

: disc w=. © * he puen holding the office shall con- 
tinue to exercise it until a governor shall be elected ‘and duly qualified. If, 
upon a vacancy happening in the office of governor, there be no other person 
who can exercise said office within the provisions of the constitution, the 
secretary of state shall exercise the same until the next meeting of the gen- 
eral assembly, who shall immediately proceed to elect by j nt ballot of both 
houses a person to exercise the office until a governor ele ed by the people 
shall be duly qualified. 

How simple and plain it all is, most obviously to a common in- 
tent, so that the wayfarer, though he be a fool, need not err 
therein. The arguments that have been urged against the propo- 
sition Iam maintaining, themselves, in my mind, add force and 
strength to its clear, lucid interpretation. The only such argu- 
ments derived from the constitution are raised from two sections: 
First, section 12 of article 2, which declares that— 

No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor member of Con- 
gress, nor any person holding any office under this State or the United States 
* * * shall, during his continuance in Congress or in office, be a senator or 
representative. 

The other one is section 5 of article 3, which says: 

No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the United 
States or this State, shall exercise the office of governor. 

These were two general provisions incorporated with the con- 
stitution, tae one in relation to the legislature, the other in rela- 
tion to the governor, hoth of them preceding in point of time of 
expression this section which makes the particular provision for 
someone to act as governor when there is no governor. 

Mr. President, the explicitness of the effect declared by those 
two sections is undeniable. The question is only whether they 
relate to a speaker of the senate or of the house or the secretary 
of state when called upon thus temporarily to perform the duties 
of the vacant office of governor. That is all the question for con- 
sideration. 

We heard yesterday the distinguished Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLatT] spend an hour or more in refined and minute 
discussion upon words, mere words, for the purpose of endeavor- 








upon again to construe; not the original one, but that one which 
the people have themselves accepted in that State, with all the 
force of contemporaneous and continuing and universal interpre- 
tation during a period of forty preceding years. Since that time 
this reenacted constitution, reenacted with the interpretation 
which it had derived from practical construction, has been itself 
six or seven times sunetiontit construed by the legislature in simi- 
lar instances, and with precisely the same result. Thus it came 
down to the year 1895, perfectly determined that the constitution 
of Delaware did not mean a senator should lose his office because 
he entered upon the performance of these temporary, accidental, 
and extraordinary duties which were imposed upon him in some 
exigency. 

But, Mr. President, Delaware does not stand alone in the same 
legislative determination of this question. A similar constitution 
existed in the State of Pennsylvania, and though it did not last so 
long there, and that State has since assimilated its constitutional 
arrangement more nearly to other States, yet it did ees that 
a similar question arose in that State, and again it was decided in 
the same way. There was a constitution in the State of Maine 
which, though slightly different, yet substantially was like this; 
and under that constitution a question was addressed to the judges 
of that State, as is there provided for, and the judges held that 
the senator did not lose his office, but only that he could not per- 
form, and that by reason of peculiar words in that constitution, 
distinguishing it from that of Delaware, the legislative function 
of a senator while he also performed the gubernatorial function. 
In other words, there is no instance before this time in more than 
a hundred years of experience when anybody ever asserted that a 
speaker of a senate thus called upon to act as governor for the 
time being lost his office as senator. The novelty of decision 
which this Senate is asked to render is the extreme urgency of 
necessity from partisan demand, nothing less. 

I do not need to discuss, and I shall not spend a momentof time 


in collating authorities as to the value and the obligation of such | 


interpretation. Every lawyer recognizes it. So vigorous is the 
rule of the law that it has been held over and over again in 
various States of the Union that if one State adopts and enacts a 
statute which had previously been enacted in some other State, 
and had there received interpretation before it was enacted in the 
other State, that interpretation goes with its words and as a part 
of it; as obligatory as if it were correct, for the correctness of the 
interpretation can not be challenged any more than the plain 
meaning of words can be thwarted by being denied their effect. 

Mr. President, there is no 
when you read that constitution in the simple way in which any 
man reading an instrument and seeking only with perfect hon- 
esty to extract its fair purpose should understand it. 
language for a moment: 


Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, re- 
moval, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 


a particle of difficulty about this | 


Read the | 


ing to establish an opposition between these two sections, which 
are general in nature, and the later one, whichis particular. His 
argument was ingenious, but was purely a verbal argument. His 
point was that this acting governor was really governor. 

Now, Mr. President, we must begin by observing that one can 
not exercise the office of governor without doing in it the same 


things which the governor himself will do when he is there. The 
governor exercises the office of governor, and the acting governor 


exercises the office of governor, but one is governor and the other 
is acting in the place where a governor constitutionally should be. 
That is the difference between the two cases. 

But I wish to make another line of remark before noticing this 
nice weighing of words and syllables, and that is that the rules of 
interpretation, established as the result of much human contro- 
versy and great experience, recognize two things which human 
nature is incapable of obviating: First, the poverty of human 
language, and, next, the infirmity of human foresight. It is im- 
possible, or fairly to be said impossible, to express within the 
compass in which a constitution is to be written all the various 
shades of meaning which may be necessary to anticipate all the 
possibilities of future occurrence, and human foresight is unequal 
to the task of that anticipation if it were within the reach of lan- 
guage to compass its possibilities. 

Words themselves manifest this weakness; and thus we are 
obliged to use almost all the principal ones in our language for 
more than one meaning. Some words will be found in the dic- 
tionary with as many as six or eight distinctive meanings defined 
by the lexicographer. Therefore, at times, when a law or consti- 
tution is written, a word must be used in one place in one sense, 
and again the same word elsewhere in another; and it is left to 
the honesty and justice and fairness of interpretation to accept 
the word in either place in the sense in which it was obviously 
and fairly intended tobe used. Therefore, if, asthe Senator from 
Connecticut seemed to do yesterday, you firstargue that this word 
** governor” should be applied to this state of things, and then say, 
| “Therefore this state of things is identical with another in refer- 
| ence to which the constitution has used that word,” when it is 

fairly obvious that different meanings were intended, it is per- 
| verting the language which perhaps human power could hardly 
| have made more explicit than it is, in advance of controversy. 

So the first rule of interpretation is, having reference to these 
limitations on the human intellect, that every word used in an in- 
strument of this kind shall be read to serve the purpose obviously 
discernible from the whole context of the instrument. Here it is 
so plain from the words and the context that the language em- 

ployed for this case meant that the speaker of the senate, when 
acting as governor, should remain a senator in the legislature, 
that nobody ever dreamed of the contrary for more than a hun- 
dred years. 

But we find this effort on the part of Senators to establish an 
opposition of meaning between these two first sections that I have 
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mentioned and this other section in relation to the particular case. | character of a senator or member of the house of representatives 
Let us first grant all they ask for argument’s sake. Let us grant | was esteemed to be different from what nowadays we are more 
that those two provisions do stand in o ition to the provision | inclined to regard them. Doubtless that grew out of the English 
relating to the acting governor. Which will prevail? hy, sir, | system, where a member of Parliament is not a paid officer, but 
the rules of interpretation govern that subject as perfectly as the | is a representative of the commons in one house, summoned to 
necessity should require. First, when a provision is general and | aid his sovereign by advice and to give money, and in the other 
it comes in contact or into opposition with one which is particu- | one of the peers of the realm. In this country we have made the 
lar, the particular expression always governs. If, therefore, the | legislative office as distinctive an office, perhaps, as the judicial or 
arguments of the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from | the executive, but that was not the common idea at the time when 
Oregon were successful in establishing the fact that there was a | the Delaware constitution was written; and it is not yet so freely 
contrariety between these two sections, it would have helped | accepted as perhaps a lawyer might regard it, as was plainly in- 
their cause no more, for the contrariety being established, this | dicated by the remark of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. 
particular section prevails, not those upon which their case must | So that, undoubtedly, if you read the provision in that spirit of 
depend. fair understanding to which I have referred, it must be recog- 
But, sir, there is another principle of eae equally es- | nized that the makers of the constitution did not intend to pro- 
tablished and equally decisive. It is this: When two contrary | hibit a senator or a member of the house of representatives from 
provisions are found in the same instrument, the later written | exercising the office of governor independently even of this par- 
prevails over the earlier, unless there be particular reasons for the | ticular direction, which expressly requires it in case of vacancy. 
contrary, such as might happen in the case I have just alluded to, Now, sir, there was another argument advanced by the distin- 
if the later provision were a general one, and the former were a | guished Senator from Oregon, and I need not say that it was pre- 
particular one. But here the later provision is the particular one, | sented with thatabundance of learning, that research into all au- 
and, as the latest expression of the thought in the mind of the con- | thorities which could throw a cast of light upon it from faror near, 
stitution makers, it ¢°verns by this particular rule. which always distinguishes his arguments of legal propositions in 
Now, let me illustvate for a moment the curious way in which | this body. It was that by the common law there was an incom- 
a verbal argument like that, so ingenious and subtle and so skill- | patibility between a legislative office and the gubernatorial office; 
fully presented yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut. can | and therefore if one acted as governor he could not act as legis- 
create seeming opposition that would destroy the life of the spirit. | lator. How easy it is to answer that. Is the common law supe- 
It made me think of some of the old discussions reported in the | rior to the constitution, or is the constitution superior to the com- 
time of the school men. The Senator said—and it was the whole | mon law? 
foundation of his argument—that this acting governor becomes The people of Delaware made a constitution, and by it they 
and isthe governor, and he sought to reach in a roundabout way | could aseasily trample upon the common law as they could trample 
that conclusion which, if it had been the purpose of the constitu- | upon any of the preexisting systems of institutions for which they 
tion makers, they could have expressed by simply saying so, but | substituted a oF ere form of government. ‘ 
which they obviously avoided by labored phrases. He argued Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ill the Senator allow me? No- 
that that was the meaning of the instrument from placing in | body denies that, of course; but the Senator will agree with me, 
juxtaposition different provisions in the constitution. Sir, let me | [ presume, that it is a proper thing to do to take into considera- 
put two together to show him the contrary. A speaker of the | tion what the common law is on a given subject in reference to 
senate need be but 27 years old. The constitution requires only | which there isstatutory law or constitutional provision, especially 
that a senator shall have attained the age of 27 years, and any | if there is any doubt at all in reference to the proper construction 
senator may be elected speaker. But turn over the leaf, and here | of any of those provisions. 
is section 4 of Article II{, which begins thus upon the qualifica- Mr. VILAS. I recognize that it is one of the principles of in- 
tions of a governor: terpretation that you are to consider what the law was when you 
He shall be at least 30 years of age. are considering what changes made in it were intended to make 
Therefore the argument of the Senator that the acting governor > _ saa ee to that. To that extentit would be well enough 
is governor is at once overthrown, for he need not be 30 years of | © {00 . 
—— but pa a oan of age. “Pa 7" Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was with that view that I 
This illustrates the rule which I have been drawing attention | discussed the common law. 
to, that in reading an instrument like a constitution, or indeed |. Mt. VILAS. But that is a very feeble light to throw upon an 
any other, the effort must be to reconcile with kindly fairness all | instrument which has been construed with undeviating fixity for 
the different provisions, not to create antagonisms, but to remove | @ hundred years, and after so long a period has passed. That 
the seeming antagonisms which words might create contrary to | light of the common law comes from too far back—from the mists 
the clear purpose; thus to read in one place the same word with a | Of antiquity—and is refracted by too much fog. _ ? 
different meaning from what you give it in another place, it being So with this theory of the American system which the Senator 
obvious that from poverty of language the makers of the instru- | has presented. The whole question is, What have the people of 
ment were compelled to select that word for use in one sense here Delaware done for themselves? They have made their constitu- 
and in another sense there. tion; and when you attempt to declare what is the American 
I think I have shown by familiar principles that if this antag- | System you must begin by looking for what that constitution is, 
onism existed between these sections the particular one would | to the extent that Delaware is one of the components of the Amer- 
prevail upon which we rest. But it must be borne in mind that | 1¢@2 Government, out of which the American system may be said 
the interpretation of practical usage for a hundred years just as to have arisen; not construe the constitution to your ideas of an 
much applies to this possible antagonism as to every other part of | American system. But I do not think the Senator laid much 
the instrument or to the particular section. Every part of it is | force upon that argument. It might be addressed to a lodge of a 
controlled and governed by that uniform, undeviating, unques- | CeTtain kind, perhaps to a school of protection, or some company 
tioned, acknowledged usage. of jingoism that was striving to cry, without very definite mean- 
There is, however, little difficulty in regard to this. These two | ing, some slogan to arouse the people. It hardly has force among 
sections, relied on to affect Watson's right, have no reference to | 2 body of lawyers seeking to interpret a constitution. 
an acting governor. Let me illustrate this by the one that relates | Mr. President, I wish to call attention to one argument more 
tothe office of governor, for that is the only one which is really im- which I take from the Senator from Oregon. When he gave us 
portant here—‘‘ No member of Congress, nor person holding any | the pleasure of the discussion with which this matter was opened 
office under the United States or this State. shall exercise the | 224 was dwelling upon this point I put to him this question: 
office of governor.” Unless asenator of the legislature is an officer 
holding an office he is not within the ncaning of that section. So 
— has been the common popular widerstanding that a mem- 
er of the legislature is not an officer that when this question was 
mooted in the Senate, and the Senator from Oregon and others 
were in colloquy over it, the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] answered at once, according to the fact, that a 
senator is not considered an officer. Let me call attention to a 
very singular proof of that idea in this very instrument itself. 


I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon whether he is contending 
now that Mr. Watson was not a senator from the time he took the oath of 
office of governor? Is the Senator contending that he lost his office as sen- 
ator? 

Mr. Mrrcone..Lof Oregon. The Senator from Wisconsin will see before I con- 
clude precisely what I am contending for upon that subject. I shall evade 
nothing. I have nothing to keep back in discussing this question. I have 
fixed opinions in regard to ihentl I shall present them to the Senate asfully, 
fairly, and frankly as I am able, and in the course of my remarks I will an- 
swer the question of the Senator from Wisconsin fully. 


Y 4 | Ihave not a doubt that the Senator from Oregon expressed just 
Article IX says: ¢ Pe a what he meant and what was in his mind, and I will turn now to 
Members of the general assembly and all officers, executive and judicial— | page 44 of his speech as printed, and afterwards to pages 60 and 
Omitting any view of legislative as possible— 61, to show how he answered that question. His sixth proposition 
shall be bound by oath or affirmation, etc. was: 


It disregards a class of officers that we might call legislative. That when William T. Watson, as speaker of the Delaware senate, took the 
It speaks of officers as judicial and executive, illustrating that at ay ene oaths and entered upon the exercise of the office of governor, 
ey ' s a 


: . : . became the governor of the State in the full constitutional sense of that 
the time when the constitution was adopted the condition and | term, and uot merely governor ex officio or ad interim as speaker of the 
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senate, and his acceptance of such office was ipso facto a resignation in law, 
either— 


Either— 
absolutely of his office as senator, or at least of his right to exercise the office 
of senator so long as he exercised the office of governor. 

That was the carefully written proposition of the Senator. 
Later, and at page 60, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGE] 
again asked the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] a similar 

«question, and the Senator from Oregon again made a similar 
answer to that he made me. Then the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] said: 


It is either vacation or suspension. It can not be both. 
Then the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] replied: 


I say it is one or the other. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, yes; all right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And, so far as this case is concerned, it does not 
make one particle of difference. 


And then later in the answer he says: 


I do not care whether you say that the seat becomes absolutely vacant or 
whether the right to exercise the office of senator and speaker of the senate 
is merely suspended. 

Thus the Senator from Oregon did not at any time in his speech, 
and never has in my hearing in the Senate, answered the ques- 
tion which was propounded, or denied what I affirm as my propo- 
sition. He has never affirmed, and I give him due credit for not 
affirming, that Mr. Watson lost his office as senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think I stated more than once, 
eego two or three times, perhaps not in my opening Speech, 

ut during colloquies with other Senators, especially with the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] while he was 
speaking, what I believe to be the true construction of the consti- 
tution of Delaware upon that point. I believe the true construc- 
tion is just us stated in the first part of the proposition, that the 
moment Speaker Watson succeeded to the office of governor that 
moment ipso facto there was a resignation of the office of speaker 
of the senate. I believe that is the correct interpretation of the 
constitution. 

But I claim further and with propriety, as I take it, that if I 
am wrong about that Iam not wrong in the other proposition, 
namely, that there was a resignation of the right to exercise the 
function of senator and the function of speaker while exercising 
the functions of governor. 

Mr. VILAS. The legislative function? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Oregon, under the stress of 
debate, has advanced then to the point of assertion which his 
careful preparatory study and consideration of this case did not 
enable him to make in his first speech on the subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. I know the distin- 
uished Senator from Wisconsin does not wish to place me in any 
alse position regarding the matter. 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have from the first, perhaps not 
so distinctly in my first speech, but I certainly did on several 
occasions, in interlocutory remarks, state what I believed to be 
the true construction of the constitution of Delaware on that 
point, and that is that there was an absolute resignation of the 
oftice of speaker and senator upon his entering on the office of 
governor. 

Mr. VILAS. I wasvery particular, because I had the argument I 
am now makingin my mind, to put that question to the Senator from 
Oregon when he was making his speech, hoping to get a distinct 
declaration. It was again presented to him by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] at least, and with the result which I 
have indicated. In his first speech the Senator certainly reserved 
to himself at every point at which he spoke of it the right to have 
it either one or the other. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do yet. 

Mr. VILAS. Without declaring which one or the other he con- 
sidered to be the right one. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is not necessary and never has 
been necessary since we entered upon this debate, so far as our 
side of the case is concerned, to say which it is, because which- 
ever one it is, if either, our caseis made. If they are both wrong, 
then the Senator has the case. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope to satisfy the Senator that he has to take 
one or the other horn of the dilemma. Iam content to say that 
Mr. Watson was a senator and his legislative function was sus- 
pended—his function as a legislator. I will give the Senator the 
benefit of that proposition for the argument I am about to make. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If that is the fact,the Senator 
gives away his case. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no; Idonot. Iam not changing any facts. 
Iam making argument; and for myself I have no fear of it. 

I start with the proposition, then, as established, that Mr. Wat- 
son is to-day a senator of the State of Delaware and will remain 
until the end of his senatorial term a senator of the State of Dela- 





ware. Ido not care about his legislative function under the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, whether suspended, in abey- 
ance, or otherwise dormant. I accept that branch of the dilemma, 
and give the other to the Senator from Oregon. 

Watson, then, is a senator—one of the 30 members of the 
Delaware legislature; one of the 9 members of the senate. Now, 
I call the attention of Senators to this, that the function which 
Mr. Watson exercised in voting for a United States Senator he 
did not derive from the constitution of Delaware, he did not 
possess as a legislative function. He derived it wholly from the 
Constitution of the United States. The Constitution of the United 
States provides that the Senate shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, chosen by the os and it also provides 
that the regulation of the time and manner of choosing Senators 
may be made eA Congress by law. The right to choose a Sen- 
ator comes wholly from the Federal Constitution. The regula- 
tion of it is wholly a matter of Federal law. What is the law? 

The legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the expira- 
tion of the time for which any Senator was elected— 

I should like to call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatT] to the next words— 
to represent such State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the 
meeting and organization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

Sec. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each 
house shall openly, by @ viva voce vote of each member present, name one 
person. 

And so on. If both houses choose the same person the next day 
the choice is recorded. 

But if the same person has not received a majority of the votes in each 


house, or if either house has failed to take proceedings as required vy this 
section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose— 


How?— 


by a viva voce vote of each member present, a person for Senator, etc. 


By virtue, therefore, of the law of the United States this Fed- 
eral agency for the choice of Federal Senators is composed of the 
several persons who are members of the senate and lower house, 
whatever it may be called, of the State. In Delaware there were 
30 persons who were members of the lower house and of the 
senate. Those 30 members were invested by the Constitution 
and the laws of the United States with the power to choose a Sen- 
ator. Whocan take it away from them? The constitution of 
Delaware did not confer it. The constitution of Delaware can 
not take it away. All that is allowed tothe Stateis to choose and 
determine the various members who compose the senate and the 
house of representatives of its legislature, and when they are 
known, when their right properly to sit in that body as repre- 
sentatives of the people is settled by the State, the Constitution of 
the United States vests those persons with this function, which is 
not a State function, which does not come from the State, but 
from the Federal Government—the function of electors. It is not 
a legislative function. As legislators they exercise their power 
only as members of the two separate houses. As legislators they 
may in the house of representatives pass a law which the senate 
independently may veto. As membets composing the senatorial 
electoral college, each person elected to either houseis one elector 
entitled to exercise the privilege which is given by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to him as one of the whole number. 

The only question referable to the constitution of Delaware is, 
was this person who claims to be an elector a senator? If he 
was a senator, he was an elector in that electoral college. The 
State of Delaware could impose no qualifications. The State of 
Delaware could not suspend his function given to him by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. It could suspend his function as 
a legislator in the State of Delaware, but it could not suspend 
that function of a Senatorial elector which the Constitution of 
the United States alone bestowed upon him. To interrupt his 
right to vote on bills, to interrupt his right to sit and consider 
bills or to make speeches, was no lawful interruption of his right 
to act as an elector when the electoral college convened under the 
authority of the Constitution and laws of the United States to 
perform a aL enjoined upon it by the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. TheSenator holds, then, if I under- 
stand his argument, that a person may be a member of the State 
senate, have no right whatever to exercise any legislative func- 
tion, no right to make laws, no right to vote, and yet at the same 
time have the right to go into the joint assembly and vote for a 
United States Senator. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. If he is a senator of the State legisla- 
ture he is one of the electoral college. It doesnot make any differ- 
ence what, for purposes of its own internal State administration, 
the State constitution may have provided or the State laws may 
have provided. All the qualification which by the Constitution 
and the law of Congress is requisite to the exercise of the office 
of elector is that he shall be a senator or a member of the lower 
house. If he possesses that qualification, Delaware can a 
no other. It can take nothing from his power, it can add no 
further qualification or disqualification. This proposition has 
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been determined over and over again in the Senate in another 


aspect. We had once from my State an illustration of it. We 
had it in the case of the distinguished Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. ae 

Many a State has put into its constitution the St hg that no 
judge shall be elected a Senator of the United States during the 
term of his office as judge in the State. Has the Senate ever re- 
garded it? Not the least. The very fact that he was a judge was 
an additional reason, perhaps, why he should be chosen to this 
body. And if this case is not to be decided in accordance with 
the firm principles of law, it might be necessary to choose more 
judges to sit here; for we are now considering not a political ques- 
tion, not a question of administration, but acting in our judicial 
capacity, that same capacity in which under the presidency of the 
Chief Justice we might sit here to try the dearest rights and de- 
termine the honor of the highest citizen of the land. We are sit- 
ting as judges, and we are as much bound by the Constitution and 
by our oaths to determine according to law as the judges of the 
Supreme Court in another part of this Capitol. 

r. TELLER. That is correct. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes;I am sure Senators will recognize it. The 
Senate has adjudged—beyond all question correctly—over and over 
again that a State can add no qualification or disqualification to 
any function which is given by the Constitution of the United 
States. The Constitution of the United States requires but one 
qualification for a senatorial elector, and that is that he shall be a 
member of the legislature. The constitution of Delaware may, if 
you please, declare that a senator or member of its legislature 
shall not vote in certain cases; that he shall refrain from speaking 
in certain cases; that he shall not act as a legislator in cases where 
he is interested, or in any other cases. The people there may im- 
pose as many such limitations as they choose and of what character 
they choose. They may provide that he may do certain things as 
a legislator which we should not regard to be a part of a legisla- 
tor’s duty. That is all for the people of Delaware to decide. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
@ question? 

r. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. understand the Senator to be arguing, 
very cleariy and distinctly, that although all Governor Watson’s 
other legislative function may have been suspended while he was 
— yet that still he might enter the legislature and vote for 

nited States Senator, because the power and duty of electing a 
United States Senator is imposed upon the legislature of a State. 
Do I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. VILAS. Because the several members of the legislature of 
the State constitute an electoral college for the choice of United 
States Senator. 

Mr.CHANDLER. And the Senator holds (he is arguing cer- 
tainly, and therefore is assumed to hold) that although Governor 
Watson might not have been authorized to act as a member of 
the legislature in any other capacity, he might still vote for United 
States Senator? 

Mr. VILAS. Most assuredly so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator asserts that Governor 
Watson may have possessed a function as legislator which was 
not a legislative function? Is not that the Senator's proposition? 

Mr. VILAS. That he does not possess it as a legislator, but by 
reason of being a legislator; that he is given a function which is 
not legislative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. Then he had a power as a leg- 
islator which was not a legislative power? He had a function as 
a legislator which was not a legislative function? 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. VILAS. 
State of Delaware. He had a Federal power or agency conferred 
upon him which was not legislative within the State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then he had a function asa member of the 
legislature, solely as a member of the legislature, which was not 
a legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; he had a function by reason of his being a 
member of the legislature which was not legislative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if the Senator will allow me, that is 
the proposition I wanted to understand, that we may know here- 
after that a member of a legislature may have a power and a func- 
tion solely by virtue of the fact that he is a member of the legis- 
lature, which is not the legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. The Constitution of the United States 
chose to select a certain class of officers in Delaware as an electoral 
college for Senators. It has also created another of a single execu- 
tive officer. In case that body can not act, when a vacancy occurs 
while that body is not in session, the Constitution gives that au- 
thority to the governor. But it is not a gubernatorial function 
of the State strictly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But they say the legislature—— 

Mr. VILAS. He does not derive it as governor from the con- 


Is not that the Senator’s statement? 


He had this by reason of being a legislator of the | 


| 
| 


enn 


stitution of Delaware, but because he happens to be governor; he 
takes it from the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. If I may be allowed at this point, in the line of 
what the Senator is saying, and apropos to the question of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, when the amendment to the Con- 
stitution proposed and advocated by the Senator from Oregon 
a MITCHELL] shall have been adopted, if indeed it shall ever 

, that the Senators of the United States shall no longer be elected 
by the legislatures, but shall be elected by the people at large, 
that function—not a legislative function —will be taken away from 
the members of the State legislature, and yet their legislative 
function will remain intact. 

Mr.CHANDLER. By the same reasoning, then, a Senator ma 
vote for President and exercise the functions of the people, whic 
is not 2 popular function. There is the same difference. I ask 
the Senator from Wisconsin whether when Governor Watson 
voted he did not i the function of a legislator? 

Mr. VILAS. None whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did he not perform the act by virtue of his 
membership of the legislature? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then a member of the legislature? 

Mr. VILAS. By virtue or rather by reason of his membership 
and the investure in him by the Constitution of the United States 
of that agency. 

Mr. C LER. As a member of the legislature? 

Mr. VILAS. Because he was a member of the legislature, 

Mr. TELLER. He had to be a member of the legislature. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; he had to be a member of the legislature in 
order to receive—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. IftheSenator will allow me, the law does not 
say the members of a State legislature as members, as individuals, 
shallelecta Senator. Itsays that each State shall appoint through 
its legislature its United States Senators. How the Senator can 
make it out that any person when he votes for a United States 
Senator (which he only does because he is a member of the legis- 
lature) is not in the exercise of the function of a member of the 
legislature I can not understand. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know that I can make that plain to the 
Senator, but let me say this: That question was one which I 
touched in discussing the Dubois and Claggett case. It arose 
there incidentally, and I made the same argument substantially 
that I am making now, only the case required a different applica- 
tion of it. There was from the beginning of this Government a 
question whether under the Constitution the legislature chose the 
Senator as a legislative act or whether the electoral college as a 
distinct official agency was composed and created of the several 
persons who had the right to sit in the legislature; and the latter 
interpretation of the Constitution has prevailed. It has prevailed 
in the Senate whenever it has been discussed, and it prevailed in 
the passage of the law of 1866, which is now written in the Re- 
vised Statutes, from which I read a part of section 15. 

So, I repeat, the function which Mr. Watson or any other mem- 
ber of the Delaware legislature exerted in the choice of a Senator 
of the United States was not a legislative function of the State of 
Delaware, but it was a function given to him and each of them by 
the Constitution of the United States. .We decided similarly in 
the case of Senator CALL since I have been in the Senate. Itis 
not the two houses which elect a Senator; it is only a majority of 
those persons who happen to constitute the two houses. In the 
case of Senator CALL the legislature of Florida, in both houses, 
numbered 100 members, and 51 membersconvened. The question 
was whether those 51 members had a right to elect a Senator, and 
we held that they did. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VILAS. Because they constituted a quorum of the sena- 
torial electoral college, not a quorum of each house or of either 
house. The houses of the legislature are no longer regarded; the 
legisiative character has nothing to do with the act. Simply the 
several persons who compose the legislature constitute an elect- 
oral body, of whom a majority is a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand this whole controversy has gone 
on the question whether this man was a member of the senatorial 
college. 

Mr. VILAS. Ah, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado, with his clarity of legal perception, could not take any 
other ground. Buthemistakes. It iscontended that, althougha 
member of the senate, his function was suspended, and he was 
not a member of the electoral college. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course he was. 

Mr. VILAS. But if he were a senator (and he was) that is all 
I have been arguing on this point, and there is no escape from the 
conclusion. You can not wabble over this question by saying he 
was either a resigned senator or he had resigned his function for 
the time being, or that he was a senator in abeyance. He was 
not in abeyanceas an elector of a United States Senator. He was 
either an elector in the electoral body or he was not a senator in 
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the legislature at all, or in any sense. You can recognize him, 


then, as an elector or you can take the other course and deny his 
being a senator. Under the stress of that necessity you can 
trample Delaware, her constitution, her interpretation of her own 
constitution for more than a hundred years unchallenged in the 
mire of partisanship. 

Mr. President, I wanted to have added gome more things possi- 
bly on this subject. They are not necessary to present the case. 
T have stated the points and I think I have made them clear. I 
think I have summed up the reasons which show Mr. Watson was 
a senator, and if he was, he was surely entitled to sit in that elec- 
toral body. 

There is another aspect of this case, entirely independent of the 
one which I have been discussing, that I wish Icould have argued. 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE], the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi | Mr. GEORGE], and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. te 
have already made so clear that it seems to me there is little neec 
for further argument upon it, the proposition that the question of 
the membership of the Delaware senate was one solely for the 
Delaware senate to decide. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLatr]| argued that it is within the power of the Senate to inquire 
ad libitum into any circumstance that goes to the election or 
qualification of a Senator. Soitis. It is in the power of the Su- 

reme Court of the United States to decide any case that comes 
yefore them for plaintiff or defendant at their merely personal 
will. But it is in the rightful power neither of the Senate nor of 
the Supreme Court to decide any case in judgment before them 
except as the law requires it to be decided. e Supreme Court 
of the United States might just as well refuse to the supreme 
court of the State of Delaware the interpretation fixed by a line 
of decisions of that court to a State statute as the Senate of the 
United States sitting in this tribunal refuse to award to the judg- 
ment of the senate of Delaware the full measure of faith and 
credit to which it is entitled. 

It might be, according to the argument of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatT], that the Supreme Court of the United 
States should say that some person who is admitted here as a Sen- 
ator was not a Senator, and might hold that he was not entitled 
to receive his pay, notwithstanding his admission here is a final 
judgment of his right. They have the power when two parties 
are before them to decide contrary tolaw. But it would be as 
unheard of in that court as anything which it is possible for the 
human mind to conceive. They are invested with power to decide 
according to the law. Sois this Senate, and that law requires the 
recognition by the Senate of every judgment which the court of a 
State or either house of its legislature is authorized finally to 
decide. 

But I wish to add another point. By virtue of that principle 
Mr. Watson stands before this senate de jure a senator. He has 
been adjudged so by the proper tribunal. But there is another 

rinciple which has not been adverted to, and that is that he was 

e facto a senator. There were rightfully 30 members of that 
electoral college; 9 members of that senate entitled to participate. 
He was one of them, recognized as being such. Nobody contested 

- it. No other was excluded. 

Mr. President, who ever dreamed of challenging the action of a j 
de facto member under such circumstances until necessity made 
this? The Senator from Connecticut said yesterday it was one of 

the marvels of the age, drawing his inspiration, as he told us, from 
a patent-medicine advertisement, that such a case was presented. 
Is it not more marvelous that that whole electoral body, with a 
considerable majority of Republicans in it, interested to the last 
degree in this question, struggled through twenty-eight ballots to 
elect a Senator without raising a single question that that man 
who was sitting there as one of the 30, presiding over their assem- 
blage, was a rightful officer there? Not until that legislature was 
adjourned, or on the very moment of adjournment, when the last 
ballot had been taken and the failure to elect had become complete, 
was the desperate claim asserted that an election had been made 
by the first ballot of the twenty-eight. 

And now why is this question here? 
State of Delaware did not elect this man. 
that legislature. They were not satisfied to elect Colonel Du 
Pont. But 14 had voted for him until that last afternoon, when 
1more did. There was a great respect for the rights of prop- 

erty, or something else, which held back certain Republicans 
from this candidate. They could not be made to vote for Mr. Du 
Pont, or for but one candidate. But here, now, because the Re- 
publicans of the State of Delaware failed to exercise the power 
which they possessed, because they could not agree, they come 
here asking the United States Senate to seat a man who had only 
half of the Delaware legislature and not a majority, and therefore 
to absolutely nullify the vote of Mr. Watson, acting in his place 
as one of the 30 lawfully entitled to be there, de facto one of 
@ rightful 30, whether he himself was entitled or not, if there 
had been a contestant. Would an act of the legislature have 
been invalid because he had so acted in legislation, though his 


The Republicans of the 
They had the power in 





vote had passed the bill through the senate? No. Like every 
officer acting de facto he is to be recognized as a valid officer, not 
to be challenged but by the only authority which was entitled to 
demand his place if he were wrongfully in it, the State of Dela- 
ware. 

Mr. President, I regret that I have been detained quite so long 
with this discussion. I have been greatly hurried in making it, 
and I ——_ to have given way fifteen minutes ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 5 o’clock p.m.). The question is 
upon the amendment submitted by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
TurRprE] to the resolution reported by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MircHe.}. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the resolution and the amend- 
ment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. MircHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, February 
18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A, Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word “entitled” insert the word 
= ae and strike out the last clause of the resolution; so as to 
read: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is not entitled toa seat in the Senate 
from the State of Delaware. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I ask for the 
yeas ard nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called). I 
am authorized to state that the senior Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALpRIcH] is paired on this vote with the Senator from 

lorida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. CALL’s name was called). Mycolleague 
wae CALL], as already announced, is paired with the Senator 

rom Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricn]. If my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Ihave a standing pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. If he were 
present, I presume he would vote “‘yea.” I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrRiLu]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘“‘ nay” and I should vote ‘‘ yea” upon this 
question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That it may not be overlooked, I desire to 
state that if the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRIci] 
were present, he would vote “nay.” ’ 

I desire further to state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] is paired on this vote with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Irnpy]. If the Senator from Maine were present, he 


| would vote “‘ nay.” 


The Senator from North Dakota i. HANSBROUGH] is absent 
from the Senate in consequence of sickness, and is paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If the Senator from 
North Dakota were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILaAn’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. McM1iLuan] is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky {[Mr. BLacksurn]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. MorriILu’s name was called). 
The senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber, desired me to announce that he 
is paired on this vote with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 


er 
Mr. HARRIS. The pair has already been announced. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNnIEL]. Were 
he oes, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
mani If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. , 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wotcort] is paired. His 
regular = is with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. I un- 
derstand that his pair has been transferred to the Senator from 











1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 5295 





Nevada [Mr. JonEs]. Ido not know how that was done. Ithas| The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
been done, I understand. If my colleague were present, he would | to call the roll. 
vote ‘‘ nay.” Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ALDRICH’S name was called). I 

Mr. GALLINGER. Having charge of the pairs upon this side | rise, Mr: President, to announce the pair of the senior Senator 
on this vote, I desire simply to state that no information has come | from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRics]| with the Senator from Florida 
to me concerning the transfer of the pairof theSenator from Col- | [Mr. Cann]. If the Senator from Rhode Island were present, he 
orado [Mr. Woxicort], but I presume it has been done upon au- | would a “nay” and I presume the Senator from Florida would 
thority. I have no information on the point. | vote * 

Mr. ALLISON. On this vote I am paired with the Senator Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I desire to repeat 
from Ohio [Mr. Brice] at his special request. If he were present, | that on this question I am paired with the Senator from Ohio 
I should vote *‘ nay.” [Mr. Brice}, otherwise I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I ask to re- 
Jersey |Mr.Smira}]. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” and | peat the announcement heretofore made, that my pair with the 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” senior Senator from Michigan |Mr. McMr..an| has been trans- 

Mr. BLACKBURN. _ I am paired generally with the senior Sen- | ferred to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorurzs]. I 
ator from Michigan [Mr. McMimian|. That pairistransferred to | vote “ yea.” 
the senior Senator from Indiana | Mr. a and I vote ‘‘ yea.” Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called). My 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to state that my colleague [ Mr. Prirce- | colleague fon BLANCHARD] is paired with the Senator from North 
ARD] is absent,and is paired on this question with the Senator Carolina [ PRITCHARD]. If present, my colleague would vote 
from Louisiana | Mr. BLANCHARD}. 


Mr. CHANDLER. On this question I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy]. I suggest tothe | with the Senator from Tennessee {|Mr. Harris}, he and I have 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hi1}) t% the pair of his | transferred our pairs, so that the Senator from New Jersey {| Mr. 
colleague be transferred to the junior Senator from Massachusetts | Samira], with whom Iam paired, will stand paired with the Senator 
[Mr. Lop@E], so that the Senator from New York and myself can | from ermont [ Mr. MoRRILL} , who was paired with the Senator 
vote. | from Tennessee. I vote “‘ nay. 

Mr. HILL. That is satisfactory. | | Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I bave a general pair 

iI 





** yea,’ 
Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). By arrangement 


Mr. CHANDLER. I vote ** nay.” with the Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. Ifhe werepresent, 

Mr. HILL. I vote “‘ yea. I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I should state further, im view of what| Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I 
the Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. GALLINGER] has just said, | will again announce that on this vote the Senator from Maine 
that my pair with the junior Senator from Ohio | Mr. Brick] was = HALE] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
made at his special request, and I think in conversation he stated | Irpy]. 
to me—in fact, I remember he did—that the Senator from Colorado Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HANSBROUGH’s name was called). 
[ Mr. Wotcort] was paired with some other Senator. | I will announce again that the Senator from North Dakota {Mr. 

O. I will state that before the Senator from Ohio HansprouGH! stands paired on this vote with the Senator from 

Mr. Brice] left he told me of the special arrangement whieh had | [linois [Mr. PaLmEr}. 

m made with reference to his pair; that the Senator from| Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Nevada [Mr. Jonzs] would vote on this proposition against the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL] having been trans- 
seating of Mr. Du Pont; and that he had accordingly transferred | ferred to the Senator from New Jersey |Mr. Suir], I record my 
his pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoxLcoTT] to the vote “* yea.” 

Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. | Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I take it for granted that the Sen- Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope}, but that pair has been 
ator in charge of the pairs on the other side of the Chamber has_ transferred by arrangement with the Senator from New Hamp- 
consent directly from the Senator from Nevada |Mr. Jongs| that shire [Mr. Cu ANDLER] to my colleague |Mr. Murpuy], and I 
he should be paired in favor of the pending amendment. therefore vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. PASCO. I had it upon the authority of the Senator from Mr JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I have a 
Ohio [Mr. Brice]. He notified me of the pair and stated that it general pair with the Senator from Maine {|Mr. Haie], but that 


had been made. pair has been transferred to the Senator from South Carolina [{ Mr. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois} I believe [trey]. I vote “ yea.’ 
announced a pair with some Senator on this side. Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILL AN’s name was called). 


Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN] has a general pair with the Sena- 
Jersey {Mr. SMITH}. tor from: Kentueky [Mr. BLAackBURN], but that pair has been 
Mr. RRIS. If agreeable to the Senator from Kdahe,as lam transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]}. If my 
paired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRriLL],we colleague were present, he would vote “nay.” 
will transfer our respective pairs and record our votes. Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. | the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. If he were present, he 
Mr. HARRIS. I vote “yea.” would vote “yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 
Mr. DUBOIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. PriTrcHARD’s name was called). My 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 30; as follows: colleague [Mr. PrircHaRD] is absent. paired with the Senator 
YEAS—31. from Louisiana [Mr. BLancHarpD}. If present, my colleague 
Allen, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, would vote “nay.” 
Bacon, Fanikner, Kyle, Reach. Mr. PUGH (wher his name wasecalled). I again announce my 
. George, Lindsay, Stewart, pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts oe Hoar]. jt 
a gone, Martin, Turgia, he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he = d vote ‘*nay.’ 
Butler, Gray, Mitcheh, Wis. Walthall, Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). Il again announce 
Caifery, Harris, Morgan, White. my pair with the Senator from Vi ‘irginia [Mr. DanreL}. If he 
Chilton, Hill, Pasco, were present, I should vote “ nay. 
NAYS—30. Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
Baker, Cullom, Mantle, Sherman, eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. TrLL- 
Brown, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, MAN]. If he were present, f should vote “nay. 
ee _ ee an The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
Cam , . ra “2}- « F - 
Cannon, Frye, Platt, Wetmore, yeas 31, nays 30; as follows: 
Gote, = — Wilson. YEAS—31. 
Chandler, w le uay. i ; 
. > Came Allen, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Clark, McBride, Sewell, Bacon, Pau cna, Ky le, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—23. te, veorge, indsay, Stewart, 
Aldrich, Gordon, MeMillan, Smith, Binnchbure, —. ae. Tem 
Allison, Hale, Morrill, Squire, Butler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Walthall, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, anene, aeeeetem Cattery, Harris, Morgan, White. 
all” Irby, Palmer Vest, oan _ meant 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Voorhees, NAYS—30. 
Gear, Lodge, Pugh, Wolcott. Baler, Cullom, Mantle, - Sherman, 
rown, avis, itehell, Oreg. Shoup, 
So the amendment was agreed to Burrows, Dubois, Perkins, = Tellow 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon agreeing | Cameron, Etkins, Pettigrew, Warren, 
to the resolution as amended. aaa, Erze. ary Wetmore, 
XN arter, inger, Toctor, son, 
i MSTOMELAL, of Oregon. Let us have the yeas and nays, | Chandion Hawley, Guae. 


McBride, Sewell, 
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NOT VOTING—28. 


Aldrich, Gordon, McMillan, Smith, 
Aitioca, aml h, ec a —_, 
ne ansbroug urphy, urston, 
Brice, oar, Nelson, Tillman, 
Call, Irby, Palmer, Vest, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Pritchard, Voorhees, 
Gear, ge, Pugh, ,. Wolcott. 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following conference report; which 
was read: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3013) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant mal 
rine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Nava- 
Reserve. having met, after full and free conference have agr to recom.- 
mend *-'i do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments uf the 
Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In the second and third lines of section 2 strike out the word “three” 
where it occurs in each of said lines and insert in lieu thereof the word “ five.” 

After the word ‘“‘renewal,” at the end of the first paragraph in section 2, 
insert the following: 

‘** And in all cases where the issue is the suspension or revocation of such 
licenses, whether before the local boards of inspectors, as provided for in sec- 
tion 4450 of the Revised Statutes, or before the supervising inspector, as pro- 
vided for in section 4452 of the Revised Statutes. the accused shall be allowed 
to appear by counsel and to testify in his own behalf.” 

WILLIAM P. FRYE 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
§. E. PAYNE, 
A. J. HOPKINS, 
C. M. COOPER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
DES MOINES RIVER LAND SETTLERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from-the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the sundry civil appropriation act of 
August 18, 1894, the report of Robert L. Berner, special commis- 
sioner to investigate the claims of the so-called Des Moines River 
land settlers; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that 500 extra copies 
of that document may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendennin; 

A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 

A bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donohue; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Lloyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 
Army; and 

A bill (8.2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of 
Niagara, State of New York. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H.R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of Wil- 
liam H. Mahoney; 

A bill (H.R. 3426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie H. Davis, widow 
of James P. Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 
daughter; 

A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Jenree, etc.; 

A bill (H. R.7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
U.S. Grant Post, No. 72,Grand Army of the Republic, of Wash- 
ington, Ind., Department of Indiana; and 
A bill (H.R.8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Colum- 
bia to be recorded; 

A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

A bill (H.R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (H.R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna; 

A bill (H.R.4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in the State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 


Mich.; 

A bill (H. R.5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to ty! Boy my in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) wer capee Ane e of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 
printed copies of patents; 


A bill (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate thesale of unclaimed 
freight, ageage, and other property in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20. 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J ., 4condemied 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Stat- 
utes as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N.J.,4 condemned cannon 
and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7148) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association, of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non = to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Ili- 
nois River near Grafton, I1.; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; ° 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. 1, two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) a the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Colorado will yield to me 
= the purpose I have in view, I will move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. FAULKNER. Let us have an 
executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has, the appropriation bill been taken 


up? 
Mr. HARRIS. The bill is before the Senate. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. 
to know whether the motion of the Senator from Colorado pre- 
vailed, and the bill indicated by him to make ee for 


[rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire 


the support of the government of the District o 
been taken up and is now before the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the bill had been taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairsounderstands. TheSen- 
ator from Colorado made the motion, and it was agreed to with- 
out objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only wanted to know whether the bill 
was before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
41 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, May 16, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Columbia has 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1896, 
CONSULS. 


John Fowler, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States 
at Chefoo, China, to take effect July 1, 1896. 

Robert Lee Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Patras, Greece, vice Edward Hancock. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


William Lochren, of Minnesota, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Minnesota, vice Rensselaer R. Nelson, 
resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Dominic I. Murphy, of Philadelphia, Pa., now First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, to be Commissioner of Pensions, vice 
William Lochren, resigned. 


FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Napoleon J. T. Dana, of Portsmouth, N. H.,to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, vice Dominic I. Murphy, nominated 
for appointment as Commissioner of Pensions. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1896, 
CONSUL. 


Ernest A. Man, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 
Bergen, Norway. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Samuel A. W. Patterson, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 

tenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

First Lieut. Daniel Hall Boughton, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain. 

Second Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Fifth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

To be post chaplain. 


The Rev. Ivory Hovey Bartlett Headley, of Massachusetts. 
To be professor of civil and military engineering. 


Capt. Gustav Joseph Fiebeger, Corps of Engineers, United States 

Army. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Samuel Quincy Robinson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE. 

John H. Brickenstein, of Lititz, Pa., to be an examiner in chief 

in the Patent Office. 
POSTMASTERS. 

W.F. Symons, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 

Glynn and State of Georgia. 


William Munroe, to be postmaster at incy, in the county of 
Gadsden and State of Florida. satiate - 


Amos Kendall Jones, to be postmaster at Union, in the county 
of Union and State of Oregon. 


XXVITI—332 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 15, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HEnrRY N. CoupeEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. McCa.1]}, I desire to make a brief statement. On 
the 8th day of May I voted for the House resolution to pay clerks 
to members during vacation. I am alsoannounced in the RECORD 
as paired with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCaw], I 
being in favor of the resolution and he against it. I recollect 
now having agreed to pair with him and the announcement was 
properly made, bat I am so rarely paired that it did not occur to 
me at the time, and I voted. I make this statement in justice to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. It refers to charges made by members of the press 
gallery about three months ago, and I will read an extract from 
the St. Louis Republic, as it contains perhaps the most dastardly 
and willfully false statement to be found in any of the papers on 
this subject. This is the extract: 

On the 3d of March, 1885, Senator Riddleberger, a Virginia Republican, 
being drunk and disorderly in the Senate of the United States, was, by direc- 
tion of the President pro tempore, Ingalls, forcibly ejected from the Senate 
Chamber. Not for many years before and not since then has such a spec 
tacle presented itself of national Coane as the taking of Howarp from the 
House of Representatives to-day. OWARD, it seems, has been on a spree 
for four or five days, and to-day entered the Chamber and went to sleep on a 
lounge back of the seats, in plain sight of the galleries. He had not changed 
his linen in several days, and his appearance was that of a disreputable 
tramp. A couple of the House porters were instructed to lift him up and take 

out. This was done by Men colored men, who half lifted and half led him 
out in the presence of the House and a large concourse of disgusted specta- 


tors. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not before attempted to trespass upon 
the time of this House, nor would I to-day, sir, but for the fact 
that I feel it is due to the people whom I represent, due to the 
children who bear my name, to brand this lie and slander here. 
It is well known by members on this floor and has been testified 
to by my physician and by Dr. Stafford, one of the most eminent 
ministers of this city, who was in constant attendance by my 
bedside, that at the very time these cowardly words were penned 
I was hovering between this shore and that bourn from whence 
no traveler has ever returned. And, sir, I am informed that the 
—- of the St. Louis Republic sent a private message to 
a gentleman in my district on the same evening making this same 
charge against me. Sir, he— E 

Who steals my purse steals trash; ‘tis something, nothing; 
*T was mine, ‘tis his, and has been slave to thousands; 

But he that filches from me my good name 

Robs me of that which not enriches him 

And makes me poor indeed. 

Sir, no matter what feeling may exist against me, no matter 
what political party I may belong to, I am a member of this 
House, and so long as I am a member I am entitled to its protec- 
tion. The attack made upon me by the press of this country is 
outrageous and should be stamped with condemnation. Gentle- 
men on this floor, members of the press, who made this charge, 
knew that I was lying at death’s door, and for a month I was un- 
able to leave my bed; and only day before yesterday was I able to 
come here and resume my duties. 

Some of the papers have charged, sir, that there is a great feel- 
ing against the members of the Populist party on the part of 
Southern Democrats. I donot know whether this be true or false; 
but, sir, if my party and if the principles and ideas I represent are 
wrong, abuse and vilification and vituperation will never get the 
deluded people back into the right fold. Why, gentlemen, the 
very name ‘‘ Democrat” was first given to your party as a name 
of reproach, yet that party gave to this country an Andrew Jack- 
son. And the Abolition party, hated and despised and maligned, 
sowed the seed from which sprang the greatest patriot, the best 
friend of the poor man the world ever saw, Abraham Lincoln. 
[Applause.} It may be, sir, that this People’s Party has “ fa- 
natics” in it; it may be that we are ‘“ wild-eyed lunatics.” But 
the free-silver Democrats and the free-silver Republicans are also 
classed as ‘‘ wild-eyed lunatics,” except that they are harmless, 
and we are not. [Laughter.] Sir, 1 do not feel that in this body 
there should be such a distinction made. And I am here to say, 
further, that no member of the People’s Party has ever been seen 
on this floor under the influence of whisky, and you can publish 
that to the world. 

With these remarks, sir, I have nothing more to say. I deny 
the charge most specifically. It is absolutely unfounded and false; 
and the men who made it knew that it was untrue, 
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I will add the remark (s to me 
that I came here to vote for the silver bill. I came against the 
wishes of my physician. Friends on the floor saw, when I came 
here, my feeble condition. The gentleman from South Carolina 
{[Mr. McLaurin], who sat by my side, saw that I was extremely 
and desperately ill and advised me to return to my hotel. I do 
think, sir, in the name of justice, in the name of all that is fair 
and right, this House ought to protect members when they are 
sick against such charges as these, [Applause. | 

But I do not fear the consequences. Already the reaction has 
come. The newspapers said, ‘‘ Here comes the end of the career 
of Howaxrp.” The wish was father tothe thought. Sir, that will 
never be, so long as 1 stand by the common people of this country; 
and I have nothing to fear, because— 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again— 
The eternal years of God are hers; 


But Error, wounded, writhes with pain, 
And dies among his worshipers. 


by a friend near me) 


[Applause. ] 
BRIDGE ACROSS NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of 
@ bride across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the 
county of Niagara, State of New York. 

The bill was read. 

ca — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I reserve the right to object. There was so 
much confusion during the reading of the bill that I could not 
hear distinctly its provisions. I should like to know whether the 


bill carries any ap iation. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. It is a bill which has been 
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Schwatka, with House amendment, 
and a 


by the House at $17 a month. The Senate 


House cut the amount down? 


$30 a month and the House 


May 15, 


Mr. PERKINS. But the gentleman made a record on the 


Mr. KNOX. Evidence can not be introduced on that question, 
The SPEAKER. The matter is not now before the House. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 
ADA J, SCHWATKA, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S.710) grantiy- 
ion to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederi.; 


to by the Senate 
uest for a conference thereon. : 
Mr. UDENSLAGER. This bill, Mr. ee was passed 
ill fixed it at thirty, 

tleman make? ~ 
House insist on its 


The SPEAKER. What motion does the 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that 


amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the Sena. 


Mr. DINGLEY. One moment before action is taken. 


Did the 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes; the Senate passed the bil! for 


recommended seventeen. 
Mr. DINGLEY. So the House cut down the pension to §17 


month? 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 
Mr. DINGLEY. What is the object of the conference? 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. To insist on the House amendent, 
Mr. DINGLEY. — well; if that is the object, all right, — 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is the object. 
The motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER was agreed to. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7671) 


ae and directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one 
condemn 


a ont the Renablic of Weshi.s 8. = Post, No. 72, 
rand Army o ic, ngton, Ind., Departine 
of Indiana, with amendments by the Senate. :; - 

The amendments were read and concurred in. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8012) 
donating condemned cannon and cannon balls 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The will the Senate amendments, 


passed by the Senate, and reported favorably by the Committee 
on Commerce of this House. 

Mr. TALBERT. And it makes no appropriation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
SS < the — which was ordered to a third reading, read the report 

amee, an ge : ; The amendments of the Senate were read at length 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the a ——. 

Sak vole wan tell om the table, Pio a ae The question is on concurring in the Senate 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. Mr. PICKLER. Pending 7 Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


uire, if there is a member of the Committee on Naval Affair 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make aprivileged motion. Imove wae om Staval Affairs 


‘ | morning, in regard to what action the committee has 
-_ — the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Mon- | taken, if any, upon the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio 
% next. 


Mr. GRosvVENOR] in regard to the distribution of these con- 
he motion was agreed to. — J — 


ned cannon? 
MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD company. | _ | think it must - ma i =. months ago when, dur- 
Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- Ohio cnauenteh Gat tite comes had a eee f hat 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. committee with instructions, or an indication, at least, of a desire 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (8.1741) to authorize the ; Seer 
Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to construct 


on the of the House that a general bill should be reported on 
and operate a line of railway through Oklahoma and the Indian os = 5 have noth snyomeng trom that committce, 
Terri , and for other 


arposes although I have —— a ome of the — pi about 
; what had become of that bill. there is a member of the com- 
Mr. MAHON (before the reading was concluded) called for the mittee present, I would like to know what action they have taken 
r order. or contempla with reference to it. 
The SPEAKER. © question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendments. 


DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. SCRANTON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I gave : 
notice yesverday that to-day I would call up the motion torecon-| Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I introduced that resolution, 
sider the vote by which bill (H.R. ) to provide for the | or motion, referred to by the gentleman from South Dakota, by 
—— = a Delegate umaeiaaee pero vats third <1 of the expression of opinion a —. and I me 
ing. It has since me i i rivate-bi general proposition 
day, the consideration of such a motion as I iadieated would not , or is wholly ignored, while 
be in order. I should like to have the opinion of the Chair on have been very rapidly 
that point. i think the expression of 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be in order to- of having some general distribu- 
~, as it is not private business. 

r. SCRANTON. Thenal give notice that I will call up the 


motion to reconsider at the first o ~ 
would to raise a question 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, 
of order on this matter. 

The SPEAKER 

. gentleman’s inquiry | will 

state that a bill of that kind was before the committee, an! r- 

ferred to the subcommittee, but no action was taken by shat = 

, but no re- 

of the committee, 

be reported, and when private 

to the committee they have discourag( 

the reason that they 

have not as yet 


do not know that 
desires to ob- 


just before adjournm ae ome > 
J ore ent, the eman 
Knox] eli nion— 

e bill is not up now. 

He entered a motion for reconsider- 


The follo eveni 
from Meuncanend 
The SPEAKER. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know. 
ation. My point is as to whether the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, having acted and voted with the miaatity. is competent to for 
enter a motion for reconsideration or whether in fact—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not now before the House. 


The Chair will state, however, that the decisions are, 


where there is no record vote, that a gentleman entering such 
mvction is assumed to have eal with the prevailing side, 








a it te nc 
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he may do so. Ihave no feeling about it. I want to get two or 
three cannon in my district for a special purpose, but I withheld 
my local matter simply for the purpose of having this general 


sition acted upon. 
PropTULICK. 1 will state further to the gentleman that I 
think, in view of the expressions which have a y been made 


in the committee, that a general bill will be re , and I will 
bring the matter before the committee myself at the next meeting. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHARLES K. JENREE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6298) 
to correct the military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc., with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto. 

The amendments of the Senate were read and concurred in. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, ELMWOOD, ILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4324) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver one condemned 
cannon to the cjty of Elmwood, Peoria County, IIL, with Senate 
amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
bill, substi’ a Senate bill of a general character, which has 
already Senate and been favorably reported from the 
Military Committee of the House. Otherwise I shall not consent 
to pass these ingle bills, because they are a complete reversal of 
the order of the House upon that question. I have sent for the 
Senate bill, and I ask that this bill may be laid aside long enough 
for me to the bill that I want to substitute. 

The SP. R. The Chair does not think the amendment to 


substitute a bill would be in order. 

Mr. GROS OR. That is the question that has troubled me. 
[Langhter. 

The SP. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think I ought to oppose this bill 
under the circamstances, but I hope it will be laid aside and that 
some general arrangement will be made about this matter. The 

thing we know these bills that go through without any con- 

ese cannon, probably a large 

ion of them in one or twoStates. I think there ought to bea 
ir and equitable distribution of these cannon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman if the Senate has not 
already some bill, which will soon be here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have passed such a bill and it is here, 
and I am trying to see if it is in order to substitute that bill for 


nt urpose on this bill. 

Mr. G Well, ldonot know myself. [Laughter. } 
L hope the bill will not pass. I the House will take interest 
enough in this matter to suspend the consideration of these single 


Y. Why not ask unanimous consent that the bill 
er’s table? 


OR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill lie 
Speaker's table without losing its place until the matter can 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 
rr weno! a laid —_— 
place on Speaker’s table um urther order 
Is there objection? 
objection. 


BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7161) 
of Benjamin F. Jones, with Senate amendments 


amendments were read and concurred in. 
of Mr. SPENCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
on the table. 


lie on the 
Mr. G 


EP are 
Z 
e 


S 2 


: 
E 


#9 
up 


WILLIAM H. MAHONY. 
SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 900) to 
payment of the claim of William H. Mahoney, with 


_ the ing of the name of the 
body o 
amendmen 


F 


i 


title. 

ts were read and concurred in. 

. BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
amendments were in was laid on 


| 


BS 
FE 
S 
: 


MARIA E. WILSON, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1181) for 
the relief of Maria E. Wilson, with a Senate amendment. 

The bill and the Senate amendment were read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the words to be stricken out 
be reported, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And that her pension be rated from the date of the soldier's death as the 
widow of a captain instead of first lieutenant. 


The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3426) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. 
Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased. 

The bill and Senate amendments were read, changing the spell- 
ing of the word ‘‘ Sweeney ” in body of bill and title to ‘‘ Sweeny.” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT ST. LOUIS, 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent to call up the bill H. R. 2698, which passed the 
Senate with amendments, and ask the House to nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments, and that a committee of conference be ap- 
pointed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, Iil., and the southwest line of said county. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like an explanation of the Senate 
amendments before that is acted upon. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. The material amendment of the bill 
of the Senate is by placing a three-quarter-mile limit in the bill. 
The bill provides that the location shall be left to river engineers, 
and for that purpose we desire a conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is, three-quarters of a mile from the 
other bridges. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know anything about the 
merits of this bill, but I want to say that the unanimous consents 
allowed appear to me to be distributed very unfairly. The regular 
order is usually called against the requests from this side. 

Mr. CANNON. This is merely to put the bill in conference. 

Mr. McRAE, I know; but there are a great many bills of like 
character not so far advanced as this which are desired to be 
passed by members on the Democratic side. We have been un- 
able from some cause to get anything like a just proportion of 
consideration for bills of this character or other canal passed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Allow me to explain to youn—— 

Mr. McRAE. Now, let me say to the gentleman that I do not 
know anything about his bill, and I have no objection to its con- 
sideration; but there must also be some consideration given to 
those of us on this side of the Chamber who want to secure for our 
constituents legislation to which there can be no reasonable objec- 
tion. The regular order is not often demanded when consents are 
asked for on your side, but the call is quite frequent when we ob- 
tain recognition for such purpose upon this side. Now, almost 
all of the legislation of this Congress has been passed by unani- 
mous consent and the committees have not been called more than 
once or twice. There has been no unreasonable objection to leg- 
islation which has been favorably reported by a committee—— 

Mr. MAHON. Regular order. 

Mr. McRAE (continuing). Such as bridge bills and rights-of- 
way bills, of which there are many in our sectio¢ of the country. 
This morning one bill of that character was passed on the motion 
of a Republican, when immediately following it, at the request of 
my colleague (Mr. Dinsmore}, who is in bed sick, I asked for the 
consideration of a Senate right-of-way bill which has been favyor- 
ably reported to the House, and to which there can not be any 
reasonable objection, the regular order was demanded from that 
side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Was not that a very long bill? 

Mr.McRAE. It would be no longer than this bill if this is read 
in full, as it might be. 

Mr. CANNON. This will not require to be read. 

Mr. McRAE. It will not require to be read if the House 
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consents to dispense with it. I donot knowof any objection to the 
bill and I do not want to assume any unfriendly attitude toward it, 
but I do want to give you notice that from now on unanimous con- 
sent must be fairly distributed between the two sides or the reg- 
ular order will be called and the business transacted under the 
rules. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think you have had your full share of recog- 
nitions. . 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is this a lecture to the gentleman from 
Illinois or to the presiding officer of the House? 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois (to Mr. McRar). After I get this bill 
through I will have leisure to help the gentleman. 

Mr. McRAE. I say I have no objection to this bill, and shall 
not interpose an objection to its consideration, but I do insist that 
the treatment of this side this morning and for several days within 
the last two weeks has been unfair. You all know that this morn- 
ing unanimous consent was given for the consideration of a bridge 
bill for a railroad company, and when I asked unanimous consent 
for the consideration of a right-of-way bill on behalf of my col- 
league [Mr. ae the regular order was promptly de- 
manded, These right-of-way bills are formal, but often are very 
important, equally as much so as bridges. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to know if there is any record kept, 
80 as to know whether the assertions made by the gentleman are 
backed up by facts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has caused a record to be made, 
but has no recollection about the number, and he has not ex- 
amined with reference to this class of bills; but his memory is that 
a full proportion has been allowed. In fact, he has never failed to 
allow a bridge bill to have an opportunity to be brought up before 
the House, and he regards that as business eminently suitable for 
unanimous consent, use it is business to which there can be 
no objection. It is formal in its character and absolutely neces- 
sary for the improvement of the country. 

r. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the Chair misapprehends the com- 
plaint that I made. It was not that recognition had not been 
accorded by the Chair. There may have been some discrimina- 
tion in that regard, but the criticism I made was that the regular 
order has been demanded against your recognitions given to this 
side or just before they expect to secure them, and that it has not 
been demanded when recognition was given to the other side. I 
insist that common fairness requires that if members of the ma- 


dority, who are responsible for legislation, think it pro to de- 
man 


the regular order, they should} do so before any bills have 
been passed for their political friends and not wait until the Speaker 
had given recognition to this side, as was the case this morn- 


ing. 

Nir. STEELE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to know, further, 
if it is not a fact that the Democratic side has had as many unani- 
mous consents and has had as many bills in that way, in 

roportion to the number of eee on that side, as we have 
, or more than we have had? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is so. The 
Chair has endeavored to apportion recognitions in proportion to 
the number of members on eachside, which, of course, is accurate 
and proper, because the number of members represents, in a gen- 
eral way, the business of the country. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think there has been any disposition at 
all to discriminate against that side. 

Mr. McRAE. I remember two occasions within the last ten 
days when on one day I think there were four recognitions and on 
another six on the Republican side and only one on this side. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair desires tosay, moreover, that there 
have not been so many demands for tion on the Demo- 
cratic side. On some days the Chair has looked over there and 
has found nobody rising; and therefore, of course, could not give 
recognition. 

Mr. McRAE. Well, I sit away back in the Hall, Mr. Speaker, 
and perhaps the Chair did not always see me when I rose; but 
we will try to make the demand if that is the reason we have not 
gotten more than we have. 

The SPEAKER. Possibly. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the proposition? 

Mr. MAHON. Re order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not insist on that. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands 
the regular order, which covers this question. 

Mr. HENDERSON (to Mr. PIcKLER). Now, go ahead with 
your pension business, 


HOGE VS. OTEY. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 8 to call up for action by the House the 
resolutions submitted unanimously by the ttee in the con- 
tested-election case of Hoge vs. Otey. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That J. Hampton Hoge was not elected and is not entitle; + 
oi = House as the Representative in Congress from the Sixth d fe * 
oO! rginia. as 


Resolved, That Peter J. Otey was duly elected and is entitled to a seat: 4) 
House of Representatives as the Representative in the Fifty-fourth (..,...° 
from the Sixth district of Virginia. a 


The resolutions were ase. 
On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsi: 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted was laid on th, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The order is the unfinished business. The 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr.S er, I rise to a question of order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. understood the Chair to call for the un- 
finished business. I would inquire of the Chair by what order 
this bill comes up as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intended to call for the bills ro. 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, of which the Chair 
understands this to be one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This bei Friday, private-bill day, 
would not bills on the Private Calendar be in order if the motion 
were made to 2 into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. A motion can be made for that purpose after 
the unfinished business is disposed of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When was this bill reported from the 
—_ Is it a bill that has been considered at a Friday night 
session 

The SPEAKER, It is the first bill on the unfinished Calendar, 
ann — The first unfinished business on the Private 

endar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When did it receive consideration in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PICKLER. On Friday, May 8. 

The SPEAKER. It appears to have been considered at a Fri- 
=. ht session. 

r. RICHARDSON. Is it the opinion of the Chair that meas- 
— would take precedence over the Private Calendar 


ures so 
on Frida 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. This is the Private Calendar. 
But, in the opinion of the Chair, this bill takes precedence of the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PIC R. That is the rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions whether there are not a good many of these 


? 

The SPEAKER. There is a large number of them—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to make this maepettion: The 
House, out of kindness and charity toward the old soldier, sets 
opeet every Friday night for the consideration of pension bills. 
It has been the custom until recently to dispose of such bills on 
Friday night; but I submit to the chairman of the Invalid Pen- 
sions ittee that if we pursue the course now proposed—I am 
—— to ai neenioeee : age ae = as to the atom 
en to ce; Iam no any complaint o 
the ruling in that re for, though the Salton bes been ruled 
both ways, the weight of authority is probably with the Chair— 
but if the course now be pursued, I submit to the gen- 
tleman who has charge of this class of business, the result will be 
that if pension bills are not finished up at Poa evening session 
by the action of the House upon them, if the whole of the evening 
session is consumed in bills in Committee of the 
Whole and reporting them to the House, business of that char- 
acter will be piled up to such an extent as to take the whole of 
each succeeding Friday to dispose of it. I submit to the gentle 
man whether he thinks it fair that the whole Private Calendar, 
including numbers of different classes of claims, should stand in 
aopnees on — of the kindly order which has been made 

i Friday nights to these pension claims. 
eT PICK LER In the course of business the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Friday nights would rise, and the bills 
acted on in Committee of the Whole would be passed; but we 
have been unable to have bills passed on Friday nights, because 

. The bills passed 
y on the succeeding 
of ss ~ 
then, of course motion to go into Committee © 
~ ee etis Private Calendar would 


sidera- 


ler the 
) table, 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Why were not these bills disposed of during 
those two days which were given by the House for the considera- 
tion of this class of business? 

The SPEAKER. The two days were giver for the considera- 
tion of pension business in Committee of the Whole; and it is 
somewhat questionable whet her—— 

Mr. McM IN. I have no complaint to make except to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that by this method of pro- 
ceeding, Friday night being given to the consideration of pension 
cases, the business coming over from that session comes in and 
consumes practically the next Friday, the result of which must 
be that no consideration can be given to any other class of claims. 
This I regard as wholly unjust. I would not do injustice to the 
soldier, but I do not think that the whole of the time appropriated 
to private business ought to be given to this class of legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that both the gentlemen from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. RicHarpson | will bear me out in the 
statement that I have never antagonized private-bill day for the 
consideration of ordinary claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Notatall. I have nocomplaint tomake 
of the tleman in thatregard. But I understood that bills con- 
sein Friday evenings—pension bills considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and reported therefrom—were not in order on a 
su day unless the previous question had been ordered 
upon them at the Friday night meeting, in which case they would 
be considered at the next session of the House. But I understand 
in these cases the previous question has not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been; but these bills remain on the 
Calendar as unfinished business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Would they not be unfinished business 


for Friday evening? 

The SP . Unfinished business for weiter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How could that be? They are not in 
order on Friday, as I understand. 

The SP. . The Chair has ruled on that point once or 
twice this session; and ruled on it in the Fifty-first Congress in 
the same way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was not aware of the fact that this par- 
ticular question had been ruled on by the Chair. I would not un- 
Satake argue against the ruling which the Chair has made; 
but Ido not remember that in the Fifty-first Congress bills of 
this kind were ever brought over where the previous question had 


not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The fact that so large a number of these bills 
are brought forward to-day is owing, as the Chair understands, to 
two circumstances. the first place there has been difficulty at 
the night sessions in poveneng, a os House quorum—to 

the bills. Another difficulty arisen from the fact that 
fos age have recently been given under a special resolution of 
for the consideration of pension business in Committee 
That is what has caused the accumulation of these 
present time. The result of these various causes is 
session’s work on bills of this character, or at least 
of it, has been crowded into to-day. 
. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask whether the lan 
rule giving the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
on In Pensions two days for the consideration of their 
provided only for the consideration of such bills in the Com- 
the Whole? Did it not mean, at least by implication, 
bills, after considered in Committee of the Whole, 
brought = in the House—not that the entire day should 
for the consideration of such bills in the Committee of the 


SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, perhaps, isthe way the 
have been drawn, but upon examination it seems 
so 


wn. 
proceed with the reading of the bill. 
at length, and also the amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 


cention was ordered; under the operation of 
t recommended by the Committee of the 
to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 


time. 
. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the en- 
is not present. Idemand the reading of the engrossed 
SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

TALBERT. I desire to make this statement now to save 


The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
no statement can be made now. 
Clerk will report the next bill. 


HATTIE A. BEACH, 


from the Committee of the Whole 
) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child 
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of Erastus D. Beach, late a private in Company H, One hundred 
and forty-third New York Volunteers. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the same point on 
this bill—that it has not been engrossed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

fr. TALBERT. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to recur to House bill No. 4903. I want to state that when 
I objected on the ground of its not being engrossed my impres- 
sion was that it was a bill for the removal of a charge of deser- 
tion. I find on examination that it isa bill for pension to the 
child of Erastus D. Beach, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
question be taken upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The objection of the gentleman from South 
Carolina is withdrawn. Is there further objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill was read the third 
time, and ; 

LAMBERT L. MULFORD. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4753) reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SADLER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.3421) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Sadler. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ARMINDA WHITE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of 
Arminda White, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER, 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

HELEN M. JACOB. 

The next business was the bill (S.149) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Jacob, reported with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
toa third reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA SANFORD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to 
Eliza Sanford, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
a third reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. VIRGINIA TURTLE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Virginia Turtle, of the District of Columbia, reported 
with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER, I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to bee and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed 

ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth W. Sutherland. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
under the operation of which the amendment was agreed to, and 
the bill as amended ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. William Loring Spencer, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with amendments. 


I demand the previous question on the bill and 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 2 parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill was recommended at 


$30 a month by the Committee of the Whole on Wednesday 2.' third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


week ago. On yesterday a Senate bill for the same beneficiary 
was passed at $50a month. Iam ata loss to know just what to do. 
Can the last act of the committee be substituted for the first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman can amend 
this bill if desired so as to conform to the Senate bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Individually this bill at $30 a month is my 
judgment and was the original judgment of the committee; but 
on yesterday the Senate bill at $50 a month was passed. 

e SPEAKER. When that bill comes up the Chair thinks it 
can be substituted by consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. e gentleman interested in this bill does not 
seem to be here, and I do not want to take any advantage of his 
absence. Could the Senate bill by unanimous consent be substi- 
tuted for this bill now? 

The SPEAKER, It could by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be laid 


aside. 
Mr. PICKLER. I think that would be better, until the gentle 


man is t. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside. It will go to the foot of the Calendar. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will wi aw the request. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and . 

e SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be amended 
2 See to the amendment incorporated in the body of the 
bill. 

There was no objection. 


JAMES LLOYD YOUNG, 


The next business was the bili (8S. 2175) eg a@ pension to 
James Lloyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and ; 

The bill (H. R. 858) to pension James L. Young was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SILAS 8. WHITE. 
win next business was the bill (H.R. 4547) to pension Silas 8. 
ite. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET C. GREGG. 


ou, next business was the bill (H. R. 2006) to pension Harriet 
. Gregg. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA LINDSAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of 
Martha Lindsay. 

On motionof Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMILY B. MUNCEY. 

The next business was the bill (S. 705) granting a pension to 
Emily B. Muncey. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS BREWER. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 3857) granting a pension 
to Thomas Brewer. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
‘were a to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS THOMAS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4910) to pension Cyras 
Thomas. 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question rder, 
The amendment recommended by the cuamiaittes mae ; > 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and ra: , 
and passed, 
ELIZABETH E. DONOHOE. 
The next business was the bill (S.746 tin sio 
Elizabeth E. Donohoe. Speers * pension to 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; an¢ it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. - os 
HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 
ae was the bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of tan. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agri :| {., 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and jyasseq. 
CELESTIA R. BARRY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1891) graating 2 pension 
to Celestia R. Barry. : 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
LYDIA BOYNTON FERRIS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of 
Lydia Boynton Ferris. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
KATHERINE ZIEGENHEIM. 
The next business was the bill (H.R. 2359) granting a pension 
to Katherine Ziegenheim, of Louisville, Ky., with an amendment. 
The amendment recommended by the ‘ittee of the Whole 
was agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to bee for a third read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


NANCY B. PRINCE. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 1827) granting a pension 
to Nancy B. Prince, widow of Albert Prince. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY PRINCE. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 1826) granting a pension 
to Henry Prince. 

The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

; _ GEN. JAMES C. PARROTT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased 
pension to Gen. James C. Parrott, with amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir: reai- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


CAROLINE E. PURDUM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase 
of ion to Caroline E. Purdum. 
bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES E. HELFENSTEIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension 
to Frances E. Helfenstein, with an amendment. ; 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was cm. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


em fle 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
human cuned that the Hotahe sto hed aa without amendment bills 
titles: 


(H.R. 255) $0 puevite for settlement of titles and disposi- 
of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
a pension to Thomas Holaday 


increase of to Georgianns 
. Williams, deceased, 
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A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the daugh- 
ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier; 

A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


ardson ; . ; ; 
A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
eS; 
a bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 


k; 
“a bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Com M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill CH. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, 
of Fulton County, Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H.R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 

A bill (H. R. 4528) a pension to Katherine 8. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

4 bill (H.R. 7988) te pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (21. 8. 4388) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 

A bill (H.R, 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Hurley; 

A bill (H.R.75) granting a pension to Ma 
A bill (A. R. 4475) granting a pension to 
met an (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 

pha 


F. Davenport; 
rs. Katherine Gaff- 


widow oi William B. m; 

A bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; and 

A bill (H.. R. 1601) toamend the military record of John S. Evans. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill EO R. 2604) to increasethe pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; and 

A bill (A. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 

of James T. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 
daughter. 
» also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,1897, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agueall to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hae, 
Mr. Quay, and Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Breitling; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry into effect two resolutions 
of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be erected 
to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Davidson, of 
ae (S98 Sarah Coml i f 

ill (S. 987) granting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow o 
Maj. Chifton Comly: 
bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
ens; 


A bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Christiana C. Queen, widow | 


< Walter W. Queen, formerly an admiral in the 


> 


VY; 
A bill (S. 2138) granting a pension to Mery S. Ely; 
bill (S. 2954) to increase the pension of garet Custer Cal- 
nill (S.1946) granting a pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst: 
(8. 759) granting a pension to Carrie A. Moody; 
(5.2556) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


(8. 2357) granting a ion to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
of eee Philip y, major-general, United States 


: 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring; 
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S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper; 
ans a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter of 
2812) aes ion to William T. Hill 
@ pension : ; 
e 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas; 
S. 2439) a pension to Jackson Lucus; 
2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 
2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
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A bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page; 

A bill (8. 2494) restoring pension to Michael Carron; 

A bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; 

A bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; 

A bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
more, Kans.; 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown; 

A bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
baugh; and 

A bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2032) 
to grant right of way over the public domain for pipe lines in the 
States of Colorado and Wyoming. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and a 

joint resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
y the Speaker, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2237) providing for the appointment of a guardian for 
pensioners in certain cases in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1833) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other 
acts relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the appointment of 
a commission to report upon the practicability of establishing, 
near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Library. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 2488) 
to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the Denison and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes”; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

ABRAM H. PARKER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.5946) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram H. Parker, with an amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


MARY PRINCE, 


The next business was the bill (H.R.1825) granting a pension 
to Mary Prince. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 


| ment and third reading of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question upon the en- 
grossment, third reading, and final passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered,and under the operation 





nited States | thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 


and being*engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
MRS. F. E. MARSHALL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. F. E. Marshall, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole with the recommendation that the bill do lie on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is, Shall this bill lie 
on the table? 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole was con- 
curred in. 

SARAH WEEDON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1178) to pension Sarah 
Weedon. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise to a question of order. The point of 
order is that this bill has been improperly reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. It is one of the bills considered in one 
Committee of the Whole, under certain rules, regulations, and 
restrictions, and reported by that committee on a different occa- 
sion. I make the point of order, at this time, that the bill has been 


ewes from the Committee of the Whole. 
- SP. pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 


satan 
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thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. ERDMAN, Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment, 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 
WILLIAM WALDRUP, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4001) toreinstate William 
Waldrup on the pension roll. 

Mr, PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


P } 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. ERDMAN. To demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman rose too late. 

Mr. ERDMAN. ‘The Chair did not put that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair put that motion and 
it was decided, the third reading was ordered, and the House was 
dividing on the final passage of the bill when the gentleman rose. 


CASSIE A. DAVIS. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to take from the 
Speaker's table House bill No. 5814, granting a pension to Cassie 
A. Davis. This bill has been amended by the Senate cutting down 
the amount of the pension from $30 to $24 a month, and I ask to 
take it up for the purpose of moving that the House concur in the 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in, 


ISAAC H. WHETSEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H.R. 4720) granting an in- 
crease of yaa to Isaac H. Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The bill 
will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

SARAH ANN WIBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Ann Wible. A 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER. the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
‘were ngmeed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. a . Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
en, . 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 


nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The bill 


will be laid aside to be engrossed : 

Mr. PICKLER. If the statesman from Pennsylvania is going 
to demand the reading of the e bills in all these cases, we 
might as well Sy t takes a man of _— ability to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The k will report the next 


bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
please withdraw his objection to this bill? The woman is 84 years 
of age, and is now lying upon what will in all probability prove 
to be her deathbed. Will the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, is this question open to debate? 
If it is, 1am willing to debate it or any other question with the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CROWTHER, This is in accordance with the action of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania on other occasions, which is a 
disgrace to the State. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


DR. HARRISON WAGNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar from the 
Committee ef the Whole was the bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pen- 
sion and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner, 

The bill was read. 
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On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and readathird time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the ep. 
grossed bill. ne 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsy]y 9. 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The }ij] 
will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

GEORGE HAGER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R 
4888) for the relief of George Hager. F 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The 
bill will be laid aside to be cnnueanel 

ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 

Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 6283) granting a 
nsion to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip 
earny, major-general, United States Army. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent for the substitu- 
tion of the Senate bill (8. 2857), which is for the same beneticiary 
and for the same amount. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill (S. 2357) was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was cma oa the third time, and passed. 

The House (H. R. 6283) was laid on the table. 

ELEANOR L. CURTIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtis. 

The was read. 

The sean reported from the Committee of the Whole 


were oan . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

THOMAS D. WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6483) nting increase of pension to Thomas D. Walker. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, { demand the reading of tie en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The 
bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

CARRIE L. YEATON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1924) 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 

The bill was read. , 

The amendments recommended, reported from the Committee 

to. 


of the Whole, were 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


The bill was 

read the third time, and passed. 
NEIL M’NEIL. 
ant een on yop oa was the bill (H. R. 

1820) a pension il. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were 


to. 
The bill's amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 
Mr. Po Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
tleman from Pennsylva- 


a copy of the bill. The 
t. 











1896. 


pension roll, reported from the Committee of the Whole with the 


recommendation that it lie on the table. 
The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 


JOSEPH J. HUDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4263) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. 
pill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


SOPHIA D. CLENDENIN. 


The 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 177) | 


granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | 
1994) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin, reported from the | 
Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that it do lie | 


on the table. 
The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 


ELLEN KINGSLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1215) 


anting a pension to Ellen Kingsley. 
eThe bill was read 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly | 


read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 


The next business was the bill (S.404) granting a pension to 
Samuel Goldwater. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read, the amendment agreed to, and the bill 
as 


WILLIAM BROWN, 


The next business was the bill (S.466) granting an increase of 
pension to William Brown. 
The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY NEWMAN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to 


Newman. 
The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The question being taken on ordering the bill as amended to a 


Mr. ERDMA co for a ae. . 

i taken, there were—ayes 79, noes none. 
Mr. BRDMAN. NE Speaker, there appears to be no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting the House). There 
are 180 members present. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

©. E. PHILBROOK. 
The next business was the bill (S. 739) Grating 
to C. E. Philbrook, widow of Alvah Phil 
-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 
, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
read 


an increase of 
rook, major of 


ef 


House, was 

amendment was 

as amended 

and passed. 
NANCY CARSON BLUNT. 

een wee the bill (S. 246) granting a pension to 

read, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 


ELIZABETH A. SARGENT. 
Postnens was the bill (H.R.6111) granting a pension 
t. 
bill, having read, was ordered to be engrossed and 
a third time 7 
I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 


The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
aside for that purpose. a a 


Pe 
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agreed to. 
was ordered toa third reading, read the 
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ELIZABETH NEW. 
The next business was the bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to 
| Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New. 
The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
| time, and passed. 
WALLACE M’GRATH. 
The next business was the bill (S. 247) granting a pension to 
Wallace McGrath. 
| The bill was read. 
Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MRS. ANNIE E. COLWELL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
| time, and passed. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1931) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

Mr. PICKLER. This House bill, similar in its effect to the 
Senate bill just passed, has been reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 
| TheSPEAKER. Without objection, this bill will be laid on 

the table. 
There was no objection. 
MARY L, ALESHIRE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pen- 
| sion of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
| laid aside for that purpose. 

MRS. SARAH MARTIN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. 

Sarah Martin. 


The bill was read,and was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. 


I call for the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill has not been engrossed, and it will 
be laid aside for that purpose. 


ELMIRA E. DUSTIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R.3578) granting a pension 
to Elmira E. Dustin. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage. 

Under the operation of the previous question the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 

a time, and passed. 


! 
the thir 
FREDERICK GRAMM. 
The next business was the bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick 
Gramm. 


The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The ‘previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 82, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
seventy-nine members are present, a quorum. 

So the bill was passed. 


PATSEY E. BROADDUS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4481) granting an increase 

of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, of Marion, Kans. 
he bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Idemand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next bill, 


MARY MARTIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1890) granting a pension 
to Mary Martin, reported from the Committee of the 
an amendment. 


I demand the previous question to the passage 


hole with 
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Mr. PICKLER. 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment was agreed to, ‘and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 


ELVIN BROWN, 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 2373) granting a pension 
to Elvin Brown, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
an amendment, and also with recommendation to amend the title. 

ill was read. 
Ba a I ask the previous question on the passage of 
the bi 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and 

he title was amended to conform to the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole. 
MATILDA GRESHAM. 

The next business was the bill (S. 616) granting a pension to 
Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gresham. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER,. I demand the previous question on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

he question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 100, noes 1, 
No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred 
and eighty-one members are present, a quorum; and the previous 
question is ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The question recurring on the passage of the bill, on a division 
(demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 120, noes 15. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
that there is no quorum voting? 

Mr. TALBERT. I I do, and no quorum present also. 

The SPEAKER. That is the point that the Chair wanted to get 
at. [After counting the House.] One hundred and eighty-one 
gentlemen are present; a quorum, 

So the bill was passed. 

MRS. MARY A. FREEMAN, 

The next business was the bill (H.R, 2189) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. —_— I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 

. Mr. MILES. Idemand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill not being engrossed, the Chair will 


cause it to be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report 
the next bill. 


I demand the previous question to the passage 


RUSSELL N. REYNOLDS. 
The next business was the bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to 
Russell N. Reynolds. 
The bill was read. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 
MARY CLARE KELLY. 
The next business was the bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to 
Mary Clare Kelly. 
The bill was read. 
en ee ee ee eee and being read the 
tied time, was 
GEORGE W. BAGLEY. 
wide next business was the bill (H. R. 1500) ee) ae a pension 
to George from the Committee of 


W. Bagley, the Whole 
with amendments. 


Mr. geese I demand the previous question to the passage 


ous question was ordered, — the operation of 
amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
<aecdaeee and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 
NATHAN KIMBALL. 
The next business was the bill (8.1435) granting an increase 
Cotes S ee ae 


aa aieact previous question on the passage of | drawn. 


revious question was ordered; under the operation of \),\.), 
the tt was read three times, and passed. 
MARGARET A. KIDWELL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8113) granting & pension mn 
to Margaret A. Kidwell, reported from the Committee of th. \v hol 
with amendments. 

P< eapieeenas Task the previous question to the passage of 

e 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the previous question wij) 
be ordered. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered ty 

engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr.ERDMAN. laskthat the engrossed copy of the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having been engrossed, it 1} },, 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next \)jj), 

CATHERINE SMITH. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to 
Catherine Smith. 

The bill was read 

Mr. PICKLER. 


‘I demand the previous question to the pass; 
of A bill. nas 


ae question was ordered, under the operation of which 
was ordered to be read a third time; and it was according sly 
read the third time, and passed. 
RANSOM C.' HAZELIP. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5050) for the benefit of and 
Ransom 


ting a pension to CO. Hazelip, late a private soldier of 
So pany G. Eleve Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers. 
and first lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Mounted soso Volunteers. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. MILES. I demand the reading of the engrossed bil]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside for the purpose of en- 
grossment. 

MAUD ARDELLE BLIss. 

The next business was the bill (S.145) granting a pension to 
Maud Ardelle Bliss. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 
fact that this raising of objection to bills being passed wi ithout 
the engrossed bills being here simply results in the passage of all 
the Senate bills and in oer back the bills introduced by mem- 
bers of this House. That is just the distinction. I move tl 
previous question on this bill. 

= sf ane question was ordered. 

1 was ordered to a third reading; and it was according); 
rend t the third time, and passed. 


LEVI T, E. JOHNSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2317) to increase 
sion of Levi T. E. Johnson. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 


the pen- 


‘on the bill to its passage. 
The amendments 


eee wore agreed to, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en 


grossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 
CHARLOTTE A, WELTON. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension 
to Charlotte A. Welton. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
and read a third time. 
of the engrossed bill. 
be aside for engrossment. 
GEORGE WILLIAM HODGDON. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to 


George William 
On motion of Mr. P. the previous question was ordered. 
Theamendments thecommittee were azreed to. 


‘The Chair understands that the objectish 
et Dae estan ess ° 
Is that correct? 
Mr. ERDMAN. I withdraw the demand. 








1896. 





The reas. a. zoe gentleman consents. The question is on 


ao ane was wae the third time, and passed. 
SARAH A. BOYD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. — 
On motion of PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The amendment ‘recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The SP’ . The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
tlenan from South Dakota [Mr. PickLER] to the fact that 
e Senate bill covering the same ground has been passed. Does 
the gentleman desire to pass this bill also? 
oie PICKLER. I ask tosubstitute the Senate bill for this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate bill has already passed, so the 
r is informed. 
a PICKLER. That the bill has passed the House? 
The S The Chair is so informed by the Clerk. 
Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask that this bill lie upon the table. 
The SPEAKER. [If there be no objection, the bill will lie on 
the table. 


There was no objection. 
THEODORE V. PURDY. 


The — business was we bill (H. R. 3306) to increase the pen- 
sion of Theodore V. Purd 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Tcoteen. I desire to substitute Senate bill 
9822, which is precisel y the same as this bill, in the place of this 
pill, and to recommend that this bill lie upon ‘the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? [After a pause.| The Chair hears | 
none. The Senate bill is acco gly substituted. 

The bill S. 2822 was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- | 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The bill H. R. 3306 was ordered to lie on the table. 


GEORGE V. BARNARD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pen- | 
sion of George V. Barnard. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENDERSON MARPLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension 
to Henderson Marple. 

The previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
we MILES. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the engrossed 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4354) granting a pension 

to Mrs. ae Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. Gen. and Bvt. 


Maj. Gen. J B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased. | 
Mr. PI . I move the previous question on this bill to 


its 
The SPEAKER. aeeeeiames: from South Dakota demands | 
Gos pene question. ithout objection, it will be considered as | 


Mr. TALBERT. I object, and demand a vote. | 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 111, . 2. | 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. A parliamentary 


“tie 8 
SPEAKER. tleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. ay ect in making the point of no quorum 
here is to get aes papertanity tooffer anamendment. I ask if that 
will be in order? to withdraw the ea of no quo- 
Tum if the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions will 

ee  eeetia 0 motion toamend. Task 
it it will be in order? 


The SPEAKER It would not be in order, pending the demand 


—~ 
Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The nnn says he has no objection to 


the 
Mr, TALBERT Wide ane With that understanding I will withdraw the 


a 
is withdra 
Mr. PICKLER. That ia, that the provious question shall be 





i. Te 
Mr. TALBERT. question may be considered as 
ordered, and I withdraw point of no querms: with that under- 


“ht. PICKLE, 


Offer your amendment. 
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| of pension to Orleina J. Clark, of Louisville, 


2307 


I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ $75” 


Mr. TALBERT. 
inserting ‘‘ $50.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 38. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this isan amend- 
ment to the committee amendment, which will, as amended, be 
reported to the House. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, strike out the word “ seventy-five’ and insert “fifty.” 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be laid aside, as 
my colleague [Mr. Back], who has it in charge, is out of town. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be laid aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on its passage, 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, 

The bill was passed. 


and 





DELIA A. MARSH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension 
to Delia A. Marsh. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
the previous question on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


| passed, 


ORLEINA J. CLARK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4721) granting an increase 
Ky. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, { ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was crdered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PHBE M. WOOLLEY PALMETER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 
to Phaebe M. Woolley Palmeter. 

Mr. PICKLER. lIask for the previous euestion, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


1599) granting a pension 


WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 

The next business was the bill (H. H. 
H. Nesbitt, with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DinGLey). The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

MRS. LUCY A. ALLEN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 

ossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. 


4361) to pension William 


MARIA GIBBONS. 


The next business was the bill (H.R. 2405) granting a pension 
to Maria Gibbons, with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment reported by the Committee of the hae 
was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be en 
for a third reading; —_ engrossed, it was accordingly 


= 
the third time, and 
ELLEN EWING. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1837) op ezanting 
Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Th 
amendment, 


a —— ce 
wing, with 
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Mr. PICKLER. 

its passage. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 

previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to offer an amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The previous question is ordered, 
and an amendment is not in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] The 
question is on eqrestes to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division upon that. I move to 
amend by striking out ‘‘ seventy-five” and inserting “ fifty.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent to offer that amend- 
ment. 

Several Members. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

Mr. EVANS. Whatis the committee amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been reported once. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina makes the ve of no quorum, e Chair will count. 

Mr. TALBERT (during thecount). A parliamentary ney 
I want to state that my object is not to block legislation. y 
only object is to offer an amendment. ; 
a rs GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that that is not 


order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to say that if I can accomplish that 
I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object to any debate. 

Mr. TALBERT. My friend can not manage me quite as well 


as he the McKinley vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has demanded a quorum; 
now wait until a quorum is here. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now crack your whip! I only desired to 
make a statement, and I got my statement in notwithstanding 
Mr. Santa Claus. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). One hundred 
and seventy-nine gentlemen are present, a quorum; the ayes have 
it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move to recommit the bill, with instructions 
that the committee bring it in amended, reducing the amount 
from $75 to $50. 

The SPEAKER Bee a That is not in order yet. The 
question is on the third ing of the Senate bill. 

The bill as amended was seal the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on its x 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the ng of the gress is 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER ea - "fhe a tion is on th 

e pro pore. e ques on the passage. 

Mr. TALBERT. I now move to recommit the bill—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had put the question 
on the of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rose in time, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman rose some time 
one, oe did not repeat his motion at proper time. 

. HOPKINS. I submit that the gentleman signified to the 
Chair that he desired to make a motion to recommit, and it is but 
fair that he should have the yoneere: 

Mr. LAYTON. And then he made another motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not be critical 
about the matter. 

Mr. TALBERT. I now move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to bring it in for $50 instead of $75 a month. 

Mr. LA N. Imake the point of order that it is too late to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the statement that is made 
by the gentleman, that he rose in season for the purpose, the Chair 
will accept it and put the motion. 

‘ The a. was taken on yay aye the ey i — > 
peaker announced e@ noes seem ve 

Mr. TALBERT. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 65. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The meee was taken on ord the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro ——. Eight tlemen have arisen— 
not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 


I demand the previous question on the bill to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). One hundred | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 15 
’ 

and eighty-six gentlemen are present, a quorum; the noes haya; 
and the motion to recommit is rejected. The question no is it, 
the passage of the bill. = 

Mr. TALBERT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on the one of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes 
the noes 16. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 

Mr. PICKLER, T'make the point th h 

r. , 5 e the point that the point came top ), 

The Chair had announced that the bill was sed. om 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just count, 
quorum on this vote. A quorum is present; and the bill is 


WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, recently, when the 
House had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4361) 
William H. Nesbitt, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, Ep. 
MAN] objected to the consideration of it because the bill had not 
been engrossed. The gentleman is now willing to withdraw his 
objection, and I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

r. ERDMAN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri? : 

Mr. TALBERT. Lobject. [After a pause.] I withdraw the 
objection. 

. PICKLER,. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Clerk 
will report the next bill. 


CARRIE L, GREIG. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of Theodore 
W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Now, Mr. 8 er, I ask consent 
to return to the bill (H. R. 4361) to pension William H. Nesbitt, 

There was no objection. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD P. PILKINGTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK F. REYNOLDS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6603) to ion the minor children of Patrick F. Reynolds. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY CHAMBERLAIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary Chamberlain. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 


were to. 

The was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. oo . Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bil! will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

DANIEL D. JENNINGS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2947) nos = of Daniel D. Jennings, late of Com- 
nay & Sixty- Ohio Volunteers. 

bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. BULL. 

The next business on the eS the bill (S. 2014) 
gran an increase of pension to Sarah ; 

The tal was read. 


On motion of Mr. PI the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was read the third Gnd panel. 


are 94, 


da 
passed, 


to pension 





1896. 





ELVIRA BACHELDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 147) 
anting @ pension to Elvira Bachelder. 
The bill was read. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
MARY COLLINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
158) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 

ea to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

CHARLOTTE A, WELTON. 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton, 
which was laid aside a while ago because of its not being engrossed. 
I understand that my friend from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
the objection which he made on that ground. 

The SPEAKER = tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] that the bill indi- 
cated by him be now taken _ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this is taking up a great deal of 
time, and, besides, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has no right 
to dictate that one member’s bill shall pass while another's shall 


not pass. I do not want to object in this case, but this method is 
occupying & deal of time. 
The SP. R. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Indiana? 
There was no objection. 
The bill (H. R.3152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton 
was passed. 
MRS. HELEN FUNKHOUSER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Helen Funkhouser. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to 
its » 

e ious question was ordered. 

The bil as 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title as reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House was agreed to. 

CATHARINE DARRAGH. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1892) granting a pension 
to Catharine Darragh. 
_ Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to 


its % 
athe previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JANE FISHER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension 
to Jane Fisher, colored, of Madisonville, Ky. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The nen was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 

EMILY E. CASH. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Emily E. Cash. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the 
ment and on the bill to its 


previous question on the amend- 
passage. c 
The uestion was ordered, and under the operation 


the t was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 
ae JESSE M’MILLAN. 


next business was the bill (H.R. 8184) granting a pension 
The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 





amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | the point 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











os09 


Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill asamended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY A. MANN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of 
Emily A. Mann. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iask for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

NICHOLAS SWINGLE. ; 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that this bill has not been 
engrossed. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

WILLIAM F, SOUGER. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 4193) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William F. Souger. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to its 


passage. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a vote on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 80, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to know what the object of the 
gentleman from South Carolina is? Is it this class of bills that 
he is objecting to? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir, of course, or I would not have made 


The SPEAKER (having counted the House). 
members present. 

So the previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. make the point that this bill is not engrossed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Erp- 
MAN] has withdrawn his demand for the reading of the engrossed 
bill in the case of —— 


There are 179 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the orderly conduct of busi-. 


ness requires that no matter should be taken up out of its order 
after objection is made. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that we return to Calendar 
No. 106. It has been objected to, but the objection is now with- 


awn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the best method of 
conducting business will be to go on regularly. 

HOMER C. M’CUSKEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Homer C. McCuskey. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to its 
passage. 

The previous.question was ordered, there being on a division 
(called for by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 101, noes 3. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that the bill has not been 


ay 
eSPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The Clerk will lay it aside for engrossment. 
JOHN J. JOHNSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3514) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to John J. Johnson. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered to the passage of the bill; 
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under the operation of which the bill was ordered to a third read- 

ing. 

eo TALBERT. I ask the reading of the engrossed copy of the 
ill 


The SPEAKER. This bill not having been engrossed, the Chair 
will direct it to be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will 
read the next bill. 

EZRA ABBOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3565) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to Ezra Abbott. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question to the passage 
of the bill. 

The ——— question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. This bill has not been engrossed, Mr. Speaker, 
and I ask for the reading of the engrossed copy. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 


PATRICK RAINEY. 


The next business was the bill (H, R. 2328) for the relief of 
Patrick Rainey. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 109, noes 9. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has but recently counted the House 
and found a quorum present, and does not think the House has 
diminished since. [Applause. ] 

The House will be in order. The gentleman has a right to de- 
mand the presence of a quorum. 

So the previous question was ordered; under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be e and read a third time. 
Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having engrossed, the Chair 
will direct that it be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk 
will report the next bill. 

THOMAS 8. DAUGHERTY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension 
to Thomas 8. Daugherty. 

Pyne —— I demand the previous question to the passage 
of the . 

The “peony question was ordered; under the operation of which 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
tates . I ask for the reading of the engrossed copy of 
the ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having been engrossed, the Chair 
will direct that it be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk 
will read the next bill. 

MINNIE PARKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6166) aunatins @ pension 
to Minnie Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8. Parker, late of 
the United States Army, reported with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be a and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 


the third time, and passed. 


Mr. LOUD. There should be an amendment to the title of this 
bill eee 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 
so as to conform to the amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

JERUSHA H. BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension 
to Jerusha H. Brown. 

The previous question was ordered on demand of Mr. PICKLER, 
under the operation of which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
-— read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


MRS, ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 

The next business was the bill (S. 804) 
Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, aaunie 
Whole with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask the gentleman to allow me to offer an 
amendment before he moves the previous question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the os ~ mene 

Mr. TALBERT. I thought the gave me permission. 
TI ask him to withdraw the deman 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not see how I can do that. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I see how you can do it, if you will. 


ting a pension to 
from the Committee of the 


>. PICKLER. I nrmust insist ee demand. 
e vious question was , under the operat, 
fhe amendments were to, and the bill as an, nded 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read th. third 
time, and passed. 
ANDREW LADD. 


_ The next business was the bill (H. R.6468) to increase tho pen- 
sion of Andrew Ladd, reported from the Committee of the \}), i] 
with amendments. : 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was according], read 
the third time, and passed. b> 

MARY C. THOMPSON. 

_ The next business was the bill (H. R. 8755) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary C. Thompson. ; 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: andj; 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HOLLIDAY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6546) mting a pension 
to Samuel Holliday, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read a third time, and passed. . 


WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 


; eee was = bill (H. R. 2042) to ene the pen- 
sion 0} . Cogswell, reported with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the ame ts were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


ALFRED P. BUSS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2941) 
of on to Alfred P. Buss, reported from t 
Whole, with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous 

The previous question was ord under the operation of 
which amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT BUCK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3389) increasing the pen- 
sion of Albert Buck from $12 to $30 per month. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. : 

The previous question was under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEMUEL J. ESSEX. 


c pansian to Lamaal ¥. wee, reparted trem the Commiticeo 
o uel J. e Committee 0 
the Whole with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. , 

The previous question was under the operation of which 
the amendments a to, the bill as amended ordere! 
ro and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the time, and passed. 


ting an increase 
Committee of the 


uestion. 


CARRIE H. GREENE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension 
to Carrie H. Greene. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its 5 
The bill was to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH J. COOK. 
The next business was the bill (S. 125) for the relief of a. 
beth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow 











On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 
The at ent recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and penne. ; 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the corresponding House bill 
(H. R. 4755) was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to 
reconsider and table on the vote by which the Senate bill passed? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that will be done on all 
these bills together. 
MARY ANN LAFFERTY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension 
to Mary Ann Lafferty. ; e 
The previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage. 
The ame’ ent recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN LARNED. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of 
Helen Larned. ; ; 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. . 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read .a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension 
to Jacob Brown. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


J. CLARKSON INGALLS. 
The next business was the bill (S. 144) granting an increase of 


pension to J. Clarkson Ingalls. ; 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 


on the bill to its ye 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MELITA E. WHITE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pen- 
sion of Melita E. White. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its ; 

The bill was atten be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reafling of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill, The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


MARY ARNOLD. 
aa next business was the bill (H.R.4548) granting a pension 


Mary Arnold. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 


on the bill to its passage. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


1. SEES I demand that the engrossed copy of the bill 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Payne). The gentleman 
demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be laid 
aside for 

MRS. JULIA A. JAMESON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson. 
motionof Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 
amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the thir? time, and 


LUCINDA RICKARDS. 


to next business was the bill (H.R. 5393) for the relief of 
ucinda widow, and the minor children of John D. 


Rickards, 
On motion 6 i 

on the Mill eee ee previous question was ordered 
~ by the committee was agreed to. 
un HL yas ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 


MAN, I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment, 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the 
charge of desertion fror: the military record of George W. Taylor. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota demands the previous question on the bill to its passage. If 
there be no objection, the previous question will be considered as 
ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. [I call for a vote upon the previous question. 

The question being taken, Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

Mr. PICKLER. If we allow these bills for the remeval of the 
charge of desertion to lie over, will the gentleman be willing to 
extend the time—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I would rather take a vote now. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 4, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting the House). One 
hundred and seventy-nine members, a quorum, are present, and 
the previous question is ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out, 
in line 5, the letter ‘‘C” and insert the letter *‘ F,” was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the engrossed bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask that the bill be laid over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from South Caro- 
lina demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 


LUCINDA RICKARDS. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, afew minutes ago when 
the bill (H. R. 5393) was under consideration objection was made 
to its passage. The objection is withdrawn, and I ask that it be 
now passed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the passage of the bill H. R.5393. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 


OSCAR A. BULETTE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R.5407) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Oscar A. Bulette, late private 
in Company E, Fifty-second Illinois Infantry Volunteers, during 
the late war, with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the previous 
question will be considered as ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. Lobject. I demand a vote. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point. 
The Chair has just counted the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


Mr. TALBERT. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside to be 
engrossed. 


RHODA AUGUSTA THOMPSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension 
to Rhoda Augusta Thompson, daughter of the late Thaddeus 
Thompson, a private in the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. PICKL I demand the previous question on the bill to 


its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the previous 
question will be considered as ordered. 
There was no objection. ; 
Under the operation of the previous question the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
WIDOW OF GEN. JOHN NEWTON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension 
to the widow of Gen. John Newton, with an amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. I wil! ask the gentleman if he will withhold 
his demand for the previous question until I can offer an amend- 
ment. 
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I think we can vote the amendment down, and 
I yield for an amendment, 

Mr. TALBERT. Imove to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and insert 
“ fi . Psd 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, can that be done without unanimous 
consent? . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman demands the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendment to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina, which is an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The queStion was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
present. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from South Carolina ought 
not to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading. 
TALBERT. I make the point that the bill has not been 


The Chair thinks a quorum is 


Mr. 
engrossed, and demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


me: 

A bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. J ee 

A bill (ALR. 


t.; 
6663) to authorize and regulate the sale of un- 
claimed freight, baggage, and other property in the District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (8.2082) to grant right of way over the public domain 


for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A ‘ill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. 8. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the oo of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; ' 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R.7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R, 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H.R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River near Grafton, IL; 

A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Department 
in the case of Capt. Henry 8. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A bil (H. R. 7264) to provide for the eiunee of lots in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 4787) te establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in said State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 


printed — eae 
BF rag (H.R. ) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
ch.; 
A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 
; —— of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 
be reco ; 
A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 


condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Ary 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; — 

A bill (H. R. 7148) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors: Mont 
ment Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of — 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; — 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion fro), the 
military record of Michael McKenna; . 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the (» 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Indepen 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donati 
non balls toGrand Army of 
City, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the Uniteg 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. L., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No, 49 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. 

The SPEAKER (during the reading of the report from the Com. 
mittee on Enrolled Bills). The Chair desires the consent of the 
House to sit until this report be finished, and until one or two 
other matters necessary for the business of the House shall be dis- 
posed of. Is there objection? 

*Mr. PICKLER. r. Speaker, pending that, I ask consent that 
the remaining bills on the Unfinished Business Calendar— 

The SPEA . Is there objection to the proposition made by 
the Chair? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER,. I ask consent that the ew question be 
considered as ordered on the remaining bills on this Calendar, 
with ten minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report of 
the Committee on Enrolled as above. 


HOUSE CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the 
on the bill 8. 710, Te. Lowsumnases. Mr. 
STALLINGS. 


urt of 
dence 


one condemned cannon and can- 
e Republic Post, No, 573, of Evang 


rt of the House 
OLSON, and Mr, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
STAHLE, for four days, on account of business. 
Mr. WALSH, by unanimous consent, was excused from attending 
the evening session. 
MITCHELL VS. WALSH. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the report of the 
Committee on Elections No. 2 in the contested-election case of 
Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the minority of the 
committee, we ask five days in which to present the views of the 
minority. 

Mr. LONG. That is until Wednesday next? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Until and including Wednesday of next week. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the House is now in recess 
until 8 o'clock p. m., and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
DALZELL, will please act as Speaker at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess ha , the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
Mr. DALZELL took the chair as oe * ae tempore, and directed 
the reading of paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI; which was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock 
at which evening session private pension 
ical disabilities, and bills removing 
ered; said evening session not to 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. 
itself into Committee of 

Calendar 


.m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
bills for the removal of polit 

of desertion only shall be consid- 

ond 10 o’clock and 3) minutes. 


, I move that the House resolve 
Whole for the consideration ot bills 
the 


pore declared 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes none. 


Mr. TALBERT. Noquorum, Mr. er. 
Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I hope Ry gooliomes from South 
ina will withdraw that point. 


The SP tempore. It is perfectly apparent that at 
this time there is no. quarasn eenent, bat the Choir hopes that 
within a short time there will be a quorum. 








Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment, if I may be permitted to do so. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The gentleman can make a state- 
ment by unanimous consent. — 

Mr. TALBERT. Lask unanimous consent that all bills for the 
removal of charges of desertion and for the correction of military 
records be weneel over to-night and take their place at the foot of 
the Calendar, where they belong. With that request granted I 
would be willing to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent that bills relating to the removal of 
charges of desertion and the correction of military records be 
passed over to-night and put at the foot of the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the gentleman to let them retain their 


laces. 
Pir TALBERT. They ought to be at the foot of the Calendar, 
and then when we have disposed of meritorious pension bills we 
can see Whether there is any merit in any of these cases. There 
may be merit in some exceptional instances. I think that isa 
reasonable request. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
suggestion of the gentleman from South Carolina, it is not to put 
those bills at the foot of the Calendar, but to pass them over, leav- 
ing them in their places. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was not the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think my friend from South 
Carolina would be satisfied to have them passed over, retaining 
their places. 

Mr. TALBERT. No, sir. My request is that they be put atthe 
foot of the Calendar, where they dion: 

Mr. LACEY. Of course the gentleman’s request is for this 
evening’s session only, and I do not see that there is any serious 
objection to that. hose bills would go to the foot of the Calen- 
dar only forthis evening. We are of course making an arrange- 
ment for arene night’s business. 

Mr. HALTERMAN. I shall object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I shall object to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, unless he agrees that these bills for 
the removal of charges of desertion shall retain their places on 
the Calendar. I do this, not being interested in a single one of 
them, simply to secure justice. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the House 
that if the uest of the gentleman from South Carolina is 
granted, these bills will go to the foot of the Calendar, not for 
this evening only, but generally. There ought to be no misun- 
derstanding about that. 

Mr. STRONG. Then I must object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask the gentleman from South Carolina to con- 
sent to modify his ck pa so that these bills shall be simply 
passed over for this night only, retaining their places. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the request only for to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wants to understand 
= what the request of the gentleman from South Caro- 

na is, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will state again my request 
and my reason for making it. I ask unanimous consent that to- 
night all bills of this character which we may reach—I do not 
mean all such bills on the Calendar, but all which we may reach 
to-night—be passed over and take their places at the foot of the 
Calendar. Let me state my object. I do not make the point of 
no quorum for the purpose of blocking pension legislation; but I 
do submit that these cases are not deserving. ere are other 
cases on the Calendar that ought to be considered, and to put these 
measures continually in the front is wrong. For that reason 1 
make this re, and I hope it will be granted. Then, and not 
till then, I be willing to withdraw the point of no quorum. 
As a matter of course, you can get a quorum, but you must do as 
you please; then the responsibility will rest with you. I am al- 


wa verned by the majority without kicking. 
jit. LOUDENSLAGEN. The gentleman is willing, I presume, 


Ww cases shall be considered. 

Mr. T T. After we have considered the other cases we 
can take up these and sift them, and if any are deserving they can 
be passed. But I do not think these bills ought to be placed in 
front of the claims of true, loyal, brave soldiers. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. ill the gentleman insist on his point 
“a cases of this ae 2 . a 

- TALBERT. e can not tell which are worthy until we 
consider them. e 


Mr. BISHOP. I shall certainly object to the making of this 
Comnmememt: There are just as worthy bills reported from the 
ie on Military Affairs as from any other committee of 


Mr. TALBERT. I do not withdraw the point of no quorum 
Unless that request be granted. “8 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am one of the mem- 
bers of the Military Committee, pe I think if the House will 

hear me for a very short time I can satisfy my friend from South 

Carolina, whose attention I desire, that he ought to modify his 

request. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not think I am unreasonable. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I trust the gentleman will listen 
to what I have to say. 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam sure no one will complain 
that the Committee on Military Affairs have not exercised care 
and industry in the consideration of the bills which have been 
referred to them. Each and every bill so referred has been con- 
sidered with great care, first by a subcommittee, and secondly by 
the whole committee. We have reported to the House for its 
favorable consideration bills which we regard as meritorious. 
Upon the passage of those bills depends the pensions of widows 
and orphans. If my friend from South Carolina had full knowl- 
edge of the labor which has been bestowed by our committee upon 
these bills, I do not think he would take the position he now occu 
pies. But if he insists that this discrimination shall be made 
against our committee, let him at least so modify his request as to 
meet the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, that bills of the character that he objects to be merely 
passed over, not placed at the foot of the Calendar. That isask- 
ing toomuch. Let them merely be passed over when reached and 
let this night, if the gentleman so insists, be given to the consid- 
eration of reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
the Committee on Pensions. 

This arrangement, if made, will be a great concession to the 
power which our friend from South Carolina is able to exercise 
over the House by making the demand he has made for a quorum, 
[am sure that a moment's reflection, taking into consideration 
the merits of these bills and the desire of the House to have them 
acted on promptly in view of the early adjournment of Congress, 
will satisfy my friend that he should modify his request and con- 
sent that bills from the Military Committee be passed over with- 
out prejudice, in order to consider exclusively to-night bills from 
the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. TALBERT. Of course I do not wish to be considered un- 
reasonable. Iam not unreasonable. My record here in regard to 
pensions and other subjects will not justify anyone in saying that- 
I have been unreasonable. But, Mr. Speaker, last Friday night I 
made this same request. I thought it would be acceded to in good 
faith. But to-day the very first bills that were taken up were 
bills of this character, laid aside on last Friday night. I did not 
think that was right. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield 
anything further. My request is a reasonable one. There are 
not many bills of this class that we can possibly reach. I do not 
include in my request all bills on the Calendar—only those that 
we may reach to-night. I make this request. Gentlemen can 
either agree to it or not. I do not entreat gentlemen to accept it. 
I do not beg. I simply assert and demand my just rights and 
privileges. If they are not granted, I accept the consequences, 
and go along my way the best that I can. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My happy and genial friend stands 
up here and says that he ‘‘ begs” nothing; yet he knows that the 
simple words which he has pronounced are a veto upon all busi- 
ness to-night; and that is the position he takes in the face of every 
member of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, no, my friend; I only wish to object to 
the consideration of those matters which I have been fighting 
since I have been a member of this House. 

Mr.CURTIS of New York. Then why not accept the proposi- 
tion that they be passed over? 

Mr. TALBERT. I have made my request. 
accept it or not as they see fit. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. HALTERMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker. on looking 
over the Calendar, that there is but one bill which will lead to dis- 
cussion, which came from the Committee on Military Affairs, of 
the character to which the gentleman from South Corolina refers, 
and I notice that the man to whom it refers is a man who died on 
the battlefield thirty-three years ago. and his family and his son 
request to have his military record corrected. There is no doubt 
that this bill will be passed. 

The gentleman from South Carolina will admit it is a proper 
bill and advocate it when the report is read. This is the only bill 
of that character which will be reached to-night. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I do not share the views expressed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. The gentleman asserts 
that these bills in regard to the removal of the charges of deser- 
tion and for the correction of military records have no merit. I 
believe that there are no more meritorious cases on the Calendar 
than some of the cases coming from the Committee on Military 
Affairs to remove charges of desertion. I have several such cases 
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in my own mind now, and one in 
undoubtedly was shot dead on the field of battle, and yet is borne 
on the rolls as a deserter. He had written affectionate letters to 
his wife up to the very date and hour of the battle, and I have 
seen the letters myself; but suddenly he disappeared—it was 
impossible to find out what had become of him, although there 
can be no doubt in the world that he was left dead on the battle- 
field, and he is borne on the rolls of the War Department asa 
deserter. I do not believe there can be any doubt from the testi- 
mony that he was killed in battle at the hands of the enemy. 
However, the facts can not be established by proof, but the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, looking over the whole matter, after 
a careful investigation, believe that the charge of desertion ought 
to be removed; and hence, I repeat, I do not share the sentiments 
of the gentleman that these bills are unfair and unjust and that 
they ought not to be passed, and that the charges of desertion 
should not be removed. 

I trust the condition made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, that these bills should take their place at the foot of the Cal- 
endar, will not be accepted. I submit that consent ought not to 
be — to such an arrangement, because if it is given he will 
probably raise another objection in some other way and defeat 
the passage of bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object, Mr. Speaker, to further debate. The 
ene from South Carolina makes the point of no quorum. 

et us determine the point one way or the other now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the modi- 
fied request of the gentleman from South Carolina. The gentle- 
man asks unanimous consent that all bills relating to desertion 
that are reached during the consideration of business this evening 
shall be passed over and go to the foot of the Calendar. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MAHANY, Mr. MORSE, Mr. BROMWELL, and others 
objected. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire a moment to appeal to 
my friend from South Carolina. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, but 
there is nothing before the House. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
7, a few words to the gentleman. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that debate 
is proceeding only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iso understand, Mr. Speaker. 

I desire the attention of my friend from South Carolina for a 
moment. I thought that perhaps the gentleman did not hear the 
very convincing few words uttered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania |[Mr, HALTERMAN], who stated to the House that among the 
30 or 40 bills on the first part of the Calendar, which will proba- 
bly be reached this evening—and 40 bills will be probably more 
than we can consider at the session to-night—there is but one bill, I 
think, for the removal of the charge of desertion, and that bill is 
to remove the charge of desertion from a soldier’s record who died 
on the field of battle thirty-odd years ago. 

Now, the gentleman assures us that the testimony is convincing 
that he died on the field of battle, and his widow and his children 
are asking the American Congress to remove that stain of dis- 
honor from the memory of a beloved husband and father. I ask 
= friend from South Carolina whether he will block legislation 
~ be evening by making the objection he does in view of that 

ac 

Mr. TALBERT. My friend, I am not blocking the way of leg- 
islation. I have suggested a very easy way to prevent its being 
blocked. It is the gentlemen who make objection to my request. 
If they want to block it, they can take the responsibility. It is 
not upon me, but upon them. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman, in the face of the rep- 
resentation I have made, continue to block legislation as to these 
40 cases to-night? I ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
whether, in the face of this statement, he will continue to urge 
the ap he has made? 

Mr. TALBERT. I maintain Iam not blocking legislation—it 
is the other fellows. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will not consent, in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to with- 
a = objection, I do not think that anything can induce him 

oi 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. I wish to call the attention of 
the House to this one fact: There is not a bill to remove the charge 
of desertion that will be reached to-night. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. WOOD. There is one to correct a mili record, but not 
a@ bill to remove the charge of desertion. There is nothing in this 
bill to which any objection can be made. I read the title: 

A bill to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson. 


rticular, where the man 
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Under the rules that could not be taken up to-night. 
been held. So I hope, as it will do no harm to consent t 
the request which I now renew—— 

Mr. KERY. What is the request? 

Mr. WOOD. That all such cases may go to the foot of tha 
Calendar may be consented to. Wes not reach any such case 
at all to-night, and hence it does not become a practical questi, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand there is but one case—_- ss’ 

Mr. WOOD. There is not one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But one case involving acharge of des: rtion 

Mr. WOOD. Itis to complete a military record. ire 

Mr. DOCKERY. I most heartily concur in the request (f th. 
gentlemanfrom Illinois, This isa practical question, and it soos 
to me that it would be better to accept the proposition of the gen. 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. The gentleman in 
charge of that one bill can reach consideration of it in some other 
way at some other time. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask the Chair to submit the request of tho 
gentleman from South Carolina again; and if it is objected to, woe 
might just as well adjourn. I hope that the request of the gen. 
tleman from South Carolina will again be submitted, and | joy. 
gentlemen will not object. The point is just here: It makes jitt\s 
difference where these bills goso far as the Calendar is concerned. 
When we have a quorum here in the House in the daytime, at 
~~ time, the House can do as it pleases with these bills. 

r. BROMWELL. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Or by suspension of the rules. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for 
ope moment, I do not think we shall have any trouble about 
this—— 

Mr. PICKLER. We are having a good deal of trouble. 

Mr. COX. Let us get out of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. e have lost twenty minutes of time now. 

Mr. COX. I make this request for unanimous consent, that 
any bill that is on the Calendar to be reached to-night which em- 


Th it has 
O it, that 


braces the charge of desertion be passed over for to-night and let 
the pension claims be considered. Iam satisfied that my friend 
from South Carolina a TALBERT] has no motive in the world 
except to do what he thinks is his duty, and if this is done there 


will be no trouble, because we can take up the pension bills to-night 
and go back to these other bills afterwards. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TaLBert| again. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the request 
submitted which I have made. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It isstfbstantially the same thing. 

Mr. PICKLER (to Mr. Cox). Will the gentleman from South 
Carolina accept your request? 

Mr. TRACEY. He tells me that he will not. 

Mr. COX. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. LACEY. There is but one bill that can possibly be affected 
by the order asked — gentleman from South Carolina. If 
that is a meritorious bill, I think there will be no trouble at all 
for the Committee on Rules to take care of that bill. 
accept his proposition. 

The SP rotempore, The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] asks unanimous consent that all bills relating 
to the charge of desertion reached during this evening session 
shall be — over and go to the foot of the Calendar. The 
Chair understands that there is only one such bill within reach 
to-night. Is there objection? The r hears none. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is too late. 

Mr. BROMWELL., I think not. I rose to object, and I have 
objected. 

ow, I want to be heard on this, Mr. Speaker. I have nota 
single case of wana wey te correction upon this Calendar, so 
that I am not y interested in this question at all. 

Mr. TAY . But the rest of us have cases which we want to 
have considered. 

see Eies crane hldee ane iain the tees 0 
co ere every Fri t an ving usiness of th 
ou with over a heute men here who ought to have man- 
hood en to assert their manhood, dictated to by one member. 


(Apes. er 
want to say that to my mind these cases of removal of « harges 
of desertion and the correction of military records are just as 10 
rtant as any ion cases that we pass upon. There is some 
thing that is igher, something that aoe more to us, in the 
— of an unjust charge of desertion against a man, which bas 
over him and blighting his record and his fair name, 
years, than and a shame to his family for thirty 
P there is in mere question of whether we shall vote 
eight or ten or twelve dollars per month to maintain a man who 
has suffered injuries in the Army. i 
The injury to his fair name and reputation is as much to him 


So let us 





the dollars and cents that we so lavishly and profusely bestow on 
pensions. I want to say, much as it will disappoint me to stand 
in the way of legislation, I propose to assert-my manhood and 
my right to stand here and say that I will object, and continue 


my objection, to any such resolution as this gentleman offers. If 
he will agree to allow the bills relating to military desertion cases 
to keep their places on the Calendar, so that they may be con- 
cegdlh at some other proper time, I would not object; but when 
he undertakes to pick out these particular cases that have been 
carefully examined by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
aor reported, I for one will not submit to such dictation. 
You may do so, but I, too, can block such proceedings, and the 
responsibility will rest with him and not with me. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I want tostate to my friend here— 
and he is my friend—that while it is asserted by the gentleman 
that he does not intend to do anything unreasonable, and I do not 
think he deliberately does intend to do anything unreasonable, yet 
he is doing what is unreasonable when the facts are taken into 
consideration. I am satisfied he does not deliberately intend to 
do that; but in a case to which he objected to-day,in which I 
happen to know the facts, the charge of desertion is as absolute!y 
false as it is possible to assert a falsehood; yet the charge of deser- 
tion appears of record against the soldier, and it ought to be re- 
ak It appears to me impossible that a gentleman should 
oppose the consideration of a case of this sort and yet say that he 
is not unreasonable. There may be cases—but no such case has 
been reported to the House by the present Committee on Military 
Affairs—in which a man would be reasonable in making objection 
to their — consideration, or to any consideration except at the 
foot of the Calendar. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of the present House has 
taken great pains in the consideration of every case that has come 
before it in which they have made a favorable report. I am able 
to say to the House, and to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that no case has been reported to this House favorably unless the 
testimony warranted the conclusion that the charge had been im- 
properly made against the soldier. We have made no other sort 
of report to the House. Therefore it is wrong to the soldier, 
whose character is at stake, as it is wrong to the committee, that 
has spent its time investigating these cases. ThereforeI sincerely 
trust that my friend will see how unreasonable he is to pursue this 
course, and I hope he will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I renew my motion that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House under the special order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to say a word or two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is still 
pending. 

Mr. PICKLER. But a large number of members have come in 
since. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will consider that 
act, too. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 
Fouse, but I wish to say—— 

Mr. HARDY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDY. e gentleman from South Carolina made a 
motion that all bills upon the Calendar for consideration this 
evening that had anything to do with desertion should go to the 
foot of the Calendar. Thatrequired unanimous consent. Objec- 
tion has been made, and I believe after objection has been made 
debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is notin order except by unani- 
me and debate has been proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HARDY. I object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the situa- 
tion. The gentleman from South Carolina makes the point of 
no quorum, but to withdraw that point upon a certain 
proposition, which has 1 been submitted to the House, and to that 
objection has been made. The Chair will therefore count those 
present. [Aftera count.] One hundred and twenty-nine gentle- 
men are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was to 


The aa to call the roll. 
Mr. PI (during the call). Mr. Speaker, I move to dis- 
with further 


under the call. 
wort BROM 2 8 er, — ees whieh have 
suggested to me e chairman of the Committee on Invali 

Pensions, and without withdrawing from my view or my position 
otine eee 2 home that the geatleman from Seats Care 
na . TALBERT to accept the suggestion as 
=o my objection wae eee If my 
e on is correct ill wi w my 

objection; otherwise I renew it. ’ 
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Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman is mistaken about my with- 
drawinganything. Istated thatif the gentleman would withdraw 
his objection to my request, I would then withdraw my point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is as broad asitislong. I will do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the geutleman from South 
Dakota insist upon his motion to dispense with the call? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
ao moves to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not withdraw my request at all, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PickLeEr, the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

z PICKLER. I ask for a division. [Loud cries of ‘** No!” 
“e o! ” . 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my motion to dis- 
a with further proceedings under the call. I desire to say, 

y unanimousconsent, that I suppose gentlemen who voted against 
the motion just now understand that when the roll is called and 
the record is closed with no quorum present we are ‘“‘out” for 
this night session. Now, I want toavoidthat. If you want not to 
doany business this evening, gentlemen, and to have your record 
show no quorum present, then vote down my motion. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 84, noes 9. 

So the motion of Mr. PICKLER was agreed to, and further pro- 
ceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the 
pee of bills on the Private Calendar under the special 
order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to apoint of order. I sub- 
mit that the House has been found without a quorum. I have 
made the pointof noquorum. You have not ascertained that there 
is a quorum present; and therefore I submit that the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I misunderstood what the gentleman 
from South Carolina had said. Imoveacall of the House, Mr, 
Speaker. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

‘rhe question being taken on the motion of Mr. Powers, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it, 

Mr. BISHOP. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move acall of the House. [Loud cries of 
‘““No!” “No!” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Chair again 
state to the House the request for unanimous consent made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina. I think an arrangement 
can be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota has moved a call of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, information was brought to 
me by gentlemen who had been advising and consulting with the 

yentleman from South Carolina that if I would withdraw my ob- 
jection to his request he on his part would withdraw his request 
that the cases indicated by him be put at the foot of the Calendar. 
That is all I have been contending against, and with that under- 
standing I will and I do withdraw my objection to his request. 
But if the gentleman insists upon his original request, then I shall 
renew the objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman still misunderstands what I 
told his friends. What I said was this: They stated to me that 
the man my friend from Ohio o— BROMWELL]} had spoken of 
had been killed on the battletield and that his case was a merito- 
rious one, and I told them to say to the gentleman that if he 
would withdraw his objection and let me have unanimous con- 
sent, then, when we got to that case, I would make an exception 
of it and would ask that it be considered and passed. That was 
my proposition. That is what I stated; that if the gentleman 
would withdraw his objection I would make that agreement. I 
do not wish to block pension legislation. The gentleman is mis- 
taken when he says that one man has been blocking pension legis- 
lation here. 1 deny that I have been blocking legislation. No 

entleman can point to a single instance where I have done it 
Turing this session of Congress or at any time. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. I renew my suggestion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that all cases relating to desertion 
and to the correction of military records that are reached at this 
evening;’s session be passed over and go to the foot of the Calendar. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I object. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move a call of the House. 

The motion of Mr. PICKLER was agreed to. 

Mr, PICKLER. Pending that, I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HALTERMAN] will be allowed to make a state- 


ent. 

Mr. HALTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in regard to 
the only bill that can be reached—— 

The SPEAKER prp tempore. A call of the House has been 
ordered, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman who is interested in this bill 
wepees to withdraw it. 

r. CUMMINGS. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Will it be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the roll call be resumed where it was left off—— 

Mr. PICKLER. No; that will not do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
there being no guorum present, and the point being insisted on, 
nothing is in order but to proceed with the call of the House pur- 
suant to the motion just adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is in 
charge of the only bill which will be affected by the proposed 
order, has been trying for some time to get an opportunity to make 
a statement by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Iowa that in the absence of a quorum no business 
of any kind can be done while the point is insisted upon. 

Mr. LACEY. Can not the gentleman make a statement of the 
situation for the benefit of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He can, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LACEY. His bill is the only one involved, and I suggest 
that he have an gp erge | to explain, so that an arrangement 
= be made about that bill. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing now in order 
except to proceed with the call of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the 
call of the roll, 

The roll was called; and the following-named members failed 
te answer: 


Acheson, Ellett, Va. Loud, Ric 
Adams, Elliott, 8. C. Low, Robertson, La. 
Aitken, Fairchild Maddox, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, TL Fitzgerald, Maguire, Rusk, 
Allen, Miss. Fletcher, oD, Russell, Conn. 
rom >a zeae, ELT pe Mass. poe. Ga. 
Apsley, et, N. ¥. ‘leary, Minn. uerhering, 
Arnold, Pa. Goodwyn, McClure ton. 
Arnold, R. L Grosvenor, McCormick Settle, 
Bailey, Grout, McCreary, Ky. Shaw, 
Baker, Md. Grow, McDearmon, Sherman, 
Barney, Hall, McEwan, Sparkman, 
rett, Hanly, McLachlan, aa, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Harmer, McLaurin, Stahle, 
Beach Harris, McMillin, Steele, 
Bell, ‘Tex. Harrison, Meiklejohn, Stephenson, 
Bennett, . Mercer, Stone, W. A. 
7 Heiner, Pa. Meredith, 8 t, 
" Henderson, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Black, Ga. end: E Miller, Swanson, 

N. ¥. Henry, Ind. Miller, W. Va. Taft, 
Boutelle, epburn, i a, Ta’ i 
Bowers, Hit NN. Thorp, 

‘ Mondell, Tucker, 

Buck, Hopkins, Money, Turner, 
Cannon, Ho 088, Turner, Va. 
po + poe i wet 
Shickering, uff, a nderwood, 
Clarke, Alm Huling, owtenie, Upd S 
Cobb, ni, gel Odell, we orn, 

urley, Ogden, adsworth, 
Coftin, Hutcheson, Otey, Walker, Mass. 
Cooper, Ta Johnson, Ind. Ow — 

r, Lox. . ens, 
Coane Wis. Johnson, N. Dak. Parker, Ww 
« oy, Patterson, White, 
Cowen, Kendall, Payne, Wilber, 
Crisp. berg, Pearson, Williams, 
« rowley, Knox, Pendleton, Willis, 
Dayton, wson, Perkins, 
Denny, Leisenring, lips, Wilson, 8. C. 
pease is, = Woot, 
ore, we 
Doolittle, Linton, uigg, Woomer. 
Dovener, Livingston, y; 
wning, hart, y; 

Draper, Lorimer, Reyburn, 
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The SPEAKER pro tem . The roll call has been completed 
and dincicaes the lack of a quorum. The doors will now 12 
c -—- - 

Mr. HARDY. A number of gentlemen are here ready to answor 
to their names. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, gentlemen \.)\, 
come in after this call has t completed can report their naqyos 
to the Clerk. The doors will now be closed, and the names 0! {};, 
absentees will be called for the presentation of excuses. Gey})>. 
men desiring to offer excuses for absent members will please }), y 
attention. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of absentees. 

Mr. TATE (when the name of Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia was 
ae Mr. Speaker, my ang. Mr. BaRTLeETT?, is unwell 
to-night. I ask that he be exc on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia was excused, 

Mr. POOLE (when the name of Mr. Brosivs was called). \{r. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Brosivs, was 
taken sick this afternoon, and is unavoidably absent to-night. [ 
ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. Brostus was excused. 

Mr. TATE (when the name of Mr. Crisp was called). Mr, 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr, Crisp, be excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman from Georgia 
{Mr. TaTE] asks that his colleague, . CRISP, be excused on 
account of sickness. Is there objection? 

Mr. CROWTHER. LIobject. Lam tired of this thing of excus- 
ing these tlemen who avoid these Friday night sessions. 

r. TATE. It is well known to this House that my colleague, 
Mr. Crisp, has been unwell for some time, and that is the reason 
I have asked that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro Sone. Objection is made. 

Mr. LACEY. I move t the gentleman from Georgia { Mr. 
Crisp] be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE (when the name of Mr. DinsMorE was called). I 
desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. Dinsmorg, is confined 
to his room and unable to attend the sessions of the House. I 
believe he has already been excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. Dinsmore, has leave of absence. 

_ Mr. HICKS inte the name of Mr. Hurr was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague is absent 4 leave of the House. 

The ae Tone aaron. e does not require an excuse. 

Mr. KEM. I that Mr. Howarp of Alabama be excused on 
account of ill health. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HICKS. The gentleman from Dlinois who sits near me 
pe. Hirt] is not yet in very robust health, and it is imprudent 

or him to be out at night. I ask fhat he be excused also. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr.S , my colleagues, Mr. BAkrr 
of Maryland and Mr, Corrin, have been called out of the city, 
I ask that they be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. McCLEary of Minnesota 
was called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. McCLeary, was 
very ill this afternoon with a severe headache. I walked part of 
the way home with him and know he was suffering severely. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY. I ask that my colleague, Mr. CHICKERING, 
who has been called out of the city, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KULP. I ask that my colleague, Mr, LEISENRING, be ex- 
cused, as he is out of the city. 

There was no objection. ‘ ; 

Mr. PUGH. My colleague, a ane. is detained ote heme 
in Ken attending a session of court on very important ley 
business. He to have been here before now, but was 
detained. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman already leave of absence. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fair- 
CHILD] has been suddenly called out of town, and I ask that he 
vee CROWTHER Mr. Speaker, I object. 

. i. * 0 

Now, here is an illustration of the way tiie thing works: The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] was e in the early 
pest of the session to-night, but —_ ve been cured by elec- 

city 


for he is here now. | 5 
Mr. JOHNSON of Calif think the House ought to give 
n to health of the gentleman 


from estate Satie aaenaeee  slaiet ask that we do so by 
. . y 
proceeding at once to business. [Applause.] 





1896. 


——— LT ; 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what 

the gentleman from California means. I know this, that when | 
left the House this afternoon I requested my colleague [Mr. TATE} 
to represent me in a matter that I thought might come up, as I 
was not feeling very well. I did not come out to the night ses- 
sion, not being well enough, but having received information that 
there was a call of the House proceeding, and that no quorum was 
here, in order to help to make a quorum as far as I could, and at 
very great inconvenience and discomfort to myself, I came, be- 
lieving it to be my duty to do so. “ee ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1e Chair desires to state to the 
House that Mr. Barr.ert of Georgia is marked present on the 
first call, The Chair has no recollection of anybody asking that 
he be excused. So it seems that the gentleman from California 
and the gentleman from Missouri are both in error. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Tate] did ask that his colleague, Mr. BARTLETT, be excused 
on account of illness to-night. I know Mr. BarTLetT to be a 
gentleman who would come here if he could in the performance 
of his duties, and I am satisfied that everything that he has said 
is absolutely correct. He has set a first-class example to the Re- 
publicans of this House about attending these sessions. [Ap- 

ause. 
ate diPKINs. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
McCALu of Massachusetts, who has been called home on account 
of important business, may be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Iask that my colleague, Mr. Pitney of New 
Jersey, be excused. He is absent from the city, in New Jersey. 
I think he has leave of absence, although I am not sure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman has leave of absence. 

Mr. GARDNER. And I ask, also, that Mr. McEwan and Mr. 
Howe, my colleagues, who are both out of the city, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the names of the absentees. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. . The gentleman from Idaho [ Mr. 
Wison] has leave of absence, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has leave of ab- 
sence already, and needs no excuse. 

Mr. MAHANY. Lask that my colleague, Mr. McCormick, be 
excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY. [also ask that my colleague, Mr. WILBER, be 
excused. He is out of the city. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WANGER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Manon, be ex- 
cused. As is well known, heis one of the most constant in attend- 
ance on these Friday night sessions. He was in attendance here 
this afternoon, and left here suffering with a severe headache. I 
have no doubt that is the cause of his absence this evening. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELKNAP. My coll , Mr. Lorimer, is absent on 
account of serious illness in his ily. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is already excused, as the 
Chair is advised. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the gentleman from Iowa =. 
ae be Seeees, = on of important —. is 

e n session during the present Congress from which 
he has a ims. - = 


There was no objection. 


Mr. HILL. LIask that my colleague, Mr. Russet of Connect- 
icut, be excused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. HurLEy, be ex- 

There was no Pee. 

Mr. F . Ido not know whether my colleague, Mr. Jonn- 
son of Indiana, is excused or not. It is well known that he is 
absent from the city, sick. : 

The pro tempore. The Chair understands he. has 
leave of absence. 


Mr. POOLE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. FArRcuiLp, be ex- 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER - tempore. The call of; the roll and the re- 
sponses of those who came in after the rol!’ call show that there 


pet gentlemen present. The Chair is reaGy to entertain any 
on. - 


Mr. PICKLER. I offer the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: = 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed t 
a and bring to the bar of the House all members absent without leave of 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I wish to ask as to how short a 
time is probably the least time in which absent members may be 
found and be brought here, and at what expense per member? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has propounded 
a conundrum which the Chair is utterly unable to answer. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think in the last session—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is nothing now in order 
except a motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call, or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, itis evident that we can not 
get a warrant issued before the time at which we are compelled 
to adjourn. Therefore I move to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is the regular order. 
pense with further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. 
NORTHWAY] moves to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
MILNES) there were—ayes 39, noes 78. 

So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call was rejected. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, if the House will permit just 
a word, I understand the record shows that these proceedings in 
the last eight years have never resulted in bringing in more than 
nine members. In view of the lateness of the hour and the ex- 
pense of the proceedings under a call, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that there has been 
no business done since that motion was made before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that no 
business can be done in a House that is without a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. But there has been no other motion made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to dispense with fur- 
ther proceedings 

Mr. PICKLER. The last business was a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the last motion was to dis- 
pense with further Smaeeillinegs under the call. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The motion to adjourn is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
DOLLIVER] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. NORTHWAY demanded a division. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the call for the yeas and nays there were—ayes 30, noes 51. 

Accordingly (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House having ordered the 
yeas and nayson the motion to adjourn, the gentleman from South 
Dakota moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

Mr. BISHOP. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BISHOP. The motion of the gentleman from South Dakota 
is notin order. It is the privilege of the minority to demand the 
yeas and nays, and it can not be taken away from them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; it can. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, under the practice the majority 
can reconsider a vote-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in 
order. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under the uniform practice, as I recollect it, 
the majority can reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered; but then on reconsideration one-fifth of those pres- 
ent can again demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MILNES. The regular order is to lay your motion on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Missouri that a motion is pending to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that a motion 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 


I move that the House do now 


I move to dis- 
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to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 
is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Constitution provides that one-fifth of 
those present can demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. He hasnot risen toa point of order. The gen- 
tleman from iowa has not stated that he rose to a point of order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I rise to a question of order; and m — 
of order is that the motion of the gentleman from South Dakota, 
to reconsider the vote ve which the yeas and nays were ordered, 
is not in order. The taking of the yeas and nays is a mere form 
of counting the vote, and after the yeas and nays have been 
ordered no motion of that sort is pertinent. 

_ SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan to lay on the table the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWERS. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that that de- 
mand is not in order. The Chair will state the parliamentary sit- 
uation. The question is—— 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TERRY. I just want to suggest a parliamentary inquiry 
along here. A call for the yeas and nays has been made and 
was sustained by thirty-odd members. There were 60 on the 
other side. Now, if you can reconsider a vote of that kind, 60 can 
deny to 30 the constitutional right to demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that the decisions are clear on the subject 
as they appear at the desk. The Chair will now state the parlia- 
mentary situation. rato and nays having been ordered, the 
gentleman from South Dakota i, PICKLER] moves to reconsider 
the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered, and the gen- 


tleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNES] moves ae that motion on 


the table. Those in favor of the latter motion say *‘ aye.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK and others. Division! 

The House divided, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 48, 
the nays 48; and the motion is lost. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order! 

Mr. POWERS. On that question I demand the yeas and nays, 
and I insist that that isin order. If itis competent for this House 
to divide and taks a vote with no quorum present, it is entirely 
competent under the circumstances for one-fifth of those present 
to demand the — and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had already decided 
that the motion was lost. The Chair understands that the demand 
of the gentleman from Vermont now is that the yeas and nays be 
taken on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. POWERS. On either question. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already decided 
the other = and has seen no reason to change that decision. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I will ask for the yeas and nays on the 
original motion. 

he SPEAKER Fess tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont that this is a mere question of the 
method of taking a vote in the House in which there is no quorum, 
and the Chair is of the opinion that the yeas and nays are not 
proper demanded. 

r. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not want to embarrass the situation, so I 
withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from South ota to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ord 

e question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded by several members. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 56. 

So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on this motion. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that all the absentees be 
now excused. 


Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. I believe I 

we orn ae ou to a it. a 
r. , e eman from South Dako inks 
ought always to have the floor. a thinks ho 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 839 members voting in favor thereof. 
mS sk nae Mr. a — appointed. F 

‘ (during the count by tellers). Mr. S e ris 
to a parliamentary inquiry. . peaker, I rise 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing, and tho 
gentleman is not in order. 

a House having again divided, the tellers reported—ayes 4° 
noes 48. mo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House decides to reconsider 
the motion whereby the Fhe and nays were ordered, and the 
question now recurs on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn 

Mr. MCRAE. Is not that the pending question, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.” 

Mr. PUGH. ile we are laboring here with closed doors in 
this dense atmosphere in the oo of this magnificent assem- 
blage of ladies who grace with their presence this kindergarten 
performance in the national schoolhouse, I would like to know 
oa call of the House suspends the rule against smoking in 

e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. If any gentlem:; 
smokes in the Hali he sdalioane the rule. eS vg 

Mr. PUGH. Not — one, but quite anumber of those present 
have been infringing the rule, and while it may be fun for the 
boys on the floor, it must be very disagreeable to the ladies and 
other visitors in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNEs], who has just made a motion 
to adjourn, that the question before the House is on the motion to 
noe. and the pending question is whether the House will 
order the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The question en the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. 8 er, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempcre. The Chair holds that motion to 
be out of order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. From tit decision of the Chair I appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain 
the appeal. [Applause.]} 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 27, nays 119, not 
voting 209; as follows: 


have the floc Tr, 


and 


YEAS—27. 


r, 
eer. Nebr. 
Hicks, 


Hunter, 
a 
Long 


Aldrich, Ala. Cummings, 
Curtis, lowa 


Avery, 

Bartlett, Ga. Curtis, N. ¥ 
Broderick, Daniels, 
Calderhead, Dolliver, 
Clardy, Erdman 
Codding Griswold, 


McClellan, 
ilnes, 
Northway, 
Shannon, 
Snover, 
Spaldi 


, 

NAYS—119. 

Kirkpatri Southard, 

Kelp, - Southwick, 
Stallings 
eowart N.J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strong, 
Strowd, N.C. 


Evans, 
Faris, 
Fenton, 
Fischer, 
Foss, 


Fowler, 
Gamble, 
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ohnson, In 

Dee Johnson, N Mozley, Sulloway, 
Dingley, oy, Murphy, Sulzer, 
Dinsmore, Kendall, Neill, Swanson, 
Doolittle, Kleberg, Newlands, Taft, 
Dovener, Knox, Noonan, Tawney, 
Downing, Kyle, Odell, Thorp, 
Draper. Lawson, Ogden, Tracewe 
Ellett, Va. Leisenring, Otey, Treloar 
Elliott, 8. C. Lester, Overstreet, Tucker, 
Fairchild, Lewis, Owens, Turner, Ga. 
Fitzgerald, Linney, Parker, Turner, Va. 
Fletcher, Linton, Patterson, Tyler, 
Foote, Livingston, Payne, Underwood, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lockhart, Pearson, Updegraff, 
Goodwyn, Lorimer, Pendleton, Van Horn, 
Grosvenor, Loud, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Grout, Low, Phillips, Walker, Mass. 
Grow, Maddox, Pitney, Walker, Va. 
Hall M ire, Price, Walsh, 
Hanly, Mahon, Quigg, Washington, 
Harmer, McCall, Mass. ey, White, 
Harris, McCall, Tenn. Ray, Wilber, 
Harrison, McCleary,Minn. Reyburn, Williams, 
Hart, cClure, Richardson. Willis, 
Hartman, McCormick, Robertson, La. Wilson, Idaho 
Heiner, Pa. McCreary, Ky. Robinson, Pa. Wilson, 8. C. 
Henderson, cDearmon, Rusk, Woodard, 
Hendrick, McEwan, Russell, Conn. Woodman. 
Henry, McLachlan, Russell, Ga. Woomer. 
Hepburn, McLaurin, Sauerhering, 

Hitt, MeMillin, Scranton, 

Hooker, Meiklejohn, Settle, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 27 
and the nays are 119, and the House refuses to adjourn. 

The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the Chair, under the rule, 
announces the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock. 
[Applause. ] 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7083) 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing, and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a — (No. 1831); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. 7) authorizing the issue of duplicate medals where the 
originals have been lost or destroyed, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1834); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4985) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the State of Colo- 
rado, etc., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a — (No. 1847); which said bill and report were referred to 
the mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 91) providing for 
the adjustment of certain.claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee, and certain claims of Tennessee against the 


United States, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a (No. 1848); which said bill and report were referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severall. eee from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to Committee of the Whole House. as follows: 

ay Me, TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

bill (S. 506) entitled ‘‘An act to correct the military record 
of John Fox, of Albany, Oreg.” (Report No. 1826.) 

The bill (H. R. 2995) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Willoughby, of Washington, Kans., 
and grant him an honorable discharge. ios No. 1827. 

The bill (H. R. 6557) for the relief of Martin. ( rt 





No. 1828. 
The (S. 65) entitled ‘An act for the relief of J. E. Gilling- 
waters.” sear No. 1829.) 
Mr. N, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 
bill (H. R. 4098) for the relief of Samuel D. Hubbard. 


(Report No. 1830. 


~ 
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The bill’ (H. R. 6368) for the relief of Thomas J. Sheppard. 
(Report No. 1832.) 

The bill (H.R. 5036) for the relief of James H. Smith, of Man- 
chester, Ohio. (Report No 1833.) 

By Mr. UNDERW OOD, from the Committee onthe Public Lands: 
The bill (S. 1320) entitled “‘An act to confirm the title to certain 
lands in William Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to require the 
issue of patents therefor.” (Report No. 1835.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 8788) granting a pension to Mary A. Widdores, 
(Report No. 1836.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.8451) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
McConaughey. (Report No. 1837.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8162) to increase the pension of William H. Dyer, 
(Report No. 1838.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Petsions: The 
bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to LovezilaL. Patterson. (Re- 
port No. 1839.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Cor: mittee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7153) increasing the pension of George W. Peters, 
Company I, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry. 
(Report No. 1840.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3691) granting a pension to Catharine Kelley, widow 
of John Kelley. (Report No. 1841.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4967) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Harmon, late private in Company K, Fifth Maine Vol- 
unteers, and Company B, Seventh Maine Volunteers. (Report 
No. 1842.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7582) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Avery. 
(Report No. 1843.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of John T. Guerin. 
(Report No. 1844.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 5409) for the relief of J. T. Taylor. (Report No. 1845.) 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: The bill (H. R. 6260) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park. (Report No. 1846.) 











PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 8998) to establish a dollar- 
and-a-half-a-day standard of wages for labor—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8999) to prohibit the further 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R.9000) for the 
erection of a monument to Gen. U. 8. Grant in the city of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9001) to regulate the pay- 
ment of import duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9023) to prevent the spread of 
contagious diseases in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A joint vesolution (H. Res. 
185) declaratory of the intent and meaning of a certain act named 
therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 48) for the printing of copies of the report of the Joint 
Committee on the Dedication of Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Park—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution (House Res. No. 338) requesting 
the Committee on Rules to fix an early date for the consideration of 
the bills reported by the Committee on Patents—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, relative to the navigation of the Connecti- 
cut River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6648) for 
the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laundress in Battery F', Second 
Regiment, United States Artillery; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 9002) for the relief of the heirs 
of H. E. Muhlenberg, late collector of the Ninth United States 
en district of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 

laims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9008) to remove the charge 
of desertion standing against the name of John M. R. Scott—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOWNING: A bill (H. R. 9004) to place the name of 
Charles 8. Devine on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 9005) to pay J. E. Blue for grain 
and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 1864— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 9006) to pay to James E. Blue 
for grain and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 
1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9008) for the relief of Dieterick 
Glander—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension 
to William Barrett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9010) for the relief 
of the estate of Dr. J. M. Walker, deceased, lateof Madison County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Hayes, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9012) for the relief of T. M. D. Coln, of 
McNairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 9018) granting an increase 
of pension to J. F. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 9014) granting a pension to 
Elise Marsteller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 9015) for the relief of T. P. Sal- 
yer, of Lawrence County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, SORG: A bill (H. R. 9016) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Frank Miller, Company K, Fifth Regi- 
— Ohio Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9017) to pension Mrs, Mary A. Tupper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9018) to remove the charge of desertion from 
record of Allen Moore—Company K, Eighty-second Regiment 


Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of Daniel 
Wingate—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9020) for the relief of A. P. McIntosh—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 9021) to increase the pension of 
George Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 9022) to correct the military record 
of George Schell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Se and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of Mayor A. L. Selig and 50 other citi- 
zens of Lawrence, Kans., asking for the of a bill to pen- 
sion Hiram Hopson, to accompany House bill No. 2808—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Annie Campbell to a House 
bill No. 8993, for the relief of the heirs of the late can H. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Margaret E. Gates, formerly 

t E. Springfield, widow of J. F. Springfield, deceased, late 
of Crawford County, Ark., asking reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Remonstrances and petitions of A. J. 
Bale and others; also of J. Fred Miller and others; also of citizens 
of Kalama, Tacoma, and other cities in the State of Washington, 
regarding the Marquette statue—to the Committee onthe Library. 

Also, of the faculty of the State University of Washington; also 
memorial of the citizens of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the adoption 
. the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures, 

Also, petition of citizens of South Tacoma, Wash.; also resolu- 
tions of Stedman Post of Whatcom; also petition of Plummer 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of New Whatcom, Wash., 


sions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Tacoma and Vancouver. Stata 
Washington, in favor of the passage of House bille os. Soe nt 
4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the amendment of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.- 

Also, memorial of the Seattle Lumber Exchange favoring th 

: ; ’ 8 
passage of Senate bill No. 1214, to appropriate funds for invest. 
— and tests of American timber—to the Committee on A 
culture. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of George W. Wheedon and others 
of railroad department of the Youn ‘Men's Christian Association’ 
favoring the e of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, amend. 
ne the seatal tau -40 the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, urging Congress to give “a wise and 
careful consideration of our currency and finances”—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Manufacturers 
adopted at a convention in Chicago, IIl., for a uniform classific,- 
tion of freight rates throughout the United States—to the Cou)- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Nuttall Ornithological Club of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., favoring the creation of the office of director in 
chief of scientific divisions in the Department of Agriculture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, for an immediate and complete consular inspec- 
tion, which shall determine the present condition of the service 
and also recommend in what manner it can be without delay made 
most effective—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of numerous citizens of the State of 
Missouri, praying for the of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: utions of the board of directors of 
the ufacturers and Producers’ Association of California, ask- 
ing for legislation to prevent competition from the cheap labor of 
other countries—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of oe ue Council, No. 9, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Dan , Conn., unanimously 
indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
New York, N. Y.; also of citizens of Newark, Ohio; also of citi- 
zens of Escondido, Cal., against the continuance of the Pére Mar- 
quette statue in the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Auburn, Ark., pro- 
testing against the peonee of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relati second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
aa County, Fi — of po _ Peters prantle, 

i unty, Pa., protesting i e passage of House 
to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the P. e and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of a mass mect- 
ing in St. Paul, Minn., favoring interference by the United States 
in of the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

_—s ROBINSON of Pe: lvania: Petition of Kennett Coun- 
cil, No. 182, of Chester County, Pa.; also of John P. Crozer Council, 
No. 187, of Chester, Pa., United American Mechanics; also 
< en mie or Camp, ry aos oe — - a 

avoring the passage 0 me immigration bill— e Com- 
mittee on Immi and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RU of Connecticut: Resolution of directors of 
the Connecticut State prison, in opposition to House bill No. 6115, 
forbidding the interstate transportation of articles manufactured 
in institutions—to the Committee on Labor. t 

y Mr. SORG: Paper to accompany House bill removing the 
c of desertion from the military record of Frank Miller—to 
the mittee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, letter of the Stomps-Burkhardt Company, of Dayton, Ohio, 
in favor of a of House bill No. 6116, to protect free labor 
from competition with convict labor, and restricting the sale of 
convict-made goods to the State in which they are produced—to 
the Committee on Labor. : 

Also, resolution of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Protective 
Association of Dayton, Ohio, relative to the payment of tax on 
distilled spirits in distilleries or other bonded warehouses—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 283, of Hamilton, 
Ohio, favoring the nationalization of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mitte on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 1? 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Remonstrance and ae. 
of 31 citizens of Wausau, Wis., urging the immediate removal 0 
the Pére Marquette statue from Statuary Hall—to the Committee 
on the Library. 
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SATURDAY, May 16, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitaury, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the senting of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions, which had previously been 
signed by the 5 er of the House of Representatives: 
on pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (H. R. 428) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (A. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 

ges, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 


recorded; 

A bill (H. R.2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry 8S. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
County, Ark.; ; 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Michael McKenna; 

A bill CH. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the State 
of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohi 


Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A bih (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 
printed copies of patents; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) toauthorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed 
freight, , and other property in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the — of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon 8; 

A bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H.R. oo | ager he A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon 


and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H.R. 7148 wating to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H.R. 7172) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation, of Allegan, Mich. ; 

A bill B R. 7216) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
= to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans City, 


A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in th 
District 4f Colambie, vr ‘vas ‘ 


A bill (H.R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Ili- 


nois near Grafton, Il.; 
A bill (H. R. 8266) donating 2 condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 2 


condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162,Grand Army 
of the eee of ny 


, Pa.; 

A bill R. 8582) to establish certain harbor tions fo 
the District of Colmabia —s P 
A bill ne donating 1 condemned cannon and 4 cannon 
balls to Army of the ublic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 

‘A bill CH R. 8077) granting to Badlong Post, Grand Arm 
. RK. granting to Budlong Post, Gran of 
po of Westerly, . L, 2 condemned mounted poaas 


jointresolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
a condenaned cies Se eee Post, Grand 

Army —— jc, posted e iers’ monument at 

St. Johnsbury, Vt. : 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


th eC PRESIDENT ee Sate the Senate a oomemenion 

from ttorney-Gen , in response to a resolution of the 

9th instant, calling for a careful and th h inquiry to be made 
he number of aliens employed in the Department of 

Justice, stating that there are no aliens employed in that 

ment; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be pri 


bill (S. 2082) to grant right of way over the public domain 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, anncunced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; and 

An act (S. 2870) to permit Rene C: Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington. 

IMPROVEMENTS IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask’ unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2540) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards setapart and reserved as the 
Yellowstone National Park. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with an amendment,in line 21, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four” and insert 
*‘one”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums 
mentioned herein, to be received and accepted in each case as full and final 
compensation for a certain bridge, buildings, and other improvements con 


structed and made by said persons upon public lands afterwards reserved 
and set apart as the Yellowstone National Park by the act of March 1, 1872, 
namely: 

To C. J. Baronett,of Gardiner, Mont., for the bridge known as “ Baronett's 
Bridge,” over the Yellowstone River, and the approaches thereto, $5,000 

To James C. McCartney, of Gardiner, Mont., bor certain buildings at or 


near Mammoth Hot Springs taken and used by the United States, $3,000 

To Matthew McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal., for certain buildings at or near 
Mammoth Hot Springs taken and used by the United States, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DENVER, CRIPPLE CREEK AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILROAD, 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and South- 
western Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad through 
the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of 
Colorado, to report it favorably without amendment, and as it is 
a local bill, I ask that it may be put upon its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK LARKIN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1381) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Patrick Larkin. It isa bill of only a few 
lines and will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Patrick Larkin, 
late a private in Company K, Fourth Regiment of Vermont In- 
fantry Volunteers, and to issue an honorable discharge as of date 
February 17, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS IN DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed: 

To the Senate: 

I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate dated the 
9th instant and addressed to the Secretary of State, a report of that officer, 
accompanied by copies of printed documents containing the information de- 
sired respecting the historical archives deposited in the Department of State. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
ashington, May 16, 1896. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT M’KEESPORT, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent to call up a brief pub- 
lic building bill, the bill (S. 3105) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at McKeesport, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
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United States post-office and other Government offices at McKees- 
port, State of Pennastvenian. the cost of site and building, includ- 
ing the vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed $200,000. 

Pho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave to call up the resolution of instruc- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations, relative to the trial 
of citizens arrested in Cuba, which I submitted yesterday morning. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make a report from a committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the Senator allow morning business 
to be transacted? 

Mr. MORGAN, I merely want to take the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator from Alabama be 
allowed to call up the resolution, and then he will _ 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to call upa bill, Ido not think 
it will lead to any debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave submitted a resolution of instruction 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations upon a matter that is of 
vital importance to this country. It will take me but a little 
while to express my views upon it and inform the Senate of the 
grounds upon which I proceed and the necessity for it. I have 
not had even the ee, of disturbing the Senate or annoy- 
ing it for a long while, and I trust I shall not be deprived of a 
very brief moment in which to express my views on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The resolution indicated by the Senator from Alabama will be 
read for information. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Moraan, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to inquire 
and report to the Senate what are the rights of the United States, under our 
treaties with Spain, as to the trial of our citizens arrested in Cuba and now 
under condemnation and sentenced to death by the Spanish military tribu- 
nals for alleged offenses of a political or other character against the Spanish 
laws or Government, and to report on that subject by bill or otherwise. 

Sno. 2. That the Secretary of State is directed to send to the Senate literal 
copies of the original text of a protocol of conference and declarations con- 
cerning judicial procedure, signed by Caleb Cushing, as minister of the 
Dnited States, onl Sefior Don Fernando Y. Coliantes, minister of the King of 
Spain, on January 12, 1877, as the same was executed and interchanged, both 
in the English and Spanish languages; and that he will inform the Senate 

e established or agreed original text of said protocol is in the Eng- 


lish or the Spanish language. 
Sxo. 3. That the Secretary of State is further directed, if it is not incom- 


_ patible with the — service, to communicate to the Senate oe of any 
correspondence that has taken place between the Governments of Spain and 
the United States respecting the said protocol and its bearing or effect upon 
the trial and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently 
captured on or near the vessel called the Competitor, which was seized under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that island. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the recent action of Congress 
relating to the civil war in the Island of Cuba has not been re- 
ceived — Government or people of Spain asa rightful declara- 
tion of the attitude of the Government and people of the United 
States upon this subject,in which the rights and welfare of our 
country are vitally concerned. 

In that declaration of our opinions as to the existence of public 
war in Cuba, and that the parties engaged in it should be recog- 
nized as belligerents, there is no just cause of complaint on the 
et of the Government of Spain that Con: has in any act or 

eclaration either overstepped their plain rights or that they have 
exhibited an unfriendly disposition toward that Government. 

And in the further and more decisive step proposed to be taken 
under the resolution referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions that I offered in the Senate, iz it is eo by Congress, there 
can be no just deduction or inference of our unfriendliness to 
Spain as a nation. 

it is the right of the Government of the United States to declare 
tke status and define the duties of its citizens as they relate to 
and are affected by the existence of a state of war in any foreign 
country. If the motive is just, no nation can be called in ques- 
tion for such a declaration. This duty becomes imperative when 
the rights of our ple demand that such a formal declaration 
shall be made to define their international status, for their own 
regulation and protection in their intercourse with a country in 
which war is flagrant. We are not fixing the status of Cuba, but 
of our own people. Our proximity to the Island of Cuba, our 
important commercial relations with those —_ o ownership 
of valuable property that our people have acq in Cuba under 
the sanction of treaty agreements with Spain, the actual residence 
of many of our people in Cuba, and the resort of a great number 
of Cubans to the United States seeking hospitality, create rela- 
tions of such an intimate nature with that island that we are 
compelled to examine into the condition of their people and to 
determine for ourselves whether they are at peace or in 
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war. Our extradition treaties with Spain make such an inquir 
an unavoidable duty. ~~ 
In the performance of this duty we regret that a long series of 
events in Cuba that it would not be profitable to enumerate but 
are extremely painful to our conceptions of humanity, his , 
excited the sympathies of our — that our action as a Gover,,. 
ment, however impartial, will be attributed by Spain to an iniy);. 
cal feeling on the part of the United States, @ do not disay ow 
our share in that state of feeling that animates the people of the 
United States, but we base our proposed action upon our strict 
right under the laws of nations, and solely upon the duty that the 
Government owes to the people of the United States, 
The laws of nations clearly establish the right of any nentra] 
wer to define its neutrality and the duties thereby enjoined yn. 
er those laws by declaring that, as to its government and peop |e 
it will ize the existence of a state of war in a foreign oyun. 
try and will accord equal rights to both belligerents. 

e instances in which this right has been exercised are 5 
numerous as to remove the subject of its legitimacy from tho 
field of discussion, and its honest exercise is no just cause of 
offense to any nation. If Spain denies us this right, it can only 
be upon the ground that it is not honestly exercised. In the caso 
that is s analogous in principle and in the facts, of the recov. 
nition by Spain of the belligerency of the Confederate Stati< 


at day ence wy before any of the t battles of our civil war had 


n fought, the United States did not assume that the action of 
— was influenced by any unfriendly spirit or purpose of hos- 
tility, 
po 


and did not dispute the right of Spain to perform that im- 
rtant act. 

It was then conceded to Spain that the proximity of Cuba to the 
Southern States and the existence of negro slavery in both the 
neighbormg countries was a just cause for her precaution in 
declaring that public war existed in the United States, that the 
parties enga were lawful belligerents, and that she would 
maintain a strict neutrality between them. If the United States 
had known that Spain was then contemplating the invasion of 
Santo Domingo and had formed a league with other powers to 
execute that purpose on the pretext that the United States had 
designs upon that island, intending to acquire a right to the Bay 
of Samona, her recognition of the belligerency of the Confederate 
States would have been justly regarded as being unfriendly to the 
United States. 

When the designs as to the Bay of Samona, so attributed by 
Spain to the United States, were found to be untrue, and Spain 
still pushed the occupation of Santo Domingo with the purpose of 
conquest, and was moved to this invasion by the ulterior design 
of establishing in that island a mili occupancy that would 
hold the United States in check and endanger her frontiers, the 
unfriendly act of Spain was manifest. 

Allusion is made to these facts, not to justify the future action 
of the United States with reference to Cuba by a spirit of retali- 
ation for the past, but to present a contrast which, at least, is not 
disparaging to the United States in her attitude toward the Cuban 
pes le. e United States, chiefly for the purpose of avoiding 

ifficulties with Governments whose colonies are near us and 
whose subjects are under monarchic rule, to which our people 
and their institutions are op , in the early days of the Re- 

ublic enacted very stringent laws, added to the laws of nations, 

or moventing our people from interfering in the local affairs of 
neighboring States. , 

At great cost and under circumstances of a most trying char- 
acter we have carefully performed this self-imposed task. No 
just charge of indifference or delinquency has been made by any 
of these neighboring powers egetent the United States respecting 
the faithful execution of our own laws on this subjev.. _ 

For reasons that relate exclusively to the dissatisfaction of the 
Cubans with Spanish rule under the Spanish monarchy, which 
we have in no way incited or moted, insurrection, attended 
with violence, war, and rapine, has, on several occasions, spr vad 
through the island, and has included in its disastrous progress 
every interest and every human being in Cuba. Not one of these 
commotions has failed to draw into its vortex many citizens of 
the United States, and very important rights of persons and prop- 
erty have been frequently exposed to serious danger. At the close 
of each of these outbreaks the United Ctatee have been an 
to present to Spain many large and just claims for compensatio 
for very heavy losses coibaiaoet by our people. Some of the most 
important of tasso claims have been the price of the blood of our 
people that was shed, oftentimes under circumstances of cruelty 
that were shocking to humanity, and by the order of the Spanish 
authorities in Cuba. : 

It has been and is still a most and difficult task to restrain 
the wrath of our people when they have seen their own Govern 
ment, restrained by the supposed duty of nonintervention, stand by 
while these n barbarities were being perpetrated. Our 
people have been naturally impatient while their Government has 
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been deliberately waiting for the pete tomeasurethe worth | ance with the laws of nations without the necessary predicate that 


of these wrongsin dollars, at theen 
ing by the diplomatic agents of the Spanish Government. The 
American people have been the anxious witnesses of this terrible 
series of wrongs for many years, and have the record of them stored 
upintheirmemory. Theyare written in the indignant declarations 
oF every American President and statesman who has ever made an 
ial utterance on the subject, and yet these wrongs have been 
offic ; . 3 
repeated and endured until our right to resent them is scornfully 
disputed by Spain. None of our representatives have expressed 
either an opinion or a doubt to the contrary in the past, and what- 
ever doubts are now expressed, the facts will forever remain un- 
changed, They can not be changed until Spain changes her harsh 
policy. Our just pride in the principles of our Government, which 
embody the essence of human liberty and encourage the aspira- 
tions of all who crave that element and condition of responsible 
manhood, and our recollections of the price at which this great 
blessing has been obtained, alike impel us to indulge our active 
sympathy for all men who are engaged in a struggle for the right 
of local self-government. But the people of the United States, 
while they are conscious of the claims of our system of govern- 
ment upon the hearts of all enlightened people, are not propa- 
gandists of their free institutions. They a the right of every 
people to settle for themselves all matters that relate to their in- 
ternal affairs. This sacred duty has held them in check in every 
case where wars in foreign states have occurred, unless in the 
conduct of such wars the rights of humanity, as they are recog- 
nized in Christian countries, are flagrantly violated by the bellig- 


nts. 
rt is not incumbent on them, nor do they feel or admit that it 
is their duty, to witness at their doors the use of barbarous means 
for the repression of the demand of a people for liberty and for 
stifling the outcries of the victims of arrogant and cruel despot- 
ism, whoever may be the despot or however ancient may be his 
title. If the dealing of the Spanish Government with the people 
of Cuba was such as to challenge the approval of the public opin- 
ion of the world there could be no need for the suppression of 
information as to the conduct of hostilities and the results of con- 


flicts of arms after their occurrence, such as is practiced by that | 


Government with such rigid energy. Other nations from which 
the truth is excluded are not the enemies of Spain, nor are they 

ies upon her military operations. The island is guarded along 
the entire coast with numerous and powerful war vessels, so that 
there is little opportunity for access to the interior, and a strict 
censorship of the ese and mails and telegraphic communications 
excludes the world from knowledge of the truth in respect of cur- 
rent events in Cuba. American newspaper correspondents who 
write an that is not derogatory to the Cuban army or people 
are expelled from the island. This close censorship is only an 
imputation upon the people of the United States, and is based 


upon the assumption that they are Spain’s secret enemies. Our | 


people are incapable of disguising their opinions or sentiments, 
either through fear or for the sake of secret advantage. 
Notwithstanding these difficulties and the aoeeee of the Span- 
iards, enough has transpired to prove beyond denial that a great 
civil war has been waged in Cuba since the autumn of 1894 that 
has increased in ay erga with startling rapidity and strength. 
The remotest and least informed nations of Christendom know 
that public civil war exists in Cuba and that it is conducted by 
armies in the field, regularly organized, equipped, and commanded 
by commissioned officers, in which are enlisted 150,000 Spanish 
ee and more than 50 war vessels, and not less than 50,000 


It is utterly us to assert that a state of war does not 
exist in Cuba e face of such facts and when there is not an 
important town or vi where the Spaniards have possession 
that is not held as a military camp or post. Yet it is upon this 


denial = that a state of war exists in Cuba that she is de- 
ae the United States that we shall assume the false atti- 


that we have no right, even for the protection of the rights 

, to assert the truth and act upon that assertion. 

us that we shall recognize a state of perfect peace 

Cuba, when every human life in the island is in 

and no place there that is not exposed constantly 

warfare with torch and sword. We are warned by 

Spain that if we formally acknowledge the fact that war exists 

Cuba, and regulate the conduct of our people accordingly, she 

| consider such a declaration as an iendly act and, at her 

option, of war. 

a Spanish dependency or province our position would 

to us with a more exacting assertion of royal 

ty than sets up, as her right, to compel us to deny 

of the situation as it is in Cuba. Our Government is 

Card by Spain to ignore or deny the truth as to the war in 
The recognition of the existence of open, public war in an 

country or between any two countries can not be made in accord- 


ae 


of protracted delays and finess- | 





there are at least two belligerent parties. 

If the collision and struggle of arms is a riot or insurrection, 
it is not a state of war. But no nation can arrogate to itself the 
exclusive right, by its mereaffirmation and contrary to the fact, to 
say that a strife that begun in insurrection, and ccntinues with- 
out abatement for more than a year, has not assumed the pro- 
portions of a public war, when that fact concerns the rights or 
interests of the people of a foreign government. 

It is no breach of the peace of nations for such a foreign goy- 
ernment to know, acknowledge, and declare the truth. 

If the strife originated in open rebellion, with an organized pro- 
visional government that declares its right to political antonomy 
and independence, and is not a mere insurrection intended to se- 
cure a redress of grievances from a government whose authority 
is acknowledged, the state of public war will be attributed to 
such an outbreak when it has assumed the phase of de facto goy- 
ernment, and it should be so recognized when it has attained to 
the power and authority of a government de facto over the region 
that it assumesto govern. In either of these cases, however, any 
foreign government may, when its interests are affected, recog- 
nize such a government as being rightful while its power contin- 
ues, eee it is an insurrection, without giving just ground of 
offense to the mother government. Inthe case of Cuba there has 
not been a day since Spain lost her other American possessions 
that a large number of native Cubans have not felt deeply the de- 
sire and the necessity, as they view their condition, of entire inde- 
pendence of the Spanish Crown. 

This spirit and motive have alone caused the frequent attempts 
at revolution that have made Cuba a battle ground, consecrated to 
liberty, and the common cemetery of worthy patriots. 

While grievances, political and personal, and the domination of 
greedy despoilers set over them in authority by a power that was 
foreign to them in every interest and sympathy have aroused the 
native Cubans to violent resistance, in the wars that have ensued 
the aspiration for freedom and independence has been the great 
moving impulse in all these numerous attempts at revolutions. 
More distinctly than ever before the present war in Cuba isa war 
for independence and a determined purpose to establish a repub- 
lican form of government. 

The fact of the existence of such a war in Cuba may escape the 
vision of men in authority or elude their recognition of the truth, 
but it shocks the common sense of mankind that we are to be 
compelled, by some diplomatic oversight or deception, to admit 
as a nation that peace prevails in Cuba. This diplomatic fallacy 
has for its support several technical apologies and excuses that 
only make its allowance less agreeable to a truth-loving people. 
Among these re en ey evasions is the alleged fact that the 
Cubans have no fortified towns or military defenses in their occu- 
pation. This grave suggestion is answered by the military say- 
ing that ‘‘ Forts are strongholds that are made to be taken,” and 
the Cubans do not choose to build them for that purpose; but 
more fully by the fact that the wise strategy of Cuban general- 
ship causes them to avoid such situations and thereby deprive 
the enemy of the advantages of his superiority in artillery. 

It is further alleged as a reason why the Republic of Cuba can 
not be a lawful belligerent that she has no seaports and no fleet. 
The attempt to hold a seaport without heavy artillery and strong 
defenses would only be an invitation to the entire Spanish navy 
tobeleaguer the place. Such folly may be chivalric and charm- 
ing to dilettante warriors and carpet knights, but it can not mis- 
lead a Cuban general. To a diplomat such a situation in Cuba 
would dispense with the loneliness of feeling that afflicts him when 
precedents can not be found to settle his doubts, but to a sensible 
military leader it would be the climax of absurdity. It is not 
the lines of precedent that Cuba is trying to establish, but inde- 

ndence. Another supposed impediment to a recognition of the 

lligerency of Cuba is that she has no ship or flag on the seas. 

If Spain, with the support of the United States and other 
powers, can lawfully hold such armed vessels to be pirates, and 
that Cuban merchantmen are confiscable for sailing under Cuban 
sey or commissions, the assertion that they have no ships is 
equivalent to the declaration that the Republic of Cuba will not 
be permitted to have ships that may navigate the ocean under her 
own flag. If she is not a belligerent power, her war ships are 

irates and her merchantmen are contraband of the seas. This 
is the condition that we are helping Spain to fix, irrevocably, on 
Cuba. If war exists, the rights of war are of the same nature on 
the sea as on the land, and that fact being established, no honor, 
able nation can refuse to Cuba the rights of war on sea or land- 
if the decision of the question becomes material. If, for this 
reason, we deny belligerent rights to Cuba, it is not because she 
has no ships, but because we will not permit her to sail them. If 
war actually exists between Spain and a body of people in Cuba 
the United States is bound by the laws of nations to impartial 
neutrality as to each belligerent. If, under such conditions, a 
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Cuban vessel, duly documented, should enter the of New 
York on a commercial errand the United States could not refuse 
to protect her without assuming the réle of an ally of Spain. We 
are not bound in honor or duty to aid Spain in putting down the 
Cuban struggle for liberty, and the people of the United States 
who are so severely censured by the Queen Regent for their al- 
leged difference in sentiment and opinion from our President as 
to Cuba, would refuse to support him if, in any way, he should be- 
come the virtual ally and helper of that cruel monarchy. 

While none of our Presidents have been influenced by such a 
purpose, and all of them who have dealt with this subject have 
only been controlled by a sense of duty, it is still true that, in 
their zeal to do right, they have often been the most potent force 
in aiding Spain in her persistent course of cruelty and bloodshed 
toward the people of Cuba. And in this mistaken zeal they have 
often inflicted severe and unnecessary wrongs upon our own people 
by failing to use their power to prevent them. If Spain had un- 
derstood three years ago that, under the exact conditions that now 
exist in Cuba, the United States would recognize the belligerency 
of both parties, the Cubans would have been at least as free to- 
day as the Canadians are. But Spain has regarded the United 
States as being so far committed in the opposite direction that 
now she becomes insolently arrogant in denying to us that right. 

Our zealous efforts to prevent our people from expressing, in 
their conduct, the sympathy for Cuba that is honorable to them 
and responsive to their most cherished principles has met with no 
other recognition from Spain than a demand that we shall continue 
in that réle, as a duty we owe to her, without regard to any cruel- 
ties she may choose to inflict, even upon our citizens, when they 
fall into her hands as prisoners of war and are massacred by her 
relentless and unchristian agents as traitors and pirates. Our 
people have not forgotten the Virginius tr y. 

If it were posgible to sup that a condition of affairs could 
exist in Canada similar to that which is frequently recurring and 
now exists in Cuba, the United States would hasten to vindicate 
the Anglo-Saxon race from the ae mem — and the whole 
world would applaud our intervention. But Can is a happy 
colony because the Anglo-Saxon rules with justice, and the Crown 
of Great Britain honorsand loves itssubjects. The United States 
have not at any time proposed a single step in the direction of 
actual intervention in Cuban affairs except by a tender of friendly 
offices between Spain and Cuba. These overtures having been re- 
pelled as an insulting interference, we now pro’ to take care of 


pose 
our own eae by defining our attitude toward the contending 


forces in Cuba as that of absolute neutrality between belligerent 

powers. We have not heretofore been actually or properly neu- 

ae in these long-continued and frequently occurring wars in 
uba. 

All our power as a Government has been exerted with extraor- 
dinary vigilance in the direction of preventing the Cubans from 
all opportunity to supply themselves with arms and war material 
and even hospital stores from the United States. At this time 
the objection that Spain urges against our recognition of Cuban 
belligerency is based upon the fact that it would open our mar- 
kets equally to Cuba and Spain for the purchase of munitions of 
war. e are uired to deny to ering patriots what we 
gladly supply to Weyler and Spain. Spain can purchase in our 
markets whatever arms and munitions she desires with the full 
knowledge of our Government that they are to be used in making 
war against her own people under the oe of suppressing 
insarrection, and no opposition is made to the cruel work. 

Spain can send her ships to New York and load them with boxes 
of guns and ammunition and label them there as being intended 
to slay Cubans who are fighting for liberty in organized armies, 
while a Cuban general would be seized and tried in our courts if 
he dared to p like munitions for making war in defense of 
his native land. Spain threatens us with her serious displeasure 
if we accord to the Cubans such privileges. 

If an American sends powder or dynamite to his own iron mines 
in Cuba to be used in kis business, n limits the quantity until 
the ‘vork must be abandoned, or entirely forbids the importation, 
if that Government has a fear or apprehension that possibly these 
explosives may fall into the hands of the Cubans. If an Ameri- 
can merchant should ship arms or cartridges to his agent or con- 
signee in Habana for sale in the general market, it would be seized 
as contraband of war in the absence of a permit. It is the 
frequent practice in Cuba to declare es imported as being 
contraband, while Spain is declaiming with indignation that no 
war exists in Cuba. What laws, except the laws of war, exclude 
contraband from commerce? 

If, for any just cause, the United States should be compelled to 
declare war against Spain, as the situation is now that declaration 
would make of every Cuban our national enemy, although the 
cause of such a declaration might be the a of in toward 
the Cuban people, or some interference with the ts of some 
Cuban ship in our ports, or a demand for the 


of al. 


Cuban c with being engaged in a riot, which w , 
be a poli offense, because it was a participation in ‘oul to 
om war. : _— 
our e are captured or are held liable to ca > Snai 
for landing military supplies in the ports or —— a7 Spain 
Cuba, and are claimed to be liable to the death penalty as pit... 
or insurgents or rebels, either under the municipal laws of <;,,.. 
or under the international law, as has been done during the ~ : 
ent war and also in the former ten years’ war in Cuba, it is 4 
national shame that such a condition of affairs is permitted })y (),, 
United States out of friendly deference toa power that insists t),,,; 
peace prevails in that island, when all the world knows and (on. 
gress has declared that open public war is sent there. When 
these dan that are practically unavoidable and beyond tho 
power of the Government are a constantly impending peril tv ¢), 
aes of the country, and when they can be removed by our just 
eclaration that the laws of war apply to such conduct and »,.; 
the laws of treason, piracy, insurrection, or rebellion, it is alinost 
inconceivable that our Government should be so derelict in jts 
duty to our own people as to refuse to them this protection. 

Some of our citizens are now in Spanish prisons, condemned to 
death for an offense that is no more than mere smuggling under 
the laws of nations, if Cuba is now in a state of peace. If war 
a the offense is no more than a futile effort to run 
a blockade. 

Under our treaties with Spain these people, whatever may be the 
grade oftheir alleged offense, are notamenable to trial by a military 
tribunal. Such a court can have no jurisdiction of them in re- 
spect of the offense with which they are charged. 

No decent government can demand or accept a pardon for its 
citizens as a satisfaction of their wrongs, or for the national in- 
sult, when the tribunal that sentences them to death has no jnris- 
diction to arraign and try them. Especially is this true where it 
is agreed between the powers, in express treaty stipulations, that 
— a tribunal shall not exercise jurisdiction over our people in 
such cases. 

When wrongs so flagrant are inflicted upon our people, the de- 
mand should be peremptory that the parties so convicted should 
first be discharged from arrest under such a sentence and then a 
demand for a civil trial if Spain desires their further prosecu- 
oem ae — ane m4 set — — the ian, on the 

o of any impose it as the judgment of a court- 
Per eal Geo United States can not, in duty or honor, enter into any 
discussion with Spain as to a trial of the accused before any other 
tribunal. Until it is set aside every day that these men suffer 
imprisonment is a day of national humiliation to us as a people. 
hero complication — have ee if the United States 

been as prompt in declarin igerent rights of Cuba as 
—_— _— Aa cin the belligerent rights of the Confederate 

tates in q 

The com of the action of the two Governments on these 
occasions is more to the credit of Spain’s courageous sense of na- 
tional right and duty than it is to our su magnanimity. 
Spain's conduct did not forfeit our friendship toward that nation 
in 1862. Why should our recognition of Cuban belligerency be 

by Spain as an unfriendly act? It can only be for 
the reason that it disappoints the expectation of Spain that the 
United States will always be,as they have been, Spain’s most effi- 
cient ally in the suppression of Cuba’s le for independence. 

The rights of citizens of the United States in Cuba are at this time 
dependent, in almost every way, the attitude of their Gov- 
ernment on ae on whether that island is in a state of peace 
orwar. Asthe Government of the United States regards this (ues- 

conduct be while in Cuba. If insur- 

must not take in it against 

Spain. may assist Spain i its repres- 

sion. If their property is or damaged by insurrectionists 

that Spain has the power to repress, but neglects or fails to do so, 

the claim that Government and, if they are 
f at a future time. 

that Spain is opal pre- 

in Cuba, their losses 

that occur in a state of imperfect 

war, and reason demands the sacrifice under the international 

law. So that, in a war of such — as that =— _ 

vails, although Spain declare is , distur ber 

L-iacdamestion, the ciekes tee suffered by our people is, 

in like manner, relegated to very btful prospects of future 

recognition or payment. : 

It would be morally intolerable that, after this terrible strugs!° 
for the dominion of Cuba, the United States should make war 
upon Spain for her inability to pay or her refusal to recognize 

i who have suffered in the throes of 50 
state would be likely ever to 

won oon a country. Our own 

inform us of the 
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extreme improbability of success in making such demands, even 
when the injuries are inflicted, under such trying circumstances, 
by the direct act of Spanish officials. 

If, however, as is the case in Cuba, the insurrectionists embody 
almost the entire rural population of the island, and occupy it, 
except in towns, cities, and military camps actually held by Span- 
ish troops, and thus po , hold, and control two-thirds of the 
area of the island, and if the large majority of the native popula- 
tion are in the military control and defense of that area, 
and their country thus held is invaded by armies imported from 
Spain, there arises a presumption—such as arose in the Revolu- 
tionary struggle of 1776 in the United States—which has the sanc- 
tion of the laws of nations and the cordial approval of mankind, 
that the Spaniards have become the invaders and the Cubans are 

true defenders of their native land. 

Can we so far forget the history of our own struggle for lib- 

, justice, honor, duty, life, and humanity in our Revolutionary 
war as to be indifferent to the heroic struggles and sufferings of 
the Cuban people who are fighting with organized armies and 
marvelous success in a cause so nearly identical with that cause 
which in its triumph has been rewarded with results that now 
comprise the chief glory of the world? 

Massachusetts from 1675 to 1730 was in almost — respect as 
much insulated as Cuba is. With powerful tribes of hostile In- 
dians in the midst of the white settlements and occupying the 
continent to the west, she had little support from her feeble colo- 
nial neighbors. With resources of war that consisted of the pow- 
der horns, shot bags, and hunting knives that belonged to her men 
individually, and with scant stores of provisions even for the fam- 
ilies of the colonists, they protected themselves at once against 
King Philip and the King of England. 

In 1684 the high court of chancery in England declared the 
charter of Massachusetts forfeited, and Joseph Dudley was ap- 

inted governor. He was quickly succeeded by Sir Edward An- 
} is governor and his council decreed tax laws against the 

that were arbitrary and oppressive, just as Spain has done 
in Cuba, only that the burden laid upon the people of Massachu- 
setts bears no comparison with the enormous exactions laid upon 
the people of Cuba. 

Andros was submitted to for two years, while Cuba has been 

down for nearly acentury. In April, 1689, the people of 

usetts rose in arms, and ‘‘ the men of Boston,” aided b 
the men with the powderhorns and hunting k..ives from the bac 
settlements, uae Andros and imprisoned him, seized the frigate 
Rose, stormed the British fortifications and took them, restored 
theold tes to office, and mended the seal of the old charter, 
had broken, and restored their ancient liberties. 

That was insurrection. It was successful, but it was a battle 
for restoration of just government and not a war for independ- 
ence, Great Britain had the good sense and the self-respect to 
give heed and due consideration to the will of the people, expressed 
even in acts of violent resistance to oppression. That was nota 
case for the recognition of the rights of belligerency in favor of 
the people of Massachusetts, because they were not waging war 
for , but for their rights under the British constitu- 

insurrection gave peace and harmony to the relations 
between the Crown and the colony for nearly one hu years. 
A later occupant of the throne, surrounded by an arbitrary minis- 
try, undertook to t these ions in a different and milder 
form, and claimed the right to tax the colonies to pay the expenses 
the war with France for the sovereignty of the Continent. 
These and other forms of asserting absolute power over the colo- 
nies in violation of their chartered rights created the fixed convic- 
tion among the people—not all of them, but the great majority— 
of the British Crown was their only hope for 
DGieeeiien cies Ocbs to cat ting the history of 
progress uba is only repeating the of our 
deliverance, with this difference in the surrounding conditions— 
that our were mere scratches on the surface as compared 
b> those w! mutilate be vitals of ae 9s) a 
next arousing was arms in the of the people 
who, withouta Gave government and in scattered detachments, 
opened the war ence and fought battles, led by colo- 
nels and before independence had been declared by the 
and before they had a generalinthefield. Again 
Cuba is found following painfully in the pathway to glorious lib- 
erty that our fathers marked out. Again Massachusetts came to 
and drove Hutchinson, the governor of the colony, into 
et, rebelled against his government, but failed 

General Gage, with the British army and navy to support his 
authority, sueceeded him as governor and maintained in theory, 
Spain is doing in Cuba, the sovereign supremacy of the Crown. 

open rebellion, not insurrection. was 
commerce as a seaport, and Marblehead was made 


of the colony. 
SERINE ibinen ees, and Mecachusstts took control of her 


: 


= 





own affairs and joined the general congress of the colonies. At 
that time her population, exclusive of slaves, did not exceed 250,000 
souls, 

The nations of the earth were so impressed with the heroism of 
the struggle and the grand purpose of independence for which 
these scattered peoples were fighting, that several of the leading 
powers hastened to recognize, not their belligerency merely, but 
their independence. Those powers did not stop to compare the 
battles that had been lost or won by the rebels, nor the number 
and equipment of the armies in the field, nor the ships on the sea, 
nor the size of the town that gave temporary shelter to their fugi- 
tive civil authorities, nor did they wait for the rebels to win some 
decisive battle, nor to feel the pulse of European monarchs to 
ascertain their wishes or to consult with them as to diplomatic 
precedent or propriety. 

Men lived and acted in those days with a sense of duty toward 
God and a feeling of sympathy for the oppressed. If Cuba could 
find a race or nation in which such honest manhood has a cour- 
ageous recognition, the fetters of Spain, now ready to fall from 
her limbs, would no longer offend against all humanity and the 
sacred cause of liberty and independence. While we dare to re- 
member the history of Massachusetts, Virginia, North Carolina, 
Maryland, and their sister colonies without a feeling of self- 
reproach, we will not be found engaged in the humiliating task of 
searching for technical and frivolous excuses for debarring Cuba, 
by our action, from the power of self-defense against tyrants such 
as Weyler. 

A citizen of the United States residing in a rural district of Cuba 
would deserve the regard and care of his own Government if he 
should refuse to espouse the divine right of the Spanish monarchy 
to conduct such a war as is flagrant there, under the false pretense 
that it is only a legitimate effort to suppress insurrection. If he 
should witness, as he does and is compelled to do, the most inhu- 
man butcheries of innocent noncombatants—old men, women, and 
children—by the Spanish invaders and the death penalty or other 
infamous punishment inflicted upon enlisted men who are cap- 
tured in battle, he would have the right to insist that his Govern- 
ment, for his protection, should declare that he was living in the 
presence of war, instead of licensed rapine and murder under the 
pretext of suppressing insurrection. And his country would be 
derelict if it refused to listen to his plea under such circum- 
stances. 

If the Cubans, under such conditions, should take his property, 
or compel him to pay tribute or taxes, or should compel him to 
enlist in their army, he would only yield, as every man may law- 
fully do, to the vis major, and his justification would be perfect. 
Even if captured ‘in battle, after such an enlistment, the power of 
the Uni States under the laws of nations would, if it were ex- 
erted in time, be rightfully sufficient to save him from a felons’ 
death or imprisonment for life at the hands of the Spaniards. 

Just at this point, and to meet such emergencies, this citizen of 
the United States should find the law of protection that all men 
and all nations are bound to respect. It is the right and duty 
that is all pervading, which shelters those from the crime of 
treason, rebellion, piracy, or insurrection, who yield to the anthor- 
ity of a government de facto, and are not officially connected with 
its conduct. 

Nations are bound by this law, and must respect it for the sake 
of humanity. 

If there can be any legal test by which to determine when a 
body of people engaged in hostilities in a given area of country are 
eatitled to the rights df belligerency, to exempt them from per- 
sonal exposure to the penalties of insurrection, it is this test: 
** Does the government they are conducting, whether it is civil or 
military or both, in fact exclude the former government from its 
dominion over a region of country that is capable of demarcation 
by boundaries with reasonable certainty, or an areathat corresponds 
with a known political or geographical division or district?” 

If such a government exists, while it continues in authority, it 
is a lawful belligerent under the laws of nations, and may be so 
recognized without offense to the opposing party. 

W hen a government is so lawfully entitled to a belligerent char- 
acter, it is because of the rights of the people within its jurisdic- 
tion to protection, and not because of any element of legitimacy 
that its rulers may assume or possess. From whatever source its 
power may come, it-is only the existence of the power and not the 
method or plan of its administration that entitles it to recognition, 

The people it controls must obey a de facto government, because 
they can not resist it, or because they are under no obligation to 
do so. 

It can not be denied that the Cuban organization, now engaged 
in war with Spain, exercises jurisdiction, either military or civil 
or both, over much the larger area of the island, and that it exer- 
cises authority over the great body of native Cubans in the rural 
districts of the island. Nor can it be denied that our citizens in 
that area, or enlisted in those armies, are subject to that de facto 
government. 
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It is their right to have their home government r 
belligerency of the de facto government in that part of 
cause they can not otherwise escape the penalties of insurrection 


ize the 
ba, be- 


against Spanish authority if Spain chooses toenforcethem. If we 
declare that war exists between Spain and the de facto government 
that commands the obedience of our people in Cuba who are within 
its power, the laws of war, as they are defined in the laws of na- 
tions, become applicable to them, and forbid Spain to treat them 
as insurrectionists. 

As between Cuba and Spain and the United States, considered 
as Governments, the demand for such recognition is a matter of 
mere policy, in which our course is purely discretionary, but 
when the rights of our citizens are involved the question that we 
must settle is whether a state of public war exists in that island. 
If such is the fact neither of the belligerents can insist that our 
people there, who fight in either army, and their property may be 
treated as being subject to punishment or forfeiture for the offense 
of insurrection or rebellion against either Government. 

Nothing could be more cruel than that the Government of the 
United States should say to a citizen enlisted in the Cuban army 
that he must wait until Cuba has won her independence before 
we can interpose to save his life or property if he is captured in 
war. If war exists in Cuba the American citizen residing there 
within the military command of the Cuban armies should not be 
required to remain subject to the laws of Spain and liable to its 
heavy penalties until the Cuban government de facto has become 
the government de jure by the success of its arms nor until it has 
a fixed capital, fortified posts, open ports under its authority, and 
ships bearing its flag on the seas. 

It open, public war exists in Cuba, the fluctuations of success 
in battles furnish no reason for delaying the declaration of the 
fact and placing our people within the control and protection 
afforded by the laws of war. 

If war exists in Cuba, Spain has no right to — the United 
States to aidin blockading the ports and coasts of Cuba against 
our own people and subjecting them to the penalty of death 
under Spanish law if they are captured in the attempt to smuggle 
armsintoCuba,. If Spain is involved in actual war with opposing 
armies in Cuba, she must conform her conduct to the laws of war 
and guard her coasts against those who would enter with their 
commerce, and such persons when captured must be treated as 
prisoners of war. 

The war in Cuba is political, as contradistinguished from a riot 
or insurrection not having in contemplation the change of the 
sovereign dominion of the island from a government by the mon- 
arch to a republic in which the people are soverign. This dis- 
tinction, with’ all its consequences, is admitted by both Govern- 
ments in the treaty of extradition concluded between them in 1877, 
which provides that— 

The provisions of this convention shall not import claim of extradition for 
any crime or offense of a political character, nor for acts connected with such 
crimes or offenses. 

The Government of the United States, on a demand of Spain 
for the extradition of a soldier enlisted in the Cuban army who is 
charged with the murder of a Spanish soldier slain by him in 
battle, would act without hesitancy and without the proof of 
any rer facts to prove the existence of a public, political war 
in Cuba, and would refuse extradition upon the undeniable facts 
that are known in every country in Christendom. She would not 
wait to count the respective forces, or the ships, or the fortified 
posts, or the size of the capitols to ascertain if war exists in Cuba 
and is conducted by governments. If thecrimecharged is piracy, 
incendiarism, robbery, or the destruction of property, and is 
shown to be ‘connected with any crime or offense of a political 
character,” the demand for extradition would be refused under 
the terms of that treaty. After a. this sort of hospitality 
for political refugees from Cuba to our shores, only 90 miles dis- 
tant, we can not refuse them the protection to which we invite 
the Cubans when they fly to us for shelter in order to escape 
death, inflicted as a penalty for the breach of Spanish laws against 
treason and insurrection, when they have engaged in open, public, 
political war against Spain. This treaty of extradition was con- 
cluded on the 5th of January, 1877, and the Cushing-Collantes 

rotocol *‘ as to the effect of existing treaties in certain matters of 

udicial procedure” was signed on January 12, 1877, both Gov- 
ernments being represented by the same ministersin each instance. 

These ere were made at the close of the ten years of 
civil war in Cuba, in which we had many serious controversies 
with Spain—such as the ven affair—the future provision 
for which, by regular judicial proceedings in the civil courts, was 
a sine qua non in the preservation of peace between the treaty 

owers whenever in the future there might be war or insurrec- 

on in Cuba. 

This protocol applied to the same classes of found in 
either country who are accused of crime and uded them, with 
a single exception, in the enjoyment of the same rights of trial in 
all respects by the civil courts that are applied to the citizens of 
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the locality in which the proceeding is had. The e ion is j 
— of citizens of the United States who are len wis h ott - 
in hand. a 
In section 1 of the Spanish concession in this proto.) 4. 
words used are: ‘No citizen of the United Siadee’ reais . by 
Spain,” etc., shail be subject to trial, etc., while in the f.....°. 
ticle of the American concession like immunities are gran; om 
der the laws of the United States, to ‘“‘ extend to and compri he nd 
all Spaniards residing or being in the United States.” ae 
The intent to shelter the same classes of persons under })}; , 
cessions is clear, and it is essential to the mutuality and equality, if 
the provision for the security of the citizens or subjects of «a: 
Government. The discrepancy in the language of these ¢ 1), oe 
sions, if it is real and not merely accidental, must be the re.:); 
of a mistranslation or the imperfect expression in the Spanish 
idiom of the words “residing or being.” It is incredible and 4). 
surd to suppose that the United States intended to expose a jjor0 


visitor to the Island of Cuba to trial by court-martial for an .)|.. red 
offense, while its citizens who are resident in Cuba should have 
a trial by the civil courts with many important rights that are 
denied to one who is arrested while visiting the Island of (nba, 


Spain, however, sticks in the bark in construing this treaty as 4 
stipulation on our part that she may condemn visitors to de:ith, jy 
the judgment of a court-martial for offenses that are not mi 
in character. 

If such is the true construction of this protocol. it can not pe 
too soon repealed, nor can we be in too great haste to demand that 
the laws of war shall apply in favor of human life to our peo- 
ple who are captured on suspicion of treason or insurrection while 
visiting Cuba. 

A declaration of belligerency in invitum—as such a declaration 
is not possible to be made otherwise—can not be the subject of 
diplomatic intercourse between the United States and Spain. It 
is not a matter that can be accomplished through a treaty, and 
can not, therefore, be included in that category of powers. 

The Senate can not act upon a mere declaration of belligerency 
that the President might make by an agreement with Spain, or 
upon his own executive authority. This subjectis not, therefore, - 
among the diplomatic powers of the President. He has no other 
powers derived from the Constitution in which the function of 
declaring belligerence is included as a separate or exclusive 
executive power. If he can touch the subject except as he is 
empowered by Congress to do, it can only be through his con- 
current action with Congress in considering and approving a bill 
or resolution that has the Houses or in returning it with 
his objections, to the House in which it originated. It would be 
a dangerous absurdity, if the fact should ever occur, that the 
President would not be bound by a statute enacted, not withstand- 
ing his veto, that declared the existence of a state of war in this 
a or in any foreign country, or the existence of a legal 
state of peace, notwithstanding the occurrence of hostilities, as 
was once the case in our experience with France. 

Our Constitution fe bes that Congress shall present to the 
President ‘‘every bill which shall have passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate before it becomes a law.” It also re- 
quires that “‘ every order, resolution, or vote to which the concur- 
rence of es and a of or i be sane 
sary (except on a question of adjournment) s: presented to 
the President of the United States.” 

In case of his disapproval of any such “bill, order, resolution, or 
vote he shall return it to the House in which it shall have origi- 
nated” with his objections, “‘ who shall enter the objections at 
large on their Journal and to reconsider it.” No such 

on can have the effect of law in such a case until it has been 
reconsidered; and if Barn by two-thirds of each House ‘‘it 
shall become a law.” Such pr ny are merely imperfect leg- 
islation and are still pending for final action, after a veto by the 
President, until the Houses have reconsidered their vote. [f upon 
such reconsideration the measure is passed by a two-thirds vote, 
‘it shall become a law.” ; 

In our country the President is oath bound and conscience bound 
to obey the laws and to execute them. It is inconceivable that he 
would refuse to execute a law that is over his veto, unless 
it is such an enactment as Congress has no right or power to make. 
In a case of disputed power between the Executive and Congress 
the Court could settle the question, unless it is merely 4 

tical question. In that 7 Supreme Court would 
de whether the President or is the political depart- 


ith by 
litary 


ment of the Government, and has dec that it will follow that 
> epartment, and thus bly the Government would be saved 
This diffi a is - bl Feccurtel. ot as Congress is 
capable o av’ , 80 far Tes 
concerned, tain to the “President the opportunity of 
co‘nciding or ve the act of Congress. If he exercises the 
power to force a tion by the use of his veto power, - 
Gaarbs a in the ation and thereby concedes the power © 
under the , to legislate upon the subject 
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If he denies such power and refuses to consider the question, he 
removes the question practically from the decision of the Supreme 
Court and assumes to reject their arbitrament. That this course 
would unsettle the foundations of the Government is a proposi- 
tion that is scarcely open to discussion. 

It is, therefore, the proper course for Congress to observe, to 
senda joint resolution to the President declaring that a state of 
public war exists in Cuba and that parties engaged in that war 
are belligerents, to each of whom the laws of nations equally apply, 
if such is the opinion of Congress. ; 

This is a duty of wise and sincere patriotism, although it may 
not be otherwise imperative, for the reason that such a declara- 
tion is not a legislative act, and is not, therefore, required to be 
gent to the President for his approval. Congress can waive that 
question, and should not raise it in a matter that does not neces- 
sarily involve the status of the constitutional distribution of the 
powers of our own Government, whether it is in a state of war 
or peace, but only concerns a duty we owe to our own people in 
determining for ourselves whether a state of war or a condition 
of peace exists in Cuba. 

It was for these reasons and upon this view of the duty of the 
Senate, as I consider it, that I had the honor to offer the resolution 
to submit to the President of the United States the joint declara- 
tion of the two Houses as to the rights of Cuba, touching the 
question of belligerency and neutrality. If the President, acting 
on the assumption that a declaration of the existence of war in 
Cuba and a recognition of the rights of the parties engaged in 
that war as belligerents falls within his exclusive constitutional 
powers in conducting diplomatic intercourse with foreign govern- 
ments, should choose to ignore the existence of such a war, Con- 

, after the almost unanimous expression of opinion on that 
subject, owes it to the honor of the body to devolve the responsi- 
bility upon the President. Under existing circumstances some 
department of the Government must become responsible to our 
own people and tothe judgment of mankind for continuing to 

rmit the falsehood to remain unrebuked that peace prevails in 
Baba and that war does not exist there. Whether it is Congress 
or the President that denies the facts and repudiates the appeal to 
the sentiments of our people and the honorable duty of our Gov- 
ernment, there will be a just account to render in the end for the 
blood that patriots are shedding every hour in the cause of human 
liberty that a word from Congress or the President would stop. 

I therefore, Mr. President, ask the adoption of this resolution 
of instruction to the Committee on Foreign Relations, so that we 
may have the judgment of that committee, after an examination 
of the original text of the treaty, both in the English and in the 
Spanish languages, as to what is the meaning of the protocol en- 
tered into between Mr. Cushing and the minister from Spain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama. 





Mr. CULLOM. Is that merely a resolution of reference? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it is a resolution of instruction to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to make thorough inquiry as to 
the text = _— treaty and the protocol and what may be the 

em. 

Mr. M. The chairman of the committee is not present, 
and I do not know whether the Senator from Alabama and he 
have an understanding about the resolution or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
the resolution lie upon the table until the chairman of the com- 
mittee comes in. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to taking the resolution 
up later, but if this matter goes over the country is going to be in 
trouble about it. 

Mr. IM. Isuppose the chairman of the committee will 
be in the Chamber in a few moments, and I shall then call his 
attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the suggestion of the 
Senator from Illinois regarding the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that it lie on the table until the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
is now in Chamber 


Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations come in, and the resolution having been changed 


I ask its adoption. Let the modification I have 
made of the ution be stated 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be stated. 


The SecrETARY. The resolution has been modified in section 
8, line 1, after the words ‘‘That the,” by striking out “Sec- 
retary of State is further directed” and inserting “ dent is 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution as modified. 

Mr. HILL. Let the text of the section be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the President is requested, if it is not incompatible with the 
public service, to communicate to the Senate copies of any correspondence 
that has taken place between the Governments of Spain and the United 
States respecting the said protocol and its bearing or effect upon the trial 
and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently cap- 
tured on or near the vessel called the Competitor, which was seizéd under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that isiand 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution merely requests the President 
to communicate certain information. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
of the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

JOHN VEELEY. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1335) for the relief of John 
Veeley. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘ to wit,” to strike out: 

United States note No. 85953, Series A, dated March 10, 1863; United States 
note No. 99331, Series C, dated March 10, 1863; one year 5 per cent note No. 
22310, Series D, dated February 23, 1864; three years 6 per cent note No. 27128, 
Series A, dated December 15, 1864, and three years 6 per cent note No. 27229, 
Series C, dated December 15, 1864, each for the sum of $100. 

And insert: 

United States note, March 10, 1862, No. 85053, check letter A; United States 
note, March 10, 1862, No. 99331, check letter C, both of the foregoing bearing 
no interest; compound-interest note, August 15, 1864, No. 27128, check letter 
A; compound-interest note, August 15, 1864, No. 27229, check letter C, both of 
last named bearing interest at the rate of 7.3 per cent per annum and re- 
deemable three years after date; one year 5 per cent note, act of March 3, 
1863, No. 22310, check letter D, bearing interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum and redeemable one year from date, according to the description of 
said notes set forth in the letter of the assistant treasurer dated March 28, 1806, 
each of the said five notes being of the denomination of $100: Provided, That 
in ascertaining the value of the notes there shall be added to the principal of 
those bearing interest all unpaid interest thereon, according to their terms, 
to the date when said notes became redeemable, and such amount shall be 
paid and received in full satisfaction of the claim of the said John Veeley. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to John Veeley, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the value of five certain Treasury 
notes found by said Veeley and forwarded to and now in_the hands of the 
Treasurer of the United States, to wit: United States note, March 10, 1862, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why have those notes not been — 

Mr. TURPIE. Because the Treasurer of the United States de- 
clined to pay them on the ground that they were mutilated. Since 
then, however, they have found the numbers and check letters 
of the notes and are ready and willing to pay them. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury reports that itis a just claim. It is not a 
large one, only for five notes of $100 each, with three years’ inter- 
est on them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the National Associa- 
tion of Military Surgeons, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1552, relating to vivisection; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of typographical union No. 
271, of Boise City, Idaho, praying for the Government ownership 
and control of the telegra y lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 271, of 
Boise City, Idaho, praying for the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without waiting for international 
agreement; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Honey- 
brook, Pa., jpraying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 295, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Scranton, Pa., praying for the 

e of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which was re- 
Revel to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
— Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 








The question is on the adoption 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Ihavea letter from the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, which I ask to have read from the Secretary’s desk and then 
printed for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The letter will be read. 

The letter was read, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

; Unitep Status DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1896. 

Srr: The law authorizes the distribution by the Secretary of Agriculture 
of one-third of the seed purchased “to those who apply for the same” di- 
rectly to the Department. Owing tothe lateness of the season it is desirable 
that all the seed be distributed immediately in those more northern districts 
wee they may still be csed, or wherever they may be sought for by the 

sople, 

i cesetel inventory completed to-day shows that there will be, of the Sec- 
retary'’s quota, about 2,000,000 packets of vegetable seed and 100,000 packets of 
flower seed remaining undistributed on the 20th instant, after all regular 
orders have been filled. 

In order that these seeds may be promptly forwarded to such districts as 
need them, I have the honor to nest that you inform each member of the 
Senate that 1,000 mail packages of vegetable seed and 40 mail packages of 
flower seed have been allotted to each one of them as an additional quota, 
and that they are respectfully ee to cause to be sent to this Depart- 
ment immediately addressed f: 8 to be attached thereto. 

Bince the lst of May is the limit for the distribution of the regular quota, 
and it is important that these seeds be immediately distribu in order to 
be used this season, this present allotment will hold until the 2ist instant, on 
which date the entire surplus of 400,000 pac es will be sent out in ac- 
cordance with existing law to those persons ‘whose names and addresses 
have been furnished by Senators and Representatives in Con and who 
have not before during the same season been ones by the Department.” 
In case, then, some members do not take their additional quotas, there will 
be an oa for others to get an additional supply. ese will be for- 
ward n the order in which the franks are received until the entire sur- 

lus is exhausted. For these reasons it will ben to receive all franks 
or the additional allotments before the close of business on Wednesday, 


May 20, 
y Very respectfully, yours, CHAS. W. DABNEY, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


Hon. ReprieipD Procror, 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
United States Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2384) for the relief of David O. 
en reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon, ; 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, who 
were instructed by a resolution of the Senate ado February 4, 
1896, to inquire into the propriety of ——s ostan Island 
tor the erection of a contagious hospital,and for such other pur- 
poses as the Government may require, etc., submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hint on the 
9th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, the amendment providing for the settlement 
with James M. Willbur for excess in weight of material, etc., on 
and around the New York City post-office, reported it without 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Apnea and printed; which was agreed to. 

r. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3656) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and 
reserving the public lands for that purpose, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 2753) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the Lake 
Madison Veteran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, of the 
State of South Dakota, reported it without amendment. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to ask that the bill (S.2017) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the 
Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at North- 
ville, Mich., be taken from the Calendar and postponed indefinitely, 
as the object the bill desires to obtain has already been reached 
by the —— of a House bill by the Senate. 

- a — DING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed in- 
efinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3159) granting a pension 
to Hannah McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3160) for the relief of the heirs of 
Lemuel J. Bowden, late a Senator from the State of Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

. PERKINS introduced a bill (8S. 3161) amending and ex- 


tending the ——_ of an act of Congress entitled “An act a». 
roving with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” appro ed 
une 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and supplemen(.| 

thereto, approved August 8, 1894; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed py 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ».. 
oe an the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered {0 |) 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposoq 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which ws 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the joint resolution (S. R. 124) to facilitate 
the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company: to 
secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not ox. 
ceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, an 
to prohibit said company or any successor company from viying 
by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of its rai). 
road to any corporation, company, person, or association of persons 
owning, operating, or controlling a el or competing railroad; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Cuarrrt, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. 
Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; agreed 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LoupENs. Acer, 
Mr. Couson, and Mr. STALLINGS managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

. A a (8. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 
ngalls; 

A bill (8. 145) granting a pension to Mand Ardelle Bliss; 

A bill (8.147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

Se H.R. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
ull; an 


A bill (H. R. 2822) to increase the —— of Theodore V. Purdy. 


The mes further announced the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (8.739) nting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvale Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Rezi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (5S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland; and 

A bill (8. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 

HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of Martha Lindsay; 

A bill (H.R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty; 

A bill (H.R. 979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein; 

A bill (H. R. 1500) ting a pension to George W. Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris; 

A bill (H. R.1599) granting a pension to Phoebe M. Woolley 


Palmeter; ; 
A bill (H. R. 1825) granting a pension to Mary Prince, widow of 


is : : 

A bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince; 

A bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow 
Ot al (Et 1890) granti to Mary Marti 

i R. ing a pension ary Martin; 

A bill OH R. 1891) wanting a anion to Celestia R. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 1892) granting a pension to Catharine Darragh; 

A le R. 2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Greg, 
widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 oo month; 

A bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F, Cogs- 


well; ; . 
A bill (H. B. 2858) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of 
Israel ite; 


A bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, 
of Louisville, Ky.; ; 

A bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown; . 

2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. 

A bill (H.R. a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow 

if thsedeen Ww. Grete E meres major of volunteers; J 

A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel ¢. 
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A bill (H. R. 8152) granting a ion to Charlotte A. Welton; 

A bill (H. ae or the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. ) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 
to $30 per month; 

A bal (EL R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 8421) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler; 

A bill (H. R. 3000) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to George William Hodg- 
Gon pill (HL. R. 4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on pension roll 

A bill (H. R. ) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Wil- 
tam Loring Spencer, 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh: 

A bill (H. R. 4854) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, 
widow of the late Brig. and B j. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United 
States Volunteers, deceased; 


. 4861) to pension William H. Nesbitt; 

4547) granting a pension to Silas S. White; 

4604) granting a pension to Jane Fisher; 

758) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 


ting an increase of pension to Orlenia J. 


y:5 
for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of 
Beach, late a private in Company H, One hundred and 
How York Volunteers; _ mt 
granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas; 
H.R. ot granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown; 
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H.R.5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilki n; 
H. R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia 


a pension to Minnie Parker, widow 
y 8S. Parker, late of the United States 


H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of An ; 
H. R. 6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 
H.R. 6556) granting a ion to Jacob Brown; 

H.R. 6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. 


A bill (H. » ol y for the relief of eo amoets sie 
> granting a ion to ugus omp- 
the late Thaddeus 


Thompson, a private in the 
aan war; 
(H.R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; and 
H.R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emily E. Cash. 


Pw a named bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. } 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


. I ask unanimous consent for the resent 
of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in 
the District of Columbia. 

I will state that this is a bill involving the question of the price 
of gas, which has been fully considered by the committee. and 
Senate almost to the point of taking final 


to state further, before the question is submitted by 
, that it is really fer pag’ Me upon this bill, as the 
whole subject-matter involved in the is partially involved in 
appropriation bill, which is really now 
this matter ought to be decided by the 
priation bill for the District of Columbia 
isreached. I therefore ask that it be taken up for consideration. 
I will state that the bill has been read, all the amendments _ 
yous by the committoe have been adopted, and the bill is still as 


le. 
going to state that the bill is still in 


e. 
There will certainly be objection to the bill. We 
all understand that there will be eae upon this bill the dis- 
the price of gas, which otherwise would occur later 
=o eee bill when that item is reached. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from West Vir- 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating 
to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, the alien deat 


i 
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tion being on the amendment of Mr. ALLEN, in section 5, on page 

5, line 13, after the words “may be,” to strike out “or one of 

them”; so as to read: 
Also if either of the said co 





rations shall desire hereafter to issue bonds 
upon their property, secured by mortgage or otherwise, upon petition there- 
for to said court, setting forth the necessity thereof and the amount of stock 
issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for said court, or the chief 
justice and justices thereof, as the case may be, upon public notice, to be pre- 
scribed by the rules of said court, to permit the issuance of such bonds and 
mortgage as desired. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no objection to that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are several amendments of the commit- 
tee which were adopted the other day without any debate, which I 
desire to have amended. I move to reconsider the amendments 
reported by the committee on pages 1 and 2. They are all about 
the same thing. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I am not a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, though I have been interested 
for many years in the subjects committed to and considered by 
that committee, notably the subject of municipal ownership and 
control of some of our public enterprises. 

I have been led to take a deep interest in the gas question in 
the District, and have become thoroughly convinced by my in- 
vestigations that there should be a lowering of the price and an 
improvement of the quality of the gas. Complaints have been 
made to Congress for some twenty years, both as to the price and 

uality of gas, that the price was exorbitant, that very few, only 
the well to-do-classes, could afford to use it, and that the quality 
was such as to be at once injurious to the sight of those who were 
compelled to read by it at night and destructive to furniture and 
house fittings. — 

These complaints have crystallized into various forms. Reso- 
lutions have been by several organizations and societies 
throughout the District of Columbia. Here is one clipped from 
&@ newspaper February 28, 1896, representing the Columbia 
Heights Citizens’ Association of the city of Washington: 

THE CITIZENS’ VOICE—MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP DEMANDED—THE ONLY WAY 
TO SECURE CHEAP GAS AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

At the last meeting of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ Association the fol- 
lowing resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

“ Resolved, That in the opinion of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ Associa- 
tion the only real solution of the illumination problem in this city lies in the 
direction of municipal ownership of the source of supply; that all attempts 
to regulate gas and electric light monopolies are failures; that alleged reduc- 
tions in price do not result in reductions in the size of the bills, and that com- 
peting compegies, so called, instead of competing, combine. 

“ Resolved, That this association most ay indorses the position taken 
by the District Commissioners in their proposal that the District shall fur- 
nish its citizens with cheap and good illumination, honestly measured, and 
control the conduits for an efficient and cheap telephone service. 

“ Resolved, That we invite the other citizens’ associz .ions, and particular] 
the press of the District, to an active and persistent —— of this subject, 
with the end in view of securing municipal ownership of the gas and elec- 
tric light suppl and municipal control of the telephone service. 

* Resolved, t a copy of these resolutions be furnished the chairmen of 
the two District Committees in Congress and sent to the press.” 

A resolution embodying the same idea has been passed by the 
East Washington Citizens’ Association, and by various others. 

These complaints, Mr. President, are well founded. They were 
considered well founded by the Senate fully ten years ago, and a 
special committee was then appointed to investigate the gas ques- 
tion. Upon that committee were the late Senator from Nebraska, 
Mr. Van Wyck, the Senator from Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN, and 
Mr. Spooner, then a Senator from Wisconsin. After summoning 
expert witnesses from various quarters and giving the subject 
very careful consideration, and after a full investigation of the 
methods of the gas company, the committee made a report that 
‘the people are certainly entitled to have putin operation in this 
city for their benefit the best and most approved appliances and 
methods for making gas cheap and pure, whatever revolution that 
may require in the methods now here in use. Economy and the 
public health alike demand it.” 

Though the report was presented here some ten years ago, nothing 
so far has been done by Congress in the way of relief for the people, 
although we are the rd of aldermen for this District, and it is 
our duty as that board to act when the citizens of the District 
call upon us for an investigation of this kind. Bills have been 
introduced, to be sure, from time to time since 1886 and have been re- 
ferred tothe District Committee—bills that provided for a cheaper 
and a better gas, and bills like the one introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], providing for ae ownership 
of the gas plant. But those measures to-day sleep the sleep of the 
just in the District Committee. : 

A year ago a new company was organized for the purpose of 
furnishing gas to the District of Columbia. It was a responsible 
company. The members of the company were willing to place 
themselves under $200,000 bonds to furnish a better quality of gas, 
22 candlepower as against 16 candlepower that we get at the 
present time, and instead of $1.50 the price to be 75 cents to the 
citizens and 60 cents to the city at large. That bill also went to 
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the committee, and after receiving some discussion, I believe, it 
was allowed to sleep. During the present year I reintroduced 
the bill. It was considered in the committee and a short time 
since was reported adversely. I believe this was done because the 
present bill had passed the House, and the committee thought it 

ible to effect a compromise, the provisions of which we now 
nave before us in House bill 6994 as amended. 

Mr. President, I believe that the proper solution of the question 
lies in municipal ownership. This is entirely a business proposi- 
tion, and should be settled by the same principles which men 
adopt in the conduct of their private business. A business man 
would be considered foolish to farm out his business by private 
contract when he could do it better himself. Merchants, farmers, 
bankers, railroad men, mine operators, all edopt business methods 
as being the best economic methods. Europe has taken up the 

juestion as an economical proposition. Our own cities are being 


‘orced to that position by the results of their investigation in Buro- 
pean cities. 


I recognize that there are some eine, but the chief objec- 
as one. The 


tion in the mind of many people to-day is a 
objection upon the part of the Senators and bers is largely 
political. We have got it into our heads that the moment we 

ld a jot or tittle to the question of oe ownership we are 
eines in the direction of paternalism and socialism, and all 
you have to do to scare some legislators is to hold antes before them 
the red flag of paternalism or socialism. ulist party is 
now accused of adopting these ideas because Sane are in line with 
paternalism and socialism. 

THE PEOPLE'S PARTY AND SOCIALISM. 

I grant, Mr. President, that municipal ownership is in the line 
of socialism; but the Republican party, the onecameat party, the 
Populist party, and all citizens are in favor of a modified 
form of paternalism and socialism. Populism is not socialism. 
The adoption of a modified system of socialism such as we have 
under consideration does not brand us as socialists. Our insane 
asylums aresecialistic. Our system of publicschoolsin the United 
States is socialistic. Our standing armies, our system of post- 
oftices—all these are socialistic. Socialism, in ed sense of 
the word, ar to great American see amas , means that the 
American people can better do these things t they can be done 
by private corporations. In that sense the Republican and Dem- 
ocratic parties are socialistic in kind, as wellas the Populist party. 
We differ only in degree. The — party is a little more 
socialistic than the ocratic party ch believes that all 
ae eee be done by the States 5 or by individuals as far as 

ible 

The Republican party is responsible for a large number 
of so-called socialistic ees which have been of great benefit 
to the people of the United States. Now, the a party 
merely aims to add to the list a few more of these public functions 
or enterprises, in order that the people shall be ved from the 
burdens of taxation and extortion. The Populist party in their 
St. Louis platform declared for individualism, but that the 
Government ownership of _— enterprises be extended to the 
railroads and telegraphs, and to municipal sneer gas, elec- 
ae and nt amen be tee si ale 

tis very easy for tors c wi 

Golareks T a headlong gait toward socialism. Senator from 

cine s coos aa hanged roughshod into te |¢0 
orse a few days ago an ro D 
Populist camp, to the world 
stand by the record of the Republican party, pone were 
in the next convention at St. Louis. He was not willing to go to 
the Po eee He would eso ar avd rather than to that 
peri. use they were the oe of socialism. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado and other Senators 
misjudge the Pop list party by certain extremists the 
exponents of our doctrine. Governor Waite, of Colorado, ani 
other men of like views do not represent the ‘solid sentiment of 
me ulist party of the United States. 

eee eee as a body believes in the fundamental 


prin- 
ciples as tn tin in the Republican as far as the preservation 
individ is concerned. We believe 


and through, 
ae hoe soul, in many of the uation, and we number in our ranks the 


to make inquiry of some 
a tej 


— as to eee meant 
Populist part ae aes ve done in order 
2 a the I Popuii ‘ale ae yy before 
question of socialism, 


ae 
a of the tondamaahals planks of the 


d to show the 
ter from James Seldon Cowdon, a 


Socialistic Labor party of the United a prominent of the city 
of ‘Washington, in 
“Plank No. 10,”so 
declared 


for the ‘‘ Governmen 


Zz ead anid 


tion and distribution.” Ihave had my ideas for some ti ty 
what was meant by this plank, but 1 wished to have it fron, 
pen of their own leaders to see whether they held doctrines in 
common with the declarations of the Omaha pintinesa 

Mr. Cowdon says: 
Room 17, 524 Tentrr S s 
Dear of this sete to os ington Dea : x 
ink 10 of the Soria Sarkliee nlntionn aye > my interpretation of the far, 10u 


In would sa: teat we kicere want the public 
a oubiee y dust oceal pu ; own and 


mate exclusion of all ‘egitimate upeivateinileeeshan 
He winds up by all 


een retation of S eeeiien that will } 


to tieerpret our r plan 10 rate I tiully r ° 
anpeeee of my own boo Rr Cooperation, , avait hae a 1 


JAMES SELDON COWDoN. 


operate 
not to the ulti. 


Hon. oasuns i. KYLE, 
United States Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakot: a 
will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the (‘), 
a? before the Senate the unfinished business, which wiii |, 
8 
The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 5210) making appropriations (o 
rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


PL TH 
TELLER. Lask that the unfinished business may ho |aji 
aside temporarily, and that the Senate may proceed with the ))i]] 
that has been under consideration. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Is there objection? Tho Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from South Dakota will proces. 
Mr. KYLE. I have here Mr. Cowdon's book upon Public (. 
operation. Mind you, these men do not claim to be advocates of 
pure socialism or communism. The - themselves the ‘Soci: l- 
istic Labor party” of the United His plans 5 to 41 ar 
bills, so to , for the co Nae mat the Government upon 


Socialistic Labor 
proposes to ‘ave introduced is a bill to 
establish an executive department of public labor; second, a de- 


partment of public land; ne ana public transpor- 
lic communication: fifth. a 


tation; fourth, a department of 
department of "public oreo ns of public in- 
blic printing; then a de ‘part- 
eGovernment shall publish all 


surance; next, a 
ment of allie: purtotingle thet 
the periodicals. TheSenatorfrom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN | asks me 
what lam from. It isa book representing the plans of - @ 
Socialistic Labor party of the United States for eget cooperatio 
something that we think does not belong to the Populist contr. 
—_— trying at the present time to eliminate this from the Populist 
octrine. - 
Mr. PEFFER. It has never been there. 
ideas ee en a —— 
ext a department of pu ocuments, a department 0 — 
elections, a department of —_: roads, a department of publi 
farms, a bill for a department of ‘Aiherics, a bill to establish 
om nonta department of ee a department of public 
) ne een of public forces, tof public min: 
ent of public man t the Government sh: ui 


aan: the manufacturing; next for public products. In this he 
8 


First, to establish as many classes of publie stores, shops, and places of mer- 
chandiuing as may be necessary to oupoty the waate of ais poe. 


It is proposed that the Government shall manage all the stores; 
aunommanner of public works, a t of public met! 

ee eee statistics, a tof public a 

ent of publi Cc 

ment of pub- 

Site. ae terent of public 

shall furnish all the lectures for 

comfort ee of publicamusements, a department 

ra pn gos ag tog - the comfi rts 

possible; next a department of health, a department ot 

Sea Seeeecme eee ic baths—that the 


vernment 

ent of public laun- 

to te laundry som of the 

States; next is a department of pu jlic rec- 
apeeeds te of public buildings. 
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Pp 
replied as follows: 
- ai New Yorn, May 8, 1896. 
Sin: I have yours of yeste ‘ 
Duan. of thia paper, on the fourth 
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this. mail I forward to you co 
h you will. find the national platform of the Socialist Labor part 
“Plank 10” is nopartof ourplattorm,as such. The Chicago organization of 
socialists is affiliated with our national executive organization. its platform | 
jsours and ours is 


His in ion, of course, would be considered good. 


The history oft “plank 10” is this: At the Chicago convention (December, 
1998) of. the tion of Labor a delegate presented a 
veral planks: The demanded the national ownership of the means 


aims at bringing under public ownership, con- 

trol. the whole land of the country on which and the whole 

capital (machinery, factories, shops) with which to produce the necessities 
of life, unde: under necessities all that civilized man needs. 

This programme-embraces the bulk of the industries, agriculture included. 


ery truly, yours, 

D. DE LEON, Rditor The People. 

Hon. Jaws H. Kriz, 
Washington, D. C. 
Such men, Mr: President, will not find a home in the Populist 
They have hoped to use the party as a stepping-stone for 
i of their and schemes, but they will fail. It 
is true they have made a call for a convention of their followers 
at St. Louis.atabout the time of our national convention. Per- 
it may net be known to my colle 


ALLEN] that there is a call for a national cooperative con 


tenth 
production and distribution. This, generally speaking, condenses tho | 


latform | 


be held at St. Louis July 24, 1896. They ask all who believe in | 


any form of cooperation to join with them, and state: 

Allwho believein the of federating existing rative insti- 
tutions, in the desirability of a large expansion of munici and national 
cooperation,and are prepared to ¢ i such other work as may be neces- 


to the te establishment of the cooperative commonwealth are 
covaiall invited to attend. All socialist, nationalist, and cooperative socie- 
ties in United States, whether 8: county, district, or general in their 


Cooperative 


ted and invited to send ——o 7 os 
sen atert 


nature, are y ‘ : 
societies in Gamada and foreign countries are also urg 
representatives. E 

This is ey a large number of prominent socialistic labor 
men of the United States, only two or three of whom I know per- 
sonally—Alonzo Wardell, of , and H. L. Loucks, of South 
Dakota. 


Mr. F this, let me say, is not Populism. It has noth- 

in common with Populism. In my judgment, and in the 

t of all who may listen to the reading of these deciara- 

tions, it means the destruction of individualism. 

destruction of private enterprises, and the people of the United 
States are not ready for such an innovation. 


MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP THE BEST BUSINESS METHOD. 
But, Mr. President, menieieel ownership of gas, electric-light, 
and water works and street rail ways is not socialism to the extent of 
ing individuali Itis merely the application of business 
seuse Ss _ - methods i these gront — cer nt —_ 
© purpose of serving the people economically an 

well along these lines. 

Ihave beforeme an editorial from the Twentieth Century, a very 


wu. 


strong editorial, putting the whole question u a purely busi- 
ness basis. Theelitor, after commending the scheme of municipal 
ownership, on to state that Berlin, in Germany, has had the 


——- mucicipal ownership for a number of years. They 
their electri t and water works and their gas and street 
railways and telephones; in fact, all public improvements. The 
Speeeaanee of 5,000,000 marks, or $1,250,000, per year above 
expenses, and. that is turmed into the city treasury. Paris 
$40,000,000 into the treasury in ten years by the same 


goes on to state that in consequence of municipal 

railways in the city of Berlin a laboring 

three hundred and sixty-five days in the year back 
te ye nang for the sum of $4.50, while 
to ri 


once a day to his work and back 
cars will cost him = Further, that 
of Glasgow, Scotland, the rai fare is but 2 cents 
passenger; that the city of Denver does its own street clean- 
ee of $8:75.per mile per day, while it costs the city 
same sort of enterprise $22 per mile per day; 
eatiies won nh delle te pea 8 ol me 
ight i year for r 

annum while ft wate the city of Peoria, IL, $145 un 
He further that in the ~~ Bloom- 


states 
erate, Hie ctstes further all out regard 
“— and where own their own ‘Sinantinbut 
$50 per light:-per year, and that the city of Dunkirk, N. Y., which 
light all night and every night for 
paid to private parties the vari ities 
while the een 
Boston pays 


$h.50-each per year. 





It means the | 





| 


! 
| 
} 
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of the means of production,” and he | a private corporation the enormous sum of $180 per lamp, but 


Chicago, which owns its own plant, pays for the same service $65 
per year, a good deal less than one-half. So he goes on through a 
list of cities, making the comparison, and he closes up his article 


> of | by saying: 


A report of the New York senate shows that the people of New York City, 
under private ownership, have been bled in the last ten yea 
of $30,074,715.27 above what they ought to have paid. 
in the United States shows a net saving of 40 per cent. 
public utilities is a necessity.—-Twentieth Cenfury. 

I have here an article of the same kind from the Star, an edi- 
torial of April 20, 1898. They take up the city of Peabody, Mass. 
and discover the same sort of economy from municipal ownership, 
and wonder why we can not have this introduced in the city of 
Washington. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow m: 
a few moments? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to callattention in this connection 
tothe fact that the position of the People’s Party with reference to 
monopolies is- precisely the position taken by the founders of our 
Government and the framers of our Constitution, neither more nor 
less. The framers of our Constitution, the patriots whose names 
will be honored and reverenced as long as the Republic endures, 
took exactly the position with reference to monopolies that the 
People’s Party takes. The People’s Party stands to-day as the de- 


rs to the extent 
Municipal ownership 
City ownership of all 


ue from Nebraska [Mr. | fender of the people and the supporters of the Constitution on that 
‘ess to | question. 


The People’s Party came into existence to protest against 
the action of the old parties in deserting the position of the found- 
ers of our Government and framers of the Constitution. Itcame 
into existence because there was a demand fora party to stand for 
the principlesadvocated and represented by Jefferson, Jackson, and 
Lincoln. It stands between the people and the rule of monopolies 
and trusts. 

Mr. KYLE. That is asI understand it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The only natural monopoly in existence when 
our Government was formed, the only natural monopoly that ap- 
peared to the frgmers of the Constitution, was what? The Post- 
Office Department. What was the position of the framers of our 
Constitution? They said here is a natural monopoly, here is a 
we per se,@ monopoly bi nature, here is a monopoly that 
must be used by the agent of the people for the benefit of all the 
people and for the public good at cost, for if allowed to go into 
private hands it would be used by private individuals for private 
gain and to the detriment of the public. What position did they 
take? They laid it down in the Constitution as a fundamental 
law that the Post-Office Department, being a natural monopoly, 
was a public function, a function of Government, and should be 
used by the Government for the public good. Henry Clay took 
the same position in 1844, when the question was raised as to 
whether electricity should be used by the Post-Office Department 
as a function of the Government to facilitate the postal service; 
and Hon. Cave Johnson, the Postmaster-General under President 
Polk, a strict construction Administration, took the same position; 
and John C. Calhoun, another strict constructionist, a Democrat 
of Democrats (not the modern kind, thank God, but the good old 
original Jefferson kind), took the position that it should be used, 
not by private corporations, but as a part of the Post-Office De- 
partment as a public function, according to the Constitution. 

The Ways and Means Committee of Congress in 1845 took the 
same position in an able argument reported to this body. That 
is the position of the People’s Party on this question, and if the 
other natural monopolies we have to-day had been in existence 
when the Constitution was formed the framers of that instrument 
would have laid it. down asa part of the written fundamental law 
that those natural monopolies should be used for the public good 
as a government function, and every man who isa true Ameri- 
can, who sincerely believes in a republican form of government, 
must take that position with reference to all natural monopolies. 

Mr. KYLE. ill the Senator from North Carolina allow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me. Just one word further. I think 
it is important to get this matter straight since the subject is up, 
with the Senator’s permission. 

The position of the People’s Party is simply the position of 
Thomas Jefferson. He feared the danger of natural monopolies, 
those functions which are by nature monopolies, going into the 
hands of private individuals. That is where the People’s Party 
stands to-day; and any man who does not stand with the People’s 
Party for that doctrine is a monopolist. He is a monarchist; he 
is op to the fundamental principles of free government and 
republican institutions. He is an enemy to the welfare and pros- 
perity of our people. If there is a Senator on this floor who will 
stand in his place and say he is opposed to that deetrine, opposed 
to that fundamental principle on which our Government is 

then he is antagonistic to our formof government; he is 
out of line with the Constitution and the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. That is where the People’s Party stands. It does not go 
ene step further nor recede one step from it. That is what its 
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latform calls for, simply a strict adherence to the Constitution 
n letter and a 

Any man who is oa to the oe of the People’s Party 
on this fundamental question would to-day, if he had his way, 
put our Post-Office Department in the hands of the telegraph 
monopoly, or express company, or railroad combine. Let the 
people beware of such men. Next to an agent of the British gold 
trust, the most dangerous enemy to a republican form of govern- 
ment and to the welfare and — of the people is the 
monopolist. And when the gold trust and the monopolies com- 
bine, as they have now, they are the arch enemies of the liberty 
and happiness of the human race. The People’s Party is the 
only organization that can be trusted to defend the rights of the 
people and - these curses of humanity and civilixation. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the re ownership of these 
public a is no untried theory. I stated a moment ago 
that it has adopted in many countries in Europe and in 
many American cities. I have a list before me of some cities in 
= and which own their own plants—Birmingham, Bolton, 
Carlisle, Leicester, Manchester, Nottingham, Ol , Salford, 
etc 


Two-thirds of all the municipalities in Great Britain own their 

s plants, and the revenue derived from them, according to sta- 
fistics, is from one hundred to two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars per annum, and they sell pure coal gas at from 50 to 55 
cents per thousand feet. 

The same is true of Germany. In the United States we have 
cities like Henderson, Ky.; Huntsville, Mo.; Bellefontaine, Ohio; 
Hamilton, Ohio; Philadelphia, Pa.; Alexandria, Va.; Charlottes- 
ville, Va.; Danville, Va.; ericksburg, Va.; Wheeling, W. Va., 
and so on, which have adopted the principle, and it has proved, 
let me say, a great source of revenue to the treasuries of those 
respective cities. I have some facts before me showing this. 

Tn 18098, of the 44 largest towns in Germany 29 owned their own 
ges works. Leipsic owns its own gas works and returns annually 

nto the treasury the sum of as Breslau turns into the 
treasury $100,000 per annum. lin turned in that year $1,- 
793,518. Berlin from the waterworks turned in 380/000. Paris 
from the gas works in 1892 turned into the ee 260,000; 
Birmingham, England, $150,000; Dresden, $187,000; ton, Eng- 
land, $140,000; chester, $250,000; Salford, $187,000; Leicester, 
$185,000; Nottingham, $125,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
to ask him for information, because I really do not know, whether 
the amounts turned into the treasury purport to be profits in that 
particular business or rs the amounts collected from private 
consumers, tive of what it cost the government to run 
those various enterprises? 

Mr. KYLE. They represent the profits. 

Mr. HARRIS, e net profit? 

Mr. KYLE. The net profit. 

Mr. HARRIS. Over and above the cost of uction? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir; and turned into the . 

Tt have here the report of the mayor of the city of Philadelphia. 
I wish to read a short statement showing the — in that city 
from the city’s ownership of the gas works, which is right in line 
with the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee oo Harris}. 
This is from the report of the mayor of Philadelphia for 1895, 
Edwin 8. Stuart. On page 12 of the report, speaking of the bureau 
of gas, he says: 


The total expenditures of the bureau of from 1891 to Tes tetasive, for 
material, tenance, labor, supplies, eoal. obs. were $10,858,910.58, and for 
tim ts $1,060,248.81; a total of ; 


extensions and 
During the been turned into the cit; 
or very nearly $3,000, 


7 , 


receip 
the entire expendi 


“In excess of the entire expenditures.” 


This is in the face of the fact that the price of gas in 1894 was reduced from 
$1.00 to $1 per thousand feet, a decrease of 33} per cent in the price. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What city does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. KYLE. Philadelphia. 1 read from the mayor's report. 
He goes on to state: 


It is but just to the bureau of to state clearly that the money received 
by the city for its operation du the four not only equaled the 
entire sum appropriated to it during t period, including the cost of per- 
manent improvements, but that it returned a profit over and above 
expenditures of nearly $3,000,000. 


He gives the number of gas lamps for 1891 as 16,649, and mak- 
ing the computation at $1 per thousand for these lamps, the amount 
saved by furnishing their own city street lamps would be $3,299,- 


122, making the total as follows: 


Receipts over expenses for furnishing to the city 
From gas supplied for public use 


Making a total profit to the city of Philadelphia 
in four years Me ta 7, 230, 716 
Or an aunual profit ef 1, 807, 679 


as 
in excess of 


$3, 931, 594 
299, 122 
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The same is true with reference to municipal ownership of eleo- 
From Advance Club Leaflets N 
rom Advance Clu ets No. 2, published at Providen 

by the Advance Club, I find a list of 139 cities of the United stjng 
given which are furnished electric es by private companies for 
street p . The price charged is on the aver: $110.98 for 
2,000-candlepower arcs and $55.49 for 1,000-candlepower arcs 

Following this is given a list of 24 cities where electricity is fur. 
nished by the municipality, and the price charged for 2,000-candlo- 


power arcs (average) is $52.40, and for 1,000-candl ) 
$26.20 Washington Re ee sian 


ys @ private company, I believe, $146 
1,000 candlepower. y. ©, $146 for 


(i pre arc tog egies 
city by private companies and a munici : 
ea TEs coniivens tia node coe 


e statements made in the club | ; 
referred to: ues Saat 


OWNED AND OPERATED BY MUNICIPALITIES. 


Little Rock, Ark.... 
Aurora, fl 


se ~~. . 
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Average cost per light per year of arcs operated by 23 cities, $53.04. 
OWNED AND OPERATED BY PRIVATE COMPANIES. 


Contract 
price 
rare 

fet per 
year. 


$160.00 
80.00 
96. 00 
124.00 
145.00 


ee year of arcs operated by 29 private companies, 

These facts, Mr. President, seem to me to be conclusive evi- 
dence as to the expediency and wisdom of a municipality owning 
such enterprises. 


MUST BE CONTENT WITH PRIVATE CORPORATION. 


But I realize that at the present time, probebly, we intion in 
fine ourselves to the control of the pam private corporation 

this city. I do not know whether good sense of the America® 

can be aroused to such a point that they will maaet te 

w Oar Ol we eee ee heed 

00 


such figures 85 
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I have read from the report of the mayor of Philadelphia, and 
from many prominent cities even larger than Washington, yet 
they will not believe, and we shall go on year after year voting 
our subsidies or our privileges to these private corporations. 

I do not know wr is. Ido not know why the gas company 
in the District of Columbia and the street-railway companies 
should have such a hold upon the United States Congress. Some- 
times I feel charitable and say it is because of our neglect. What 
is everybody's ess seems to be nobody’s business, and so the 
corporations get what they please. But at the same time I do 
know that lobbyists are abroad in the land, that lobbyists are 
around the House and around the Senate corridors every day dur- 
ing the consideration of these bills; that stockholders in these 
companies, stockholders in the Washington Gas Company, have 
been lobbying with members of the House and Senate and appeal- 
ing to them in the name of the widows and orphans of this city 
who hold the stock not to deprive them of their bread. One man 
appealed to a member of Congress, so the member told me this 
morning, and said, *‘I own $20,000 worth of gas stock in this city, 
which paying 20 per cent per annum—$4,000 per year,” and 
when asked if the 20 per cent was not rather exorbitant, he said 
he did not think it was any more than he ought to have. 

The Board of Trade, I understand, has taken up this question. 
I have before me here an editorial from one of the city papers of 
March 10, 1896, which states that the Board of Trade did con- 
sider the matter at that time. They appointed a committee to 
investigate the question of and electric-light, etc. The com- 
mittee made the investigation, and reported that both forms of 
umination were retailed at exorbitant rates, and advised, in 
favor of a campaign which should have for its object municipal 

and conduct of the gas and electric light plants in the 

District of Columbia. Mind you, Mr. President, that report is 
few disgruntled citizens in the District who feel that 

bills are too high, but by a representative body—the 

Board of Trade of the city: 


the House has enacted legislation cheapening the price and im 
quality of the gas, and the District appropriation bill, which is 
so far as these items are concerned, contains such legislation in respect 

both to gas and electric lighting. 
Seal le Milaeily reqnlating the existing companies, and ths practical com 
y ng the existing com es, an © practical com- 
mon-sense present ‘eotion on the part of community is to k up vigor- 
ously the procedure which has found favor with the House. Municipal 
ownership of illuminating plants may well be viewed as the ideal condition; 
but in view of the heay tial expense which it will involve and the extent 
of education on the subject which our | tion would require before there 
was any possibility of the enactment of radical legislation, the project is 
not a practical one for this xoot or the immediate future. We should not 
neglect the ity to obtain immediate though partial relief through 
excessive exclusive devotion to the brilliant but remote project of 
municipal ownership. The House has declared in favor of cheaper gas and 
rio light, an improved quality of gas, and more thorough inspection. 
The Trade and its eocial committee can do good work in impress- 
upon the Senate the wisdom of speedy concurrence in the House propo- 


Therefore the editor on to argue in favor of the dollar-gas 
I feel just about the same way; that it will be impossible at 
the present time to secure municipal ownership. Therefore I ad- 
yocate with all my heart the reduction of by the t com- 
pany to the lowest possible figure. At the same time I do not 
to cut it down to a point where the company can not make a 
legktions I am willing that the corporation shall be al- 

te percentage upon its investment. 
to-day living under corporation rule in the District, and 
reason I am afraid we can not accomplish a great deal 
co reducing the price of gas. The present gas company 


an octopus. It reaches out by its officers and by its 
and has taken in many influential men hereabouts 

ve become interested in the question of gas. The company 
ME in the year 1848, I believe. 
. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 


eB 


iN 


a 
ce 


. KYLE. Certainly. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator, when he 
ow about the company taking in a number of prominent men 


Mr. I did not say in Congress. 

Mr. FA Ah, well; the Senator did not. I want to 
ask the direct question, then, whether the Senator has information 
that any ceember of the District Committee is in any way directly 

indirectly interested in the stock or other securities of the 


or in 
Wi Gas it Company? 
en I welll whose to the Senator from West Virginia 
that I do not think any member of the District Committee is 
in the stock of the company. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, these are very interesting facts 
which the Senator from South Dakota is now putting before the 
fall aekene tals is © very important question. There should be a 
want of a 


full Senate. I uorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. Bacon in the chair). The 


. 
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Senator from Mississippi suggests the want of a quorum. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Allen, Chilton, Harris, Pettigrew, 
llison, Clark, Hawley, Platt, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Baker, Cullom, Kyle, Pugh, 
te, Davis, Lindsay, Quay, 
Berry, Dubois, Martin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Elkins, ills, Sherman, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Butler, Gallinger, Morgan, Teller, 
ery, Gear, Nelson, Turpie, 
Carter Gocrge. Peffer, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, White 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present.. 

Mr. KYLE. In regard to the question put to me by the Senator 
from West Virginia, I will state that I have not made inquiry as 
to whether or not Senators or Members of Congress are holders of 
stock in this company, but there are prominent men in the city 
and the cities hereabouts who are stockholders and who are men of 
influence. 

THE WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY. 

The company, as I stated, was organized, I believe, in 1848, with 
a capital of $50,000, of which $42,500 was paid in for 2,500 shares 
of the par value of $20.° In 1852 the capital was increased to $300,- 
000, which was paid in cash. In 1855 the capital was increased 
$150,000 and the stock taken up by stockholders. In 1866 another 
$500,000 was added and issued to shareholders, share for share. 
In 1872 the stock was increased to $1,000,000, with the privilege of 
increasing it another million, which has been done. In 1887 $600,- 
000 of 6 per cent bonds were issued; and $600,000 of certificates of 
indebtedness have also been issued, which are convertible into 
stock if the stock shall be increased. On the stock a dividend of 
10 per cent is paid and on the bondsand certificates 6 per cent. It 
is claimed that the $600,000 of certificates were a gift to the stock- 
holders. In 1892 they paid an additional dividend. of $3 per share, 
making 25 per cent. By their sworn statement the average per 
cent from 1848 to 1881 is 16g. From 1881 to 1886, 20 per cent, and 
for the year 1895. 30 per cent, which is pretty good for hard times. 
The par stock—$20— been worth $51 and is now worth $44 and 
a fraction. 

This is the history of the compere. All but $500,000 of the 
present capital stock of $2,000,000 has been added from the profits 
of the concern. The authority for this statement as to all above 
$500,000 being profits I get from the Senate committee's report, 
No. 1460, a report of the investigation, and where Mr. McIlhenny, 
the president, I believe, upon being interrogated by Senator Van 
Wyck, admits that that was the fact. I donotsee any reason why 
the company should be given the privilege, as under the present 
bill, of issuing a million and a half more stock. This company, 
let me say, are a power in the District and are a power in Con- 
gress. They have charged the highest rates possible. They have 
never yielded to a reduction of price except where they have been 
commelie’ to do so through fear of some legislation being enacted 
by Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator whether he has examined 
the report of the Commissioners on that subject, in which they 
enumerate a number of instances of voluntary reduction by the 


er 

Mr. KYLE. I recognize the fact and have read it that they vol- 
untarily reduced the price; but Isay, in my judgment, it was under 
fear that some bill would be passed by Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like the Senator to state his reasons 
for that statement, because I never heard of it before and I have 
been investigating this question for at least seven years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator said he has been investigating this 
matter. Has he discovered that in 1866 the company voluntarily 
burned its books? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I have not discovered any such 
thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is the fact. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I differ with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi entirely in his statement of the fact. I am ready to an- 
swer it on the floor. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume their willingness at the present time to 
reduce the price of gas is voluntary. They show a willingness to 
reduce the price of gas at the present time because they fear that 
Congress is going to pass a law bringing the price down to a dol- 
lar or to75 cents. That is all there is about it. And soit was in 
the other instances. 

As to whether this company destroyed its books, let me quote 
here from the report made by Senator Spooner, Report No. 1460, 
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first session, Forty-ninth Congress. The company deliberately 
destroyed its books. The committee says: 

It isa significant fact that the destruction of these books blotted out from 
the public and from investigation the detailed transactions of this corpora- 
tion up to the time in 1866 when the company distributed among its then 
stockholders, as representing c te earnings theretofore put into an ex- 
tension of the plant, $500,000 of making altogether $1,000,000 of capitaliza- 


Kear’ FEW CAN AFFORD TO USE GAS. 

Mr. President, the company having a monopoly of the gas, as 
they do in this District, have reduced the price gradually, as they 
have been forced to do so by Congress; but at the present time 
gas is held at $1.25 per thousand feet to those who pay peony 
and $1.50 per thousand to those who do not pay their bills, I be- 
lieve, within ten days. The result is that fully one-half, I might 
say, of the poe of the District of Columbia can not afford to 
use gas; and it is stated upon authority that while there are in 
the city 52,000 houses, only 25,000 or 26,000 of those houses use 
gas. 
ase ane at the figures charged by the company. Much of our 
population, white as well as colored, are com: to use coal oil 
or the tallow candle, or to sit in darkness. 

Mr. President, without attempting to instruct the gas company 
of the District of Columbia, let me say that they are pursuing a 

icy according to best experts which is detrimental to their own 
teresis. The testimony of those who have examined this ques- 
tion in Europe and in the cities of the United States is that the 
lower the price of gas the more people use it, and the result is in- 
creased income to the companies. 

Upon this question I have some very valuable testimony given 
by Mr. Henry M. Whitney before the Damateeite legislature in 
the month of March last. Mr. Whitney is an a ity upon tliis 

uestion, and was before the committee, I believe, for certain 
hichts and privileges with reference to the use of the by-product of 
gas. He makes this statement before the committee: 

You will see, Mr. Chairman, that by far the oe number of your people— 
probably more than 15 to 1, and I should think it fair to say 20 to 1—are not 
new customers of the gas companies -- 

That is in the State of Massachusetts— 

They have never been customers, and under existing circumstances and 
a aeaiene Tt is because the of gas is so high 

bas remained so SP ise the Inet saeinaancedena te put it out 


to have it. “ 
that any well-managed com- 
ve allowed this Condition of 


other corporation hold- 
make no improvement 
are not now w 


companies in the State of 
60 cents per thousand feet. 


cities like OW, 
where the Se is 
that the tion 

is, substantially every 


Iutely more ) 
Massachusetts; and Manchester sold that gas 
is the reason why the consumption was so 


large, you w 

of meters to a is nearly 1 to 5. 

family uses gas, uses it in considerable 
One meter to every 5 of the population, 5 representing a family, 

while in the State of Massachusetts they have 1 meter to every 20 


some —— — Sonoma for gas verymuch more than is charged 
in 
Mr. I am aware of that fact, and the same i 
Pa ea 
: ator quotes, as he 
says, that is furnished in New York for 1 per th et 
Mr. KYLE. For $1.25. ot pet Ciremand fect. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say $1 
Mr. KYLE. The price in Chicago is $1. 

Mr.GALLINGER, Even at $1.25 the price is the same as jt js 
in Washi ; but the fact is that there are a great many ceo. 
panies in New York which charge $1.50 per thousand feet, ani jy, 
— instances as high as $1.75; and the statistics will show that 


Mr. KYLE. Ihave here the statistics of the cities of Massachy. 
setts, which I might place in the Recorp, but shall not, whi.) 
show the price in 1886 and 1894, and im every case ther; 


other words, the poor people of the city are not able to | has been a great fall of the price of gas between 1886 and 141). 


and so it extends over the country. These figures, as I said, are 
subject to change. 


— 
Omaha 


Chicago has made provision for one-dollar gas. 


The following is a list of cities owning and controlling their 
own gas works: 


Mr. FAULKNER. Charlottesville owns its gas works. 

Mr. EYLE. Yes; and the price there is $1. 

In many of these cases the price in cities where they manufac- 
ture their owr gas is as high or er than in the city of Wash- 
i but the point is that all above the cost of 


in popul . Alleghen 
GS cupenentee the whole situation that as a consequence of Cleveland 


the reduction in the price of more people use it and there is a 
greater income to the companies. 

Mr. President, in view of what is charged in other cities of the 
United States and of the world, the charge made for by the 
Washington Gas Light Company is exorbitant. The whole ques- 
tion, it seems to me, for the Senate to consider is whether gas 
under the existing circumstances can be furnished to the people 
of this District for a less figure. That is all there is to it. 

CAN TAE PRICE BE REDUCED? 

I have taken a great deal of pains to collect data upon this point. 
IT have communicated with received letters from the city clerks 
in the prominent cities of the United States, and the 
is that the price of gas is far below the pricecharged in the city of 
Washington. Here are the fi from a number of these cities: 
The cityof New York furnishes gas for $1.25 per thousand; Chi- 
cugo, $1.13. The price in Chi isnow down to a dollar. I wi 
suy before I give the figures many of them are subject to 
change, because cities are frequently chamiing the price of gas, 
and goneraily taking the downward course, 

Mr. GALLING If the Senator will me, I should 
like to ask him if he is aware of the fact that are some thirty 
or forty different gas companies in the city of New York, and that 


| comablianed ort The 
is exorbitant, in my ju 
will | ter into aad won hapten 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator what is the price of gs 
in his own State? 

Mr. KYLE. In South Dakota I have not investigated beyond 
my own town, where we have to pay a private company $2.90 per 


thousand feet for ii 
is about 6,000. 


Mr. MILLS. hat is 
Mr. KYLE. The 
believe the average cost in the whole Staie 


Mr. FAULKNER. 


report | is a 
Mr. KYLE. We pay $2.50 in my town, which we have always 
It is exorbi 


exorbitant. tant, and the y know it 
people should take the mat- 
te the plant in the interest 0! 


the 


piace ate companies I extract from the 
Sere kee a : 
cents, and the company pays 
receipts, amounting to $50,000 
the company from 50 to 55 cents per 








1896.. 





tetany profit of 200 
on ite 


ies 
ae ers 10 per cent dividend. 
ey experts say the cost of gas there is from 50 to 55 cents, 


the ain 6} per cent it leaves to the 
25 cents per thousand, and pays per cent 


a ape is $1 net, and less for the city lamps, and 


jneluding interest on the investment in plant, etc. The price to 
consumers is from $1 to 50 cents. 

In Brooklyn. the price is $1.25, and the officers refuse to state 
the cost. 


Mr. C. E. Staples, a dealer in gas stocks, states that it costs to 
make water gas, such as we have here, from 35 to 37} cents per 
feet. 

. (My Pittsburg the price is $1 per thousand feet, and the company 

the street lamps first to the amount of 12,500,000 feet. For 

sow weeat the city pays 75 cents per thousand feet. The offi- 
of the refuse to state what it costs to make 

SS mieten Ohio, as stated by Professor Bemis, the ‘city 

has made itsown gas since 1873—twenty years—at a cost for man- 

— and distribution of 30 cents. @ price in 1893 was 90 


= ‘Lakewood, N. Y., they furnish their own at 30 cents per 
thousand feet. In Bellefontaine and Lakewooc they make water 
gas, the same as most of our gas. 
West Point furnishes its own gas at 60 cents per thousand feet, 
a is all coal gas, and the nominal price is 75 cents. 
e (Ky.) company sold gas at $1 per thousand until 
ae by another company. The price is now $1.30 per thou- 
wnciton refuse to give any information as to the cost. 
In Albany, N. Y., the president of the gas company refuses to 
state the cost or the profit. 
These are some facts as to what gas 


is being furnished for in 


the various cities of the UnitedStates I might goa little further | 


| your station meter, at thirty-seven (37) cents per 1,000 cubic feet for ‘th 


and give you a few of the companies abroad: 


AN ANALYSIS OF THE ACCOUNTS OF THE PRINCIPAL GAS UNDERTAKINGS 
IN BNGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND FOR 1893. 


Gas statistics of Great Britain, 1898. 



























Price Lite 
Output. | per 1,008.| power. 
Cubic feet. Cents. 

500,000 | 58,053 | 4,222, a8, 000 60} 17.23 
115,000} 23,568| ‘783,300, 66} 17.99 
39,000 | 6,308 200, 56} 19.16 

142,000 | 25,886 | 1,125, 641,000 | 16. 
565, 000°} 81, 433 | 3, 686, 680, 19.11 

211,000 | 38,005 | 1,502, 510,000 | 19 
Oldham... .--.....| W080} 44,787 | 871,177, 000 56 | 19.30 
Salford .....................] 198,000 | 28,005 | 1, 111, 796,000 SB | 18.54 

PRIVATE COMPANIES. 

EE teeacedencsas 51,844 | 7,463) 306,008,000 | 
a 115,873 | 17,438 | 962, $86, 000 68| Ik57 
sceneenesece-e-ee-----| 225,578! 22,600 | 1,578, 956,000 | 16.56 
DE Bi ecembdneoe 4, 146 14,00 446, 869, 000 64} 16.50 
Sel etasesannal SE OUD 200 | 3,391, 873,008 %| 21.59 

186, 300| 30, 144 | 1, 9, 233, 000 41) 6 
84,248 | 10,722 | | 668, 588, 608 43| 14.50 
159,278 | 10,400} 649, 911,000 63) 14.92 
107,573 | 23,283 | 408, 739,000 | 18.75 
224,243 | 48,956 | 1,874,700, 000 45 | 17.88 

{ 66 | 16 

cocccancufeoennecwmrenm= +56} 16 

+ Street lights. 
All these range from 14.50 to 21.59 candlepower, and not 
one of them comes to the dollarmark. They use coal tomake gas. 
G. nn Sea me, will he re- 
state what he just said as to the cities? 

— range along freus 14.50 to 16, 19, and 21 can- 


“GALLINGER. The Senator will, of cones. 6 observe that 
in the bill now under we propose to make the Wash- 


wer. 


ee Com furnish pot at c 
oe ro 
in that, and I will prove 


because 
Sheree ts the Buuy ots barnes, 
e are adopting the test in use in every 


. KYLE. Lf understand 
through that it is not over 16 
the test from the 

. GALLINGER. 
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epee 
Oddo 
Mr. FAULKNER. Im England they have but one burner, and 
that is the parliamentary burner, by which they test all lights. 
Mr. KYLE. But not the Bray flat flame burner. I have here 
a statement in reference to the city of Philadelphia. I made the 
statement that the city of Philadelphia furnishes gas to its con- 
sumers for $1 per thousand, and turns into the city treasury mil- 
lions of dollars; that during the last four years it turned in the 
neighborhood of $7,000,000 into the city treasury. The gas monop- 
oly of the city of Philadelphia, if it may be so termed, is a great 
bonanza to the city, and private companies in that section of the 
country understand this. I have before me an article from the 
Pittsburg Times of February 21, 1896, which says: 





A syndicate to-day formally offered the city $20,000,000 cash for the gas 
works. The syndicate agrees to charge from eens to $1 a thousand feet 
for gas,and after ten years to give the city 5.per cent of the proftitsof 


works, and in 15 years 10 per ce1.t of the profits. 
gas used here, and sells it for $1 a thousand (eet. 
on the plant was about $1,500,000. 


ty now mu 
Last year the « 


kes 


ity 's profit 


The city can not afford to part with such a franchise. The 
thousands of poor there owning their own homes should congrat- 
ulate themselves on the reduction in taxes and contend for the 


municipal ownership of the street railways, which are an oppres- 
sion and a political power in that city. 

The city of Philadelphia is not able to furnish all its own gas, 
The city being so large, they are compelled to purchase a certain 
amount of ggs from private gas companies. I believe they have 
bought about 3,000,000 or more cubic feet of gas, and they made 
a contract with private companies for this purpose. I have the 
contract before me, and it will be a surprise to many to know the 


figure at which gas is furnished by a privatecompany. The con- 
tract states: 

We will furnish three million (3,000,000) cubic feet of gas, and as much more 
as is required, upon six months’ notice, by the Hanlon and Leadley 
process, of more than twenty-two (2 2) candlepowe r, delivered as re fired to 





= and for any subsequent year at thirty-seven (37) cents per 1,000 c ane 
ee 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me again, there 
is no doubt they can afford to do that, for that is simply to furnish 
the gas at theirown works. It does not include the cost of the 
mains and of distributing the gas and all that sort of thing. It is 
aw > for the gas itself. 

KYLE. Thecost of distribution is estimated generally at 
40 per cent, which would add about 12 cents more. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not admitted by any gas man with 
whom I have ever talked. The Senator may know all about the 
details. of gas distribution. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia, however, have had a great many hearings and have had 
experts before them, and no mar there has ever ventured to make 
a suggestion such as the Senator has made. 

Mr. K . LEhave seen the statement made many times over 
by experts in the United States that the cost of distribution is 40 
per cent of the cost of production; so, taking 37 cents and adding 
40 per cent to it, the aggregate amount would be 13 or 14 cents 
more. 

I may not know somuch about the question as the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I have been investigating the subject of gas 
—— fer twenty years. The District Committee do nct have 
a —eee of knowledge 

LINGER. et he only point I would make is, Mr. Presi- 
dent—I do not care to get into a controversy with the Senator, and 
I know I am trenching upon his time—that I chance to be a mem- 
ber of the committee which has. had very lengthy and very numer- 
ous hearings on this question, and they have heard all sides of it. 
We have had experts from New York and Boston and other cities, 
and presumably a member of the committee kuows something as 
=. what has been investigated by the committee; and that is all I 
claim. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand what has been presented to the com- 
mittee; buta great deal has been presented to the committee which 
is not true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. Have the hearings before the committee been 
printed in extenso? 

Mr. FAULKNER. All of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a document here that is accessi- 
ble containing the recent hearings before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, entitled ‘ Gas.” 

Mr. GEORGE. When were the hearings had? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Beyond a doubt the Senator can get acopy 
ef the document by sending to the document room for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The hearings were held at various times. 

Mr. GEORGE. I applied this morning at the document room 
and could not get a sony of the testimony. 

Mr. FAUL t will state that the hearings were pub- 
lished for the use aaa the committee, and any Senator who will 

to the clerk of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
able to secure a copy of the hearings as printed. 
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Mr.GEORGE. Why wasit not printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Simply because the committee never ordered 
it, and no one else asked that the hearings be published. Hear- 
ings before committees are not generally printed for public dis- 
tribution except when the committee submits a written report 
embodying the hearings by the committee; but they do not gen- 
erally publish hearings on matters which are purely local. 

Mr. KYLE. I have stated here that the prices charged in the 
District of Columbia are exorbitant, and that the prices in many 
cities are below what they are here. The former president of the 
old company stated: 

The public do not know how cheap 

“se to tellthem. Of course we can se 

do so until we are compelled to. 

Almost invariably in estimating cost of gas they include the 
cost of enlarging the plant, extending mains, etc. At a meeting 
of the American Gas Light Association when a member in read- 
ing a paper attempted to include in cost of gas extension of mains 
and other improvements he was stopped by President Harbison, 
who said: 

The cost of enlarging the plant should be charged to the capital account, 
and not to the cost of provi gas. 

At a meeting of the association in 1880, Mr. Eugene Vanderpool, 
M., A., C. E., of the Newark Gas Light Company, and whom the 
ne Gas Light Company asked to have brought here 
during the Spooner investigation in 1886, stated that cost of water 
was 42 cents per 1,000 feet, coal gas 358 cents per 1,000 feet. 

is when coal was selling for $4.50 per ton and coke at 6 cents 

pe bushel. The highest British authority, according to the Gas 

ight Journal, Mr. G. W. Stevenson, C. E., F. G. S., in his work, 
Precedents in Private Legislation Affecting Gas and Water Com- 
panies, 1879, gives the cost of coal gas, everything included, and 
the gas delivered to the burner of the consumer, at 51 cents per 
1,000 feet. Take Mr. Vanderpool’s estimate of 353 cents in the 
holder and add 14 cents (40 per cent) for distribution, and we have 
49% cents per 1,000 feet, or a little more than a cent less than in 
Great Britain. Since then the residuals have come to be almost 
as valuable as the gas, and the price must have very materially 
fallen. Here are some facts from official sources as regards the 
cost of gas in the United States and Great Britain: 

According to the best authorities in the United States and Great Britain 
gas in the holder, in cost but 35 cents, and since then the cost of pro- 

uction has been redu very materially. 

Hon. Orestes Cleveland— 

Ex-mayor of Jersey City, I believe— 
polity ye to the Senate committee in 1886, stated that to his personal knowl- 


it was then put in the holder at 90 cents per 1,000. The cost of distribu- 
r cent of the cost of 


production, which would be 12 
cost of gas at the burner 52 cents per 1,000. 
in 1890 was 3) cents per 1,000, and the engi- 
neer of the Leeds gas works says that “recent improvements in the process 
have greatly sesepenes the cost of manufacture, so that now coal gas in the 
holder costs but 22 cents.” 


I hope the Senator will listen to this. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am listening very attentively. 

Mr. KYLE, The letter of Hen. Orestes Cleveland continues : 

In 19 cities in Great Britain the average cost was 37} cents, and the average 
price charged consumers was 52} cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We had representatives of the so-called 
Rose-Hastings process before the committee, and they claim to 
make cheaper than by a other on the face of the 
earth; but they did not pretend to say that they could make it for 
less than 85 cents a thousand. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not presume that any company will tell you 
what they are able to make their gas for. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But this company were trying to make it 
oppens that they could manufacture gas and furnish it cheaper 
than it could be furnished by the old process, and it was to their 
interest to make the as low as possible. 

Mr. KYLE. But they made the figures enough lower to show 
that they could furnish gas to the citizens here for 75 cents, and 
to the city itself at 60 cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They did not do so to the satisfaction of 
the committee. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator's committee did not act upon the bill, 
Iunderstand, because they did not want the city streets torn up. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not want the Senator to proceed upon that 
idea. During the Fifty-third Congress, and up toa late day in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, I was an earnest advocate of the bill 
introduced by the Senator himself, because of its proposition to 
furnish cheaper gas. The investigations before the committee, 
where we had experts from various surrounding cities, at least 


can be made, and we do not pro- 
gas cheaper, but we do not propose 


May 16, 


Mr. HARRIS. That was one of the objections, and I am sure 
that was but one of the objections. It was not the on! y one 
But this investigation went war much further than as to the 
tearing up of the streets. I totally ed that recommenda- 
tion as against la down other ipes, and 
other facts contro my action—the utter failure of the new 
company to show its ability to produce gas at these lower rates 
and, perhaps, its ability in financial and other respects. 7 

Mr. KYLE. I do not care to go over the discussion of the 75- 
cent gas bill at this time—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator for a moment more of 
his zene The Senator, of course, wants to be accurate on this 
point. 

Mr. KYLE. I want to get through with my remarks soon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just one moment. Mr. Thomas P. Wor. 
rall, whois president of the Westchester Gas Company, under the 
Rose-Hastings process, which undertook to get into the city of 
Washin under the bill which the Senator has championed, 
and still champions, and has had put on the Calendar after it had 
been adversely reported by the committee, said-—— 

Mr. KYLE. I do not know that I can admit that now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand, but there is a great deal of rebuttal 
testimony which I should feel like pu in 

Mr. G ER. 
said in my own time. 

Mr. K . I do not understand the matter as the Senator 
states it. I do not think that the attorney of the Rose-Hastings 
aaa. M- Sands, had a proper hearing before the District 
Committee. hak 5 

Mr.GALLINGER, Mr. President, that isa very serious charge, 

Mr. K The experts on the line of the Rose-Hastings Com- 
pany were heard, but after that, when the attorney who repre- 
sents that company asked for his final hearing before the com- 
mittee of this branch of Congress he was refused. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thatattorney had four or five or six hours 
of the committee’s time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is so. 

Mr. KYLE. Not for his own argument. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is making a very serious ac- 
cusation, and it is not true. 

Mr. KYLE. I have the correspondence right here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be; but you are accusing the 
Committee on the District of Columbia now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean Mr. Sands? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes; I mean that he has not had a full final hear- 


ing. 

Nir. HARRIS. When he makes such a statement he is wholly 

justified, and states a falsehood. 
r.GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has been heard over and over—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. And over again. 

Mr. HARRIS. And heard toa greater extent than the repre 
sentative of any other gas company in existence. y 

Mr. KYLE. His final argument I referred to, which he wished 
to aon see the committee, and he was not given a hearing in 


. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from West Virginia wants to ask 
me a question I will hear him. 
Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that he had a final ae and at that hearing he put in all the 
papers, he said, that would bear on the subject, and they are found 

ere, as the Senator will see when he gets the printed record. 

Mr. KYLE. I have seen the printed record, and I have the cor- 
respondence with the chairman of the District Committee. | have 
here a letter from Mr. Sands to the chairman of the committee, 


which is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 14, 1896. 


SENATOR: The bill No. 1408 to incorporate the National ital Gas Light, 
Heat, rape pach Company has been referred to your ttee for consid- 


eration 
The incorporators, for whom I as counsel, are anxious to be heard 
— Cy committee, -" oo show oo = egeeneers ond: 7 ¥ 
out every that bill us yp 
this District the for which they have been Congress 80 
years. 


many importa 
Two of hose statements it is of the highest BO aoe - 
anain ae ie nee ities to hear, are absent in the West, but can 
, January 22, instant. and it is jost to them, 


tting in. 
Very well; I will read what Mr. Worrall 


are se new members on committee. 
on well on 60 os. thant thay eine bear'ae pat the merits of our bi he full 
‘Therefore, I request that you name a day when we can be heard by t e 


produced a state of doubt upon my mind as to the possibility of | committee— 


at these lower rates and of 


producing gas upon their meth 
, which caused me to pause 


their ability to do what they pro 
in the advocacy of their proposition. I was as earnestly in favor 
of it as the Senator in the Fifty-third Congress and up to a late 
day in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. KYLE. ' But I understand that the objection of the Com- 
missioners was that they did not like the streets torn up. 


** By the full committee”— 
t our being heard. 
When they can be here, end that no action be had withou! osuch action, and 
asking such hearing, I am, yours, = *  ¥. P. B. SANDS, Counsel. 


Hon. JAMEs McMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 








1896. 





Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to state to him—— 

Mr. KYLE. Wait until I get through with this correspondence. 

Mr. HARRIS. That as often as twice upon my motion—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair). The 
Senator from South Dakota declines to yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator declines to yield I will 


take my seat. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to finish the co mdence. Here 
is a letter from the chairman of the committee [Mr. McMILLan]} 
to Mr. Sands: 


JANUARY 16, 1896. 
R SIR: Resi g to your letter of Janu 14, I would say that the 
bill to incorpora’ ns National Capital Gas Light, Heat, and Power Com- 
y will be referred in the usual way, and when the subcommittee is ready 
fo take up the measure you will be notified of the date arranged for a 


aoa, wealy, JAMES McMILLAN. 


FP tome Build dian, Washington, D. C. 
Then on February 12 Mr. Sands writes again: . 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 12, 1896. 
rt. CHATRMAN: On January 14 ultimo, as counsel for the incorporators 
ol in the bill (S. 1408) to incorporate the National Capital Gas Light, Heat, 
and Power Company, I requested a hearing before the full commit in be- 
half of that measure. 
Isee that your committee has given a hearing before the full committee to 
the representatives of a citizens’ association to speak u that bill. 
May I be permitted to request, in the name of simple Section that the hear- 
ing batore the full committee asked for be soon given to us, with forty-eight 
, notice, that our absent parties may have time to reach the city 


to attend? 
ith respect, I am, yours, truly, F. P. B. SANDS, 
Of Counsel. 


Hon. James MoMILLan, 
Chairman District Committee, United States Senate. 
No answer was vouchsafed to this letter. 
Then, February 14, Mr. Sands again writes the chairman as fol- 
lows: ; 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 14, 1896. 
Dear Str: I was informed yesterday that the committee had set Wednes- 
day, February 26, at 2 p. m.,fora hearing upon Senate bill No. 1408, to incor- 
porate the National Capital Gas Light, Heat, and Power Company. 
Will inform me whether such is the fact and what is to be the 
the , that I may notify our experts, who are in Pennsylvania 
es eros ane to whee I Chink the date named will be satis- 
of ir courtesy an early reply, I am, respectfully, yours, 
<4 — F. PB SAN DS 
Of Counsel for Incorporators. 
Hon. James McMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 
The reply of the chairman, dated February 15, is as follows: 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE DisTRIcT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C.. 15, 1896. 


Dear Srr: to your letter of yesterday, I would say that at the 
request of Benaplying toy the committee erramasd to hear some experts 


frem Boston on the subject of gas. I will see that you and your friends have 
Seton saneere wetore the Lik (S. 1008 is dis of, and of course 
you are y at liberty to be present at any g on the subject. 

“To be present ”"— 


ee Senetor feanens will tell you whom he expects to be present at 
Yours, truly, JAMES MoMILLAN. 
F. P. B. SANDs, " 
No. Bu Peet WNW., Washington, D. C. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Now—— 
KYLE. I am not through yet. I have a letter from Mr. 
24, which is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 2%, 1896. 
My Dear Str: The Souaguing nce shows what earnest efforts 
made to secure a hearing on behalf of the 


incorporators in Senate bill No. 
To snap ju 
qupeieee ead upon Re 


ent being taken t me I notified the 
don February 26, the date set for the hear- 
ing. came on at great inconvenience to themselves, and on reaching 
the re! See oe Se aman tet Se heens 


again on March 5 and on March 17. 

On dates I, as counsel, introduced the evidence to convince 

ery ut the proponitionsin the il a9 gun fo be supplied atthe low rates 
ee provost as to gas su Ww ra’ 


I confined myself to ting witnesses and proofs, except when re- 

quired to answer questions put Ue manners of the committee. 

That is what he confined himself to. 

When with my experts I again asked that a day be fixed when I 

could Sn in the merits of that bill. 

ee thatif the committee desired to give me a hearing 

T from the clerk of the District Committees copy of 

of the evidence taken by the committee, and ra 
of explaining afew of the facts touched upon 


on 27 to the honorable chairman of the com- 
and I submit a copy of my request and his answer 


eo very importance of that bill to my clients, as well as 
to the fits community. 1 have reason to feel that we have 
mee aes Pere been a determination to prevent a 


of the bill. The officers and ad of the 
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ededed fd 
Washington Gas Light Company were given free and full hearings to oppose 
our bill, and even after [ was told (see page & of report) that the expert 
hearing was ended, and had left the committee room, an advocate of the 
Washington Gas Light Company was permitted to make his speech against 
our bill in our absence, and we have been deprived of an opportunity to 


answer him. 
Respectfully, F. P. B. SANDS, 
Counsel for Incorporators, Bill 1408, 
Hon. JAMEs KYLE, 
United States Senate. 


On the 27th day of March Mr. Sands wrote the following letter 
to Mr. McMILLAN: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 27, 1896. 

SENATOR: A perusal of the printed report of the “gas hearing on bill No. 
1408 makes it clear that the committee will welcome a résumé of the expert 
evidence submitted to save the labor to the committee that must follow from 
an examination of it. 

There are points in the conflicting statements of the witnesses on both sides 
that should be elucidated and explained, and in the interest of justice and 
fairness I ask for a brief hearing before the committee in regard to the ex- 
perts’ testimony. 

I feel confident that you will appreciate the propriety of this and will fix 
an early day and a convenient hour for the hearing. 

Respectfully, yours, 

Hon. JAMES McMILLAN, 

Chairman District Committee, United States Senate. 


The reply is as follows: 


F. P. B. SANDS. 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1896. 
DEAR Str: Replying to your letter of March 27, asking for another hearing 
on the bill (8S. 1408) I would say that the committee has decided to ho!d no 
more hearings on the subject of gas. 
Yours, truly, JAMES McMILLAN. 


Mr. F. P. B. SANDs, 

385 Adams Building, City. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
mne—- 

Mr. KYLE. I think the correspondence speaks for itself as far 
as the last final hearing and the argument he wished to make is 
concerned. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to make astatement? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I have already stated, during the whole of 
the Fifty-third Congress and up toa late date in the Fifty-fourth, 
I was decidedly the advocate of the bill introduced by the Senator 
from South Dakota in favor of this new pans gas company. 
I have known nothing of the correspondence the Senator has read, 
but knowing, as I was informed, that the company desired a hear- 
ing before the full committee, on my motion the full committee 
agreed to meet on a named day for the hearing of all the gas com- 
panies and all the experts from any and everywhere whom they 
eee to bring before the committee, and we adjourned one 

earing to another, and another, and another, and in those hear- 
ings Il am safe in + that the new gas company favoring the 
bill introduced by the Senator from South Dakota consumed two 
or three days, as much time as any other gas company claiming 
to be heard. This statement [ deem it proper to make in answer 
to the complaint of that company. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, just a word more until I finish the 
particular point I was on. The cost of gas, as I asserted a while 
ago, I think, in the District of Columbia in the holder is about 35 
cents a thousand. The cost of gasin Great Britain in 1890 was 30 
cents a thousand, and soon. Let me read: 

In 19 cities in Great Britain the average cost was 37; cents, and the average 
price charged consumers was 52} cents. Onereason why gas can be produced 
so much cheaper now is the fact that the residual products are so utilized as 
to command much higher prices. Indeed, so much have the conditions 
chan in this res mes, as stated in a letter from a prominent gentle- 
man in Great Britain, t © distillation of coal for the residual products alone 
is very profitable. 

There is a most remarkable statement, that “‘ the distillation of 
coal for the residual products alone is very profitable,” correspond- 
ing to the testimony of Mr. Whitney and others with reference to 
the great value of the by-products to-day. Here is the statement 
made: 

“There are three extensive plants rated on the gas-works plan situated 
at and in the vicinity of Stoke-on-Trent, England. The tar from these works 
is sent to New York; the benzole goes toGermany. I have reliable informa. 
tion that the business is very profitable, and yet they sell no gas.” 

Since the introduction of asphalt pavements, in which refined coal tar is 
used, the demand has largely increased, and by chemical methods the other 
residual products are utilized with still avert profit. 

With such experience at home and abroad, there is no room left for doubt. 
There is nota ow of a question but that it would be greatly for the ben- 
efit of the public for the District to furnish the light, both electrical and gas, 
not only for the streets, but for private use also. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, at the hour of half past 3 the Sen- 
ate had resolved heretofore to proceed to hear eulogies on the late 
Representative WiLLiaM H. Craw, of Texas. That hour has ar- 
rived. 

Mr. KYLE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. GEORGE. With the permission of the Senator from Texas, 
Task the Senate to have reprinted, for the use of the Senate, Report 
No. 1460 of the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, being the re- 
port by Mr. Spooner, from the Committee on the District of 
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Columbia, upon this very question. I find at the document room 
that there is not a single of the report left. It is a very im- 
a rt, and I sa like to have it before the Senate on 
onday. I do not want the hearing reprinted, but only the report. 
Th PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carterinthechair), In the 
absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 
Mr. MIL I yield to my colleague [Mr. Cumton]. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRAIN. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions which 
I send to the desk and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theresolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions; and they were unanimously 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. W. H. OCRratN, late a Representative from the State of Texas. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
Htting tribute be ne to his m . 

Resolved, That the sympathies of the members of the Senate be tendered to 
the family of Mr. Crarn in this bereavement, and that the Secretary of the 
Senate transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I did not know Mr. Cran as 
intimately as some of those who, like my coll e, served with 
him in the other branch of Congress. é lived in different sec- 
tions of our far-reaching Texas, and I believe he had been both 
district attorney and State senator before I made his personal 
acquaintance. 

remember well, sir, the occasion when I first saw him. It was 
at a Democratic State convention in Texas in 1880. A largecrowd 
had assembled, and at some peculiarly stormy moment in the 
proc a tall and handsome man arose in rear part of 
the hall, with a tone and manner which attracted instant atten- 
tion, and addressed hiniself to the work of extricating the con- 


. was 
in politics, but I remember that 
ed upon my mind that Mr. Crain was suited to 
and sure of an eminent career. 


elected to Congress term after term 
Tris death a favorite of the people. F 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. to adequately portray the char- 
acter and fittingly eulogize the virtues of the dead require an 
intimate acquaintance with the individual while alive. I lack the 
eee ene Se es ee ee to 
memory of WILLIAM HENRY The only time I was thrown 
is one with neath pen lp on the train ton New Orleans 

ashington several years ago. that journey there 
between us a free ay Geld eae 
jon on many of the leading of the 

The Southern uapectan is —— f 
and freedom from restraint. When intelligent 
social or official position are casually br 
rapid insight they correctly estimate each other’s character; 

acious confidence they lay the foundation for a frien 
which in time frequently warms into the closest intimacy. 
is neither that reserve which repels advance nor that caution 
which seeks seclusion. 

During the journey r 
acter that was chivalric, an intellect that 
His versatility was remarkable; his power of 


together, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Sena an urbanity of man- 


; in his a 
a —_ — glowed into verse. Ze ot 
at, sir, I was not fortunate to enter the sanc 
whet ciel ily mediates died coklcet Beart, tis 
sacred sanctuary devoted to human . And, therefore 
tenderer hands than mine have laid their tribute on his grave. 
and more loving hearts than mine have done honor to his memor,. 
Though this be so, a Louisianian brings this sincere offering to 
his name and fame and lays it on the grave of the noble Texan. 
Mr. President, ‘‘ Noscitur a sociis” is a maxim as true in ethics 
as in law. Judged by this maxim, the young and promising 
statesman was only unfortunate in his untimely death. He |), 
‘won golden opinions from all sorts of men.” His associates jy 
the House of resentatives with one accord honor his memory 
and grieve for his loss. With affectionate zeal they stamp his 
character and his ability with the seal of their love and respec. 
Where he lived and where best known there were tears for {})o 
death ‘‘ that did sit on his brow like an untimely frost”: thers 
was love for the citizen and praise for the Representative, a1 
there the memory of his walk will long outlive the generation 
which cherishes it. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, on the 10th day of February last, 
in the hours of the early morning, WiLLiam Henry Crain, a 
ab ener from the Eleventh Texas district, in the forty- 
eighth year of his age, joined the innumerable caravan that js 
ever journeying toward the unknown land. For twelve years he 
had been honored by the people of his district as their Represe:t:- 
tive in the National Legislature. 
he discharged the du of the 
constituents have answered all 


It is useless toinquire how we!l 
aaieeg a His 
their cordial 
indorsement at each recurring election. From the beginning to 
the sad ending of his public career he held without one wavering 
moment not only the confidence, but the affection of the peoyle 
whom he lived, for whom he labored, 


and beside whose 
loved ones he has been 


, there is a touch 
. Itis in the shadow of 
the Sabine to the Rio 


angry contentions in reference 
was always a partici- 


versary to be the 
underestimating his strength ere = the penalty for his rash- 
t of 


ness before the encounter ended. he was elected 


he . : i 


sition 


and whetted his own intellect and ena- 

aster and higher the eminence whose summit 
In the exercise of his official duties 
State he was in constanttouch with the people. 

was ever and as it 

. He was endowed with a bright, 

wit and a generous warmt! 

ting. He could 

those from whom he differed. 

sunshine and warmth displayed in his inter- 

fellow-citizens to him, and he 

attachment was. 

in of the dis- 

, the constant friend- 

moment of his life; and 

his death his determina- 

life his resolution met their remonstran ° 
district. They believed, as did all vs 

of his usefulness was widening; that there 

altitudes to which fortune was inviting bim an‘ - 
pride and affections of Nee shoul 

twelve the very vigor of his life 

and hochwald now look to the inter- 

support. Hisearthly 











mee, and he felt that before he died he should bet- 
Se iiiee maps botore tie Anaths bs told mo of bis por 
a ys before his e told me is pur- 
= ye public life. In common with other friends I remon- 
strated With him against his decision. But he was immovable. 
after our conversation he was taken away from his 
le, his and his friends. He fell at his post and in the 
rebar of the duties imposed upon him by his fellow-citizens. 
When his was annou there were no mourners more sin- 
those among whom he was bornandreared. They were 
of him as their representative, but they loved him, 
and loved him with an intensity and depth of feeling that is not 
often thefortune of public servants. While he had every evidence 
of their confidence in his integrity and fidelity in his discharge of 
ublic trusts, yet he never knew how deep was that tenderness 
Tea Se 
onl est i s w e cherishec 
eam a and the image passes forever from our sight. 
Then the fi ions are torn up and all hearts pour their grief 
into the —s the loved and lost and speak only with flowers 
shrouds tears. 
had the advantages of a thorough education. To 
the forces acquired by a life of reading and study. 
strong, active, and bright. When his brain was 
earnest discussion he commanded the clearest and most 
words in the English tongue, and, like a skilled archer, 
w tothe mark he meant. When he felt it neces- 
i to puncture a fallacy he made his arrows laugh 
flew. When it was necessary he was logical, analytical, 
i developed an idea with faultless argument. He 
what men call moral courage, that power that enables a man 
stand by convictions — eae in clouds a as ee 
in sunshine. An open, frank, happy disposition attractec 
friends, and held them when they came. His hold upon them was 
manifested when his remains were carried to his home for inter- 
ment. His constituents, without regard to party, met in public 
assemblies and expressed their sorrow at his loss. From every 
part of his district they came with flowers to cover the ve in 
which was to rest the neighbor, the friend, and fai public 


servant. 

And there we leave him to sleep on till the mortal shall put on 
immortality and the dead shall wake to sleep no more. 

I move, as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 18, 
1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, May 18, 1896. 


the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrzury, D. D. 
to read the Journal of the preceedings 
last, when, on motion of Mr. Mrrcwe.. of Wiscon- 
unanimous consent, the further reading was 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Secretary of a ieee, Saeaiee od 
, transmitting informa- 

to the imposition of retaliatory duties upon merchan- 
from foreign countries which discriminate against 
or sale therein of manufactures or products of 
as provided for in Senate bill No. 3040, to pro- 
and for other 


if 


a 
z 


efitize 
He 


purposes; which was ordered to lie 


dee laid before Saas ae an 
House of Representatives to t ill (3.789) gran an 
increase of pension to C. E. Philbrook, widow of Alva Philbrook, 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 
amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, 
to strike out “thirty” and insert 


tatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of aememtntives to the bill (S. 1924) granting a 


House of Representatives were, in line 4, 
in line 5, to strike out ‘‘ to the provisions 
ws”; and in line 8, to strike out 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1420) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and insert 
“fifty”; and im line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“seventy-five” and insert “fifty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. VILAS were appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, 8. DAK. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill (S. 266) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Dead- 
wood, in the State of South Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, 
in the city of Deadwood, S. Dak., the cost of the site and build- 
ing, including vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
tors, and approaches, complete, not to exceed $200,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2420) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers of the 





y. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in line 6, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “thirty-four” and insert “thirty”; in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “thirty-four” and insert 
“thirty”; in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty-four” and insert “thirty”; in line 10, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-five ” and insert “ twenty-three”; 
and in line 11, before the word *‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ eighteen” 
and insert ‘‘ seventeen”; so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1896, the pay per month of the fol- 
lowing noncommissioned officers of the line of the Army shal! be as follows: 
Sergeant-major, artillery, cavalry,and infantry, $30; regimental quartermas- 
ter-sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $0; first sergeant, artillery, 


cavalry, and infantry, $90; sergeant, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $23; cor- 
poral, artillery, cavalry, and infantry, $17. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the increase 
of pay to noncommissioned officers of the Army by reason of longevity serv- 
ice now provided by law: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed to increase the pay of noncommissioned officers of the Army on the 
retired list July 1, 1896. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey how the rates in the bill compare with the present pay? 

tr. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that 

while the rates in the bill are not as high as I asked for from the 
committee, the pay of a sergeant-major has been increased $7 a 
month, the pay of regimentai quartermaster-sergeant $87 a month, 
the pay of fret sergeant $5 a month, the pay of sergeants $5 a 
month, and the pay of corporals $2 a month. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is not proposed to decrease the pay in any 
case? 

Mr. SEWELL. No, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third/reading, read 
the third time, and passed. J 

YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK, , 


Mr. KYLE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
$064) authorizing the purchase by the United States and the mak- 
ing free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park, 
and for other purposes. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I observe that the langu of the bill is such 
that the Government shall purchase certain toll roads in the 
Yosemite Park. Am I correct in that understanding? 

Mr. KYLE. That is correct. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I ask the Senator whether the language 
ought not to be changed? I think the Government now owns those 
roads, and probably the object of the bill is to pay for the work 
that has been done upon them, I understand t the Yosemite 
Park is a Government reservation and belongs to the Government 
of the United States now, and hence the people own the roads. 


I'| matter, and also to reduce the rate of letter 


May 18, 


of Minneapolis, Minn., and a on of sundry citizens of Min 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of House bili No. 24) 
providing for an increase in the pay of letter carriers; which y re 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

Mr. TURPIE nted a petition of Encampment No. 149 
Union Veteran ion, of Jeffersonville, Ind., praying for th; 
panes of a per diem pension law; which was referred to the 

Mr PASGO 0 Sane the petiti f C. H 

%. presen e on of C, H. Newell and «: 

other citizens of Lake Counth, Fla., praying 7 


for the enactme 
legislation to amend the postal laws relating to second-class ao 


postage tol cen 
half ounce; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Ofties 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days I presented a petition from 
the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union of Manchester, N. H., in fayor 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I now present a pe- 
o from the — cee, ees a en esire the bill 
for the purpose of na ey es to be enac 
into law, and they represent that the wish the Senators from New 
Hampshire “‘to work and vote for that bill to secure Government 
ownership and control of the telegraph lines, which has secured 
the indorsation of the International phical Union.” 

— by Earle Payne, president, and George 

secretary. gentlemen have addressed the petition 

to ** Senators GALLINGER and Sirs of the State of New Hamp- 
shire.” 1 Focus the mistake in the nameof my colleague { Mr. 


suppose what the Senator wants to do by the bill, and I think it is 
a proper step to be taken, is to pay the private parties who have 
built the roads for the work they have done on them. If Iam 
correct, I think the phraseology of the bill ought to be changed so 
as to incorporate that idea. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that a 

/portion of the roads are within the State park. A part of the 
Ys —_ belongs to the State, and those r have already been 
‘bought and paid for by the State and are public. The bill only 
refers to the portion of the roads outside of the State park. The 
‘bill has been examined and approved by the Interior Department. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that the bill was reported from the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Preservation of Game 
after having been examined very carefully. 

Mr. PEFFER. In whom is the title to the ground used asa 
right of way vested? 

r. WHITE. These roads were located by private individuals 
and are owned as such under the provisions of law existing prior 
to the a of the reservation. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. It had the approval of Secretary Noble, of the 
Interior Department, some years ago, and also of the present Sec- 
retary of the Interior. I think there can be no objection to the 
bill, as it merely empowers a board of army engineers to investi- 

te and report to Congress the probable expense of the purchase, 
fis not pee to purchase the roads outright. 

Mr. PETTIGRE I should like to ask my colleague if it is 
the pur of the bill to make’ these roads free to the public in 
connection with the roads in the State park? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. Absolutely free. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there any estimate as to their cost? 

Mr. KYLE. It is thought by some that the four toll roads com- 
plete would cost in the neighborhood of 000. that Department from the provisions of the 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask further if these are not | bill (S. 1552) providing for the prevention of cruelty to 
toll roads, or are they pieces of abandoned roads for which some- | animals in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
bot EYLE. “They ar toll roads, being used by all the visito ee psig i 

r. . ey are i y rs 

who go to Yosemite Park, a REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Then the roads are free in the State only, | Mr. PERKINS. Iam ome ged By Committee on Appropri- 

ations, to whom referred the (H. R. 8109) making appro- 


and when they get to the line of the national park they charge 
pria for fo tions and other works of defense, for the 


toll? 
Mr. WHITE. That is the situation. armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
Mr. KYLE. That is it, trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill, in section 2, line | ments, and submit a rt thereon. I desire to give notice that 
immediately after the now under consideration, making ap- 


18, by inserting after the word “nay” the words ‘‘if it approve”; 
so as to make it clear that the appropriation will only be made by | propriations for the expenses of the District of Columbia, has 
been concluded, I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill 1 have 


Congress if Congress shall approve the report. 
re 
6 


/The amendment was to ust ag 
Th CE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


/ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
/ ment was concurred in, endar. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an 
Indian woman, it without amendment. 


the third time, and passed, 
reapeban ricee Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill - 1500) for the relief of 


CHANDLER} occurs from the fact that it has not been prominently 
before the American e of late. 

I move that the petition be ref 
Offices and Post-Roads. 


The motion was apes to. 

Mr. GALLING presented a memorial of the American 
Medical Association, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1552, to regulate vivisection in the District of Colum- 
pe a was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 

He also presented the petition of Charles T. Mitchell, M. D., of 
Canandaigua, N. Y., favoring the passage of the bill restricting 
vivisection, now before Co ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a communication from Charles 
W. Dabney, jr., rae | Secretary of Agriculture, stating why 
should be ex i 


ughter. | 
to the Committee on Post. 


/ 
¥ 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, and amin Hellman, Law- 


(S. 8122) for the relief of Bridget Lane. G 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | rence R. Bresnahen, John W. ge W. Hoyt, and 
Whole, ed to consider the bill.’ It authorizes the Post- | Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his official bond as postmaster 
master-General to give credit to Bridget Lane, postmaster at reported it with an amendment, and submitted 4 
Summit, Union County, N.J.,in the sums of $5,342.60 for 
stamps stolen from that office, $605.22 for postal funds and key- e also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
deposit fund, all of which were stolen on the 20th day of Novem- | the amendment submitted by Mr. CockRELL May 12, 156, In- 
ber, 1895, through no fault of Bridget Lane. tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | the amendment providing for the payment of the several amounts 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | found due by the accoun’ officers of the Treasury Department 
z PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. by settlements Nos. 9672, 9686, etc., reported it without 
amendment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was cupoet *. : 

Mr. TIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, a bill (S. 10) 
relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia; w 
was read twice by its title. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for a change in the penalties for violation of the 
dee of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to 

e Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 








1896. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1517) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 


Columbia, adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
inde 


tely. 
seh URSTON, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2892) to incorporate ‘‘ The 
National Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild,” repo it with an 
amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the (S. 8051) defining the rights 
and pri of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and 
statutes of the United States, confirming the title of said Indians 
to their lands, allowing the same to be alienated under certain 
circumstances, and for other purposes, to repdrt it with an amend- 
ment and submit a report thereon. It is proper that I should 
state that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLattT] does not 


to this 
IDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


The VICE- 
INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MorriLt on the 9th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

of the investigation and report 
of May 7, the Committee on Finance be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit by subcommittee or otherwise, to 
summon witnesses, and to administer oaths Suseng Se coasiene ot veaees 


Senate, at such times and places as they ma advisable, to emplo 
e aul apa clerical and other’ ¥ , 


assistance as pay Se neeeere? 
the expense of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of 
EMPLOYEES ON THE MALTBY ROLL. 


x, manna ea of the Senate at i = a 
the Con e , to whom was e 
resolution submitted by Mr. HansBRovUGH on the ist instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Fy 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereb authorized 
ree ech be ae ean loyees of the Senate now o hereafta nepne <9 
Maltby now assigned e ces on roll un 

otherwise ordered. 


INVESTIGATIONS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN April 22, 1896, reported it 
favorably, without amendment, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, to be 
ee Se See Eapeees Se Rarer instracted to proceed to 
journment of and 


g 
g 
i 


ted by the Presi- 
r the ad- 


inquire into and report to the Senate: 


The of the fishery industry on the coast and waters of 

and such measures as will protect such industry from waste and de- 
Second. The t+ condition of the fur-seal fisheries, and such 
tions as may be 


consistent with the Soe wae Great Britain, to 
ee on noes coals on the islands and jacent waters of Alaska. 


measures as may be deemed expedient to promote the prog- 
ress and of the of Alaska in population, industry, edu- 
order, and y the mineral resources of Alaska. 


And the committee shall ascertain and Tapert the progress made 
the boundaries between Alaska and the British Possessions. 


Surther, the eeapotary of the Treasury is uested to fur- 
nish the committee, when it arrives a Se. yee cent — 


ble vessel to convey 
its members to such points on the as they may deem necessar 


¥ 

for this in And the committee may a: nt a clerk now in the 
employ stents tocnon said committee; the necessary expenses 
with these resolutions shall be out of the con- 

Senate upon vouchers approved by chairman of the 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may be placed upon 
the Calendar. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
STEAMER KAHULUL 


Mr. WHITE. Iaskunanimousconsenttocall up the bill (S. 206) 
an American register for the steamer Kahului. 
being no objection, the te, as in Committee of the 
to consider the 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 


el 


to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 270) c the time of 
holding terms of the circuit and courts of nited States 
in the northern district of California, to report it favorably, with- 


out amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be put 


Bart Ete wnnsan 
no , the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Waipuperted tot Senate with t dment, ordered 
e Senate without amendmen 

toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





WILHELM SPIEGELBURG. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2871) 
to amend ‘‘An act for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892, to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its consideration at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S.3163) to grant an increase 
of pension to Alanson Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3164) to per- 
mit W. W. Wheeler to prosecute a claim; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3165) relating to the pro- 
bate of wills in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S.3166) to increase the 
limit of the appropriation for a public building at Newport, Ky.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8167) to grant to 
the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company of Arizona the right 
of way through the Gila River Indian Reservation; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL SOCIETY OF COLONIAL DAMES. 

Mr. WETMORE. I move that the bill (S. 3087) to incorporate 
The National Society of Colonial Dames of America, now on the 
Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NICARAGUAN CANAL HEARINGS. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the hearings before the Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Interstate an pore Commerce, on House bill 36, relating to 
the Nicaraguan Canal, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION, 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate of 


the condition of the 1 tary commenced in New York City to re- 
strain the ration of the Joint Traffic Association of the railroads between 
Chicago and the sea ving all official correspondence relative to the 
institution of such p ams a full copy of the court record of all proceed- 
ings down to this date, including, however, the answer of only one defendant 
where the answers of different defendants are alike, and omitting the briefs 
of counsel; a statement of the names of the counse| employed or apgearing on 
each side, and of the judge = jetow before whom the proceedings have been 
or are pending, and of the delays and adjournments which have already 


taken place, and, further, the opinion of the Attorney-General as to the 
length of time which may elapse before a final decision. 


PACIFIC COAST EXPOSITIONS. 
Mr. PERKINS. I submit a resolution, and ask that it may be 


considered at this time. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed 


to transmit to the Senate the report of the officer in charge relating to the 
administration of customs at the California Midwinter International Expo- 


‘sition, San Francisco, Cal., and at the Northwest Interstate Exposition, Ta- 


coma, Wash., and that the same be printed when received. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words ‘‘and that 
the same be printed when received,” so that we may determine 
the question of printing after we receive the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


LOTS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas it appears that as the result of the division of lots in the city of 


Washington between the United States and the original owners of the land 
now embraced in said city the title of certain lots is still inthe United States, 
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although such lots are assessed for taxes as belonging to individuals: There- 


fore, 

Be it revolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed to report to the Senate on the first ee, of December 
next a list of all sach lots oa by ae —— ls the title to which 
is in the United States; and also the draft of ee and roviding 
a proper Sy wideh the United Mtnses usay dinpens of ya 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following a which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, requested to comma to the Senute a list of all judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims in faver of claimants since the 6th day of April, 1896, 


in Indian depredation cases, including the names of claimants, the amount 
claimed, and the amount of judgment recovered in each case. 


THE LEWIS RANGE AND POSITION FINDER. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the as resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 


a complete cg of the ns of the action of the finder board and 
the Board { Getmsmne anh Portifichtion in relation te the Lewis range and 


position ly 
MESSENGER AT MALTBY Pees 


Mr. PEFFER submitted the fol 
referred to the Committee to Audit an 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the aioe meer employed at the Maltby 
after be d on the 

of the Senate, errr aor tke Ist day of July, 
red, shall pay said messenger on said roll at the rate of 
SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, 
in order that the Senate may with its consideration, the 
Senator . KYLE] having the floor. 
there further 

Mr. FAULKNER. Re course I will yield, if the bill is taken 
up now, for  mocming boeeers. 

The VICE-PRES NT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from West Virginia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of eg ey et by Mr. Caarery, 
one of = _— announced that the House had passed the fol- 


a 
A bil 68) for the re to Matilda - ido 
A bill (8. 616) a pension to widow 
Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 month; 
A bill (8. 1100) granting a pension to Russell N. olds; 
A bill (S. 1435) grimting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 


ball; 
A bill (3. 1498) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 
A bill (8. 1822) granting a pensien to Catherine Smith; 
A bill (5. ee none cee the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
weal in bees) and cannon balls in their 
A a eoestabiich enetuuns povtsel Gelivery of Pushio, 
and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; and 
a ten (S. 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 
A bill (8. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
ia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 
A bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helem M. Jacob: 
A bill (S. 404) granting a to Samuel Gold water; 
bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; 
bill (8. 1044) eee eee ; 
ba SS. 1215) pension to Ellen ; 
2s Bet cece eee re a 
(Ss a pension en Ewing, widow o: 
But. Maj Gen, Thomas 


cones ‘further announced that the House had to 
resolution 


of the Senate to print 10,000 copies 
report made Messsrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and Noble upon 


aiso announced that the House had passed the fol- 
the concurrence of the Senate: 


Control the Contingent 


until 
per annum. 


Maria Gibbons; 
of Daniel D. Jennings, 


ga pension to mira E. Dustin; 
. increased pension to Gen. James C. 


resolution; which was | other 


shall here- 
the Secre- | 82° 
otherwise 


May 18, 


ait bill - R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to A} J 


anam 
The message further announced that the House has passed a 
——s oeessie to print 15,000 additional copies of 


the Mes. 
——— ‘8 compilatic: 
it requested concurrence of the 
REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order o; 
Business 445, being a resolution for the appointment of 9 «.),.. 
committee to make inquiry whether there is, and for the 1: . 


st two 


a has been,a republican form of governme): j;, the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a res.,)) ition 
which will be read. 


The Secretary read the resolution as. reported from the (, 
mittee on Privileges and Elections March &. 1896, as follows: “i 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators shall be ap re rinted toin 
vestigate the facts and election in the Stat. f Al shame 
on the first Monday of August, 1894, in the setting up of State 

a legislature which « = ted a 

uire whether the electi of 

and fictitious returns, ; ry 
etices, and j 

committed, and the char ac. 

ter and motives of any c commit same; and also wie the the 
Constitution and laws of the Ui States were in any way violated | 

nection with election; and further into all other 


in 


or during the ses- 
said State or elsewhere as 
entstoe, 2, shall have 
pher, swear an 
and evidence; und said ¢ 


it may 

power to oend 
examine wi 
mittee shall make 


Mr. HILL. We have taken = the bill relating to the 
sale of gas in the District of bia, and it is now being « m- 
sidered. The Senator from West Virginia simply yielded for 
matters to be ae by unanimous consent. This is an im 

in absence of the Senator from Delaware 
. Gray , who has charge somewhat of the opposition to th 
resolution, "do not think it ought to be taken up now. In fact, 
I do not see how it cam be taken up unless the gentlemen inter- 
a in the bill will 


This privileged a. I 
isa t is not a ques- 
-— unanimous consent. concerns the political 


o = 
autonomy of a State, and isa gens = of the very highest privi- 
FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 


him in anything I 
Appropriations and the Com- 
of ae are insisting that the measure 
now before the Senate shall be considered, so that the District 
ee I can not agree with 
Nebraska is a privileged motion in any 
the Chair can hold that 
ianeeeh with the gas bill, 
‘our hours anyway, I think 
= tine resolution 

to take the ruling of the 

question or not. 
is made I should like to 


the privilege of payee ete x ag I think I ought tosay 
hing in justice to the from Nebraska. 
The resolution for which the one reported by the committe: is 
introduced 


a substitute was , I think, early in December. The Sen- 

ator from Nebraska made various efforts to get it up, and at last 
it was referred to the Committee on and Electi: mus. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New Hampshire w'!! per 

mit me, I will state that the resolution was introduced in the last 

Congress and debated over a ago, and then reintroduced at 

the present Congress. 

myself has been in- 

resolutions the condition of affairs in 

as long as the Senator from 

wa seem to be any opportu- 

this body. “However, 

the Senator from 

will support when we 

the Senator from Ne- 

the Committee on 

an understand- 

itted. After 
short time, 00 the 


passage of the 
delay, 


ey ae ee ee 
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which we have been glad to grant, on account of the sickness and 
absence of the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor@an}, but 
here, now. is the resolution, witha report for itand a report against 

4 it is aresolution that I think ought to be considered priv- 
jleged. The reasons for and against its are stated in the 


two reports, and so far as the friends 
corned they a wit end T thi voted upon without any debate. 


will say so for 
from Nebraska. 


the resolution are con- 


, and I think I may speak for the Senator 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? I under- 
stood the Senator from New Hampshire to say that the resolution 


ought to be 


regarded as —_ 
Senator to say, while he thinks that 


eged, but I do not understand the 
possibly as a matter of policy 


j ht to be regarded as.such, that he thinks it is such under 
sor i I do not understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
parliamentarian, to assert that 
under any interpretation of our rules the resolution can_be re- 


shire, who I concede is a geod 


ed as 
-_ Cc . If the Senator will excuse me, I intended 
to make a ition which would obviate any discussion of the 
question it is privileged, by asking unanimous consent 


to vote wit'xin a few days upon the resolution without debate. 
Unless the Senator from Nebraska differs with me, I ask that on 
Wednesday, at 5 o’clock in the afternoon, there may be a vote on 


this resolution without debate. 


I ask 


unanimous consent for 


han ent. 
aM. HILL. 1 Mr. President, there are two ways to progress with 
thepublic business. The usual and ordinary way in the Senate is 
when a matter is in condition to be moved, as this has not been 
until very reeemtly. The majority report has been here for some 
time, but the minority report has been presented only recently, 
and the resolution has only just now been put in a status where it 
can be moved. When a measure gets in that condition the usual 
course is for a Senator to rise in his place and give notice that on 
such a day in the future he will move to take it up. There has 
been no such notice given, and now, right in the midst of a speech 


almost, another 
the Senator to ask for the 


measure is pending before the Senate, for 
‘a . 


of an important matter 


We must take these things up in their order. I gave notice the 


other day of a bill in which I am 


very much interested, in the pub- 


lie interest, to have Ttis a bill ing to punishment for 
Sinus ieecmchumes @hes ane imed to exist. I 


gave notice that at the first opportunity, on the first lull in the 


i net to 


iation bills, I would ask to 


antagonize appropria 
that ree 2 oe mse a0 why we should consent to 


tion take the place of 


ee 
that which isa public matter, anding action from this body 
before we The Senator from North Carolina ~ Bor- 


LER} eeprom another subject which he desires to 


ve con- 


If my friend from Nebraska desires to address the Senate, and 
will give notice that at some future day he proposes to call up his 
resolution, so that we-can all have notice of it, that would be in 


: 


; but Tean not, as one Senator, in the light of the notices 


which I have given, consent that the resolution be now taken up, 
and a day for its consideration by unanimous consent. Let 


us regularly and in order. That is my idea about it, not 
to an ize the resolution of the Senator 

from ver proper time arrives for its consider- 
dissent , I wish to say right here, from the resolution, 
and I wish to be that question if it is to be pressed, 


that on such a day, 


5 
a 





a that it is a matter, to be taken up and 
any matter ‘ore the Senate. I do not think it 


ny 5 ak Aative te Soheunt ca that quer 
But I appeal to the Senator from Nebraska simply now to 


not antagonizing cneeaon 


the interval of appropriation bills, he 
this matter up, when we can proceed with it. 


take 


‘there have been eaey and papanites in 
thealterncon, without debete? ‘That. propo 





natural for him to suppose that I would not know whether tks 
question were a privileged one or not. I take it, however, that ao 
man who is familiar in the slightest degree with our form of gov- 
ernment will deny that it is a question of the very highest priv- 
ilege. Our Constitution provides that the Government of the 
United Statesshall guarantee to every State in the Union a repub- 
lican form of government; and it is of the highest privilege to 
know whether the pom of a State of this Union have, as a large 
a of the people of Alabama claim, been deprived of a repub- 
ican form of government. If there can be a question of higher 
privilege than that, I have no knowledgeofit. lam satisfied that 
thoughtful men everywhere will agree that it is of the very highest 
order of privileged questions. 

I donot want to detain the Senate this morning upon this matter 
unnecessarily, or to consume the time of the Senate needlessly. I 
want to say in answer to what I hear around me, however, that 
no one of whom I have any knowledge has any desire to secure the 
seat of the Lonorable Senator from Alabama [{Mr. MorGan}, 
which seems to be involved in some way in this investication. 
The purpose of this resolution is not aimed at the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama. It is aimed at the broad question whether 
the people of the State of Alabama are deprived of a republican 
form of government. Certainly my relations with the honorable 
Senator from Alabama are such that I would not have any pur- 
pose in questioning his Ae eccupy his seat here. 

Ihave information, Mr. sident, from Alabama, by telegraphic 
dispatches and in the form of letters from representative men, that 
can not be denied or ignored, that the great majority of the people 
of that State are deprived of a republican form of government by 
what isknown as the Organized Democracy. With this statement 
Iam perfectly willing that the Chair shall determine, so that we 
may know and the country may know whether this is a privileged 
question or not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, Mr. President, the admission of 
the Senator that he did not mean to question or involve the seat 
of the Senator from Alabama of itself negatives at once all idea of 
the resolution being a question of privilege or that it affects the 
privileges of the Senate. That is all I have to say in reply to the 


2. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not want to characterize the 
remarks of the Senator from West Virginia as pettifogging: I 
would not do that. I would not break the courtesy of the Senate 
by doing that; but I do hope the Senator from West Virginia, in 
self-respect, will not undertake to palmoff upon as intelligent gen- 
tlemen as these composing the Senate an argument of that kind. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I have never known a question of 
privilege to extend beyond the body of the House or the individual 
member of the body. It relates to the honor of the assembly or 
the honor of an individual member. It relates to the safety of a 
member, as was decided in the House of Representatives when some- 
body got on top of the House and shook down the glass some years 
ago, which fell near some members of the House. I have here 
in the Manual of the House of Representatives a large number of 
decisions about what isa privileged question, and, so far, I have 
not been able to discover a single one of the numerous decisions 
which does not affect either the body as a whole or one of its 
members in some form. 

The question of whether there is a republican government in 
Alabama, or in any State in the Union, certainly can not be a 
— of privilege in any legislative body in this country. 

hat is a republican form of government is determined by the 
constitution of a State and by an inspection of the constitution; 
and this body has no right to go outside of that, even if it were 
made a proper court to determine that question. 

Congress by law must guarantee a republican form of govern- 
ment to each State. What is a republican form of government? 
Everybody understands that. It is a democratic form of govern- 
ment. There are various forms of government. There is the 
despotic or the autocratic, where one man governs alone; there is 
the aristocratic, where the wealthy class govern alone; and there 
is the democratic, where all the people govern, and a republican 
government is a democratic government, governing through rep- 
resentatives chosen by the people. 

Where do you. go to ascertain whether the form of government 
provided by the constitution of a State is republican? By an in- 

tion of the charter which creates the State government, and 
by nothing else; and you can not go to see whether that has been 
correctly administered, because it belongs to the government 
itself to determine that question, and there can be no question 
about the privilege of this body to determine whether the form of 

ermment in Alabama is republican when its constitution upon 
fis face, of which this body must take judicial notice if it has any 
jurisdiction at all, shows that it isa republican form of govern- 


ment. 
Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
withdraw his motion? 
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. Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; Iam waiting for the rulin 
of the Chair upon this question, after which I shall guide myse 


accordin iy. 

Mr. HL . Isubmit that the question can not be taken up ex- 
cept by unanimous consent, the gas bill being before the Senate. 
I want to dispose of the gas bill,so that we may get on with the 
appropriation bills and expedite the session of the Senate if we can. 

erefore I object to taking up the resolution in place of the gas 
bill, which has the right of way. 

Mr. ALLEN. To obviate uestion and to relieve the Chair 
of all embarrassment, I move to take up the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
A:LEN] asked unanimous consent to take up for present consid- 
eration the resolution indicated by him. Pending the discussion 
upon that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
asked unanimous consent that the resolution be taken up at a cer- 
tain time. 

Mr. HILL. I objected to that, Mr. President, upon the ground 
that I wanted other matters, of which I had given notice, first 
considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the question. 
The Senator from Nebraska having withdrawn his request and 
moved to take up for present consideration the resolution indicated 
by him, that motion the Chair entertains. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I merely wish to say that, of course, a mo- 
tion of that kind means to set aside the appropriation bill at this 


time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should yield for the consideration of appropri- 
ation bills. 

Mr. HILL. The motion also sets aside the District of Colambia 
cnpecpeiaien bill and other bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not determining the 
effect of the motion, but the Chair entertains the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska and submits it to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], who is 
absent. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 
If he were eee I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called). 
My colleague is with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD]. If present, my colleague would vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH : 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was )} Tam _— 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins], which pair 
I transfer to the Senator from Indiana . VOORHEES], and vote 
**na Reg 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was ed). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]; otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Mr. President, I 
ask to be excused from voting on this question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Alabama is excused. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR oe his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLu]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. He is not pres- 
ent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

M I am paired with the 


r. VILAS (when his name was ¢alled). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHe..]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. Not observing him pres- 
ent, I will not vote. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I announced a pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Michigan | Mr. McMILLAn], but that pair has been trans- 
ferred to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Murry], and 
I therefore desire to vote. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
WARREN] is unavoidably detained from the Chamber. 

Mr. McBRIDE. My colleague ert MiTcHELL of Oregon] is ab- 
sent from the Chamber on account of illness in his family, A pair 


I am paired 


with him has already been announced by the Sena : 
consin {Mr. ViLas]. ‘i "7 mor from Wis. 
Mr. GEAR. I have ageneral 
ny [Mr. Gorpon], and wi 
ent, I should vote ‘ og a 
Mr. THURSTON. Iam informed that the panior Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN], with whom I am paired, if p;. 
ent, would vote ‘‘nay.” I therefore vote “ nay.” — 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am authorized to announce that j¢ the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] were present, he would vote 
nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 41; as follows: 


with the senior Senator ¢ rom 


d my vote. If he were pres- 


Peffer. 


So the motion was not to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. dent, I desire unanimous consent to say 
a word before this vote passes into history. This vote discloses to 
me what I have long suspected and that of which I have long been 
convinced—that there was no sincerity on the Republican side of 
this Chamber, outside of the chairman of the committee and one 
or two other Senators, ever to make any ey nto the condi- 
tion of affairs in Alabama. I want to give the honorable Sena- 
tor from New Ham e, the chairman of that committee [Mr. 
CHANDLER], credit for having done all a man could do to bring 
about an in tion of the condition of affairs in Alabama; but 
I was quite well convinced, and I am not at all surprised, that 
when it came to a show down a majority of the Republican party 
would join the Democrats in defeating this resolution. I have 
es mae the matter now that the country might be con- 
vinced that when our blican friends say they are in favor of 
an honest election and a fair count, that statement does not accord 
with the truth. 

Mr. HILL. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN to say a word, Mr. President. 
Is objection? 


. I 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Twi part or 1 i Slerocter, 14 

r. * was go upon the regular order. 0 
not know for what p the Senator from Ohio rises, and I 
now insist upon the order, which is the gas bill. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the eo 4 from oe > address the Senate on the 
matter le ere objec 

Mr. SHERMAN, Only for a moment. ts 

The VICE-PRESID. . The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. SHER . Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
entirely _——ae the motive which guided a number of us, 
perhaps near a of us, in voting against taking up his resolu- 
tion. Inthe place, the os can not properly come before 
the Senate until after the 4th of March next. The next Senate 
must pass upon the credentials, elections, and qualifications of its 
own members. This Senate expires on the 4th of next March. if 
not in terms, in effect; at least one-third of the body changes at 
that time, and that Senate, when it convenes, is the proper and 
only tribunal to determine any question which affects the election 
of a Senator of the United States whose term begins in that Con- 
gress. As to the election of members of the other House, we have 
not the right to inquire at all. 

As to general elections in the State of Alabama, whether they 
are fraudulent or not, we have no right to interfere or examine 
unless such elections affect the election of members of Congress. 
Our jurisdiction is confined to the sl of whether or not this 
fraud or alleged fraud enters into election of a Senator so as 
to defeat the Senator election, and that only in case of & 
contest. Unless there is a contest as to the election of a Senator 
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now sitting here, and who claims to be elected to the Senate of the 
United States, we have no jurisdiction. If an election is chal- 
jenged, then it is the duty of the Senate, as a matter of course, to 
inquire into and examine it; but the universal custom and the 
unive rule from the foundation of our Government has been, 
if a Senator presents credentials in regular form showing that he 
has been elected Senator he is sworn in without any question. 
Then if any allegation is made that he was not fairly elected, that 
allegation 1s examined into in the most careful way, and the ques- 
tion is determined for or against the sitting Senator. 

I wished to say this much because the Senator from Nebraska 
seems to treat us as being necessarily an addendum of the Popu- 
jist party, and I do not want to place myself in that position at 

me. 
= ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I am satisfied he 
does not want to state to the Senate that which is incorrect. 
Upon that provision of the Constitution which requires Con- 

to guarantee to every State a republican form of govern- 
ment the resolution and the evidence submitted to the committee 
shows that the State of Alabama is deprived of a republican form 
of government. j ; 

I say the Senator from Ohio, the leader of his party, and the 
majority of his party in this Chamber have the liberty to refuse 
to carry out that which was recommended in this case, and there- 
fore to abandon theirclaim to champion the cause of a pure ballot. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I now ask for the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator toallow me to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I dislike to be discourteous, but I really 
think we ought to prorned with the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. WhatI wish to say will sound far better 
now than upon the os bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator from 
New Hampshire proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is the custom of the Senate 
to discuss votes after they have been taken. Therefore, I make 
no apology for saying a few words. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska, who has given me 
credit for being heartily in favor of this resolution, but has made 
some imputations upon my Republican associates, that I think the 
yote upon this side of the Chamber was based largely, if not en- 
tirely, with the exception of the honorable Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN], who has peculiar reasons for his vote apparently, upon 

unwillingness to take up the resolution pending an appropria- 
tion bill. —_ not aware that the Senator from Nebraska in- 
tended to have a yea-and-nay vote taken upon it this morning. I 
would have advised against taking a vote at this time if the Sena- 
tor had consulted me as to the wisdom of taking the vote. Never- 
theless I voted for the resolution. I believe it should have been 
adopted, and I think under other circumstances, with no appro- 
priation bill directly before the Senate, a large majority, if not 
all, the Senators upon this side of the Chamber would vote for 
the resolution. 

As I have said, the object for which I rose was to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska and others to the fact that, in 
my judgment, the vote upon this side of the Chamber was based 
largely, if not entirely, upon the fact that Senators on this side 
are unwilling at this time to displace the appropriation bill. 


AL . lam willing that the apology shall go for what 
worth. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
has the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from South Dakota on the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from South Dakota to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. KYLE, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. “Mr. President, when the pending bill was under 
consideration on Saturday last, in the course of the remarks of 
theSenator from South Dakota (Mr. KYLE] upon it, he introduced 
a ce between Mr. Sands and himself, which contained 
_ @ correspondence between Mr. Sands and the chairman 

the Committee on the District of Columbia [Mr. McMILLAN]. 
Understanding from the statement made by the Senator from 
South Dakota, and so far as he had read in that correspondence, 
that Mr charged that the committee had refused to grant 

gas er orn by Mr. Sands, I char- 
t as absolutely false, having not seen the 
correspondence between the chairman of the committee and Mr. 
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Sands, and drawing the inference from what was said on the 
floor and the reading of the correspondence, so far as it had gone, 
and the line of argument of the Senator from South Dakota. I 
understood that Mr. Sands charged that the committee had refused 
to give the company that he represented a fair hearing. If the 
statement had been as I then understood it to be, I would have 
been fully justified in characterizing the statement as absolutely 
false, because it would have been false, for upon my own motion 
I secured to that company the fullest and fairest hearing before 
the full committee. 

But upon examining the correspondence, as I have done this 
morning, I find that Mr. Sands did not charge that the company 
he represented had been denied a hearing, but he simply charges 
that he had requested the chairman to give an additional day’s 
hearing, in order that he might sum up and make a concluding 
speech or argument upon the testimony that the committee had 
taken. The correspondence shows that that fact istrue. He did 
make the request, and the chairman of the committee, as I think 
properly, declined to grant it. The correspondence shows that he 
did not charge thata full and fair hearing had been refused to the 
company he represented; that his charge was that he had simply 
asked for another hearing in order that he might submit an argu- 
ment upon the facts that the hearings had developed. 

The correspondence shows that he did not make the statement I 
understood him to make, and the statement he made was true. 
Therefore I deem it due to myself, due to common justice, that 
I make this statement, because the statement I made under a 
misapprehension did Mr. Sands an injustice from which I deem it 
my duty to relieve him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit 
me to make a suggestion? 

co HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator from South Dakota 
yields. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire merely to inquire of the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee if it is not likewise a fact that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia had substantially agreed to re- 
port the bill adversely in which Mr. Sands was interested when 
the declination was made to hear his final argument. 

Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that it was. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I had almost closed my remarks 
upon last Saturday when I yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts}. The particular question then under consid- 
eration was the probable cost of gas in the District of Columbia. 
As I stated at the beginning of my remarks, I feel that justice 
should be done to this corporation, as justice should be done to all 
individuals who are engaged in business enterprises. I am willing 
to grant them a reasonable and just dividend upon their invest- 
ment, but I do not think exorbitant charges should be made upon 
the people of the District. 

The whole question, as I stated, the location of the city and the 
cost of materials being taken into consideration, is whether gas 
can be produced at a cheaper rate than $1.15 per thousand feet. 
My argument all the way through has been that it can be pro- 
duced at a less figure. Much may turn upon the kind and quality 
of gas produced by the company. I think it is universally con- 
ceded by gas companies that the cost of producing what is called 
water gas is very much less than the cost of producing coal gas. 
The company established in Washington is making, I believe, 
two-thirds water gas and one-third coal gas, according to the re- 
port of the House committee in 1894. The term ‘‘ water gas” may 
probably not be understood by all. The process in Washington is 
what is called the Wilkinson process. It consists in passing steam 
through a generator containing limestone, fire brick, or similar 
material highly heated, thereby decomposing the steam and form- 
ing hydrogen gas, which gives heat, but very little light. Coal 
oil or naphtha is then added to the hydrogen gas and the compound 
heated to make it a fixed gas. The carbon added in the form of 
crude oil or naphtha gives color to the flame and therefore light. 

It is a very simple process and can be understood by anyone. 

The other kind of gas, coal gas produced by the District com- 
pany, is the old-fashioned gas, as t understand it, produced from 
the burning of coal. The question is whether by this process 
they can make gas as cheaply as they can in other cities. On this 
en I think there can be little question, as Washington is not 

ocated far from the coal fields, and the residuals here are the 
same as the residuals in any other city and command as good 
prices in the market. I have before me a report of the Secretary 
of the Interior in which he gives the price per ton of coal for the 
various years from 1886 to 1893 paid by the Washington Gas Light 
Company. The average price per ton June 10, 1586, was 34.08%; 
August 3, 1886, $4.275 per ton; May 10, 1887, $4.13} per ton; May 31, 
1888, $3.979; May 31, 1889, $4.004; May 15, 1890, $4.087; May 21, 
1891, $4.124; May 17, 1892, $4.24}; May 15, 1893, $3.97 53 per ton. 

Mr. President, I can not see, comparing the cost of materials in 
Washington, Philadelphia, Pittsburg, Cleveland, and Chicago, 
that there is a very great difference on the whole; certainly not 
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enough to account for the difference in the prices charged for gas, 
The cost of gas, from the figures of experts which I gave on Sat- 
urday, has been brought down to a minimum; and the reports, 
mind you, were made in 1886, when the cost of producing gas was 
a great deal more than it is at the present time. When theSpooner 
investigation was made water gas was.a new thing. It was 
argued by many then that it was more expensive to make than 
coal gas. But the price of water gas at that time was very incon- 
siderable as compared with the price charged by the Washington 
Gas Light Company now. 

I introduced in evidence a Mr. Vanderpoel, who, I believe, was 
the engineer in charge of the Newark Gas Company, at Newark, 
N.J., giving the cost at 35.8 cents placed in the holder in that city, 
and he thought it could be placed in the holder in the city of 
Washington just as cheaply as it could there. Adding what the 
Senate committee thought was a very reasonable price for the cost 
of distribution, 18 cents per thousand, it would make the cost of 
gas about 58 cents per thousand in the city of Washington. But 
the cost of distribution, being about 40 per cent of the cest of pro- 
duction, would make the actual cost of gas in the District of 
Columbia about 49 cents andafraction. This is not the statement 
of a theorist not well informed, but a man acknowledged to be a 

ractical expert by the Washington Gas Light Company, and who, 

believe, were instrumental in bringing him before the Spooner 
committee in 1886. 

Lintroduced also the report of a prominent expert in Great 
Britain, Mr. G. W. Stevenson, who has written a book touching 
upon the subject, which was reviewed in 1879 approvingly by the 
gas journals of Great Britain. He estimates the cost of produc- 
tion and distribution in England to be 51 cents per thousand, a 
difference, you see, of about 3 cents per thousand in favor of Great 
Britain, and both of them come down to a great deal less than one- 
half of the price charged for gas in the District of Columbia. 

But, Mr. President, in summing up this argument I wish to 
embody in my remarks concisely the conclusions of the investi- 
gating committee of 1886, which I believe is the most thorough 

vestigation that has ever been made by Congress. They sum- 
moned experts and went into the subject as carefully as it was 
—— todo. The report is a very voluminous one, giving the 

earings in full, and I believe that if the members of the Senate 
were to read this testimony carefully they would be convinced, 
as were Mr. Spooner and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN], that the price charged by the Washington Gas Light 
Company is exorbitant and that some steps should be taken to 
secure a reduction in the price of gas in the District. On page 5 
of the report the chairman states: 

From all that the committee has been able to learn of the cost of gasin this 
city, it believes it safe to say that $1 per thousand cubic feet will afford to 
this company a dividend on its capital stock which will at no time fall below 
7 per cent per annum. , 

Some well-informed persons think 20 per cent. 

I turn again to page 8 of the same report, and I find very strong 
recommendations to Congress: 

Thus it will be observed— 

Says Mr. Spooner— 

r. Vanderpoel, a coal- e , speak experts in 1879, 
a a the net cons of pure eal <a Boome “fie tect as’ 35.8 a 

e estimated coal at $5.50 a ton— 

And, mark you, the average price, as I read from the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, is about $4 per ton— 
while the statement before the committee is that in Washington the gas 
coal purchased by this company— 

That is, the Washington Gas Light Company— 
last year was $3.95 a ton, and this year will be $4.10 a ton, a great difference 
in favor of thiscompany. The price of residuals is Wore a little lower by 
Mr. Vanderpoel than the proof shows they sell at in Washington. 

Then coming on down a little further: 

It is, in the opinion of the committee, all oh considered, certainly a 

nerous concession to this company to assume that 35.8 cents, the net cost 


n 1879, as found by Mr. Vanderpoel, would at least cover the net cost for the 
same item in Washington to-day. 


Then on page 9 1 find this statement: 

We doubt much if the fair cost of distribution here is 28.8 cents per 1,000 
cubic feet— 

This figure was named by a member of the company, I believe— 


Colonel McCarty testifies that the usual cost is 18 cents per 1,000 cubic 
feet. Take it, however, for the purpose of the argument, as the com 

ves it, at 28 cents. This added to the 35.8 cents cost in the holder, cnloulanen 
n 1879 on the basis of coal at $5.50, would make the actual cost per 1,000 cubic 
feet of coal gas of requisite candlepower 64.6 cents in Washington. 
Wom comeneaee Light ¢ now pre pared ae —s — to eoepent te the 

ngton Gas Jom y; e fair cost per 1,000 cubic fee 

in Washington io above this ease a 

That is, 64 cents per thousand cubic feet as the cost of produc- 
tion and distribution in the city of Washington— 
On the contrary, we think that if we err it is considerably in favor of the 
company. 

This is no random statement. It is the report of ex-Senator 
Spooner, known to all of us, a man who commanded t for 

fairness in the consideration of such problems. We have 
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the testimony right in the same line of Mr. McIhenn 

president of the company at that time, that they could sel) ...... 

$1 per thousand feet and make 15 cents per thousand. | ;)., = 

that is quite a remarkable statement and is worthy of bei). _ 

here. page 9 of the committee's eet in reply to a qu. i 
r 


yut by the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLacksvury}, \\; ‘ie 
Ihenny says: : Bolte 


Mr. McILHENNY. If we sold the gas for a dollar we should mak« .) : 
cents a thousand on it. a eee 

His figure was for the year 1886, since which time we all jg y, 
the price has been reduced considerably in the United s¢.;,. 
Fifteen cents a thousand is about 17 per cent upon the es; of 
production, which is a very fine dividend. 

The matter drifted along for several years and no investigation 
was made. Just why I can not tell. In 1894 a committe was 
appointed in the House of Representatives for the purpose of jy. 
vestigating the question. ae went ety into the mat- 
ter and came to the same conclusion. . Heard says in his re. 
port, page 5: 

But after a careful examination into the financial condition of tho 
ton Gas Light Company,as shown by the statement made by its prosidon 
and secretary before your committee, covering its business operations fo 
several years past, an examination of witnesses as to cost of makinu ari 
supplying gas, we conclude that it is practicable for said company t« fiipiia) 
gas of the quality now being supplied to the public at $1 per 1.0K) ¢y})\.. toet, 
net, and pay a reasonable profit on the capital invested in the busines. ‘ 


This is the second committee which has advised the Senate ip 
behalf of one-dollar gas. 

DIVIDENDS DECLARED. 

As I said, I am willing that this ey cl shall have a fair, just, 
and reasonable dividend; but I think if anybody will take up the 
reports for the past few = he can not help being convinced 
that the dividends have n exorbitant. The press of this city 
have been making a noble effort in behalf of cheaper gas for tho 
District. I have introduced extracts from those papers. | might 
read others with reference to the declaration of dividends, but | 
come now directly to the report of Mr. Spooner, because [ wish 
all to know that what I is from an official source. 

On page 3 of Mr. Spooner’s report I find these words: 

The following is believed to be a reasonably accurate summary of the diyi- 
dends paid aa he com esenee its organization: It paid 6 per cent in 1s, 
In 1851 and 1852 no dividends were paid. In 1853 it 8} per cent on $350,000 
capital; in 1855 it — 10 per cent on ,000 capital; in 1856, 10 per cent; 1s57, 
10 per cent; 1858, 10 — cent; 1859, 10 per cent; 1860, 10 per cent; 1841, 10 per 
cent; 1862, 10 per cent, and in 1863, 10 percent. Itis alleged that no dividends 
were paid in 1864 or 1865. Whether thisis true or not we can not te!l. In Feb- 
ruary. 1866, 5 per cent was paid on $500,000, and in August 5 per cent was paid 
on $1,000,000, In 1867 oi cent was paid; in 1868, 10 oe cent; in 1869, 20 per 
cent was paid on $1,000,000; in 1870, 10 per cent; in 1871, 15 per cent; in Ist! 15 

r cent; in 1873, 15 per cent; in 1874, r cent; in 1875, 20 per cent; in 176, 

er cent; in 1877, 15 per cent; in 1878, 15 per cent; in 1879, 15 per cent, and 
in 1880, 15 per cent. 

Here we have thirty-one years of dividends, and the average, 
when it is all put together, is 16.8 per cent on the capital invested. 
I have the testimony covering the pericd for the years 14%! to 
1886. On page 24 of the hearing there are these words: 

In the meantime the capital stock has been increased from $),(\0) to £2,000,- 
000. and on this watered s for the past five years— 

That is, from 1881 to 1886— 
the dividends have amounted, according to their own sworn statement, to 
almost 100 per cent—to 95 per cent. 


In other words, they have taken from the public and paid out in dividends 
in the last five years $2,000,000, acco to that. That is an annual average 


of 18% per cent, at a time, too, when the Government could get all the moncy 
it needed at 3 per cent. 


In addition to this it has expended for fixtures, including a plant for mak- 
ing water on ee has paid for land that it does not use $42,156.55, and 
has cash on d $108,189.17, $25,000 of which is in Government #-percent 
bonds, dra’ interest, or a total of 10. That is in the sworn state- 
ment presented in answer to Senator Van Wyck’s resolution. 

This gives the gas company during these long years sixteen 
and a fraction per cent for -one years and eighteen and a 
fraction per cent from 1881 to 1886. Since then I have not the 
figures before me, but I understand the dividends have been very 
large. I have seen acommunication in the Star that the company 
declared a dividend in 1895 of 30 per cent, fa cent at one time 
and subsequently an additional dividend of 20 per cent. 

a a of pe = a of the ne oon — —n gone fr¢ - 

, the par value shares, at one time, though now 
about forty-four dollars and a traction per share, which indicates 
in a measure the dividends that are declared upon the stock, | 
conclude that the charges made by the Washington (as Light 
Company are exorbitant and that a reduction to $1 would still 
afford them a just and fair income. ; 

These earnings, as indicated by the reports, are enormous. They 
are only perhaps by the dividends declared by the \\ ash- 
ington and Georgetown Railroad Company. I do not know °! 
any other Tato in the District of Columbia or any where 
else in the United States, unless it be other gas companies, that 
declare such enormous dividends, and I can not understan'! how 
any Senator upon the floor, who feels it his duty to defend the 
interests of the District over which we preside, can stand here 
and argue against the reduction of gas to $1 a thousand cubi 
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t. The le of the District have investigated the matter 
fee fully a 





very care and understand that it can be produced for iess 
than a dollar a thousand, and though Senators upon the floor 
here might possibly be elected United States Senators by advo- 
cating such @ ee if we had home government in the 
District of Columbia they could not be elected to the board of 
ermen, 

owe do not know yet even the dividends that have been declared. 
Some years have been over, and we can only surmise. We 
do understand from the sworn statements of Mr. Bailey and others 
that the books were destroyed which covered the expense account 
of the company from 1848 to 1866. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word in regard to street lamps. 
Washington has 6,138 street lamps, which cost the city $20.50 per 
lamp per year, burning 3,000 hours, according to the report of the 
Commissioners. New York furnishes the same street lamps for 
from $12 to $17 per lamp per year, burning from 2,20 to 4,000 
hours, showing a striking contrast between New York and the 
city of Washington. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The question with many is, Why not accept the present com- 
promise bill? I would be glad to accept some compromise. I 
would be glad to accept the compromise that is offered to us by 
the bill as it came from the House, namely, $1. Though I should 
like very much to see gas in the District of Columbia come down 
to 75 cents, and at that figure I think the company would make 
a very reasonable profit, I am opposed to this bill, which makes 
some reduction, because of the continuation of the contract over 
a period of five years. 

r. FAUL R. Will the Senator permit me? There is no 
rovision for a contract unless the Commissioners deem it in the 
Tnterest of the city. Itis not obligatory at all. 

Mr. KYLE. ‘I understand that the bill provides for gas at $1.15 
per thousand feet, with a sliding scale for five years. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought the Senator spoke of a provision 
for a five-years contract. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill allows them to make a contract. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no contract at all. We fix it and 


Congress can it. By the last provision in the bill Congress 
at any session, if it deems proper, may amend, modify, or repeal 
the law. 


Mr. KYLE. Does not the Senator know how difficult it is to 
get a bill or any — of it repealed? We want one-dollar gas 
to start with and no contract. 

It is ) eemenes that the Washington Gas Light Company shall 
se th $1.15 per thousand cubic feet for the first year until 
July 1, 1898, and then $1.10 from that time to 1900, and from 1900 
to 1901 it is not to exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet, and so as to 
the continuation of the contract with the Georgetown Gas Light 
Company. They provide also, I believe, that the company can 
make a contract for lighting the streets for a period of five years. 
They also provide for an increase of the capital stock to a certain 
amount. provisions, Mr. President, 1 am not satisfied with, 
and the quality of the gas is not improved in my judgment. A 
question was raised on Saturday as to the burner test, that by the 

t bill they expect to make the quality better than it was 
fore, because it raises it from 16 candlepower to 24 candlepower. 
It is provided in the bill that— 

The illuminating power of the furnished By ony gaslight company, 
person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be equal to 24 candles by 
the Bunsen photometer, using the Bray slit union burner No. 7, consuming 
5 cubic feet of gas per hour. 

In other words, changing from the Argand burner, which has 
formerly been used, to the Bray flat-flame test. I have not had 
very much rience in re to those things, but I have the 
testimony of Mr. William C. ge here in the District of Colum- 
bia, who is one of the best experts in the line of invention, I pre- 
sume, whom we have in the country. He makes the statement 
that there is no practical increase in the quality of the gas at 24 
candlepower as tested by the Bray process. They get no more 
result as far as the light is concerned. 

That calls up the question put by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. ness). He maintained that the quality of the 
gas would be improved by the provisions of this bill. 

is no law in the States of the United States, I believe, as 
burner test, but the whole matter ay to the - 
made a@ private company with the particular 
er ordination used, I believe, isthe Bray flat burner, 
the Senator from New pon cong N t was stated 
t English was tested by the flat flame, the 
untry. I Ere investigated the matter since 
find that in England they formerly used the 
the District of Columbia. the Argand round- 
15 holes, but that by act of Parliament they 
and now use the Argand burner, but with 24 
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tion of the Senator, is that the Argand burner is used for illumi- 
nating gas which does not go over 20 candlepower, and for all 
gas over 20 candlepower the flat-flame burner is used. 

Mr. KYLE. The candlepower of gas in the list of English 
cities which I read last Saturday was measured by the Argand 
burner of 24 holes. The contention is that there is a very great 


| difference between the Argand round-flame burner test and the 


| burner would be about 8 candlepower more. 
| nothing. 
} 


| adapted to the 


Bray flat test, as indicated in the bill. In other words, we claim 
that the Washington gas, which, tested by the Argand round 
burner, is about 19 candlepower, if tested by the Bray flat-flame 


bou ’ So that we gain 
Substantiating this I have the testimony of Mr. MclIl- 
henny: 


In New York the law gives the inspector the right to use the burner best 

uality of the gas and the kind of gas. Hence he uses 
flame burner. hat makes a very thin, flat flame, which is presented sidewise 
to the disk of the photometer. Our burner isan Argand burner, and only a 
certain amount of radius can be presented to the disk, and then the glass over 
it excludes perhaps 16 or 17 per cent of the light. As I[ say, I got Professor 
Love to come down here and asked him to bring the same burners that he 
tested the New York gas with, so that he might test our gas with the same 
burners. He tested our gas first with the lawful burner here, the Argand 
burner, and made it about the same as the inspector does, about 17 candles 
and a fraction that day, I think. He afterwards tested it with the New York 
burner, the Empire burner, and he made it 25 candlepower 


There is a difference, you see, there of 8 candlepower. 


So as compared with the New York gas, our gas would be about equal to 
theirs. We have Professor Love's certificate to that effect. 


Then over on page 72 I find corroborative testimony: 

For very rich gas they use a very thin plate burner. In the photometer 
there is a disk that slides on the bar that is transparent. When that disk is 
moved to where both ep are equal, or this transparent substance shows no 
difference, then the light at that point is considered equal. 


The candle test is 16 wax candles, according to the old law. 


With our system, the Argand burner, we use, of course, a glass with it, and 
that obstructs the light about 16 per cent; and then the burner is roun¢, and 
the surface behind it is dead black and a great absorbent of tight, as coal 
would be of heat. The round surface of this burner is presented to the disk; 
but with the flat-flame burner you stand right out flat against the disk and 
make it as wide as you can and thin as you can, because the thinner you 
make it the more oxygen you consume ond the more perfect combustion you 
get. Consequently you get a great deal better illuminating result in that 
way than you can get from the Argand burner with the same quality of gas. 

Our gas when tested with this flat-flame burner— 


That is, Washington gas— 


showed a difference of 8candles. * * * 
Mr. McILHENNY. If we had the privilege of testing by some burners we 
could make it 24 candles. 


i plain 


Then I have the testimony given before the House committee on 
February 12, 1896. This pamphlet is published by the Washing- 
ton Gas Light Company. 

Mr. Leech, the manager, says: 

In the city of New York, where they rate the gas at 28 candles, they use a 
flat-flame burner. It has been stated here and repeated that the candle- 
powre & New York is 26or 28. When Mr. Love, the expert from the city of 
New York, came here, he found that the gas rated here at 18 candles would 
be rated by his standard at about 26.4 candles. He was the gas inspector for 
the city of New York. When you have gas here rated at 19 candles, which is 
about the usual standard of it, the usual quality of it, you will find that the 
gas according to the New York rating is about 27 or 28 candles. 

Now, this seems to me abundant testimony upon the question 
as to whether we are to get better gas under the present bill or 
not. The billas you read it seems to furnish the people of the 
District better gas, and in a measure to compensate for the high 
price. They are mounting at one jump from 19 candlepower to 
24 candlepower, a difference of about 5 or 6 candlepower. But 
from the evidence there is a difference between the Argand round- 
flame burner and the Bray flat-flame burner test of about 8 candle- 
power, and when you subtract you will find we get no better gas, 
but probably a little less candlepower, than they had under the 
old system. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to close this discussion. 

It is shown, I think, by the facts set forth, that the charge for 
gas in the District of Columbia is clearly exorbitant, and that a 
large profit will accrue to the company by one-dollar gas, as pro- 
vided in the House bill. 

The complaints of the people are well founded, and there is 
good reason in the general demand for municipal ownership of 
this plant. 

Washington is not an out-of-the-way place, but conveniently 
near the great sources of material supply, and there is no valid 
reason why gas should be higher than in Philadelphia and similar 
cities. The president of the Washington Gas Light Company ad- 
mitted in 1886 that by selling gas at $1 they can make 15 cents per 
1,000 feet. The testimony of the best American experts, approved 
by the gas companies, prove that gas can be furnished to the con- 
sumer for a fraction under 50 cents per thousand. 

The testimony of experts in England, approved by the gas jour- 
nals, prove that gas in that country can be delivered to the con- 
sumer for 51 cents per 1,000 feet. 

Based on such testimony, the reports of the investigating com- 
mittee in 1886 and of the House committee in 1894 are very 
conservative in recommending one-dollar gas. We have had this 
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uestion before us for years, Mr. President, and still nothing is 
one. Citizens daily and yearly make their complaints, and yet 
we do not act. In my ju gment the Senate amendment to the 
House bill should not be adopted. The bill as it came from the 
House is extremely liberal to the Washi Gas Light Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CaHILTon in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R.5210) making appropriations to 
a for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 

umbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
urposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, without 
objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it isa matter of regret to 
me that in the discussion of the very important bill that is now 
before the Senate the Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] 
who is chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and who perhaps is better qualified to discuss the matter than any 
other member of the committee, is necessarily absent from the 
Senate Chamber. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia is composed 
honorable Senators representin 
ican Union, Their names are: r MeMILLAN, of Michigan; 
Senator GALLINGER, of New Hampshire; Senator Hansproueu, 
of North Dakota; Senator Proctor, of Vermont; Senator PrircH- 
Akp, of North Carolina; Senator BAksEr, of Kansas; Senator WrEt- 
MORE, of Rhode Island; Senator Harris, of Tennessee; Senator 
FAULKNER, of West Virginia; Senator Greson, of Maryland; Sen- 
ator Surrn, of New Jersey; Senator Martin, of Virginia, and 
Senator Bacon, of Georgia. 

Mr. President, with one possible exception, that of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the committee is certainly com of in- 
telligent, honorable, and high-minded men whose findings are en- 
titled to the fair and unprejudiced consideration of their col- 
leagues in this body. That committee spend at least one-half of 
their time in the consideration of questions that in the other cities 
of the Union are largely attended to by boards of aldermen or the 
common council. They are expected to te the practice of 
medicine, the charges for gas, for electric lighting, for telephone 
service; to recommend eo concerning street railroads, 
steam railroads, markets, bridges, and a at variety of other 
things, including the extension of streets, the building of sewers, 
the opening of alleys, etc. 

In the present Congress that committee has had under consider- 
ation all these questions, and has = numerous hearings to all 
the parties in interest. Especially has the committee patiently 
listened to all the ee who appeared before them and asked to 
be heard on the bill relating to gas. The citizens’ committee ap- 


of 13 
soverei States of the Amer- 


— in opposition to the existing gaslight company and were 
ea 


rd at 1 h; the Washington Gas Light Company was also 
heard through their attorneys, and the representatives of a new 
company which sought to secure a charter were repeatedly be- 
fore the committee and made lengthy arguments. Everbody was 
treated courteously, and certainly no manor interest has any right 
to complain of the treatment accorded by the committee. 

And yet, notwithstanding all this, on es last the Senator 
from South Dakota arraigned the committee for dereliction of 
duty and plainly intimated that the action of the committee was 
influenced by lobbyists, who, he said, are swarming around the 
Capitol. It was an extraordin and uncalled-for accusation, 
which I resented at the time, oak concerning which I will add a 
word at the ae time to-day. 

Mr. KYLE. ill the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator know of any which I 
used accusing the committee of being affected by lobbyists? 

Mr, GALLINGER. I know the Senator su that lobby- 
ists were about the Capitol, and that some undue influence was 
being exerted in reference to this matter. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not refer to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as this matter has — ee 
beyond the hands of the committee, and has not been acted upon 
by the Senate, I can not for the life of me understand who were 
influenced unless it was the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. No vote has been taken in the Senate on the question. 
Hence the Senator's accusation could not be applied to the Senate, 
but must be applied to the committee of the Senate. 


Mr. KYLE. I referred in my remarks to other persons outside | ment 


of the District Committee. A member of who was not 
on the District Committee of either House told me about a certain 
— approaching him, not seeking to bribe him at all in ene 

ut asking him to use his influence against dollar gas. But I do 
not know a man who has a@ hed any member of the District 
Committee—notone. I havenever hennd of anything of the kind. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is not important. I have no 


anxiety co myself so far as lob are 
I aaa state the fact that the Senator did make iieeed cont 


ment that lobbyists were about the corridors of . 
Mr. KYLE. And they are. the Capitol. 


Mr. GALLINGER. And inasmuch as this question, as | 
before, is on the Calendar of the Senate, I could not for the life of 
me d who had been influenced had it not been the com- 
mittee that reported the bill. 

Mr. President, in the discussion of the bill the honorable Se. 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. — entertained us on Saturday 
with a lengthy discussion of and Populism. I do not 
think that that discussion has v much to do with the practi- 
cal question that is before this y for consideration and for set. 
tlement to-day. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bu TLER] 
interrupted the Senator from South Dakota to deliver a paneyyyic 
on the principles of the Populist party, in which he gave tho 
Senate and I presume the country to understand that the Popu- 
list party, when it comes into power in this country, is going to 
remedy all the evils that the body politic is suffering from to-day. 
that it is geig  o ereee of gas, I presume, in every munici. 

ty in the United States; and that it is going to lift the pur- 

ens from the shoulders of the people that have been imposed upon 

= by _ ae party and the great Democratic 
yo country. 

Mr. President, I do not expect to live to see that time. I donot 
expect to live to see the time when the people will not have bur- 
dens upon them, and when even the Congress of the United States 
may be eee at a difficul = a = a those burdens and 

ving the people every can demand un- 

er the Constitution and the laws of the country. : 

I think we are doing in the matter of ation for the District 
of Columbia the best that can be asked of us. It is a peculiar, an 
anomalous, an extraordinary, an un-American government under 
which the people of the District of Columbia are living to-day. 
This committee of ours, burdened with other duties, coming here 
to represent their own constituencies and their own constituents, 
have this mass of business thrust upon them, and it is demanded 
of them that they shall give the most careful consideration to 
every question that comes before that great committee, and which 
they are trying to the utmost of their abilities to do from week to 
week and da — day. The Senator from South Dakota also enter- 
tained us with a discussion of the municipal ownership of corpora- 
tions, including gas-light plants. That question is not before the 
Senate in any form. There is no proposition before Congress 
to-day that the Government shall buy the Washington Gas Light 
Company, and hence it is idle for us to waste time in discussing 
the — whether it would be best, all things considered, for 
the Government to own this plant or to allow it to remain in the 
hands of private —s who to-day control the stock and have 
paid their money into that corporation. I am not quite sure 
that the Sengtor from South Dakota, if the proposition were pre- 
sented to-day, would vote in favor of the Government purchasing 
the W Gas a Company. 

Mr. Indeed I would, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He would, Mr. President; and yet upon 
every tion that has come before the Senate to put sewers 
in > oo ct of aoe to save the health anes of = 
people Senator ways voted against issuing bonds for the 
Pp a a eee ee 

. KYLE. For the purpose of helping out real estate men in 
the suburbs, 

Mr.GALLINGER. Heand hiscolleagues of the Populist party 
have been consistent in this matter; now, here is a great corpora- 
tion, owning property that has cost them $4,000,000. If the Gov- 

t is own ‘ Government must raise 
and it can only be done oe 
proposition to-day were before 

the Senator from South Dakota, 
consistent, would cast his 

the bill and see what they 

Columbia had before it a 

to the people of the 

think I can safely say 

committee was as anxious as the Sen- 


) give the of the District of Co- 
relief Rit could consistently do 

men have invested their money ‘n this 
to dividends to pay them for the invest- 
committee gave very careful atten- 
hoursin its consideration. 

and week after week, and 

t desire to do what 

a that could pass the 

the same time, would give 

as was consistent with the 


said 
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involved. After very lengthy consideration and 
hearings, reported a provision, the first section of which, re- 
lating to the i m Gas Light ee is that gas shall 
be furnished at a rate not exceeding $1.15 per thousand cubic feet 
gntil July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.10 per thousand 
cubic feet from ~— 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not ex- 
ceeding $1.05 ousand cubic feet from July 1, 1900, until 
July 1, 1901; after which last-named date the rate shall not exceed 
$i thousand cubic feet. . 

his roposed to decrease the earnings of the Washington Gas 
Light Company for the first two years from July 1, 1896, at the 
rate of about $90,000 per year. Itis proposed to decrease its earn- 
ings for the next two years at the rate of about $135,000; for the 
next year at the rate of $180,000 per year, and after that time the 
decrease over their presen | earnings will be $200,000 per year under 
the provisions of the pending bill. 

Mr. President, I think it is desirable in the discussion of this 
question that we should go to the record and find out if we can 
whether the committee have done the best they could under the 
circumstances and have made wise recommendations to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. I turn to page 32 of the recent hearing 
before that committee and I find there quotations from Brown’s 
Directory for 1894, which is a recognized authority upon the subject 
of gas plants in the United States. From that I discover the fact 
that in Illinois there are 53 ga# companies. Out of this number 
4 sell at $1, 8 at $1.15, 1 at $1.20, and 42 at from $1.25 upward. 
per 1 500 cubic feet. : : 

Indiana has 388 companies, 32 of which sell for over and only 5 
below $1.25 per 1,000 cubic feet. 

Maine has 11 companies, all selling from $1.50 upward. 

Massachusetts has 72 companies; only 4 sell below $1.25. 

Michigan has 36 companies; only 3 sell below $1.26}, including 
Detroit, sells gas for $1. 

Missouri has 26 companies, only 4 selling below $1.50, the re- 
mainder for $1.50 and above. 

New Jersey has 48 companies; only 2 as low as $1.25. 

New York has 117 companies, only 7 below $1.25, 4 of which 
one Siac cat 9 report less than $1.20 

i companies; only ess than $1.20. 

Rhode Island has 7 companies; only 1—Providence—as low as 
$1.20. 

Pennsylvania has 106 companies; 12 report at $1, 5 at $1.10, 3 at 
$1.20, and 86 at $1.25 and upward. 

Virginia has 12 companies, 5 of which are owned by the cities. 
these 5 Richmond, Charlottesville, and Danville sell at $1 per 

cubic feet, Alexandria at $1.45, and Fredericksburg at $1.50. 

of the other 7 sell as low as $1.25. 
a fact that I might stop and enumerate almost every city 
American Union—— 
Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
at this point? 

. GALLING. 
Mr. PEFFER. Has the Senator any returns from gaslight 
plants owned by cities? 

Mr. GER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Kye] very learnedly and | ily elucidated that question. I 
per am en the pains to get the exact data 

matter. 
I only wanted to know what is the rate at which 
such plants. 
Iam willing that the testimony the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota gave on that question should for the 
i cece ns eipal before — hs. are not now a. 
™ ownership of gas companies. en 
we come to we will endeavor to discuss it intelligently on 


Boze 
sree 


F 


ER. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. Is there any return in the book to which the 
Senator refers as to the dividends declared by these companies? 
Mr. GALLINGER. There is not, I will say to the Senator. 
Mr. GEORGE. Then allow me another question. The com- 
mittee in to a conclusion as to what ought to be the petger 
for gas by the company so as to allow them reasonable 
must have had in their minds some particular rate of 
dividends which th as reasonable for the company to 
What dividend was that ? 

. Iwill say to the Senator that my recollec- 
tion of that matter is that, inasmuch as it is an acknowledged fact 
that the manufacture of gas is an extra hazardous business, and 
they can not get any insurance on their property in any city in 
this Ss peelly conceded that somewhere from 8 to 10 


ones is a very fair dividend on the capital stock in- 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


Hl 


From 8 to 10 per cent? 
I think that is conceded. ButI will show 
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the Senator before I get through that the stockholders of the 
Washington Gas Light Company can not hope for any such divi- 
dend as that under the bill the committee has reported to the 
Senate and which they hope the Senate will pass. 

I was about to say, when interrupted, that if I should go through 
every State in the American Union the same condition of facts 
would be found; that the proportion of gaslight companies which 
are furnishing gas to-day at a price less than $1.25 per thousand 
cubic feet is absolutely infinitesimal as compared to the entire 
number. In my own city, where we have agitated the gas ques- 
tion for a considerable length of time, our people are felicitating 
themselves to-day, and the newspapers are felicitating the people 
of that city, that the gaslight company has recently made a re- 
duction from $1.80 to $1.50 per thousand cubic feet; and I under- 
stand that at that rate the stockholders in that company are not 
getting enormous dividends, but are getting a fair return upon 
the money they have invested in the extra hazardous business of 
the manufacture of gas. 

There are a great many elements entering into the manufacture 
of gas. Itis a question, too, that much rhetoric can be employed 
in discussing. If we simply listen to the clamor of some unthink- 
ing people on the outside, almost any Senator could grow eloquent 
in is defense of the rights of the dear people, and in denunciation 
of the greedy and outrageous imposition of this great corporate 
power, as it is represented by these outside parties; but we ought 
to consider practical things in this discussion. I say there are a 
great many elements entering into the question of the cost of 
gas. Coal is the chief element of cost: and while I at first could 
not understand why the people of Washington should have to pay 
more for coal than the saan of most other cities of the Union, I 
was driven to the conclusion, in view of the testimony which was 
presented to the committee and which was not controverted, that 
that was an actual fact, and that this gas company is laboring 
under the burden of paying a larger price for its coal than is paid 
in almost all other American cities. For that reason this com- 
pany should have some degree of consideration in the legislation of 
Congress. It was shown to us that in Pittsburg coal was bought 
for $1 a ton; in Detroit for $1.75; in Cleveland, Ohio, for $2; in 
Allegheny, Pa., for 80 cents; in Cincinnati, Ohio, for $1.25; in 
Providence, R. I., for $3.25; while in the city of Washington this 
company pays $3.90 for every ton of coal it uses in the manufac- 
ture of gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ should like to have the Senator state if 
that is not the cheapest price they have ever paid, as reported by 
the company to the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand it to be the very cheapest 
price they have ever been able to secure coal for, and that ought 
to be taken into consideration by Senators in discussing this 
question and in casting their votes upon this important matter. 

Mr. President, there is one other thing in that same connection, 
a matter which I could not understand until the testimony was 
given before us; and if Senators will take the trouble to go 
through the testimony they will find that I very closely interro- 
gated the gentlemen before the committee on all these points. It 
was made to appear to the committee that in this city the residuals 
sell for very much less than they do in any other city of the coun- 
try. This is not a manufacturing city, and in cities where they 
have large manufacturing establishments everything in the nature 
of residuals of a gas plant is sold readily at a very good price, 
while in the city of Washington the coke and other residuals 
from the manufacture of gas are practically given away. 

Ihave nota particle of undue sympathy for the Washington 
Gas Light Company; I do not know a man connected with it, ex- 
cept one tleman from my own State, who happens to have a 
little stock in that company, a resident of the city of Washing- 
ton, but itis well enough for us to remember that the Washing- 
ton Gas Light Company has recently made a contract for two years 
for the single article of naphtha, and that they are to pay $13,000 
a year more than they have heretofore paid for that one single 
article consumed in the manufacture of gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thirty-seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam glad to be corrected. It was merely 
a matter of recollection on my part, and I thought I would state 
it low enough. 

Very much more might be said along this same line, but as I do 
not care to weary the Senate and I am very anxious to get a vote 
on this bill, I will merely call attention for a moment to the matter 
of burners, concerning which the Senator from South Dakota, who 
possesses a great deal of information and possibly an — amount 
of misinformation upon the gas question, entertained the Senate 
& moment ago. The Senator read from Mr. Love, a New York 
expert, in reference to the change of burner from the old-fashioned 
English nd burner to the Bray slit burner, which it is pro- 
posed to adopt if this bill becomes alaw. Mr. Love was before 


the committee only a few weeks ago and was interrogated. Sena- 
tor McMILLAN asked him: 


You do not approve of this English Parliamentary burner? 
Mr. Love. No; that burner is an antique. 
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Mr. Love went on to say that the burner which was provided 
for in the bill which came over from the House of Representatives 
was not used in any city in the United States; that it was an old- 
fashioned English burner that had practically gone out of use in 
the British Empire itself. 

Senator McMILLAN. Then you would strike out this provision? 

Mr. Love. Yes. In the first place, no consumer can get the English Parlia- 
mentary standard Argand burner; and you should place in the hands of the 
copsumer just such a burner as the inspector u 


ses. 
Senator FAULKNER. So that the test in his house would be the same as the 
test made by the inspector? 


Mr. Love. So that he can get just as much candlepower as the inspector, 
and if he does not it is his own fault 


Senator BAKER. Do you say that with the higher candlepower there is more 
liability of smoke? 


Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 
Senator BAKke#R. If you get above 27 candlepower there is liability of smok- 
% 


ing? 
Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Love went on to say that in New York they had 26 candle- 
pee and be thought 24 candlepower or 25 candlepower was a 

tter candlepower than 26 candlepower, because there was no 
aoe of smoking, and, as he said, destroying the ceilings and 
walls of the homes of Washington. 

Senator GALLINGER. How would it do to raise it to 26, the point at which 
you have it in New York? 

Mr. Love. The difficulty about that would be that the average of 26 is 
made up by taking an average of a great number of water gases and of very 
little coal gas. In Washington you have a gas which is composed of one- 
third coal gas. I think you would find that, on the whole, 24 or 25 candle gas, 
with a flat-flame burner, would be more satisfactory than 26-candle gas. 

And yet we put this bill 26 candlepower, because we wanted 
to compel the Washington Gas Light Cotapany to give the people 
of this city as good gas as is made anywhere in the country. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. a 

Mr. KYLE. I was not complaining in my remarks of the test 
of 26 candlepower by the Bray flat burner. I think if they use 
the Bray flat burner they will not give any better gas than 19 
candlepower measured by the old-fashioned Argand burner. It 
means about the same sort of gas, but the pretension on the part 
of the company and of the committee of giving us better gas be- 
cause it is 25 or 26 burner I think is without foundation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not heard of any such nen 
whew 4 I have not made it. But let us continue with Mr. Love, 
whom the Senator from South Dakota quotes so approvingly: 


Senator BAKER. What do re say about what the candlepower should be? 


Mr. Love. I have tested it for two weeks, and I think the average would 
be about by that burner. 

Senator FAULKNER. Throwing out of consideration the interests of this 
company, what, in your ju ent, would be the best candlepower, give the 
best illumination, and give the best satisfaction with a gas manufactured of 
one-third coal and two-thirds water? 

Mr. Lovn. I should say 24 candlepower by a Bray burner. 

Senator GALLANGER. That would be just what we have now? 

Mr. Love. Just about what you have now. You must bear in mind that 


the company must carry the power a margin abovethat. It willhavetorun 
it up to 25. 


Senator GALLINGER. You think that would give the best results? 

Mr. Love. It would not give as much light asa 30-candle gas, but witha 
50-candle = the consumer would be very much annoyed with smoke. I 
think the best practical results would be obtained by 24 or 25 candle gas. 

* * * * © * 

Senator FAULKNER. I would like to know why they could not make as 

gas in Washington as they doin New York. The proposition here is to 
give us 24 candlepower by that burner. 

Mr. Lover. As If have already stated, the average in New York for the first 
two months of this year was 26 candles. You would get perhaps 25 candles, 
ont, no man on earth can tell the difference between the two in the illumi- 


“henanor FAULKNER, That would give a good, practical light? 

Mr. Love. It would givea light. In nddition to that, you havea very 
rigid test here. Outside of New York, I do not know of any city where they 
have so rigid a test. In Boston they do not_make more than 52 tests a year, 
a once-a-week test; but in Washington you have a daily test, the same as we 
have in New York. 

And again, it is worth while to remind the Senate that the 
committee put in the bill 26 candlepower—a higher test than the 
Senator's expert advised. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota dwelt with a 
~ deal of emphasis on the relative price for street lamps paid 

the city of Washington and other cities of the country. I have 
before me a report made in the Fifty-third Con , giving the 
price for street lamps in the several cities of the country, or in 
the leading cities of the country, those containir.g a population of 
over 200,000. I wish I might have had time to have looked up a 
late revort on this subject, if one exists, as we want the best and 
latest obtainable information. The record shows thatin Milwau- 
kee they charge $22 for each street gas lamp; in San Francisco 
they charge $86; in Boston it is sold by the thousand; in Balti- 
more, $23.25; in St. Louis, $87; in Chicago, $20; in Brooklyn, 
$29.93; in New York, $18.41; and in Wash , $21.50. 

So that even on that point the city of W: ton is furnished 
its street light for a considerable less average than is pafd in the 
other large cities of the country. 


The question of competition has been discussed a great Jo.) ; 
connection with companies in this and other cities 0; the 
United States. Theoretically I amin favor of competition aly... 
and two years ago it was my opinion that it might be well (. ,,. 
to have another “ae company in the city of Washington. {| ;,\,... i 
in that view with my distinguished friend the senior Senator (,,,, 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] and one or two other members of ;) . 
committee; but evidence has been furnished to us which has «. 
tirely changed my mind on that question. I have gone over this 
matter of competition in furnishing gas in all the different ¢);;,.. 
and I find that competition does not last very long. In the ,;;.. 
of Baltimore, I think, they have had six gas companies, and ie ani 
bly more, but the plants are all controlled to-day, as Lam inform. 
by a ~~ company. That has been the fate of rival gas oo) 
panies al) over our country. When this matter was before tho 
committee I called attention to the fact that in the city of p, ston 
there were two large and powerful gas companies doing })11i1,ex3 
in that city and that they had actual competition. One of t)) so 
companies was the Bay State Gas Company. I shall not widr- 
take to say what the capital of that company was, because jt js 
notorious that more than one-half of it was water, and nothing 
else, but I think it was in the neighborhood of $20,000,000, - 

It is a company that has been manipulated by a gentleman wel] 
known to Delaware politics. The other company was the Brook. 
line Gas Company, with a capital of $4,000, As before said, I 
think the Bay State Gas Company had a capital of something like 
$20,000,000; and those companies were competing in the manu- 
facture and sale of gas. I quoted that before the committee as ono 
illustration where actual competition existed in this country in 
the manufacture and sale of gas; but, lo and behold, a few jays 
ago the newspapers brought us the intelligence that the Brookline 
Gas Company, witli a capital of $4,000,000, had absorbed the Bay 
State Gas Company, with a capital of $20,000,000, or thereabouts, 
and there is only one gas company in the city of Boston to-day, 
and the people will have to pay tribute to that enormous and ficti- 
tious capitalization. 

Mr. President, I had intended to say a word in this connection 
in answer to the suggestion of the tor from South Dakota 
that there were undue influences about the Capitol in this matter 
of legislation as to gas. I have been here longer than the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, and for some reason or other, very likely 
because I have not been of sufficient consequence to be approached, 
I have not been troubled by lobbyists upon any question that has 
been before either House of Congress. The Senator from South 
Dakota was, according to his own testimony, once troubled by a 
lobbyist, and the Senator proved himself to be an honorable and 
a virtuous man, and I am sure he will accord to every other Sen- 
ator, whether he be Democrat, Republican, or Populist, equal 
virtue, with himself. 

Beyond a doubt the Washin Gas Light Company made very 
large profits years ago; beyond a doubt the Washington Gas Light 
Company‘made enormous profits some years ago. It ought then 
and there to have been regulated by the Congress of the United 
States, but the fact is that this company, under the absolute con- 
trol of Congress, has gone along year by year regulated as Con- 
gress chose to regulate it so far as its charges were concerned, 
until to-day the stock of the company is almost entirely owned 
by men, women, and children who had no connection whatever 
with it in the years when it made these enormous profits. 

Now, does the canoes ee the United States propose, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to take by the t these innocent holders of stock, who 
have paid a very high price for every share that they hold, and by 
arbitrary legislation confiscate or destroy the investment they 
have made, simply because those who owned that stock twenty- 
five, thirty, or forty years ago made enormous profits on the 
investments they had made in this gas plant? I do not believe 
that Co will do anything of the kind. I believe that Con- 
gress deal justly with the = who hold the stock to-day, 
and that they will not be sway udice or other considera- 
tions which are not fair and just to the people who have invested 
their money in faith in this corporation, believing, as they 
had a right to eve, that would receive fair play at the 
hands of the of the United States. j ; 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota complaine: that 
Mr. Sands, who was the attorney of a new gaslight company that 
was seeking to incorporated in the District of Columbia, 
had not been fairl tontlt babes the committee. I know Mr. 
Sands well; I have ed to him for a great many hours, and 
he always talks intelligently. I listened to Mr. Sands in the last 
Congress; I listened to Mr. Sands for many hours in the preset 
Congress. Mr. Sands is paid for his services. He represents 0ut- 
side capital that, very y; woes sought an opportunity to 
come = the ae sk a and oe? ee, — 

com: m wi opposition existing pian 
MT wolicad Eat the letters the Senator from South Dakota had 
read on Saturday, the correspondence 








1896. 





chairman of the District Committee, the Senator from Michigan 

Mr. McMILan], were dated some time in February last. I 
think I do not mistake the date when I say that those letters were 
written in February last. 

Mr. KYLE. In February and March. 

Mr. GALLINGER. February and March. I am sure, Mr. 
President, that if the Senator from Michigan were here to-day he 
could give an explanation that would be even more satisfactory 
than the one I shall attempt to give in his behalf concerning this 
matter. 


read that it was a very remarkable thing for an attorney who 
by courtesy is permitted to appear before a committee of the 
Congress to place in the hands of any Senator the correspondence 
between himself and the chairman of the committee to be read to 
the Senate in the absence of the chairman. It may be that there 
is nothing in that that is either discourteous or improper, but it 
arena me that it was both discourteous and ae. But, 
however that may be, that correspondence took place largely, if 
not wholly,in February last. Now, I turn to this book, and I find 
that on h 5, 1896, Mr. Sands was heard before the committee. 
The chairman had taken the trouble to summon the full commit- 
tee during the hours when the Senate was in session, which is al- 
ways a great inconvenience to Senators; it certainly is always a 
t inconvenience to me to attend a committee meeting when 
e Senate is in session. 
Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me a moment just there? 
Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 
Mr. KYLE. Ido not think there will be any point of difference 
between us on that when we have an understanding in regard 


to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will endeavor to make the explanation, 
and if I do not make it satisfactorily, the Senator can supple- 
ment it. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Sands had placed witnesses upon the stand 
and had examined them before the committee; he had answered 
a great many questions put to him by members of the committee, 
as well as the chairman, and, asa lawyer always does before a 
jury, he wished the privilege of a half hour at another time to sum 
up the evidence, to show the fallacies of his opponents, and to set 
forth his own argument. That is what he wished, and he was 
denied a final summing up of the hearings. He does not contend 
that he was denied a hearing. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Very likely there will not be any difference 
between us when I getthrough. If there is, I will let the Senator 
supplement it in his own words. 

the 5th day of March, Senator McMILLAN summoned the 
committee to the committee room of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and there were present Senators McMILLAN, 
GALLINGER, HANSBROUGH, PRITCHARD, BAKER, HARRIS, FAULK- 
NER, GIBSON, and MarTIN. Mr. Sands was heard. The first 33 
of this book containing the hearings show what Mr. Sands 
and the witnesses he brought with him had to say to the commit- 
tee. We gave him a very full hearing. We then heard very 
briefly a centre of the Washington Gas Light Company, a 
representative of the Georgetown company, and two experts, Mr. 
Love and Mr. White, of New York. hen that hearing closed 
Mr. Sands made the request that he should be permitted to appear 
before the committee and make a final argument, as he said, in 
fayor of hiscompany. He was not promised such a hearing, and 
shortly after that the committee by consent, without a dis- 
ng voice, came to the conclusion that they would not charter 
this company, and for that reason it was unnecessary and it would 
have been foolish under these circumstances to have had Mr. Sands 
waste his valuable time and the money of the men for whom he 
fore the committee, and 
it was declined. That is the story of that. 
co President, we are — a hose at oe — ao 
about making more cheaply. y judgment is if there is an 
pees will improve the manufacture of gas known to the 
uman mind, that the men who are now engaged in the business, 
having tens and hundreds of millions of dollars invested in gas 
os over this ny, will be the first ones to get possession of 
I do not think it will be floating around the country in the 
brains or the minds or the imaginations of a few men who want 
to tear up the streets of Washington to establish a new gaslight 
company that would not exist, in my judgment, as an independent 
for twelve months; that very likely would never be 
all, because the old company would purchase it before 
the new company commenced operations. But we have some tes- 
on that point. Mr. Sands was here in advocacy of a com- 
to manufacture gas by the Rose-Hastings 
he claimed was a much cheaper process than was 
other body of men, and he called attention to the 
fact that the chief existing plant working under the Rose-Hastings 
process was the Westchester Company, of New York; and he 
claimed that they were making gas very much more cheaply than 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








| manufacture of this article. 
| the president of the Westchester Gas Company, and had some tes- 
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it was being made here in Washington or in any other city bythe 
well-known and well-recognized processes that are used in the 
The committee called Mr. Worrall, 





timony from him. I asked Mr. Worrall this question: 
Senator GALLINGER. What do you get for y 
Mr. WORRALL. We get $1.30 for gas for 
averaging $1.25. 


ur gas: 


lighting, and $1 for gas for fuel, 


When the question of furnishing gas in holders came up, Mr. 


| Worrall testified that it'cost them to put the gas in the holder 41 
It struck me on Saturday last when that correspondence was | 


cents for a thousand cubic feet; and yet the Senator from South 
Dakota insists that it can be done for 30 cents or less per thousand 
cubic feet. The result of that inquiry was that Mr. Worrall gave 
it as his deliberate conviction that it cost more to manufacture 
gas by the Rose-Hastings process than it cost to manufacture gas 
by the process that is in use by the Washington Gas Light Com- 
pany; and upon the testimony of Mr. Worrall, the president of 
the Westchester Gas Light Company, the committee took adverse 
action = that proposition, and did so upon his testimony alone. 

The Washington Gas Light Company may be a very bad cor- 
poration; I am not quite sure as to whether it is as good as it 
ought to be; my judgment is that it is not half so bad as itis 
painted to be. ut however this may be, the records show that 
the Washington Gas Light Company has made a great many re- 
ductions in the price of gas. I turn to the record and I find that 
on January 1, 1867, gas was being furnished to tlie citizens of 
Washington at $4 per thousand, less 7} per cent; net, $3.70. They 
made a reduction in July of that same year to $4 per thousand, 
less 124 per cent; net, $3.50. July 1, 1868, they reduced the price 
to $4 per thousand, less 15 per cent, or $3.40 net. August 1, 1872, 
they reduced the price to $3.75, less 20 per cent; net, $3. May 1, 
1876, they reduced the price to $2.50, less 25 cents; net, $2.25; and 
they reduced the cost for street lamps to $36.70. January 1, 1880, 
they reduced the price to $2.25, less 25 cents; net, $2; and the 
price for street lamps was reduced to $28.70. On July 1, 1881, the 
price for street lamps was reduced to $25. January 1, i882, they 
reduced the price to $2, less 25 cents; net, $1.75. July 1, 1883, they 
reduced the price to $1.75, less 25 cents; net, $1.50; and the price 
for street lamps was reduced to $22. October 1, 1886, the price was 
reduced to $1.50, less 25 cents; net, $1.25; and November 1, 1893, 
the price was reduced to $1.25. 

It is a matter of record, Mr. President, that almost every one of 
those reductions were voluntary reductions, only two of them 
having been made by virtue of legislation by the Congress. 

Concerning the cost of gas I am not so well informed, possibly, 
as some other men; but, as I have said before, Washington is 
being furnished its gas at a very much cheaper average than it is 
being furnished to the people of the great cities of the country. 

I turn to a table here of the Dominion of Canada, and I find 
that in the Dominion of Canada the highest price per thousand 
for gas is $3, and the lowest price in any city of that Dominion 
is $1.20. There is not a single city in the Dominion of Canada 
that furnishes gas to-day for less price than $1.20 per thousand 
feet; and we propose to give it to the people of Washington for 
$1.15, with a gradual reduction in five years to a dollar, and we 
are found fault with because, as it is charged, we are legislating 
in the interests of a monopoly and against the best interests of 
the people of the District of Columbia! 

Mr. President, there are very many other things to which, if I 
had time, I would call the attention of the Senate in connection 
with this subject. It is an important matter. The people of the 
District of Columbia have a right to get their gas as cheaply as it 
can be furnished. I suppose it is the duty of Senators coming 
from their sovereign States to give all the time they can spare to 
the consideration of these questions which affect not their own 
constituents but the citizens of this great District. Iam willing 
to give my time very graciously and very freely; but after I have 
given my time, after I have listened to all the testimony that can 
be offered before our committee, and have reached a conclusion in 
which every member of the committee joins, I have a right to ask 
that those findings shall have some weight in the determination of 
the quest;on that is now under consideration. 

As regards dividends, Iam not quite sure what the average rate 
of dividends would be if we should go back to the formation of the 
company and figure them to the present time. I apprehend it 
woul be large. I know, as I before stated, that in the early years 
of the existence of this corporation they did make enormous prof- 
its; but I know also, as I have already said, that that stock has 
almost entirely changed hands. It is to-day largely in the hands 
of small owners. It is in the hands of people of moderate means. 
They paid the market price for the stock when they bought it, 
which was largely above par, and they have a right to ask of Con- 
gress that their property shall not be confiscated or their invest- 
ments destroyed, but that in the regulation of this matter their 
interests, as well as the interests of the people of the District, shall 
be taken into careful consideration. 

It is estimated, and it has been stated to the committee over and 








over again, that under the pending bill the W Gas 
Light Company will be fortunate if next year it can pay a divi- 
dend of 10 per cent upon its capital stock. ButI wish to call the 
attention especially of the Senator from Mississippi ‘e GEORGE] 
who is honoring me with his attention, because I presume he 
will make a reply, to the fact—— 

Mr. GEORGE. And because I want to learn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator, and I wish to call the 
attention of the distinguished and always just Senator from Mis- 
a to the fact that 10 per cent upon the capital stock of the 
Washington Gas Light Company is 10 per cent upon $2,000,000, 
while it is before the committee in testimony that has never been 
refuted or undertaken to be refuted that the company has $4,000,- 
000 invested in the plant to-day. So if it makes 10 per cent divi- 
dend next ol under the provision of this bill on the capital 
stock, it will be making but 5 per centon the actual investment that 
has been made in the property of that great c tion. 

Mr. President, I am always willing to stand for the rights and 
the interests of the people of the United States, and especially of 
those of this great capital of the nation, of which we are so 
proud, but Iam not willing to-day, nor will I be willing at any 
time, to cast my vote simply because there is clamor outside, 
whether it be newspaper clamor or the clamor of unthinking men 
in favor of a measure that will to any extent rob the men who 
have invested in good faith their hard-earned savings in the stock 
of any corporation. I will not do that simply because we are told 
that if we do not we will be regarded as the friends of aoa 
and aggregated capital rather than of the interests of the plain 
people of the United States. 

r. President, I have given very careful attention to this mat- 
ter. Lam nota gas expert, and do not pretend to know much be- 
yond whatI have learned in the committee room on the subject, but 

have come to the deliberate, the honest, the conscientious convic- 
tion that the bili whichthe Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia has reported and which it asks the Senate to pass to-day is a 
bill that will do equal and exact justice to every interest involved 
in this controversy, to the people of the District, and at the same 
time to the men, women, and children who have invested their 
money in the stock of this corporation. Believing this, I urge the 

assage of the amended bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am impressed that nothing 
can be said at this time which will change the result of the vote 
of the Senate upon this proposition. The Senate have shown by 
their unmistakable conduct during the debate so far, when very 
interesting and able speeches have been made on both sides of the 
question, that they are disposed to leave this matter of local de- 
tail to the committee which has it in c The committee 
has been very well described by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] as being an able and conscientious com- 
mittee and entitled to the respect of the Senate. In all he said 
abont the committee, with one a I fully agree, and that 
is when he excepted himself from very just praise which he 
gave to the other members of the commit I think he is enti- 
tied to it as much as any of the rest. 

My attention was called to this matter of very serious public 
interest to the people of the District several days ago by one of 
the citizens who has an interest and feels an interest in the proper 
settlement of the question. Since that time I have given some- 
what of careful consideration to the matter now before the Senate, 
and while I ,as I have just stated, with what the Senator from 
New Hampshire said is the weight entitled to be given to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, I must also call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that the present committee, able 
and distinguished as it is, is not the only committee of . 
= wt gy body, which has given careful to the 
subj 

As early as 1886 a committee of this body, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, which so far as I w was equally as 
able, equally as distinguished as the present committee, gave this 
matter very full consideration. Mr. Spooner of Wisconsin was 
chairman of the committee; and that committee made a report 
reaching the conclusion that the House committee and the House 
itself reached in the bill now before the Senate, that $1 thou- 
sand cubic feet was a fair and a just price to be by this 
company to the citizens who use gas. That committee was unan- 
imous. There was no dissent. But, as usually happens when we 
undertake to destroy an abuse, especially an abuse which is fos- 


tered by a rich corporation, the eee of the committee came to 
naught. Afte a committee of the House of Representatives, 


of which Mr. Heard of Missouri was chairman, also gave the 
matter very careful consideration and unanimously came to the 
conclusion that $1 per thousand cubic feet was a fair price to be 
c . Then afterwards the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia of this body gave it further eee very full 
consideration. Mr. Hunton, then a Senator from Virginia, made 
the report. That committee was notunanimous. A majority of 
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the committee, for very singular , and reasons which ought 


reasons 
not to have t in this body, reached the conelusi 
ee feet was an t Tf bee 3 


I le Ican turn 
my eye to the report of that committee and to the plac av: 
marked, I will read to the Senate the reasoning upon citich ae 
committee ed, and which I think the Senate will perceive 
at once ought not to control the deliberation of this body. Says 
the report: 

Looking to the future development of this Federal city—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Mississippi read from 
the Hunton re 


Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; from the Hunton report, page 7: 
Looking to the future development of this Federal ci d th 
demands of the public, is it not the true to allow & eaiee ete 4 
will meet a vidend, th 
plant, but on the $2,000,000 of capital stock, and a fund.” “@° Value of the 


That is what I desire to call the attention of the Senate to— 
equal to the average charge of $96,500 for expenses attending— 


Not for for opera’ the plant—I want t 
attention of Senate ttuan been . = we 


attending the extension of its 
stock or bonded indebtedness of company. 


The basis upon which the majority of the committee decide 
that there should not be a reduction in the price of gas was es 
the company should have the reasonable opportunity of increas- 
ing the value of their plant over and above fair and reasonable 
dividends to the amount of $96,000 a year. So when I call the 
attention of the Senate to that, they will see that the committes 
acted upon an improper basis, because as the value of the plant 
is extended so is the increase in the proceeds of the plant, 
and that is manifestly capital to be furnished by the stockholders 
and not to be argo to the people of the District. 

That committee, as I said, was not unanimous. I find attached 
to it a dissen report with the names of John Martin, of Kansas, 
not now a member of this body; Mr. ROUGH, now a mem- 
ber of this body, and Mr. GALLINGER, who just addressed the Sen- 
ate upon the subject. It is avery elaborate report. They re- 
sisted the conclusion to which a of the committee came 
and insisted that z i 1,000 was the proper price to be 
charged for gas. read a short extract from the minority 


. KYLE. Will the Senator from Mississippi pardon me? 
= I ask what the is? 
r 


rather than to increase the capital 


minority report. 
Did the fanaiee from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 


r. 

LINGER for dollar gas there? 
Mr. GEORGE, That is the way I understand it. 
The enormous profits— 
Says the minority of the committee— 


which it is from ono esencea this manepely lead to the 
that it is the duty of Congress to give its affairs care- 
ful scrutiny. It is contended that it would be useless for the committee 


‘ 


of this tion when 

its mauagement waa the subject of general remark avd bordered ts a0: 

Seneca earnings were so great as to suggest the existence of 
ve 


When we come now to authorities, I want the Senate to under- 
stand that we had a unanimous committee of this body in favor 
of dollar gas in 1886. We had a‘committee, the Hunton commit- 
to dollar u the grounds 

and we have the report of three 

dissenting entirely from the 

. We have two unanimous reports from 
the committee of the of tatives, who, after careful 
investigation, as they say, the same conclusion that the 
committee reached in 1886. Therefore, upon the er 

authority, if we do not weigh the members, if we merely coun 
them—which I reckon is the way to do in a legislative 
favor of the proposition that 
RL DnMUMUIMEIMISE tie apenetions of {his 
0 ons 

yceawiokameien to in tee F rt of the 
Columbia Committee, will not be out 
ae in 1848 with a capital of 
$50.0. It has been increased from time to time until now it's 


: 
? 
: 
: 


$2,000,000, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a hy the 
that of which is the only money ever ) 
Somat tee sememmes or is said fo be, it ‘a admitted by the 
ty in the Hunton report that about $1,490,000 was ever 
pail by the stockholders, Call it a anda half, as it is very 
near that. The Spooner committee say: ‘‘ We are unable to ascer- 
tain how much money has been paid by the stockholders,” for & 


~ 
Pa 





sufficient reason, as detailed by that committee. I will read 
it to the Senate, so that the Senate may understand exactly what 
we are dealing with here. The committee of which Mr. Spooner 
was chairman undertook to find out all about the operations of 
this company from the very beginning. 
It has been stated— 
Say the committee— 


here in reports to that the first $500,000 of capital was paid in 
in ae this was stated by the present officers of the eommany at the out- 
set of the investigation to be true, and it may be true, but upon examination 
of them it was developed that their information is based upon inference and 


hearsay 
AY r statement to be made by officers of a company 
which, thom private in its ownership, is public initsuse. They 
could not tell how much money had ever been put into the treas- 
ury of the company by the stockholders, and here is the reason 
for it: . 
f the to furnish this inf tion finds 
Sart eee Some poms tm 
As everybody will see— 


almost unprecedented in the history of 
and eiiay of, 1883, the board of directors of ¢ 
lowing resolution or order— 


A very extraordinary order— 


“ Ordered, Tans thonscretary be directed to destroy or dispose of such books 
and papers as are no longer of use to the company.’ 


rate management. On 
company passed the fol- 


“As are no longer of use to the company.” So the president, 


Mr. Bartol, under that authority sold to a paper maker in the city 
of Phi hia all the books of the company up to 1866, at which 
date an tion of five or six hundred thousand dollars was made 
tothecapital stock of thecompany. Therefore there is notnow the 
slightest record in that company among the papers or its books of 
the transactions of the company from 1848 up to 1866. 

I said the other day in a short colloquy I had here that the mani- 
fest of that was to destroy the evidence of the transactions 
ofthe company. Here is what the committee say: 


The only explanation which is offered of the sale of these books is that som« 
of them ae moldy and damp, and some of them had been somewhat irregu- 
larly kept. ’ 


Tt is a very remarkable fact that a great corporation, a corpora- 
tion whose use is public, responsible to the public for the way in 
which it transacts its business, should allow its books to get into 
the condition where they can be moldy or —— I must suggest 
as my opinion upon the subject that they could not have got in 
that condition t with the same intent that was afterwards 
manifested when they sold them—they wanted to get rid of them. 


It is a significant fact— 
Says the committee— 


that the destruction of these books blotted out from the public and from in- 
vestigation the detailed transactions of this corporation up to the time in 1866 
when the company distributed among its then stockholders, as representin 
one theretofore put into an extension of the plant, $500,000 o 
stock, making all together $1,000,000 of capitalization. 


The committee say—and I will read it, and that is all I will 
read on the subject: 


Just what purpose was to be subserved it is probably unprofitable even to 
pa a ae The maxim of the meme cdiuan agate : omnia presumun 


ia . 

ble the case. One thing is certain; the 
$50,000 of cenital detbaea 1866 was not paid for by the stockholders who 
received it, except, perhaps, by the investment of money received by the 
company in the preceding years. 


Thus, when we come to investigate this company, which is but 
the servant of an agency employed by ee for the 
purpose of to the people of the District illuminating 

, we are met at the very first step with the startling, extraor- 
, and scandalous fact that the many just h geceaen the 
issuance of $500,000 worth of stock in 1866 destroyed its books, so 
prior to 1866 which can now be brought out by 


i 


an in committee rests on inference and on inference 
— is the institution with which we are 


ith dealing to-day. 
It has paid, according to the sanjoeity of the Hunton committee, 
not the dissenting members, a little less than one million and a 
half for its stock of two million dollars, and the remainder of this 

ow held oe us as @ matter to be protected 
comes from what the repo: say and what the Senators when this 
case was under discussion in this body a few days ago said were 
the enormous profits of this corporation. 

Mr. KYLE. ress area abnowh 88, 000,000. 
They claim that. we , according to the 
statements of these committees on both sides, that not o 

been enormous, such as ae apogee _ 
dition to that great plant n 
That is the situation before us. 
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Iam not going to discuss how much it costs to manufacture gas 
or how much it costs to distribute the gas. I have before mea 
document, and I wish every member of the Senate who is going 
to vote upon this question would read the document, which set- 
tles beyond controversy, beyond doubt, thatthe passage of the bill 
as it came from the House is not only just and right, but that it 
is absolutely demanded of the Senate. 

The committee of the House, of which Mr. BAncock was chair- 
man, which investigated this matter, made a report March 7, 1896, 
and as a result of that report a bill was passed which fixed the 
price of gas in the future in the District, to commence at once, at 
$1 per thousand feet. The committee of the Senate, and I want 
the Senate to bear this in mind, dissent from that conclusion only 
to this extent: They do not say that $1 a thousand feet is too little, 
but they say and affirm that it is sufficient, only that it shall not 
go into effect for five years. So the committee of the Senate, upon 
whose work we are now deliberating, have asserted to the Senate 
in the most solemn manner that $1 per thousand cubic feet for 
gas isa proper and reasonable charge if only we allow the company 
to charge a little more than that up to the year 1901. The com- 
mittee, and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact, 
give us no reason, they give us no fact, upon which we can act 
which shows that $1 per thousand feet will be a reasonable charge 
five yearsfrom now and nota reasonable chargenow. They ought 
to have explained to us why a reduction of 10 cents a thousand 
immediately is right and not too high and then 15 cents and so on 
up for the five years until you get down to a dollar, if the company 
can not, as the company claims it can not, make gas at a price 
which will enable them to sell it at $1 a thousand feet. 

What is to happen in the next five years—the committee have 
not told us—which will make the manufacture of gas in this city 
cheaper than it is to-day? Nota word is said upon that subject. 
We hear a great deal about the extra cost of coal in the city of 
Washington to-day above that of other cities, and no suggestion 
is made that in five years coal will be cheaper than it is now. 

By the way, I think I am authorized to state what was said 
here in public debate afew days ago, that, although this report on 
its face is the unanimous report of the committee, there were dis- 
senters in the committee who acceded to it as a mere matter of 
compromise. Now I go to this paperand I call the especial atten- 
tion of Senators who take any interest in the matter to it. It is 
headed as follows: ‘‘ Statement of the Washington Gas Light Com- 
pany in response to inquiry of the Hon. J. W. Bascock, chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia, February 3, 
1895,” and it shows the disbursements and receipts for the year 
1895. That is the last year of its operations. [ have made an 
analysis of the report and it shows the figures of the company it- 
self, the statement made by the company through its ofticers to 
the chairman of the Committeeon the District of Columbia in the 
other House. If Senators will take this paper and analyze it for 
themselves they will see not only that the reduction to $1 is just 
and proper but that it ought to be reduced more. 

This account shows that at the commencement of the year 1895 
there was $58,166 of cash on hand in the company’s treasury. 
They started operations on the ist day of January, 1895, with 
$58,166 in the treasury. The balance on hand at the end of the 
year was $89,922.38, showing a cash gain during the year of 
$31,755, or over 1} per cent on the capital stock of the company 
reserved as a cash fund at the end of the year, not only reserved 
as a cash fund, but surplus or excess reserved over that which they 
had in the beginning of the year. The company sold bonds dur- 
ing the year to the amount of $368,663. ‘ They made permanent 
extensions, and excluding the two items of $36,059 for repair of 
plants and $26,130 for street lamps, items which are not brought 
out at all in the calculation which I make hereafter for exten- 
sion—that is, for making more plant, extending their works, ex- 
tending their business, extending the capital upon which they 

yropose to do business for the future, they spent $198,305.86, 

his expenditure of $198,305.86 was less than the bondsales. They 
sold, remember, $368,000. It was less than the bond sales by 
$170,357.89. So let the Senate understand that when they paid 
for these extensions and when they put the sales of the bonds in 
the treasury they had in the treasury from the sales of bonds 
$170,357.89, which went to their general fund. 

The next thing they did, as shown by this report, was the pay- 
ment. of $600,000 of dividends for the year 1895, or 30 per cent upon 
the capital stock of the company. That is not way back in the 
past, when the books were destroyed; it is not way back in the 
past, when it is supposed that the management of this company 
was scandalous and when they made enormous profits; but right 
here in our last fiscal year, the last year of the operations of this 
company. The $600,000 was not all profit, because I have just 
stated to the Senate (and I want to be exactly fair with this com- 
pany) that $170,357.89 remained in the treasury of the company 
out of the proceeds of the sales of the bonds after they had paid 
for the permanent extensions. So I deduct that amount. They 
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id dividends to the amount of $600,000, all profit, except the 

170,357.89, leaving for full profit $429,642.91. That is, just on 
that transaction. é 

Then, Mr. President, I go back. The cash was increased $31,- 
755.85 during the year; that is, they started out with $58,000 and 
concluded with $89,000. So Iadd that to the profit of $429,000, 
making the total profits, after paying all repairs, and so forth—$62,- 
189.45—to which I called the attention of the Senate some time 
ago, $461,398.76. Now, that is not gross profit; that is net profit 
which this company made in the year 1895, This was the actual 
profits made by the company, as extensions—enlargements of the 
plant—were profits in every sense. The profit, counting the ex- 
tension as a part of the profits, was a little over 22 per cent; a 
long way from the 10 per cent which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire said was a reasonable profit. 

Now I want to make this so plain that nobody can misunder- 
stand me. I will go now upon the basis suggested by the Hunton 
committee, that we ought to leave the extensions as a part of the 
fund of the company and not treat them as profits. e will see 
how it stands then. If we take out the permanent extensions— 
$198,135—we have $263,000 as profits, 18 per cent in money, and 
= not divided, which was expended in the extension of the 

ant, 

. But here, Mr. President, I think I ought to call the attention of 
the Senate to one item of this $198,000, which I have in this last 
calculation given them. One hundred thousand dollars of the 
$198,000 was for a moleand a wharf bought of the canal company 
and was no part of the gas-extension plant. Taking out that 
$100,000 we have $363,093.90 as profit, or about 18 per cent on the 
capital, after allowing them for all they had paid out in extend- 
ing the plant. That isan analysis of their report for the year 
1895, with gas ata dollar anda quarter. It shows a profit of 18 
ie cent after allowing them $98,000 for extending their gas mains 
n the suburbs of the city and othe places. 

Mr. KYLE, For the year 1895? 

Mr. GEORGE. For 1895, the last year. 

Mr. KYLE. I think it is recorded that they declared that year 
10 per cent first and then 20 per cent after that, making 30 per 


cent, 

Mr. GEORGE. I have stated that they declared 30 per cent, 
but I also showed that a part of that was from the sale of bonds. 
I want to bring that out so as to be fair and right and just. Now, 
these are the fact: A profit of 18 per cent on the capital stock made 
during the year 1895, after allowing them for every dollar paid out 
ia repairs, buying new street lamps, and allowing them $98,000 for 
an extension of that plant. I do not want to comment upon these 
facts. I have put them in the REcorD, so that the public may 
know upon what basis we are acting when we vote upon this 
measure, 

Now, one more remark rather in application of what I have before 
said on one point, and then I willhave said allI desireto say. The 
House committee and the House of Representatives came to the 
conclusion that $1 was a fair = Any man who will pay at- 
tention to the figures which I have put before the Senate will 
agree that it was not only fair, but that it was a very liberal 
price. Now the Senate committee come in and do what? I repeat 
now what I said before. They bring the price down to a dollar 
and take five years to do it in, by gradual descent. No man has 
explained, and no man can explain, I suppose, on business prin- 
ciples, or else he would have done so, why they make that reduc- 
tion. How can they predict that if the company can not make 
money ata dollar a thousand cubic feet of gas in 1896 they can 
make money at that price in 1901? I do not know whether the 
Senator from New Hampshire said that the committee had fixed 
any sum or not, but he at least stated as his own figures that 8 
or 10 per cent upon the capital was fair remuneration for the com- 
pany. I have shown that they made last year 22 per cent, not 
counting as profits, which ought to be counted, the $98,000 which 
they spent in extending their plant. I have shown that they 
made and handed over to their stockholders 18 per cent after tak- 
ing out of the earnings of the company every cent that they had 
paid for betterments of every kind whatever and for exten- 
sions. 

With that statement, Mr. President, I submit the case, so far as 
Iam concerned, to the Senate, being absolutely certain that the 
figures which I have presented to the Senate are correct and can 
not be overturned unless you overturn the statement made by the 
company itself. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence of the 
Senate for a short time to reply to some of the suggestions made 
by the distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gzorer]. I 
will state that I act in this capacity more for the reason that the 
bill having been in charge of the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, who was necessarily called away to his 
State, he insisted that if there was an opportunity of getting it up 
I should take charge of it and urge its passage, as he feels great 
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pride in the pass of the bill and the settlement of thi. .. 
question which hao beens before Congress for the last nee : : oo 
years; in fact, for a longer period. ” 

I wish to be very brief, and therefore I will reply to the sues 
tions made by the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. Ky.) nq 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. en & practical way, | 
hope, so that the Senate will see exactly the question befo;, it 
The Committee on the District of Columbia have no interest w))a¢ 
ever in this matter, except to reach a fair and equitable conclu. 
sion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nobody claims that they have. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course not. They stand as impartial 
judges between two great interests. the one side stand the 
consumers, who are anxious to reduce the ae of gas, of course 
as low as possible. It is the natural inclination of the human 
mind and the human heart to get the best’bargain possible in any 
dealings. On the otler side stand the gas company, who are as 
anxious to get as guod a price for their gas as the conditions 
will permit and the authority of Congress will allow. 

We have, therefore, to examine the interest of both of these par- 
ties impartially, sift their evidence, and examine into the earninys 
of the company to ascertain what would be equitable and just on 
the part of Congress in regulating this subject. ere is no ques- 
tion that Congress has an absolute and exclusive right to regulate 
the price of gas in the District of Columbia. We entered into 
this investigation with a spirit and determination to do what we 
believe to be just between the two contending interests. 

It may be proper and right, in order that the Senate shall have 
all the a — — Tepialatio eg tie to — to the new 
company sought le m resenting a 
bill and asking the incorporation of that company Sr farnish gas 
both for fuel and lighting purposes in the District of Columbia, 
—— to do it at the sum of 75 cents per thousand cubic 

eet. That question was investigated most thoroughly and ex- 
haustively. Opportunity was given to everyone to present all the 
facts ing upon the subject, and when the examination was 
concluded, although the committee started out with a division of 
6 to 7 or 7 to 6 in favor of the proposition, when it came to a test 
vote I do not think there was a single member of the committee 
who, under his responsibility as a Senator, acting as a common 
alderman of this city, was willing to cast his vote for the charter- 
ing of that company. Whzy,sir? Not because the committee did 
not want 75-cent gas for the citizens of the District, but simply 
because the evidence demonstrated beyond all question that the 
proposition made was impossible of execution. stated by a dis- 
tinguished expert who was before the committee, ‘‘ Gentlemen, 
show me any man who has an invention that will reduce the cost of 
gas 5 cents on the thousand and I will p: ou my word within 
twenty-four hours to assemble all the capital that is necessary to 

urchase the patent right of the process.” Hesaid further: ‘‘ There 
is not a single gas company now in operation in this country that 
would not be crowding at the doors of such a company to secure 
the right and the privilege of its patent in the manufacture of 

as.” 
, There are engaged in the gas business some of the ablest and 
most distinguished scientists in this country. They are working 
every day trying for some improvement in order to reduce the 
price of gas. They realize that there is a new and great light com- 
ing in as a competitor to gas, and which forces them to a realiza- 
tion that they must furnish gas at the very lowest figure possible. 
I allude to electricity, which is the ¢ competitor to-day of gas. 
Its processes are being improved and its cost of production is being 
rapidly reduced, and gas has to meet that competition in every 
city and town in the country. Consequently they are experiment- 
ing at all times in all these works for improvements that will re- 
duce the cost of gas. But up to this time they have been able to 
discover nothing better than the processes used by the Wasling- 
ton Gas Light pany. : 

We made a full examination of that subject. As the Senator 
from South Dakota said, wareaciers being the capital city of the 
nation, has aright to the most plant that can be established. 
It should be devised and planned upon the most scientific prin- 
ciples that will yield the greatest result from the amount of 
money involved for the cost of material used. It was the unan- 
imous sentiment of every before us, uncontradicted by any- 
one, that the Washington : ht Company, in its new plant, 
was unsurpassed by any plant in the United States. The gentl-- 
man at the head of thie company, who is known to almost eve'y 
Senator, Hon. John R. McLean given them carte blanche t ; 
adopt every improvement and the latest scientific results secu! vd 
at any other place, that he may improve the quality of the gas —— 
produce the best results at the lowest cost. The experts cav' ; 
as their unanimous opinion that this plant was equal to any pl 


in the United States. wer, tors who have not been 


condi ants oprtnoennends — 
engaged in the examination of these questions can not understan 











all the details involved in this question as we who are members 
of the committee have necessarily acquired them by reason of 


the tion in which we have been placed. Washington has suf- 
fered—yes, I say, has suffered—in the estimation not only of its 
own citizens but in that of the people of the country from the 
existence of a law which provides that gas of 16 candlepower 
shall be furnished by the gas company. Sixteen candlepower 
tested by what? a argand burner of 15 holes. Whatis that 
purner? Where diditoriginate? It originated in England in 1823; 
it was called the English ey burner and has been dis- 
carded by England and it is discarded y every city in the world 
i da ; and a here is the capital of this great Republic 
using as a test that which the whole civilized world has come to 
, as one expert said, ‘‘a mere antique.” They have adopted 
the new Parliamentary Argand burner in England of 20 holes for 
low-candlepower gas. What is English gas? It is gas of 16, 17, 
18, and 19 candlepower as a rule, buy it is provided in England 
that wherever the candlepower exceeds 20 it shall be tested by 
the flat burner, the use of which is proposed by this bill. The 
burner described in this bill to test the candlepower of gas in 
Wash is the burner a by all commercial cities and 
towns W. such tests are made. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that it has been conclu- 
sively demonstrated before the committee that the test of the qual- 
ity and can er of gas in this city is superior to that of any 

city in Union, except the a of New York. Under the 
law here a Federal official is appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate, who tests the gas supplied to this city every 
twenty-four hours, with heavy penalties upon the company for a 
failure to comply with the law. He tests it, of course, . the 
15-hole Argand burner, and for the last five or six years it has 
fallen below the 16 candlepower only on three tests. The ordi- 
nary range or test in this city by the old English liamentary 
burner has been from 16 to 18 and 19, but generally about 17 candle- 
power, which would give by the flat-flame burner about 22 candle- 

wer. 

wae a committee we determined that we must discard this old 
antique piece of brass and select a burner by which the light can 
be tested not only in the office of the vee but in every man’s 
house; we must adopt the same burner by which to test gas as the 
one which the people themselves use in their private consumption. 
Then, if any consumer complains of the candlepower of the gas 
furnished you can say*to him: ‘‘ Have your light tested through 
the same burner as that used by the inspector in his official tests.” 
We therefore adopted the Bray slit Union burner, No. 7, the flat- 
flame burner, for the reason that those burners can be purchased 
for 50 cents a dozen, a price at which every man can procure that 
burner for his own house and test the question of whether the 
candlepower of the gas furnished him is equal to that which the 


We determined what should be the highest candlepower 
that the people of this District should have, in order to give them 
a candl which would equal the candlepowerin any other 
— Union for the purposes of light. 

hatdoalltheexpertsconcurin? They unanimously concurin 
the pro} ion that 24 candlepower is the best practical candle- 

wer that can be used in this city. They say if you put it at 24 

company will be bound to make the 
candlepower in order to maintain the 24. 
consumer, in fact, gets 25 candlepower. because there are heavy 


penalties when the test shows that the company has failed to | 


reach what the law requires; and so 25 candlepower will be se- 
cured. The light from that will not smoke, but if you make it 
higher than that you have to put more of the oils into its mann- 
facture, and the result will be a smoking gas instead of a clear 
gas. Consequently the — all concur in the opinion that this 


Sere = the best. e therefore changed the House bill 
from 22 to 24 candlepower. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there any certain test about the quantity of 
gas that is used? 


Mr. FAULKNER. We provide that the company shall not 
Cue in any consumer's house until it has been tested 
the Government inspector and he has sealed it, which insures 
to the consumer that it is a true and accurate meter. That was 
for the protection of the people. We have looked in every way 
that was possible to the interests of the consumer. 
Let me observe here, Mr. President, that there are many causes 
for bad gas of which we hear complaint in this city which do not 


tain in a great many other cities. You must remember that in 
this city, and nowhere else in the United States, has the gas com- 
y the slightest control over the American citizen when build- 

a house as to its proper piping. The result is that we find in 
many houses in this city extremely bad gas, for the reason that 
the are too small for the amount of gas maceesary to properly 
light the house. There are old pipes, which I myself have seen, 


48a member of the District Committee, taken out so filled with 
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rust that the aperture through which the gas must pass was not 
much larger than a darning needle. 

Then we tind the tips that are used here are inferior in many 
instances. Asan illustration, one of the experts, when he arrived 
here, called upon a lady, and she said to him: ‘** I am very glad you 
have come, as we have miserable gas in the District, and I want 
you to remedy it as far as youcan.” He said he examined the 
yurners and found them very defective. When he went down 
town that evening he bought a set of burners and sent a man up 
to the house of this lady, and had them put on just to see what 
would be the effect. He said on the next visit he made to the 
house she said, ‘‘ You have improved our gas very much; it is now 
simply perfect”; and it was merely because proper burners had 
been put on her gas fixtures. It was for no other reason, as noth- 
ing else had been done in the case. 

The chairman of the committee, Serator McMILLAN, called 
attention in the examination, which the Senator from Mississippi 
and the Senator from South Dakota I dare say have read, to the 
fact that in the rear portion of his house he could not get good 
illumination. The experts said, “It must be the fault of your 
pipes.” The chairman then said, ‘‘Send a man there to correct 
it.” A man was sent and he corrected the piping, and then the 
gas was again turned on. It was just as fine then in the rear part 
of the house asin the front part. It was found that the pipes had 
filled up with rust and the aperture had become too small for the 
gas to passthrough. The pipes were too small for a house of that 
size in the first instance. These complaints will come. It is 
really absurd that we should be required to argue and bring in 
all these details here in order to convince the Senate that this 
question has been honestly and elaborately examined in detail by 
the committee who have now for the first time in eight years 
reached a unanimous conclusion in support of a measure. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask for information; is there any provision to 
prevent an insufficient flow of gas by cleaning out the pipes? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no provision madeforthat. That 
is a matter that the gascompany does at the request of parties, at 
least, I so understand; but there is no obligation by law upon the 
company to do it, and it is not done in any other city of the Union 
by such companies. Very frequently, however, in order to sat- 
isfy the consumer, if word be sent to the company that there is a 
defective flow of gas, they put their pumps on the pipes and blow 
them out. This I am told by consumers—I do not know it from 
the gas company or from any of the hearings we have had. 

The Senator from Mississippi says: ‘‘ You have proposed to give 
us dollar gas in five years, which is an admission of the fact that 
you ought to furnish gas at a dollar now, and your committee 
does not give us any reason why dollar gas is not given at the 
present time.” I will give the Senator the reason which influenced 
me as a member of the committee, and, I believe, influenced other 
members, in favor of this sliding scale. 

We are trying an experiment with the object and purpose of 
accomplishing what the citizens of Washington desire. We are 
trying an experiment, and, under the figures presented to us, 
we doubt whether it will be absolutely just or right to the com- 
pany; but we know, in the growth of this magnificent city and in 
its development, that if we lower the ae gas, necessarily there 
will be additional consumption, and that the consumption will 
increase, without perhaps largely increased cost for any additions 
tothe plant. If that proves correct the larger the consumption the 
cheaper the price at which the gas can be sold, and we hope by 
gradually coming down to a dollar that increased consumption 
will follow and that an increased development of the city in popu- 
lation will also assist in making a larger consumption of the out- 
put of this company and thereby enable them to meet the demands 
of this bill. 

There is no city in the Union that compares with this, Mr. Pres- 
ident, as to the cost of the gas plant. In other cities the compa- 
nies place their mains in the center of the streets, but the Com- 
missioners do not allowit here. They do not propose to allow the 
gas company, every time they have to make a connection with a 
house, or when they have to examine for a leak, to cut up these great 
and magnificent avenues, and tear up the asphalt from the curb- 
ing to the center of the street. They therefore require the com- 
pany to incur a double expense in piping the city. The company 
is required to lay their mains on both sides of the streets, near the 
curbing, 80 that when they make connections, or when they are 
seeking for a leak, they do not interfere with travel or destroy the 
asphalt on the streets to the extent which would be required if 
laid in the center. The company is, of course, always required 
to replace it. These are the reasons, I will state to the Senator 
from Mississippi, why we hope that in five years this company 
can meet the demands imposed upon them by this bill. 

There is another question upon which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and the Senator from South Dakota have laid great stress; 
that is, as to what they call the enormous profits of this company. 
This statement has confronted every Committee on the District 
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of Columbia since I have been in the Senate. It was ted 
to us and has prejudiced and biased my mind and the minds of 
other Senators until through an investigation of it we were ena- 
bled to distinguish Letween the past and the present. Any per- 
son who will look over the records of these investigations will 
find from 1862 up to 1881, when large profits were accruing to the 

as company, the price of gas was running from $4 a thousand 
for private consumption and $40 for street lamps, down to $2.75 
to consumers and $32 for street lamps. There was then only a 
small capital invested; for up to 1867 the capital of the company 
was only $350,000, which enabled the payment of these large profits. 

These prices, even at that time, were too high, and, in my judg- 
ment, the profits were inequitable and unjust. It was done, how- 
ever, a8 you earn your aries, by virtue of law, under regula- 
tions by Congress. They charged not one dollar more than the 
law authorized them to charge, Human nature is the same in a 

as company as it isin a Senator. My distinguished friend from 
ississippi may say that $5,000 a year is too high for the salary of 
a Senator; that it is too much to be paid; but I do not think he 
will be criticised for accepting what the law authorizes him to 
receive. If so, then — have no right to criticize this company. 
If high prices were charged, it was the fault of Congress that the 
subject was not better aes in the interests of the people re- 
—e here, which had then, as it has now, jurisdiction of the 
subject. 

It is said that $500,000 in stock in 1867 was distributed by this 
company. The testimony before the present Committee on the 
District of Columbia and before all the committees as to that 
question was that the cost of the plant to the stockholders at the 
time of the giving of that $500,000 of stock was $937,000, money 
which they had expended in developing the plant, and this repre- 
sented money advanced by the s olders or to which they 
would otherwise have been entitled. It was simply squaring the 
account; and I say that there is no evidence here or in any report 
of any similar distribution. 

That is the only amount of stock that has been distributed by 
this company that was not earned; and its capital stock now 
reaches to $2,000,000 on an actual plant which, in any State in 
this Union, would be capitalized at $4,000,000, which plant has 
been created by money advanced by its stockholders or borrowed 
through the issuing of bonds which are now a lien upon it, aggre- 
gating in value $1,200,000. The stock of this company is at 41 on 
the market, because the people know that back of that stock there 
is a valuable plant, and every man who is a stockholder in that 
oat and who has bought within the last seven or eight years 
has to pay $41 on every $20 par value of the stock of the com- 
pany. When, therefore, a dividend is declared of 10 per cent 
upon the capital stock, it means 5 per cent — the actual value 
of the money put into the stock by the men who bought it. Who 
owned this stock from 1867 to 1880 I do not know, nor do I care; 
but I am convinced that those who a control the com- 
on now are toa large extent recent st ders, and that they 

ave paid $41 for every $20 of stock, and are only receiving a 5 
per cent dividend on the actual money which has been —_ in. 

Mr. THURSTON. May I ask the Senahen @ question 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. THURSTON. Linquire for information what is the bonded 
indebtedness of this company? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is $1,200,000. 

Mr. THURSTON. Are there any other fixed charges on which 
the company is aes to pay interest? 

Mr. FAULEN ik. None that I know of. Those are the fixed 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am going to refer to that,if the Senator 
will permit me. He need not think that I am to avoid it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will refer to it, but I do not 
care whether he does or not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I shall certainly do so. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; do so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is another question which the Senate 
ought to understand, and which the committee took into consid- 
eration. Are you aware, Senators, that under the law of the Dis- 


trict whenever a street is laid out within the District of Colum-. 


bia the Commissioners have the right to require this company to 
lay their mains, thus requiring it at times to make an expenditure 
of thousands and thousands of dollars in laying pipes on such 
streets years before there will be a dollar of income to the 

company from consumption along the line of those streets? This 
is a wise provision, Mr. President. and I heartily indorse it. Why? 
When those streets are laid out and graded, before they are paved 
or asphalted, it is the right and duty of this Government to see 
that the gas pipes are put down, so that the streets shall not be 
torn up after they have been paved. But it puts a burden on this 
company which is put on no other company in the United States. 


Even, to accommodate the demand from Takoma, last year t)o 
—— put one of the large mains to Takoma, within the 
trict of Columbia, 6 miles, to accommodate the people thera. 
and yet there is but little return for the cost of that main, as ;¢ 
meaty = mere woods, you may say, from the fire limits 9 
a itse ’ there being no consum m of gas whatever along 
These are obligations resting upon this com that the com. 
mittee have had to take into consideration. Thold that the r me 
heretofore made in 1895, which has been commented upon, was 
in my judgment, correct. I regret that I was overruled })\ ; ,; 
committee. I maintain that it should be the policy of the (;.,.. 
ernment in the District of Columbia to keep the capital stock ind 
bonded indebtedness of every corporation at the lowest possil)ja 
amount, and to allow them to have an income annually fro.) 
receipts to make the extensions which are essential in the dey), p= 
ment of this city. I hold that it is a true business propositivy 
that if you keep the capital stock down dividends will be kept 
down. But the committee overruled me in that, and it was only 
for that reason that I would consent to the reduction made }ey. 
because if the privilege were not given to the courts of this Dis. 
trict to allow that extension by the increase of the capital stock it 
would be an absolute impossibility for the company to carry out 
SS of this bill. ™ 
Mr. President, what enters into the cost of gas? How are you 
going to ascertain its cost? These gentlemen have gone into fine- 
spun theories about the matter; they have presented some very 
scientific authorities, but that is not the practical way to arrive 
at a conclusion as to what is anes a by this company for 
the gas it manufactures. I take the simple receipts of the com- 
pany, and I take its disbursements, and ascertain the amount of 
gas they sell, and then I can tell myself byasimple calculation the 
cost of gas to that company duringa given year; and I assert here 
that during the last six years the average cost of gas to the gas 
company, its receipts and its disbursements into consiier- 
ation, as sworn to by the officers of the company, has been $1.17, 
and this first reduction that we make brings it down to $1.15, 
Mr. KYL Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KYLE. Howis it, then, that Mr. McIhenny made a state- 
— a by selling gas at $1 hecould make 15 cents per thousand 
eet on i 
Mr. FAULKNER. If heever made thatstatement I have never 
seen it. Ido not care what Mr. McIihenny or what any other gas 
man or 8a) I know when I have taken the receipts of 
that company and its disbursements and ascertained the amount 
of the — of gas, I caa tell myself what is the cost to that 
of its gas, and you: will find that in 1889 it was $1.39. 
Mr. Will the Scuator permit me a question? 
Mr. FAULKNER. Certaiuly. 
. Hasthecompany referred to in this bill indicated 
to acquiesce in these changes of rates? 
course they say they can not do this, 
to do it, as the pn, “oe determined to 


its willin 


tory was this: From 
irginia the conclusion 


West 


was $1.21; in 1891 it 

as $1.18; I have not 

10. That makes an 

e manufacture of gas, 
disbursements, of $1.17; 

have never seen it contro- 
the public since the Hunton 


th ufacture of gas, the 
numerous statistics from various 
seven citiesin this Union to which the 
is sold at a dollar, and he unfairly 
Seoeen those cities and Washington to 
this company was able to furnish 
difference in the cost of material 
i He referred to Allegheny, 
the cost here is $3.94; he 
is $1 and coal costs $2. Is 
any light to the Senate as 
cost of gas here? 

and Detroit? 
price at Detroit, but 

it is $2.35 a ton. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. It is $2.35 a ton in Detroit, and at Detroit, 
in order to come down to dollar gas, they entered into a contract 
ee 





with the gas company to give it 
thirty years. 
oe. KYLE. It starts at a dollar and goes down to 90 cents. 
Mr. FAULKNER. The city had to give the company a thirty- 
exclusive contract in order to secure a reduction in the price 


xclusive privilege of the city 


of gas in Detroit to $1. None of the cities named are as far away 
from the coal fields as is Washington. The Senator from South 


ota can not name a city where the cost of coal and material 
js as high as here where they have dollar gas. 

Mr. I have named two or three of them. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Name one. I challenge him to doit. He 
has all the information before him that I have, and he can not 

o it. 

. Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia 

where the coal does come from from which gas is made in this 

city? Can the coal that comes down the canal be used for that 
rpose? 

Pr. FAULKNER. No; itis not gas coal. It is from the far- 

ther western mines. That comes from Georges Creek and the 

other mines around Cumberland. The coal the company uses is 

the gas coal of West Virginia and the Youghiogheny coal of Penn- 

sylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Those coals have to be brought a long dis- 

tance by rail? 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have to be brought byrail. They are 
not in direct water connection. The Baltimore and Ohio controls 
the Chesa) and Ohio Canal, and as the road goes up to the 

fields of West Virginia, they do not make any special ar- 
rangements to let a transfer be made at Cumberland, where the 
canal stops, in order to transfer coal. 

A most remarkable fact was developed in the investigation of 
this question, and I think the Senate ought to take notice of it 
through its proper committee. To bring a ton of gas coal from 
the coal fields to this city the railroads charge $2.50, whereas in 
reference to other coal I think it is $1.60 or $1.90 freight. They 
make a discrimination as to gas coal. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me? 
I notice that Mr. Vand 1, in his testimony, figures out the cost 
of ucing a heed feet of gas in the holder at 35.8 cents, 
and he figures his coal at $5.20 a ton, whereas the price of coal in 
Washington is from $3.25 to $4 a ton. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not follow my scientific friend, the 
Senator from South Dakota. I am a very plain man. 

Mr. KYLE. Itis notscience. Let me say that this man was 
brought here at the instance of the Washington Gas Light Com- 


oe, FAULKNER. I will put the expert against the statement 
of the t of the new company which the Senator wag seek- 
ing to have come into the city, in which he said that the gas from 
his improved cost 62 cents to put it into the holder, with- 
out cost of distribution. I can not discriminate between these 
scientists who differ so widely. It is utterly impossible. 

Mr. KYLE. Here is another man, Mr. Patton, now in the serv- 
ice of the Government in the Patent Office, who testifies that he 
was the eer of the eee aee company at Harrisburg, and 
that he water gas by the Lowe process, the same as here, 
and distributed it at a cost of 40 cents a thousand. 

Mr. FAULKNER. See, to an unsophisticated man like myself, 

not been on the committee, how misleading would have 
statement of the gentleman. 
Mr. KYLE. Make allowance— 
Mr. FA . Let me show the Senate how absolutely 
peer he on — Does he not aan there is no gas 
consu purposes in ing water gas? 

Mr. KYLE. Two- of the gas here is water gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In making water gas the only use of coal 
is to heat the retorts. 


Mr. KYLE. According to the report, two-thirds of the 
made here is water gas. v 
PAULKNER. ,Of course it is, but when they make waiter 
the of the coal is to heat up the furnace. 

: understand that. 

ULKNER. It makes no gas. 

whatever, and when that portion of the gas which is made 

=— nee pene it is a combination of water 
e illuminatin Lb 

KYLE. So it is there. me 

FAULKNER. Of course itis; but there they use the an- 


uy 


ice 
" 


No gas comes from the 


og8 


2 
= 


Fe 


thracitecoal. They do not use at all the coal I am talking about. 
When make water pas they use anthracite coal, which isa 
more coal than that which I speak of, which is bituminous 


coal. The anthracite is used for water gas, and it is simply 
the retorts, 
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Mr. KYLE. How does the Senator explain the difference be- 
tween 46 cents a thousand and $1.15? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will explain it, I suspect, like the Senator's 
friend did. He said that by the process he wished to introduce in 
the District they were selling gas in Louisvilleat 35 cents. ‘* Well,” 
it was said, “‘ how is that? That is mighty cheap.” ‘ Oh, well,” 
he said, ‘‘ part of it is natural gas, and that we mix with what we 
make; and we do not distribute it at all. We sell it at 35 cents a 
thousand to a company that already has mains in Louisville for 
the purpose of distribution.” 

Mr. KYLE. How does the Senator explain about Philadelphia? 
There they have no natural gus. A private company there fur- 
nishes gas to the city in the holder at 37 cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is pure water gas. 

Mr. KYLE. Of course. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Theyfurnish it for a certain price; I do not 
know exactly what. 

Mr. KYLE. Thirty-seven cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They furnish it for 37 cents in the holder, 
and then all the cost of distribution comes on the city. 

Mr. KYLE. Twelve to fourteen cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Whatever that is we do not know. No- 
body, even the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania, has been 
able to get behind the records of the common council of Philadel- 
phia and to find out what the fact is in reference to that and other 
matters. 

Mr. KYLE. The best experts put it as high as 28 cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is easy to guess. 

Mr. KYLE. TheSpooner committee granted 28 cents, and then 
it only made the price of gas 64 cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. An expert’s opinionis the expression of the 
opinion of a man who is familiar with the process or science as to 
which heis testifying. In other words, he is making a guess with- 
out any practical test whether his guess is right or whether it is 
wrong. It is like the friend of my distinguished friend the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, who came here two winters ago asking us 
to grant similar privileges to this same corporation. He testified 
before us that it had the finest process that had ever been devised 
for reduction in the price of gas. The same gentleman came before 
ug this year with the same bill, but he says he found that the proc- 
ess of two yearsago is of no account. ‘‘ But we have now adopted 
another process which we know is all right.” In other words, it 
was a guess by our friends, the experts, and when they try to put 
their process of two years ago into operation, which the Senator 
was seeking to have introduced here, and 400 miles of street torn 
up to experiment with it, they demonstrate the fact that they 
made a mistake. 

There is another question here to which I wish to allude, I 
should like to get on to this branch of the question and settle it. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr] takes up the report 
made by the House committee in this matter, and it shows an enor- 
mous amount of profit realized by this company. He says they 
distributed $600,000 of dividends of the earnings of last year, 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not say that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. GEORGE. I said they distributed $600,000 last vear. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think if the Senator will notice his re- 
marks in the RECORD to-morrow he will find that it was of the 
earnings of last year. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said they distributed $600,000 last year, and 
then I went on to show it was not all from earnings and to show 
exactly what it was. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We investigated that, and we found that a 
part of it was from the sale of bonds which had been in the hands 
of the company for years, and that the remainder of it had been 
little accumulations running over twelve years, and they there- 
fore distributed last year more than we think is a fair amount to 
allow them by $400,000, but it was through the sale of these bonds, 
which were their own. I do not mean that they issued bonds and 
sold them. But in years past they had bought some bonds, and 
they sold those bonds last year, and then from little dribs of accu- 
mulations for the last twelve years this amount was received. 

I say you can take that report, and I venture the assertion that 
Iam correct, because the committee examined it thoroughly before 
they passed upon the bill, andif you reduce the price of gas to $1.15, 
taking as the basis of the calculation the returns of last year, and 
allow a dividend of 10 per cent simply upon the $2,000,000 of cap- 
ital stock, it leaves the surplus for that year for all contingencies 
$14,903.21. 

Gentlemen who are not engaged in these large undertakings 
involving science and also involving purchases from monopolies 
can not conceive what threatens these companies at all times. 
The contract for naphtha and oil expires on the Ist day of July 
or the 1st day of June, I do not remember which, and the Stand- 
ard Oil Company, the exclusive owners and sellers of these oils, 
raised the price upon this company aggregating $38,500 a year on 
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the single item alone. They raised the price; and within thirty 
days another contract has been signed for two years increasing 
the cost in the manufacture of gas in the District just exactly by 
that amount for the next year. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the statement made by the Senator 


from West Virginia? 
I said that the contract being about to 








Mr. FAULKNER. 
expire for naphtha and the Standard Oil Company controlling 
the entire output in this country it raised the price upon the 
company in Washington, so that the contract they entered into 
within the last thirty days increased the cost of the production of 
gas actually $38,500, based on the output of last year. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that stated in the report of the committee 
any where? 

r. FAULKNER. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. How did the Senator get the fact? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I got the fact by a letter addressed to the 
committee, which was not put into the hearing. 

Mr. GEORGE. From whom? 

Mr. FAULKNER. From Mr. McLean, president of the com- 
pany, who stated that he has signed a contract to that effect. I 
want to say to Senators here that no one who has come in con- 
tact with John R. McLean in the investigation of this question 
will hesitate for one moment to say for him that he has done 
everything to ah the committee information, to throw his books 
wide open to their investigation, so that they could reach a fair, 

roper, just, and equitable conclusion on the subject. A more 
Caaaente. straightforward, thorough business man it has never 
been my pleasure to come in contact with than Mr. McLean, and 
he has attempted to conceal nothing from the investigation of the 
committee, 

I want to state frankly how I arrive at the conclusion which I 
announce here, as it differs with that arrived at by my friend the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGEe]. One vital error in all 
his calculations is that he takes a balance of last year’s proceed- 
~~ into this year’s. When you want to find out how acompany 
is doing you do not ascertain how much they haveonhand. You 
ascertain what were the receipts for last year; what were its dis- 
bursements properly chargeable to that year. That is the way to 
ascertain what the profits were on the year’s work, and it is the 
oy wer ros can ascertain it. 

r. GEORGE. Let me show the Senator that he is wrong. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator can not show me. 

Mr. GEORGE. How does the Senator know I can not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Simply because I am acting upon a good 
common-sense business principle which any.man, it seems to me, 
ought to recognize. 

r. GEORGE, The Senator will allow me to make a statement 
to show how absolutely wrong he is? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. The cash on hand, after all disbursements, at 
the end of the year was $89,000. In order to be fair with the com- 
pany, I took from the company the cash they started with. I think 
that is fair. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The receipts, as shown by the House re- 
port, were $1,583,808.18. To show here yearly receipts, deduct 
the following items: Balance January 1, 1893, $58,166.53; interest 
on sinking fund, $19,758.89; sale of bonds, $868,666.75. It aggre- 
gates $446,589.17, leaving —— 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the second item? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Interestonsinking fund. The Senator did 
not deduct that amount. 

Mr. GEORGE. Interest on what? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Sinking fund. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nineteen thousand dollars? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; $19,758.89. 

Mr. GEORGE. They charged $72,000 for interest, and I sup- 

when they charged $72,000 interest paid out, they ought to 
credited with $19,000 they received. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator is mistaken in his accounting. 
He is a distinguished jurist. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not such an accountant as is the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Because the Senator counts it all in favor of 
the company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Wewillseeif Ido. Ihave taken out items 
in disbursements that the Senator did not deduct, as he will see 
when he comes to it. Gentlemen do not understand that when 
you receive interest from a sin fund that interest and that 
fund are sacred. The interest is applied to reinvestment for the 
sinking fund, and therefore does not enter into the actual receipts 
or disbursements of the company as showing the business of the 


year. 
Mr. GEORGE. It does not say interest on sinking fund, 
Mr. FAULKNER. That is what it is. 
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Mr. GEORGE. How does the Senator know? 

Mr. FAULKNER. — Because I have investigated it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Here, Mr. President, is the account ma), 
y. The company show they received as in; 

id for interest $72,000, 

, the other ought to be, I should think. 

AULKNER. Oh,no. That fund is aspecial fund. 


» ont 
eTrest 
If one 
’y the 


Mr. GEORGE. 1 do not think it is very material whet) ;; is 


a sinking fund or anything else; but there is no evidence jefor, 
the Senate that it is a si 


g fund. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is my evidence, Mr. Preside) 

Mr. GEORGE. How does the tor know it? 2 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ assert it is a fact that it is the interest on 


the sinking fund. 


Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator is a witness in the case | shoula 


like to cross-examine him. 


Mr. FAULKNER. [ am a witness. I am a witness for tho 


District of Columbia Committee; what I have heard there and 
what I have ascertained from 
demand of the Senate or its mem 


en is subject to the 
at any time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask the Senator a question. Has the 
a bonded debt? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course it has; and naturally it has a 


rest on it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course it does. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is $19,000 interest on bonded debt? 
Mr. FAULKNER 


. Of course not. It is the interest on what 


earese invested for its discharge. 


. GEORGE. In making out their statement they do not take 


“7. notice of the interest on the sinking fund. 


r. FAULKNER. The Senator himself just stated to the Sen- 


ate that they took account of $72,000. 


Mr. GEORGE. I mean as receipts. 
Mr. FAULKNER. They take account of it as interest paid on 


bonded indebtedness. In the receipts they put it in because the 
committee called upon them for every item of receipts and dis- 
bursements of every character and description, whether they were 
receipts for the year’s work. or any other sort, and they madea 
complete exhibit of every dollar of receipts—from whatever source 
it was derived—or disbursements as paid by the company, that 
Congress might investigate and ascertain 
-— er of that corporation could in the examination of its 


e facts as plainly as 


Take the disbursements. In the House report the disburse- 


Deducting extraordinary expenses 
and balance, included in the our the balance is $89),{)2.38. 
Purchase of property, $100,000. Senator from Mississippi has 
not dedu that in his statement, and yet that is an extraordi- 
nary ee that ought not to be charged at all to the disburse- 
ments oe the year. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is that? 

Mr. FAULKNER. One hundred thousand dollars for the pur- 
chase of . 

Mr. G GE. I took that out. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not hear the item. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator did not pay attention to what I 


was one. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, I did. It may have been because 
some one diverted my attention at the time. 


Mr. GEORGE. is for what ret 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is what they bought from the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal eer: : 

Mr.GEORGE. _Is that the item you are ing of? 

Mr.FAULKNER. | think that is the only piece of property 
they bought—the and Ohio wharf. 

. GEORGE. I that out. 
Mr. FAULKNER. All right. Dividends in excess of 1) per 


cent, $400,000. Those items 


$589,992.38, leaving a dis- 
bursement for expenses during 


year by the company of 


$993,815.80. 

Receipts from year’s earnings..............-.----- $1, 137, 219. 01 
Disbursements from year’s earnings............--. 998,519." 
Receipts over expenditures...........-.----- 143, 408. 21 
With a reduction to one-dollar gas....-..--------- 225, 000.00 
SE ican eisadeldanieuddecaccccos- a 

If, therefore, reduce to one-dollar gas the 
deficit in company’s receipts for last 108.79 
year would be .........---.-...----------- G1, 506. © 
SS 
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Now, the us last year was.................... $143, 403. 21 
Reduced to 5 15 TORR RRR RRR meee meme eeee $90, 000 
Increased cost of naphtha................. 38, 500 


128, 500. 00 
Which shows a surplus, at $1.15 per 1,000 
feet, of 14, 903. 21 


Now, that is what the report shows if you bring it down to $1.15 
per thousand for the first year. So the committee, after an in- 
vestigation of all these questions in all their ramifications, said, 
“This matter must be settled. We must agree on something.” 
And although there were some opposing a reduction at all, and 
some in favor of dollar fr they said, ‘* We will do the best we 
can; we will rt a bill that will ultimately reduce the cost to 
$1 if it is possible to do so in the light of future events. We will 
make the law so that if the ee desires to change before it 
is reduced to dollar gas they will have to come to Congress and 
show by the most conclusive proof that can be produced that they 
can not furnica at that rate and make a fair profit for an en- 

rise of that Seoned. , 

we agreed on this proposition. We raised all the other re- 
quirements. What will be the additional cost to the company in 
making 2 or 3 candlepower extra I do not know and never heard 
it stated. The committee came to the conclusion that to accom- 
plish this purpose and relieve Con of the controversy we 
would bring in this report and test the correctness of our conclu- 
sions by riment. 

There is one other point to which I wish to call the attention of 
my friend the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], espe- 
cially as he has discussed that question, and I think it is well for 
the whole Senate, especially those Senators who are looking for- 
ward to voting on the appropriation bill, to remember it. This bill 
does not apply to or affect the question to which I shall refer, as 
that is commelie’ by the annual appropriations. The proposition 
is in reference to street lighting in this city. The cost of gas for 
street lamps is $20.50 alamp. Now, I want to say to the Senator 
from South Dakota that that is the lowest — for street lighting 
in the United States with the exception of two cities—Allegheny 
and Cleveland. The cost of lighting lamps is lower in the city 
of Washington than it is in any other city in the United States, 
except the cities named, where the coal is far cheaper. 

In order to contrast the price of street lamps in this city and in 
other cities, we must know what amount of gas the street lamps 
are contracted to burn. If they burn only 3 feet of gas an hour, 
then you can not contrast the lamps with a city where under the 
contract the lamps are required to burn 6 feet an hour. In other 
words, when you want to contrast the cost of lighting in this city 
with that of any other city, you must find out whether the other 
city requires the company to furnish 18,000 feet of gas per lamp 
per year for the same price the company does here. 

l assert that the lowest price for street lamps in any city in the 
United States, except those two, is in the city of Washington, and 
that is calculated on furnishing gas at $20.50 per ae, Do you 
know, sir, that that is not what is paid for gas here? The actual 
pay for in this city is only $15.94 for 18,000 feet of gas a year. 

e oners of the District report to the District Com- 
mittee that under the appropriations here the gas company have 
to clean and keep in repair and in perfect condition all the lamp 
posts, and that after a most thorough investigation they have 
ascertained the cost of keeping them in repair is $4.56 a post. 
Consequently the actual cost of gas to the city of Washington for 
its street lamps is only $15.94 for 18,000 feet of gas per year. It 
is really below Allegheny and Cleveland, the only two cities that 
are lower, based on the other calculation. 

We have examined every question involved in the controversy 
very y. and I do not think there is any point which we 
have not investigated in the interest of both the consumers and 
the gas company, and this bill is the final conclusion of the Dis- 
trict committee as a settlement of the matter, with the hopes of 
taking it out of tion, where we are annoyed by it every year 
here, I , therefore, that it will be the pleasure of 
the Senate to adopt bill; but before I take my seat I will state 
t I found in reading the bill this morning that there is an error 
page 3. Icall the attention of Senators to it. They will see 

is clearly an error. It is desired to reenact a law of June 
‘ amend it, and instead of doing so they have used 
that law, only that it is amended so as to read as 
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‘| 
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— the 30th ow of June, 1874, the Stamtactis paver of 
company, person, or persons e Distric 
wagufekasis 


ae 
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Columbia 


It to be and in line 10, page 3, the word “‘seventy- 

7 bo stricken out and “ Se _ = aie es 

after the 30th une, 1896, no 
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Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from West Virginia will permit 
me, I should like toask him a question. I notice that on page 23 
of the District appropriation bill there is an amendment striking 
out the following provision of the bill as passed by the House: 

Provided, That all of said lamps shall burn every night, on the average, 
from forty-five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise 


And in lieu thereof is substituted the following by the Senate 


| committee: 


And said lamps shall burn not less than three thousand hours per annum, 


Is that a reduction, I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is exactly the same. 

Mr. WHITE. It is the same? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itisthesame. The provision isin the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and it was for that reason that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations wanted the pending bill passed upon 
before we take up that bill. I ask that the amendment which I 
suggested be stated and acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 10, section 3, strike out ‘‘ 1874,” and 
insert ‘* 1896.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to offer one more amendment from 
the committee, on page 4, section 4, and will then explain it. The 
question was suggested by the Senator from Texas. Section 4 
provides— 

That any gas company or person placing a gas meter in service in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that has not been inspected, proved, and sealed, as pro- 
vided for by the act of March 3, 1873, entitled “An act making appropriations 


for the expenses of the 


c government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year endin 


€ 2 June 30, 1804, and for other purposes,” for each and every such 
violation of said act shail be subject to a penalty of $100, to be recovered be- 
fore the proper tribunal of the District of Columbia. 

That is the way the House sent the bill to the Senate. Since it 
has been reported we notice the fact that there was no discretion 
there, and, upon calling on the Washington Gas Light Company 
for an explanation of the subject, they stated to the committee 
that they have a call sometimes for as high as 150 meters a day, 
or within a day or two, and that, with the force now in the con- 
trol of the office of the inspector of gas, they can not possibly test 
more than from 20 to 30 meters a day, so that if this provision is 
adopted without any modification of course they can not put 
meters in houses when demanded by people until they were sealed, 
and perhaps for q night or two the people in those houses would 
have to go withoutameter. We have therefore drawn up the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Provided,That if the United States inspector of gas meters is unable, through 
press of business or any accidental cause, to test and inspect and seal meters 
proposed to be set, then the company shall be at liberty to place an unsealed 
gas meter on any premises, the same to be replaced by a contd meter as soon 
as practicable. 


I think the latter part of the amendment had better be modified 


| so as to read ‘‘ as soon as a sealed meter can be procured from the 


inspector.” 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not fix a certain time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Suppose, for example, that to-day 50 meters 
are demanded. They could put 30 in, and to-morrow they would 
be able to put the other 20in. There would be no excuse for not 
doing it; but if there were 150 to be put in they would have two 
or three days to doitin. Ido not want to put in any limitation 
that would not work practically. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to participate in this particularly 
interesting discussion, although I suggest that the language of the 
amendment is very incefinite. Why notsay within twenty-four, 
thirty, or forty-eight hours, fixing a time within which the meter 
shall be placed in the house? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought the modification which I sug- 
gested limited the company more than the original amendment 
would, because I think they ought to be required to put the sealed 
meter there just as soon as the inspector of gas meters, who is a 
Federal official, shall be able to deliver them unsealed, if it isonly 
for twelve hours. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the amendment be supplemented 
with a*provision “ not later than ” such and such a time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the modification. 
Say, forty-eight hours. 

Mr. ALLEN. Forty-eight hours, or some particular time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Or, not to exceed thirty-six hours. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the latter part of the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendinent will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4 add to section 4 the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That if the United States inspector of gas meters is unable 
through press of business or any accidental cause to test and inspect and seal 
meters proposed to be set, then the company shall be at ee to place an 


unsealed gas meter on any premises, the same to be replaced by a sealed 
meter as soon as sealed meters can be procured from the inspector. 
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Mr. ALLEN. “Not later than forty-eight hours.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the amendment beso modified. Ithink 
that makes it more practical. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was “a to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, a little from me will clear u 
the mist which the Senator from West Virginia throws oman 
this account. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the ac- 
count, and I will have to read some of the items so that the Sen- 
ate may understand how it is made out. It is the account of the 
transactions of the company for a year. Coal is the first item of 
disbursement. Thatis expense. en oil; then coalagain; wages; 
then taxes; then United States inspectors; new laboratories; water 
rent; expense of law, and insurance. By the way, I desire tocall 
the attention of the Senate to that item of insurance, $2,290, es- 
pecially as the Senator from New Hampshire said that they could 
not get insurance on gas plants. Lime and purifying materials; 
rent; repair of street lamps; distribution; dividends; interest on 
bonds; employees’ relief association; then the extension of work. 

Now, with the disbursements, there is a credit to the company 
for the disbursement of $72,000 extra. 

On the other side, the receipts, the interest is$19,000. In making 
anaccurate account of the transactions of thecompany on gas, both 
items, the $72,000 and the $19,000, ought to have been excluded, but 
in order to be fair to the company I will let them both stand, which 
makes in favor of the company $52,241.11. Then they have credit 
for a disbursement of $72,000 when they were only charged with 
$19,000, so that so far as the difference is concerned the way I have 
worked it out is in favor of the nae I saw it at the time, 
but in order to be fair to the company I let them both stand, the 
$72,000 as paid out and the $19,000 as received. Every man can 
see that I am right about that. 

I do not believe that the Senator from West Virginia took any ex- 
ception to any other point I made except the one that I have before 
explained, esaid the balance from the last year ought not to have 
been brought into this account. Possibly it ought not, but then 
there was brought into it the balance remaining at the end of the 
year. They started out with a balance of cash of $52,000. They 
ended with a balance of cash of $89,000. If we strike out both, as 
the Senator said, it would be against the company. I let them 
beth stand. 

= KYLE. Mr. President, I shall say only a few words in 
closing. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has re- 
plied to the remarks I made on Saturday and on to-day, but I do 
not see anything in his speech that is really in the line of argu- 
ment. Ido not know that he made clearly one point. In fact, I 
do not see how a Senator who has made a magnificent report upon 
the other side could make a good speech upon the side of the gas 
company. I was glad to hear the Senator from Mississippi read 
from this report of the Senator. He then epee very logically 
and strongly that the people of the city should have dollar gas, 
but now he turns around and informs the Senate that the only 
complainants on the outside are ‘‘ unthinking ” people of this city. 

I want to ask him whether the citizens of the city who appeared 
before the committee during the past year are unthinking men? 
I want to ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether men like 
William C. Dodge, of the city of Washington, one of the finest 
pues lawyers in the United States, is an unthinking man? And 

should like to ask him why it was that William C. Dodge did 
not appear before the District of Columbia Committee this year 
and give his testimony? I understand that Mr. Pian ayeeenet 
before the committee ten years ago and showed one of 
the best-posted men in the world upon the subject of gas. He is 
a patent lawyer of thirty or forty years’ experience, and knows 
the ins and outs of every piece of machinery that has been intro- 
duced during that time in the line of gas. This I know, and yet 
I believe when he applied this winter as a citizen of the District 
of Columbia to give his testimony before that committee he was 
refused. He is one of the *‘ unthinking men” of the city of Wash- 
ington, who, as the Senator from New Hampshire says, are making 
complaints about $1.25 . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER., ill the Senator restate the statement he 
just made as to who was refused a hearing before the committee? 

Mr. KYLE. William C. Dodge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes. Well, I will call the attention 
of the Senate, when the Senator gets through, to the fact that 

William C, Dodge has given usa great many hours of information. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume he has at times; but I do not know that 
he did during the recent hearings. E that Mr. Dodge 
has given, let me say to the Senate, em in the report of ten 
years ago, of which Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin, was chair- 


Some 
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man, is the most valuable testimony on the subject ever presented 
to this body. Now, there are other “unthinking” men, [| }),,, 
a pocketful of letters from intelligent men of the city. ¢ ig 
one from a most disti shed physician. I presume phy 
are “ unthinking men.” ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of them are. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator probably knows who are the «jp. 
thinking” men in the city when he makes such remarks as |,, 
made a little while ago. : 

Mr. President, I listened very carefully to the argument m..jo 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. About all he was able to 
= in the way of argument was a list of cities in the United 

tates that charged more for gas than does the city of Washin ,. 
ton. Why, a small boy can see there is not a particle of argument 
in that. , Ooms eu moe De - ye of cities that charge 
more than is charged © city 0 ashington, but it prov. 
nothing whatever, except that they have been more exorbitant in 
their c than they are here. But when we show you nuin- 
bers of cities in the United States and scores of them abroad that 
charge a t deal less than they do in the city of Washington 
then it is incumbent upon you to prove that our statements ars 
wrong and that gas can not be furnished at a less price than it js 
furnished in the city of Washington. When we put before tho 
Senate, as we have done to-day, testimony of the best experts 
in the United States that can be produced for as low as 35 
cents a thousand in the holder, as low as 46 cents to the consumer, 
then it becomes incumbent upon you to prove that it can not be 
ree a city of Washington at that price, or at certainly less 
than $1.25. 

I listened very carefully to the evidence given by the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I waited for his explana- 
tion of the fact that these ag cert ny the Spooner investigation 
proved that gas could be for 35.8 cents per thousand, 
and how it was that eT is furnished for 46 cents a 
thousand, and how he could away the statement of the 

resident of the Washin 

furnish 


Here 18 
Siciang 


gton Gas pany, who said that gas could 

ed for 85 cents a thousand and still make 15 cents a thou- 
sand upon it, I believe. These statements were within reach of 
the Senator from West Virginia. He turns them off ina very 
smooth sort of a way and -— that these rts are merely theo- 
rists as to the price of gas. I should like to know how the Senate 
of the United is to be informed as to the probable cost of a 
thousand cubic feet of unless it be by experts. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will tell the Senator from South Dakota, 
if he will t me. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let him take the amount of disbursements 
and receipts by the company. Let him see whether he can elim- 
ee ea item of ee If he can not, _ he must ad- 
mit they are correct and proper — against the assets of the 
company. Then let him take the disbursements and divide into 
two the amount of the pa of the gas made by the company 
and sold, and he will find exactly, without any expert testimony, 
what is the actual cost of the gas to the ic company. That 
is the only practical way that I know how to get at it. That wil 
give it to a cent. : 

Mr. KYLE. As to the price at which gas may be furnished in 
erie, aman we have the testimony of experts. They are not 

men, as the Senator would seem to indicate by his re- 
marks a little while Mt boone Mr. Vanderpoel, I presume, is known 
to the Senator from ware [Mr. eerie remenow. Mr. 


ars the engineer, is in gas works at New- 
ark, Del. He is one of we most experts, acknowl- 
be so by the Gas Light Company. They 


him summoned here to the investigation ten years ago. [le 
stated to the committee that he put into the holder gas at a cost 
of 85.8 cents a thousand. He is not a theoretical man, but a man 
who is doing the work. He knew what it was to put the gas in 
the holder. So with the man who testifies that he ran the gs 
works up here at Pa. He was doing the work, and 
putting it into the retorts furnishing it to the consumer at 46 
cents. 


Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 


to in him? 

Me RYLE. Certainly, if I can hear on this side what the Sen- 
ator says. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does the Senator refer to Newark, Del., oF 


Newark, N.J.? * 
Mr. KYLE. I think it isin Delaware. Did I say New Jersey: 
Mr.SEWELL. Thereisa gentleman of that name 

connected with the Newark gas works in my State. If you w: ald 

ask him what the charge would be for gas under those «ircully 
stances he would tell you $1.50 per thousand. ay 
Mr. KYLE. I did not catch what the Senator from New # «Tey 
said, but I ume—— Es 
Mr. SE L. I say if you ask that gentleman, Mr. Vander 
poel, what he would charge for gas he would, no doubt, say $1.00. 








1896. 


Mr. KYLE. It must be Newark, N.J.,then, I presume. This 
y he gives in the article written for the American Gas 
Light Journal, where the whole question is discussed as to the cost 
of ucing a thousand cubic feet of gas. All Senators have a 
e report of the ene investigation on their desks, 





ae 
Es 


it would be well for them to read it. This gentle- 
, in the American Gas Light Journal of Jan- 
a complete statement, giving the items of ma- 
uction of _ He gives the cost of the coal, 

to be on the safe side he puts the coal at $5.50 a ton 
, I believe, at only about $4 a ton in the city of 


. Will the Senator read the article? 
It isa long statement. Here is the closing = 
thousand is 85.8 cents placed in the holder. e 
that, of course, in order to get the correct cost of a 
feet of gas, the cost of distribution. The best experts in 
States that the cost of distribution is 40 per 
cost of production. That is 12 or 14 cents. When 
was before the investigating committee in 1886 there 
who testified as to the cost of distribution. 
t the cost was 28 cents and a fraction, but the 
say that Colonel McCartney testifies that the 
, and Colonel McCartney is an expert. But 
m the benefit of all the doubt they add the 28 
cost, which makes it 64.6 cents per thousand 

in the city of Washington. 

after finding that 64.6 cents is the cost delivered 
the consumer, we must add a small amount in 
just dividends to those who own the stock. That 
Now, the question comes as to whether we 
ws and o: the Senator from New 
much about; whether we are taking 
of the widows and orphans who are the 
in the Districtof Columbia. If the 
statements are true as set forth in the newspaper editorials dur- 
ing the past year and as indicated in the report read by the Sena- 
tor a short time ago, that during the year 1895 
this in dividends cent, we are not taking 
heel cot a the mouths of an one if we cut the price of gas 
As the Senator from Mississippi has 
committees that have investigated 
hiy, the investigating committee of ten years 
° er was chairman; the one of two years 
of Missouri was the chairman; the com- 
Senate, of which the Senator from New 
declared that there should be dollar gas 


said a while ago, how we are going to 
unless it be by the testimony of experts, 
instrumental in producing in the 
States and throughout the world; 

through the testimony carefully 
come to the conclusion, as I have 
very easily be reduced to $1 per 
fully 18 or 20 per cent in the way 


THURSTON. . President, I have been called upon for 
ast past to examine the balance sheets of some of 
corporations in this country, and in that way I have 

haps more readily scan the bal- 
on than most men who have not 


about this issue of the price of in the Dis- 
until my attention was emennel by the debate 
the reference to the items in this balance sheet 
as 'y is- 
referred to first by the Senator from Mi 
E] and again by the Senator from West Vir- 
- Butas an attorney who has had much 
of great yor mmr and who has made an 
great number 
oon 


the balance sheet of the business opera- 
for the 1895. I feel it my duty to 
and of the country to some of the 
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to take its entire bonds outstanding, $1,200,000 in amount, the 
interest on which is paid at 6 per cent, $72,000, and deducting 
from that the amount of interest it received from bonds in its 
treasury to the vredit of that outstanding total indebtedness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, nobody 
doubts where that fund ought to be in the receipts and disburse- 
ments; but that does not go to show anything at all as to the 
receipts of the company and the work of the company in the man- 
ufacture of during that year. 

Mr. THURSTON. It only goes to show that the total derived 
from the comparisons of the two sides of this ledger will be accu- 
rate b paren coe of those items standing. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course that would be so if you were 
simply getting at receipts and disbursements during the year; 
but I say it is not correct to put that in any more than to put in 
the charge of $100,000 for the purchase of property at George- 
town from the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. - But that 
would not enable us to ascertain what the cost to the company 
was in the manufacture of gas, taking the receipts and the dis- 
bursements of the company, during that year. 

Mr. THURSTON. The interest payment of that company last 
year was not $72,000; it was $72,000 less $19,000. That was its real 
interest i, and there is no question about it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Senator, who seems to have charge 
of great corporations and understands these things thoroughly, 
when a great corporation, such as he has been connected with, 
sets aside a certain amount for a sinking fund, and that amount 
is bearing interest, whether the amount Tested from that sinking 
fund is not reinvested the subsequent year so as to increase the 
aggregate of the interest-bearing fund and increase the surplus 
fund to meet the obligations of the company? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably; but it onght to be taken 
into account asa part of the earnings of the company, and the 
real interest payment of the company is the total interest pay- 
ment, less the amount of earned interest on the bonds in the sinking 
fund standin: inst the total outstanding bonded indebtedness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand the Senator agrees with me 
that that is the way in which that is done; that the company 
reinvest that interest, which does not reduce the amount of $72,000 
of the bonded indebtedness at all. It is paid out of the receipts 
of the company regardless of what they receive on the bonds 
which are in the sinking fund. 

Mr. THURSTON. The sinking fund of this company is pro- 
vided for, I presume, out of the surplus earnings, after paying 
whatever dividends the company may decide to pay, and there- 
fore, if this company, instead of applying upon its $72,000 annual 
interest the $19,000 of interest it receives from the sinking fund, 
reinvests it, and adds it to its sinking fund, it is not thereby enti- 
tled to charge as against these earnings the $72,000 unless it also 
includes as a part of its earnings the $19,000 on the other side of 
the ledger. 

Taking that report, Mr. President, we find the annual statement 
for 1895, as 1 think, the most remarkable corporate earnings state- 
ment which was ever presented for the examination of the Amer- 
ican public. Fifty-eight thousand and some odd dollars was the 
cash on hand at the beginning of 1895; eighty-nine thousand and 
some odd dollars was the cash on hand at the end of the year. 
Therefore the cash on hand has increased thirty-one thousand and 
some odd dollars in the year. That company paid out $600,000 in 
dividends on a capital stock of $2,000,000. That is 30 per cent 
dividend on its entire capital stock for that year. That dividend 
was paid out of the earnings of 1895, with the exception of one 
item on the credit side of that ledger. The company received from 
the sale of bonds three hundred and sixty-eight thousand and some 
odd dollars, and the Senator says, and probably with justice, that 
that amount should be deducted from the $600,000 paid out as div- 
idend in order to ascertain the real amount that was paid out as 
dividends on $2,000,000 of stock. I challenge the Senator to find 
in this entire side of the ledger another item which can fairly be 
offset to reduce the amount of that dividend payment for 1895, and 
deducting that from the $600,000 paid in dividends, there was paid 
as dividends out of the earnings of that year two hundred and 
thirty-one thousand and some odd dollars; and there was left a 
balance on hand at the end of the year, as I have shown, of $31,000 


more than there was at the beginning of the year; and the surplus 

tee either side of this balance sheet. earnings, without changing any item on the debtor side of that 

cash receipts of that company for the year 1895 were | ledger, were two hundred and sixty-two thousand and odd dollars 

$1,588,808.18. - That was all for thetr cl for gas and for other | for the year 1895, a profit at least of 13 and a fraction per cent out 

of er except cash on hand at of | of the transactions of that year. 

the year, 166.53; , the sale of bo: 715. e| But that is not all, Mr. President. I know something about 

Senator from ae . GEORGE] is right in i that | what can fairly be charged as against the earnings of the com- 
the interest receipts of nineteen thousand and some odd 


y in the way of operating expenses. The debtor side of this 
how not only charges all operating expenses, but out of the 
earnings of last year there has been invested in a permanent pur- 
chase—not an operating expense—$100,000 for the purchase of a 


is | wharf and other property herein the city. There has also gone to 
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the extension of the plant in the ee ee street mains and new 
improvements almost another $100, bout $90,000—and that 
real ledger account stands this way—and no man can challenge it 
in my judgment—that that company earned $262,000 profit, and in 
— invested in permanent betterments and improvements 
$190,000, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When the gas company spends $100,000 on 
the extension of mains, or $50,000, as the case may be, is it not the 
fact ~_ the deterioration in existing improvements equals that 
amoun ’ 

Mr. THURSTON. Ah, Mr. President, all the expenses of keep- 
ing up that plant, the same as in a railroad company, are found 
in the items on the other side of the ledger year year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but there must be a constant de- 
terioration. 

Mr. eee RSTON. —— Pap earned is; but that one 
deteriora is provided for in operating expenses of every 
year. These items of investment I have pointed out are exten- 
sions; they are not in the way of repairs; they are enlargements 
of the —— they are increasing it for fnture increase of business. 
Not only did Pan —_. ae to ne ledger, a — ae 
clear profit o ’ in dition. pa i on scale, which bring ice of gas to the 

did ¢ Within five yeara. I beliove it 


$2,000,000 capital, but what else? Where di consumer to 
000 of bonds that they sold and that I have excl this | compromige of conflicting interests. 
comparative statement of mine? I do not know, but Ican hazard| Iam not inclined to question the figures of the Senator from 
seen: TauRston)}. He is experienced in sinking funds, 
as he has with railroads, as all stockholders know to their 
sorrow ]; but there have been great changes in the stock 
of the Gas Light Company, and there are many 
stockholders who invested a price. So the com- 
mittee were finally unanimous in - that this was a fair 


I ag my bes will ratify it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. a single word before this 
discussion which I trust may be seon. I was occu- 
—s Species Oe time that the tor from South 

. KYLE) was himself to me. I therefore 
did not allhe said, Idid the statement that I at some 
time during here advocated dollar gas in the Dis- 













. ™ Tw 
to state two or three minutes how the question epenek iteclt 


ittee. 

At the last session there were one or more applications /, 
charter of new the promoters promising Breen 
gas. Thaconlhtes not believe in the chartering of these 
compene. ae eneiicnasreeeneans possibility of so cheap a 

, and y considered that an old company, with a good 

plant and mains, could certainly ae ee than a new 
to , and t the result 

be the gas consumers . of paying a fair 
interest on the plant that was already in existence, would hiaya {, 
the of thesecompeting companirs 


for 
over the country has been they do not com for a long 
time, but that they combine, and the consumer a. pay = in 


reduction in the price of gas by tho 
reduction to one and one-eighth \; 
mt session I earnestly favored dollar gas; but after very 
ow angen | I wish to state that I think all parties had, as 
, @ fair hearing in that commititee—anid consid- 
ering the of stockholders, that many of them had invested 
~s Lat a high price, the committee unanimously agree) 
a 
























































: 
ul 



























ve it was a fair 































twenty years when th to a good, liberal, table 
sare Fe upon their capital stock. ‘Therefore, if in ition to 


bonds, which 
they in the year 1895 sell and distribute to their stockholders, it 
Sdliome-ds a tntties of tums thak the aval apeceaD dividend 
that the stockholders of this company have received on their stock 
is actually increased by this distribution to them of $368,000 addi- 











i that. I would simply 
reply that so far as I know there is only one anima! in the 
who never changes his pony age I do not belong to that 

mind on of gas in the Dis- 
changed it, as I a moment ago, after 
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> i a arguments from men who knew a great deal more 
, ever since the question of | has been presented | about matter than I do and after being persuaded that my 

ecting their right to charge tolls, have always met every | position last year was not a correct one. 
attempt at legislative reduction of their tariffs by elaborately| Mr. President, we have had that I have enjoyed, both 
prepared statements, showing that if you apply the of | from the Senator from South [Mr. Kyix] and the Sena- 
reduction proposed to the tariffs of next year on the basis of the Saeed ea teeta ie eens uestion, but it is 
last, great net loss would follow; but I stand here to insist that | a remarkable fact according to Brown’s tory for the 
never once has that character of demonstration been true 1892, the of South Dakota are paying an average of 
: Gio eres perineti pe ome et 
e are x eet. It may be tha 
those Senators a 2 States in which panel bi mae pe 
than charged to-da: e District 0: 
Scene. not into account the reduction we propose, are 
better qualified to of this matter than the committee which 
those patient and which have conscientiously tried 

f reach a wise conclusion. 


The committee did not confineitself to unthinking people. Io 
to say, and I trust I did not say (the Recorp will speak 
° that. all the of the who were clamoring 








































4 pre he tho District. 
ury of this company or in pockets af the efeulineidens aub at tins eeu aul on on this in the District. 
their unreasonable profits for the last few If there is any on the face of God’s green earth which con 

t can well sient Atanas Satin ena Saeenaiven ae tains a with so large a: of chronic grumblers 
lower dividends on the transactions of the i ,and when | and as the District of T have never come across 
proed ype Ghousand Souk han: heen aguiion op han bean it. We were beset in the District of Columbia, I think, thive 

= 's experience, will not the Congress of the United age to soyuapsints Sax neseingione Riese eis Lave 
States Se ee an District, and of District of Columbia have 
do justice to this if it has been than it is now to tan taping Goon that Say So Ro penance en noon, 
foreclose the rights of the people of this to take this un- eee to do so because of the grumblers sn 
Seettlinhte change ont ee penne ee eee, kickers in the District of Columbia. That it is true of everyting 
x lngictation of Conquenoes Seaeeenneens: Sy eeraee else we have undertaken. to do for the people of the Dit. 
Mr, dent, as a straight business proposition based on that | Columbia. It is impossible to satisfy in regard to thes 
balance sheet, which, I say, is one of the most extraordinary bal- matters, and go in the matter of gas I say there have ton ri 


and who 


ae at Oi 0 thousand, nrscts in 
our committee some of the wisest and mos! 
quatited experts country affords experts was 
William Heary Withee gas onginesr of Now York City, & 
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Mr. PROCTOR. r. President, Ido not aaa 
question, which has already developed more illuminating power 
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man who has a national and international reputation as a gas en- 
gineer, Who has established gas plants, who has been educated in 
the business, and who has the most accurate possible information 
on this question. Mr. White had no interest in this matter. He 
has the Washington gas plant as he has studied every other 
gas plant in the United States, and here is what he says about it: 


, gentlemen, I hold that it is impossible for the Washington Gas Light 
conspaity to make gas and sell it in the city of Washington and make a rea- 






































further to protect them from our own folly. I do rot think that 
is wise legislation. I think it is wisdom to give the people $1.15 
gas, which everybody concedes will enable the company to pay 
dividends, buy good material, lay down first-class lines, as they 
have always done, and pay as high wages as are paid anywhere 
in the United States, as they are paying to-day. If in another 
year we find that their credit sheet is too large, we can further 
reduce the price by legislation of the National Congress. I think 


oone profit sr ot fi per thousand Gihiented: i page more then the that is the wise kind of legislation, and I trust that that is what 
usual prices for all Ze materials, It is paying very liberal wages. It is a | Congress will do in reference to this matter. 


peculiar city in many respects. Washington, after all, may be looked upon 
somewhat in the hight of our large summer resort cities on the Eastern eon. 
This city does a large business while Con isin session. A great many 
people are here, the hotels are filled, the houses are running over, 
and the stores are d more or less business incident to this crowd. They 
the = a t portion of their business. 
as 


Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment before the vote is taken 
upon the other proposition. At the end of line 24, page 5, I move 
to add what I send to the desk. I have submitted it to the Sena- 
from West Virginia and I think he will accept it without de- 

te. 


ef 


in 
far ashingto' Light Com is res ‘ is 
un tiey has t0 be cared for adieeaees darian the a aeiniie af the aon Mr. FAULKNER. It is satisfactory tome. I do not see any 
is 300 miles of pipe has to be laid and cared for, so that everybody around | objection to it. 


Thi 
the city can be supplied with The standard here ; We swt a renor nen arenes 
the outer edges ily ws bos tee indor & the Pere. Mr. KYLE. It is merely requiring a report to Congress. 


letting down in ty of the gas during the slack period. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
This expert goes on to say: The Secretary, At the end of line 24, page 5, it is proposed 
Thave studied this plant of the Washington Gas Light Company for a num. | * insert: 

ber of IT have seen it w from very small proportions. I know that Provided, That the Washington Gas Light Company, through its president, 

it has always been the ambition of the management of this company to be in | Shall make a full report to Congress annually on the Ist day of January, stat. 


ing in detail the gross receipts and expenditures, the cost of materials used 
in making gas, the amount used and consumed, the dividends declared, the 
extensions and improvements made in the plant, the surplus and cash on 
hand, and how the surplus funds of the company are invested. 

Mr. HARRIS. Are those reports made by the calendar year or 
by the fiscal year? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The reports are made by the railroad com- 
panies on the Ist of January. 


forefront, not only as re: 8 the character of its apparatus, but also as 
aie x of light furnished and the treatment of the general 


ic. 

op George McIihenny, who was for many years chief engineer, and after- 
war's the engineer of this company, was one of the most dis- 
men in our ession, and a gentleman of rare ability. This 
com, was the pride and ambition of that man’s useful life. There was 

in our roe that was not had inthiscompany. Nothin 

existed elsew he did not have when we were nothing bu 
coal gas. Zeewe Sapen.t make use of the oil process Mr. Mclithenny was 
one tlemen 


>| Mr. HARRIS. I speak of the gas company. 

the first the field to take up the subject and full wees pea: § pany 

ney it He = step by step, all the advances in our p ookenh, westll when Mr. FAULKNER. The last report was to the ist of January, 
works were bu embodied in that last plant, as a monument ; is sir fiscal year. rill sts hat we have 

these new . iarel cor peak _F inpmtye ; and I suppose that is their fiscal year. I will state that we have 


the la 
= the United States; and when I say that I mean the world; for we 


shes a law now which requires a report of the coal only to the Secre- 

areas much ahead of our foreign friends op age we are in rail- | tary of the Interior; and as we do that in reference to other cor- 

— a eee at the time of th, a plant which Iam | porations in this city I see no objection to the amendment. 

frank to say is second , The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

and does make, as fine t ee ae 8 

wate ee eee cite difference between the i ae the amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota 
er of the gas in New York City and the gas in Washington is so trifling | [Mr. KyLr}. 

That it is simply not worth talking pot a == 4 you fix the oe The amendment was agreed to. 

Te mnalting ie equal to 23 < or 2}, a8 @ matter of safety. vo, Ship company would | Mr.BACON. Mr. President— 


Mr. KYLE. I hope we may get a vote on the bill this evening. 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to say one word before the vote 
is taken. 

Mr. President, as a member of the District Committee I was 
very earnestly in favor of fixing the rate at $1 for gas, and I think 
I can say with propriety that I was the last member of the com- 
mittee to yield onthat question. I did so, not because my opinion 
had been changed, but because I thought it was to the interest of 
the consumers that there should be an agreement on the part of 
the committee, and that something practical should come out 
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bill now under consideration. Mr. White 
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sell gas at a dollar, if this Congress says they must; but 
cutting down of the wages of employees, the cutting 
can possibly do without; it means ip all along 
wages of the clerks must be reduced. They must buy mate- 
a lower grade. When extensions are made they will be made in a 
urious way. It means the absolute crippling of this enterprise all 
line. Therefore, I, as a man skilled in this work, both in construc- 
of gas works, having been y associated with 
all my life, feel that here in Washington the Washington 
can not afford to arn at a dollar and maintain a h 
in connection wit 
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its business, although [ believe of the matter. As Iam in part responsible for that report, I feel 

power. it my duty to contribute what I can to sustain it. In view of my 

That is the kind of testimony that uaded me. That is the | opinion and contemplated vote I feel it my duty to make this state- 
kind of testimony that caused me to my mind and to con- 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorar] that the votes by 
which the amendments on pages 1 and 2 of the bill were agreed 
to be reconsidered. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to have the amendments reported. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The amendments are very long. I will 
state to the Senator that one of them strikes out one-dollar gas 
and makes a sliding scale from $1.15 down to $1 in five years, 
applying to the Washington Gas Light Company, and the other 

es a gradual sliding scale as to the Georgetown Company 
running from $1.50 down to $1.25. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish we might divide the question and have the 
vote taken first on the motion to reconsider the first amendment. 
I do not care particularly about the other one. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is divisible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the first amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. I should like to understand the perlieeneniay 

uestion. Is the amendment which it is proposed to reconsider 
the one making the price of gas $1.15? 

Mr. KYLE. The motion is to reconsider the committee amend- 
ment which has been adopted for a sliding scale, adopted a few, 


days b 
Mr. NI ELSON. What is the amendment? 
Mr. FAULKNER. The amendment is to reduce the price first 
to $1.15, then to $1.10, then to $1.05, and finally to $1. / 
Mr. KYLE. It has been adopted by the Senate. 
Mr, NELSON, We who want dollar gas want the vot¢ recon- 


clude that if we could not have dollar gas for the next two years 

$1.15 gasin the city of Washington. I am not 

Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THursToN], to go 

credit statement made by the company and to 

scientifically point out the various items, butit does 

seem to me that some items to which the Senator has called atten- 

tion are not in the nature of permanent vo sa aes I take it 

that a gas company must necessarily construct new buildings, as 

this company have constructed new buildings, but they are to take 

the of old ones. Itakeit they must necessarily lay new pipes, 

but take the of old pipes. I am not quite sure that this 

wharf has not the place of an old w. I have no accu- 

rate information on that point. But even if it be not true I have 

no information that the wharf will bring a dollar of added reve- 

nue to the company during the next two years, and so it seems to 

me that the Senator has — technical oe of 
Sutensetions debit cota ; hi 

Gas . I believe, all the teatimony that was 

before led the committee to believe, that under 

circumstances the best that could be done and the fairest 
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We want to vote to reconsider it. 
That is es. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 


Mr. KYLE. 
Mr. NELSON. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon pe McBrIDz]}. 
ent. If he were present, I should vote “ oa" 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u]. He 
and I agree upon these questions, however, and I will vote. I 


I am paired with 
I do not see him pres- 


vote “nay.” 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). I was requested to 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. a f he were 
present, I understand he would vote “nay” and I should vote 
** vea” Le this proposition. 

r. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Montana [Mr, MANTLE}. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name wascalled). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. On this 
vote I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILuLan} and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr.Cau]. If hie were present, I should 
vote Ona 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” I do not know how he would vote, 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with theSenator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with 
a distinct understanding with him that the pair is not to apply in 
any case which can in no wise be considered political. I will 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam pai 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll cali was concluded. 


If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am —— i with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], but I am informed that 
my pair has been transferred to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. I therefore vote “‘nay.” 


Mr. G INGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a a pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}, 
who has not voted. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey i. SMITH]. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Haw.ry] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
seer eee: PALMER]. I transfer my = to the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] and allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 81; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Carter, Vi 

— Chilton, Te a White. 
Berry, Nelson, Thurston, 
Butler, Peffer, Turpie, 

NAYS—31. 
Allison, Cockrell, Gray, Pritchard, 

nm, Cullom, Hale, 
Baker, Davis, Hansbrough, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Harris, Shoup, 
Brown, Gallinger, Jones, Ark Squire, 
Caffery, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Chandler, Gibson, Perkins, Wetmore. 
Clark, Gorman, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—44 
Aldrich, George, McMillan, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mantle, quay. 
Brice, Hawley, Martin, e 
Burrows, Hill, ills, Smith, 
Call, oar, Mitchell, Oreg. Til 
Cameron, Irby, Morgan, Vilas 
Cannon, Jones, Nev. Morrill, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Kyle. Murphy, Walthall, 
nine lose” Pasco, : Wilson, F 
ins, 

Frye, McBride, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
men’ was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to 
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] to recon- 
sider the vote ~ 4 which the amendment on page 2 was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 
Mr. KYLE. I think it is very evident that the Senate does not 


wish to give the city dollar gas, and i withdraw all opposition to 
the amendments. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is generous. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bil! to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, Imovethat the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments 

The motion was to. ; 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. McMi,- 
LAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr, GALLINGER were appointed. 


ELLEN KINGSLEY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend. 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1215) granting 
a pension to Ellen Kingsley, which was, in line 4, after the word 
**roll,” to insert ‘‘at $8 per month.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I movethat the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was to. 


ELIZA SANFORD, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives tothe bill (S. 1189) granting 
a pension to Eliza Sanford, which was, in line 11, to strike out 
“twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and request a confer- 
me with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

ereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Pritcu- 
ARD, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. Roacu were appointed. 


ELIZABETH J. COOK. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 125) for the 
relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., 
widow of Robert T. Cook, which was, in line 10, to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘‘eight.” 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House 


of ntatives. 
The motion was Saree 


MARY NEWMAN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1044) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Newman, which was, in line 10, to strike 
out “twenty-four” and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 404) granting 
a pension to Samuel Goldwater, which was, in line 5, to strike out 
“ mn” and insert “twelve.” _ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move ‘that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 804) granting 
a pension to Mrs, Eleanor Carroll Poe; which was, in line 5, to 
strike out ‘“‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘ fifty.” ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of itatives and request a confer- 
= with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


The motion was agreed to. 
e motion was 

By unanimous consent, the 
appoint the conferees on the 
LINGER, Mr. MircHELL of W 
pointed. 


HELEN M. JACOB. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 149) os 
a pension to Helen M. Jacobs, which was, in line 9, to strike ou 
** sixteen ” and insert ‘‘ twelve.” in the 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Officer was authorized to 
of the Senate; and Mr. Gat- 
and Mr. BAKER were ap- 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

hua Committee on Pensions: 
a. R. 2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons; 
(H. R. 2947) increasing the pension of Daniel D. Jennings, 
Company C, Sixty-fifth Ohio Volunteers; 

(H. R. 3578) grantinga pension to Elmira E. Dustin; and 

(H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
‘ker 


following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
to 


MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

House tatives (the Senate concurrin 
pred eae coe ote eer Ni et 
or 
dents, Richardeos qometintke, < w e copies - oe 


ouse of Representatives, to be 


tri 
disposed of, the fraction in each case, as provided in the House 
faint resolution suaberdk 


170, approved on the 30th day of April, 1806. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TELLER. I ask that the District appropriation bill be 
laid before the Senate. 
Mr. GEAR. I ask leave to call up a bill. 
Mr. TELLER. Let the appropriation bill be first taken up. 
Mr. GEAR. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
riation bill, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
fambia for the figcal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


Mr. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill pro- 


i 


posing to on General Parrott. 

Mr. T Let the appropriation bill be laid aside inform- 
ally. 

Me, GEAR. Very well. I ask that the appropriation bill be 
laid aside tem y. 

The P ING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, without 
objection. 


GEN. JAMES C. PARROTT. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the table 
the bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 


bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James 
C. Parrott was read twice by its title. 
Mr. GEAR. et ee ere) eevote is nearty Ot years 
He is confined to his bed and, in my judgment, will not 
ninety days. It is posed to ion him at the rate the 
medical board estimated B50 per meni. The bill passed the other 
House unanimously, and I am certain that it will pass the Senate. 
Therefore, I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
_ roll oo | pes Se ae, stare of a 
Seven wa Infantry, and to pay him apension o per mon 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded tothe con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 


_ 





executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
10 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 19, 1 at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
; COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

Kenneth M. Jackson, of Juneau, Alaska, to be a commissioner 
in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Wrangell, vice Wil- 
liam A. Kelly, term expired. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Fink, of Montrose, Colo., to be receiver of public 
of off at Montrose, Colo., vice Edward H. Smith, whose term 
of will expire June 30, 1896 

Beat POSTMASTERS. 

, to be r at Leesburg, in the county 
of ; a of Asa L. Hardman, 
whose commission ae April 4, 1 


Bernard be t Hooper, in th f 
Dodge and State of ebraskn, in the place of award W. Ret tn, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
CONSUL. 

Robert Lee Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be consul of the 

United States at Patras, Greece. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Robert Ransom, of North Carolina, to be second secretary of 

the legation of the United States to Mexico. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

William Lochren, of Minnesota, to be United States district 

judge for the district of Minnesota. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Benjamin Steward, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

James L. Lincoln, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles E. Brady, to be postmaster at Sandwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 

Ulysses G. Swartz, to be postmaster at Whiting, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana. 

Frank W. Joplin, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Kentucky. 

Henry F. Shannon, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of arate So8 State of Ohio. 

John Q. Baker, to be eats at Middletown, in the county 
of Butler and State of Ohio. 

William Rodearmel,to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 





REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 


R. A, Freeman, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county 
of Alamance and State of North Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monbay, May 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N, CoupeEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 
MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Printing. 
he report was read, as follows: 
Your committee, having had under consideration House concurrent resolu- 


tion No. 47, to print 15,000 additional copies of the Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents, recommend that it be agreed to. 
This compilation is by Hon. JAMEs D. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee, and all 


the members of the House are familiar with the work so far as it has been 
published. 


The Public Printer estimates the cost of these additional copies at 75 cents 
per volume. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this compilation, as members 
know, is exceedingly valuable, and I desire to congratulate the 
committee on having reported the resolution so promptly. The 
gentleman from Tennessee — RICHARDSON | is entitled to high 
commendation for the ability manifested in the preparation of 
this publication. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present another privi- 
leged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the ree Representatives concurring), That there 
be presto 10,000 a of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and 
Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together with all the 
appendixes, maps, plans, and profiles accompanying the same, as submitted by 
them; 6,000 of which shall be for the use of the House of Representatives and 
4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

Your committee, having had under consideration Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 245, to print 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endi- 
cott, and Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together 


with all the Cro, maps, plans, and profiles accompanying the same, 
as submitted them, recommend that the same be agreed to. The Public 
Printer estimates the cost at $15,325. 


The concurrent reselution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the sey- 
eral votes by which the two concurrent resolutions were agreed 
to was laid on the table. 


NATIONAL SOCIETY OF COLONIAL DAMES. 
Mr. QUIGG. Iask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, for immediate consideration, the bill which 


I send to the desk—House bill 8673, to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Before the reading proceeds I wish to say that 
the names of the incorporators occupy about a page and a half of 
print. I suggest that time may be saved by omitting the reading 
of the names. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the names will be 

omitted in the reading. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Justine Van Rensselaer Townsend Cire, Hewerd 
Townnsnd), of New York; Elizabeth Duane Gillespie (Mrs. ill 
go. < xf Penney! vania; Eleanore Kinsey 

eor * Britannia Wellington Kennon (Mrs. Bever'! 
ton, Elizabeth Bann ag Cds. altionze bi a ), of , 

EK itecd ‘ties. William Reed), of ; Est - —— (Mrs. J. 
Jackson), of Baltimore, Md. ; 1; Eliza ligabeth vo 
Leti 


Raty Quincey), of Bosto ™ 


usetts; Grace 
Massachusetts; Eienbeth Rebecca Lowell 
Massachusetts; Mrs. Samuel G 
ata ie Cote aoe Rae te aor Giles (Mrs. 
gon), 0 orth Caro ucy 
Carolina; Belle De Saussure, of Beeth Cardin: Eleanore Vi eonier 
Fairfay (Mrs, Hamilton B. Fairfax), of New York; Catharine Par 
sman (Mrs. William Bedloe Beekman), of New York; Eatherine tn 
Turnbull, of New York; Susan de Peyster 
ingston), ‘of New York; Maria Duan 


Drench ieeer 
Cornelia Jones Chadwick (Mrs. French Chadwick 
aepae Vanderbilt (Mrs. Cornelius Vanderbilt), of 
Reade M Parsons M 


ae oo ine rd of De la: Hilteabeth : eth D. of 
rence yard, © ns zabeth 
Delafield Ne (Mrs. Henry J ro 


syimout). of : Smith Perry 
Mra. iam coe bree: — Robinson (Mire. 
illiam Russell monyneon) ° 5 Eelvonbe th Lyons (Mrs, James 
Lyons), of Virginia; Lucy ee nt (Mrs. Poterfiel are. < Vir ron 
lla Dixon Mays (Mrs. Peter H. rH. Mays of Virginia; Edith 
horn Mason (Mrs. Li Mason). Rhode island: Florence Mi i 


athens a: J is 
of Rhode land; ; Mi io Mrs. ea P. Blair), of Washi 
D. C.; Henrietta’ Greely Mrs. Adolphus W. Greely), of 
1 Stockton William Clarke of N 
Digrinson, of New Je 
of North Garolina, and 
body corporate um and thelr eave United States of America by the name of 
‘The Nat Society of Colonial Dames of _amerion, for ic, historical, 
and educational pene gt a of the men 


and <n who. n who fn the colonia period, Uy ir recticade, = , and self- 
— dal, D y and Constitution, by thelr rect ned for the 
Pita Piborty and 


—— ecduistion at end | poe eas of histor- 


— at 
such rules as they shall 


by the Committee on the Li was 
and 14, page 8, the words “ United 
in lieu the words “ District of Co- 
lumbia”; so as to read ‘*a body corporate and politic in the Dis- 
trict of Columb 
ia Is there objection to the present consideration 
Mr. McoMILLIN. I was not able to hear the whole of the bill 
as read, I wish to inquire whether it does not appropriate space 
in srowmcmmens bes waiting: © to private uses. 


Mr. MILLAN. Oe aericic ene aah Qt 00. 

a ee It permits the trustees of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution to accept such manuscripts and other collections of the 
aa ees them. 

Mr. Mi . As donations? 

Mr. QUIGG. As donations. 

ee 
tion of the bill 


The amendment of eet ee theLibrary was to. 
—— bill as oe at a third 
; and it eee 


= motion of Mr. QUIGG, a Soames Seaseomalier’ last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PRINCE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


f. 
tion of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill om. R. TH) euthertting ani Se Soere 
ee ae S. ee nd Army of 
: Tl. and the med can: a 


aia . That the Secretary of the Nevy i Na and he 
authorized and directed to donate four Saito and _ =, by, 
cannon balls to James ‘T. Shields Post, No. 45, Grand 
the ‘Hepatic, of sea orate Knox ‘gn ee the soldi 
udgm ie 
eolate the Navy Navy cosh articles can ‘be spared without etrime mt tho 18 
ublicinterest: And Frovided further. That the United States shall not bo sup. 
Price aa porate t-of such donation. 


ane objection, the House proceeded to the considera. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise ‘to say a word, and only a 
word, about this bill; I will not delay the House. I should jo 
f ee ‘be to the ae Giapetitien ot a oo 
of an as may necessary of these bil] 
Sey ee ee ee ay states os 

ave one such myself [Laughter me say—and 
| prob Speaker's ear as well as eas House—that it ~ 

pr an important matter Pa many members her: 
that bills of this kind from their districts dou pees: that their ir 
Grand Army posts asking for these condemned cannon sh01\] 
receive them. Measures of this kind are the one thing, thank 
God, that can be passed ae costing the Government a cent. 
© quantities of condemned cannon—not more \ al- 

than scrap iron—indeed, not so valual) 
operation of these bills these condemned cannon aro 


Floyd shigpel away from the Se eo the Government at the expense 


‘The passage of these bills gives us an 
opportunity to cen a great many a and to meet ase 
ment out the country. It seems to me a littlo 
thing that ieee consent we should devote an hour io 
business of kind, ——— when we can authorize upon a 
single bill, and without te except during thirty minutes- _ 
am not criticising the action of the House—an expenditure 0 
$80,000,000. I am notsaying thatsuch an expenditure is not wise. 
But I wish to say, if the Speaker will recognize me, I will ask 

ous consent that for an hour, or so much thereof as m: Ly 
bills of this character now on the Calendar may be 


ecessary, 
Mr. BARTLETT of Ne 
‘of New York. Will the gentleman allow wo 


e| Eos 
CANNON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BARTLETT of 


of New York. I should like to ask the dis- 
from Tilinois why the Committee on Rules 
ee oe two hours 


of these bills? 
for the Committee on Rules. 
as a mr to ie atte 
But n necessary that tion should come 
. If it is in the mind of Speaker to submit 
request for unanimous consent, and if it is in the mind of the 
a to do this thing, which involves no expense to the Govern- 


ar. a ‘One other question. 
Certain] 


Mr. CANNON. y. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he knows.of any instance of these bills being objected 
to; and whether by taking them up in this way, singly, under 
unanimous consent, we may not do a good by preventing z 
the consideration of other bills which might be injurious to the 


public interest. 
Mr. CANNON. I was not looking at the question from that 
a a matter, as gentlemen will see, which 
sentiment in the country, while at 
disadvantage on the (ov 


ent. 

hen IT avail m under the rules, to sub- 
mit this matter to the House ifthe will recognize me 
when this bill is passed I will ask the to give unanimous 
see for the a on the Calenda italens o 

. HULI gentleman from tilinois ow me 

question? ' 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish to ask i regard to the cost 
of ea S of these guns. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New er will object—— 
Mr. HULACK (continuing). hs coment to the cost of trans- 
Sah 
° expense e 

themselves. 


Mr. HULICK. It has been stated that in some instances i 
these posts can alford to peg. deal more than many © 
ata evidence before the Naval 

tion, before 


ing = onan les af wn dr_comaderda, 
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ing the guns would cost some of these 


transporting ten times, 
serhaps fifty times, more than any would be a mS ee In 
one instance it was reported, I recollect, that the cost of trans- 
in response to an inquiry, 


Sabcndile othe teas biene Savy 
great guns ou are Island Navy- 
Yard, in more sauna positions. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
from Illinois that a bill has already been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs which authorizes the Secretary of War 
and the of the Navy, on request, to donate these very 
cannon aot Army posts and to municipal corporations for 
soldiers’ monuments. : 

Mr. CANNON. _Is that bill on the Calendar? | 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is; and I have a copy in my hand, with 


oir. CANNON. Then I will ask the Speaker to recognize me 


at the ‘time for consent to consider that bill. 
Mr. CHILD. AndI will state also that the Senate has 


already passed the bill, and it is before the House now as a Senate 


“ae CANNON. Then I will ask that we take up the Senate bill 
for CO 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. In addition to that, the Senate refuses, Iam 


ormed, to any more local bills. 
i, CANNON, Well, when this bill is disposed of, if I can get 
recognition, I will ask unanimous consent to consider the Senate 
bill to which the from New York refers. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move an amendment 
to this bill. I propose =o after ps eral andbrod bo = a the 
words ‘Provided, id cannon ike ore delivery.” 
This m I understand the Pension Committee has placed a 
veteran on the roll at $30 a month because of an explosion of one 
of these very , and I think it is well to provide in time for 
any other such contingencies. [Laughter. ; ; 

. HOPKINS. Is that amendment e in the interest of the 
life of (Laughter. 


The was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MORTGAGES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. —— I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages 
the Indian Territory. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it etc., That section 4742 of Mansfield’s Digest of the Laws of Ar- 
‘ore put in force in the Indian Territory, is hereby amended 
by to said section the f 2 
That if the is a nonresident of the Indian Territory 
—— in the judicial district in which the property 
is at the time the is executed. Sey é al 
in the Indian Territory heretofore executed and recorded in the 
district thereof in which the property was situated at the time they 


‘Were executed are hereby validated 


oan SPEAKER, Is thereobjection to the present consideration 


bill? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill before consent is given. 


Mr, BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, when first established a 
es ee: pet in force certain sections of 


4 
a 


Manfield’s Digest of the Laws of State of Arkansas. Among 
these was a provision for the recordation of m , Which 
provided that on real estate should be recorded in 
county where the estate was situated, and on 
ee a eeenee in the county where the mort- 
pacor ee en 
epee 7 personal where or 
resided outside o State, the State of A amended that 
section of ee -— provided in substance for the provision 
I will state to the House frankly that I have some question 
stows attempting to validate mortgages which have heretofore 
L have no interest in the matter myself, but introduced the bill 
Then seaeat of a juiigo of one of the courts, to whose attention 
and callitup by requests but Tihick tie bil okt oe 
up e bill ought to . 
There being no , the bill was considered, euiactaeel to 
be and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
“eae ie baeay nsid last vote 
oualiilenaee wii , @motion to reconsider the vo 





DISPOSITION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further considera- 
tion of the Senate bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to take the 
bill from the Calendar, to put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1885) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 


Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ordnance, guns, and can- 
non balls in their respective Departments 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
are each hereby authorized, in their discretion, to loan or give to soldiers’ 
monument associations, posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, and munie- 
ipal corporations condemned ordnance, guns, and cannon balls which may 
not be needed in the service of either of said Departments. Such loan or 
_ shall be made subject to rules and regulations covering the same in each 

epartment, and the Government shall be at no expense in connection with 


any such loan or gift. 
The SPEAKER. 
of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading. 
Mr. HENDERSON. [I should like the gentleman from Tlinois 
to explain the bill to us before it is passed. I did not hear it 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. CANNON, It is a Senate bill authorizing the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy to loan or donate con- 
demned ordnance to Grand Army posts or municipalities with- 
out expense to the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That does away with the necessity for 
these private bills? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is what I wished to know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is it entirely in the discretion of these 
two officers? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, entirely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no limit on their discretion? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That gives them precisely the power that 
these private bills give, as I understand? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it is going a little further than we 
have heretoforegone. The bill authorizes the donation of cannon 
to municipal corporations. 

Mr.CANNON. Very well— 

Mr. BLUE. That word “municipal” should be stricken out. 

Mr. PICKLER. The donating of cannon to municipalities 
ought not to beallowed, unless it is for the use of soldiers’ organ- 
izations. 

Mr. CANNON. The provision that we put upon private bills, 
and which is upon this bill, that the transportation charges shall 
be paid by the corporation or organization receiving the cannon, 
is quite enough of a guard. I hope the gentlemen will allow tho 
bill to pass. It is within the discretion of these officers to donate 
or loan the condemned ordnance. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, that word ‘‘ municipal” ought to be 
stricken out, so as to leave simply the word “corporation.” A 
cemetery corporation is not a municipal corporation, but most 
cemetery organizations are corporations, I think the word “mu- 
nicipal” is an unfortunate word. 

r. CANNON. The Grand Army posts will take care of the 
cemeteries. There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. What I fear about this is that this bill will let 
every little municipality in the country apply for these cannon, 
whether there is any Send Army post or cemetery connected 
with the municipality or not. It seems to me there will be a 
scramble for these cannon, and there will be none left for the 
Grand Army posts and cemeteries. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is this discussion or debate in 
erder after the bill is on its passage? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The debate is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are amendments in order now? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in order now, unless the 
pov by which the bill was ordered to be read a third time is recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask for a vote on the passago of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to put 
in an amendment including State or Territorial departments of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The provisions of the bill are ample 
now. 

Mr. CANNON, There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. There will not be enough of these cannon to 
go around to nearly all of these posts, and some States will not 
get anything under this law. 

Mr. CANNON. It costs from $300 to $500 to pay the freight on 
these cannon. There are plenty of them to supply the demand, 
and we get rid of all the private bills if we pass this one. I ask 


for a vote. 
I ask unanimons consent to offer an amendment. 


Mr. WILLIS. 
Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment, 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion of Mr. es was agreed to. 

The bill was pou 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT 8ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 

7 R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 

ippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 

from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 

County, [ll., and the southwest line of said county, which has 
the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that his bill will come up in the regular order very 
soon. 

PUEBLO, DURANGO, AND LEADVILLE, COLO., PORTS OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. BELL of Coiorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2508) to establish cus- 


toms ports of delivery at Pueblo, Duvenge, and Leadville, Colo., 
and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as ‘follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That Pueblo, He, Dazene, on d Leadville, all in the State of 
Colorado, be. and are here poh, ete customs of delivery, and attached 
to the pon of] ees in said Pe with the rights an pri 

to sald port ver, the surveyor of 


the Treasury designate from 

with all the 2 privileges pow 0 accorded b 

Cerveres ot pees hich port supervise ess trans- 
acted at such places in the enene manner and to thagame extentas at Denver. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been et by a committee? 
Mr. BELL of Colorado. It has been report 
The SPEAKER. The Chairs hears no  efestion. 


ae een a) Soeee reading; and it was according] 
read the third time, and . 


On motion of Mr. Bebo of Colorado, a motion to reconsider 
the vote Pager ee mee ig Ly see Seen eect lle one 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, there was a House bill 

reported including the name of one of the places. I move that 
that bill (H. R. 7257) be laid on the t table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHN M. DAVIS. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. a, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the mt consideration of the bill (8.56) for the relief 
of Baer M. Davis. 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed bill is not here. 
Mr. CLARK of Missour. It has passed the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. But the engrossed bill is not here. 
MRS. CLIFFORD NEFF FYFFE. 
Mr. DRAPER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 


pe fee of the bill (8S. 2600) granting a pension to . Clifford 


7 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Daterter bo, and he ts hershey 
authorized directed to pensicn roll 2 oom of Cliffo: 
Neff Fyffe, widow of f dosaph yf, i late a rear-admiral, Bat ted States Navy, 
at the rate of $75 pe 

a Teesenee. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if that bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. TALBERT. ee the right to object ding 

reserve the ° ¥ 
the reading of the aces. yn 
naieeet This ae th t that the 

ears © amoun 
is willing to grant to the widow of a most distin d officer. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLOWay) was read, as f 


gran Committe on nya Fenaon,to wham waa eerrod S$. 2600 
t Ars. Clifford Neff Fyite, having rd the Ml 20 


plcant herein, isthe daughter of the Inte Re Granville 
hin : v. Gran 
Sia volunteer colonels of the late war. 
eo oe Witten st wee — war, and died as the 
Tesult of a disease con 


= Ste pea as imaterial or = nein the basis for a 
pensi: . © a more distin- 
guished services ot her busban th inte 1} 
This office: fh Moog ab la p> De ete wor, 
_ ‘were of the most diecay Lanett oe of almost half 
sumer? Painted a mids on the 7th of paper. 7, itn the 5 age of sit 
was a midshipman, and 
Reuven ies His des th resulted from a 


very poor, with mo tnoome, the Fale eal 


gratiomen will not object when he | *? 
tleman 


guished husband having been encumbered for more than its 
vholly ene and ee means of support. value. She ts 
The cire pesmemesnet the petitioner appear, by papers submitted herewith, 
being ite deaf, and is disabled b 

the vena os her from An oom stand — ran 
mon year. ae entirely dependent u vel os 
she is now the past yea © income whatever. It a S that whee = 
Admiral was from ‘the active list of the Navy felt tin that’ being an 
exceptionally vigorous me, he might reasona pepeetey count upon ten or 
twelve cove in we to carry outa es a or rene ne improy- 
aug San he $e bogan this undertaking him for sery. 

xican war. He ae SS spring, and had he 

a absors ad all his 
nnd required the mortgaging of ae ys jing if. a Much was 
expended on which there ec oaeitetice. oducts were 
henomenall a last year of his lite’ but that dia not d sourage him, 
nee income, as well as a business for his son anda 


became a disaster instead of a \ 

She states that she can not sro" 

on for a singie one and his pay ome his death prevents her from 
ble to land. All must be closed to stop 

ses and sa Ste mortgage. It is estimated that there will not be 

chems even ) free her from the obligations of her husband, and all should 


the Senate at $75 month, and the foregoing is the sub- 
No. whith coutaben a state 
oS = rete is roby anade ment as to the 


Your ittee d the bill, with the following 


message em rn ‘seventy-five and insert in lieu thereof the 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, the only chance we have to dis- 
cuss these bills is during a Friday night session. They will not 


hich | allow even an amendment; and oo these grounds I object. 


TheSPEAKER. Objection is 
J. C, RUDD. 


, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present ciineie a bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. Sian for the benefit of J. O. Rudd. 
Beit tc., That the 
authorigod and direct directed to par James Bocretary Sanda the gun of san footer “oe 


money in the Treasu: ost otis balthine in the ces e amount due 
said Rudd for the rent of in the city of Owensboro, Ky. 


wee tale . there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. cing of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
0 


The gentleman from New York asks that the 


7 PuGH) was read, as follows: 

to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 152) 
; Wale submit the foilowing 

that J. C. Rudd, of enaboro, Ky., was the 
building at said town which was used and occupied by the post- 
boro from 1861 to 1875 for the distribution of United States 
oak proper’ by the postmaster at 
and said Moore, the 
pemneuns of rent to be paid ot by the Government for the 


the Post-Office Department in 


printed as a part of this report. 
claimant is entitled to $000 for 


passage of the bill 


and 
eet the words “of Owensboro, Ky.,” 
“three thousand five hundred” and 
the words eae hundred.” 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1896. 
receipt of your of the 10th instant rela- 
Lone - the post ofice a eer, 
yinform 
ooo, the cai a ES belonged to 


J y 1, 1872, {t belonged tothe third 


cent ~ rent 


t of th the Fer cu 
por ae the Department fo 
reut for tn which the oad oe was then located. This 
lowelige was until April 
oe ‘ so L. WILSON, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. T. M. Manon, 
Chairman 


Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


C __Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
- AWashington, D. C., april $, 806. 
Grn: Tound ree herewith few information a copy of a letter which 1 


have this day J. D. CLARDY. 
. H. JONES, 
ay reepectfaly, : First Assistant Prcscster-Gencral. 


APRIL 3, 1896. . 
repl your letter timo, to inform you that 
find Tt a en at the records tthe eae se office that —— 
postmaster oven, Ky., was not charged with any expenditure 











wance made 
the anee office ie te July 1, 1875. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. J. D. CLARDY, 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ; 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the core a question. 
As I understand, there was an allowance of $200 a year for rent 
after this became a second-class post-office? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir; after it became a second-class post- 


ce. 

oir. CANNON. When did it become a second-class post-office? 

Mr. CLARDY. In 1872; and this covers up to 1875. Previous 
to that time he had furnished the office for years, but of course 
that is all shut out, because there was no allowance. 

Mr. CANNON. This is after the office became a second-class 
office in 1872? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes; from 1872. 

Mr. CANNON. How long did he pay the rent? 

Mr. CLARDY. For three years, since 1875, the money has 
been paid, but from 1872 to 1875 the rent was allowed by the 
Post-Office Department, as I show by these letters here, but was 


not paid. 
. CANNON. Was it actually paid out? 

Mr. CLARDY. After 1872 there was an allowance of $200 a 

Mr. CANNON. Was the $200 per annum actually paid out 
from 1872 to 1875 for rent? 
. CLARDY. It was not paid, but it was allowed. 

Mr. CANNON. Nothing was paid? 

Mr. CLARDY. Nothing was paid the ter. At the end 
of that time the postmaster and could not make any request 


for its ent. This bill last year. 
“Mr. INS: NON. Then, eesaae from 1872 to 1875, after the 


office was made a second-class ffice; and you say nothing 
has ever been received, and it is a year for rent paid by the 


Mr. CLARDY. It was allowed, but has never been paid. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this claim 
should not be allowed. There is nothing here to show what the 
agreements were between this postmaster and the who 
owned the building. He had occupied this building from 1861 to 
1875. There is no evidence as to any contract or any agreement. 
Possibly there was a consideration—very probably there was a 
consideration—if can in this case, and the 


you get at the f 
probability is that this rent should never have been a! oe 
, ou * 
has been made, he comes and 


Now, this tleman comes to Congress not for 
that an allowance of $200 a year 

seeks to secure $200 a year from 1861 to 1875; and while the amount 

of money is not very great, permit me to say that from the evi- 

dence before the House this claim has not a particle of merit. 

There is no evidence here to show that this man should receive 


an . 
Th CE ARDY. The committee investigated this matter, and 
furnish the eee 


a ew that this gentleman di 
that it was rented from him, and that the money never was pai 
Mr. LOUD. Ido not doubt that, but there is evidently a con- 
sideration somewhere. That building was not occupied in that 
way from 1861 to 1875 unless there was some consideration that 
does not a) 
Mr. 
Mr 


the Department for rent of premises occupied by the 








First Assistant Postmaster-General. 


F 


mT ULARDY. Batit do F that the Department allowed 
x . Butit does appear e o 

$200 a year for those three , and also that the money never 
has been paid; and the evidence before the committee distinctly 
showed that the gentleman furnishing the house never received 


sented — 

Mr. CLARDY. Of course he made a claim at first for all the 
time, not kno but that the Department had made the allow- 
ance for the whole time; but when we came to investigate the 
matter we found that no allowance had been made previous to 
1872, the time when the office was made a second-class office. 

Mr. HULICK. I rose to ask why it was that when this gentle- 
man os a claim the committee allowed only about 
$600 of $2,006, as claimed? 

Mr. CLARDY. I have just that. He was not aware 


iu 
R 

i 
i 
i 
u 
EA 
$3 
s 
if 


the 
1872, the time when the Department first made 

1872 the office became a second-class office, and 
that the allowance was made. Now, we propose 


i 
é 
f 
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to pay only for the three years for which the letter of the Depart- 
ment shows that allowance was made, it appearing distinctly 
from the evidence that the money, although allowed, was never 
paid over. 

Mr. HULICK. And I understand that but for the death of the 
postmaster the money would have been paid? 

Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. That is merely an assumption. 

Mr. HULICK. And the committee recommend now that that 
amount be paid? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, 1 have expressed my objection to this 
bill to the House and to the gentleman personally, and I see no 
reason to change my view. 

Mr. CLARDY. I understood the gentleman to acquiesce. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; I never told the gentleman so. 

Mr. CLARDY. Dol understand the gentleman to say that he 
ar to the consideration of the bill? 

he SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


GEORGE JOHNSON, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pen- 
sion to George Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa. 

The bill was read. 


TheSPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 
Mr. HEPBURN. It has not, because it has not yet been reached; 
but it is a case that ought to receive attention. 
Mr. TALBERT. If it has not been considered at a Friday 
~~ session I object. 
he SPEAKER, Objection is made. 


WITNESSES IN LAND CASES. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 3268) to facilitate the pro- 
curement of evidence and to compel the attendance of witnesses 
in matters before the registers and receivers of the local land offices 
of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That when, in any hearing ordered to be had before the 
register and receiver of any local land office of the United States, it shall be 
stated to the register in writing by either party to such hearing that the tes- 
timony of any person is mate and necessary to the conduct of the case of 
said party, it shall be lawful for the register of said office, and it is hereby 
made his duty, to issue a notice in writing, directed to such witness or person 
——e him to appear at the time and place to be in said notice specified 
and stated, provided the same shall not be at a greater distance than 200 miles 
from the place of residence of said witness, and then and there to testify, by 
deposition or otherwise, as a witness in the matter of said hearing. Such no- 
tice may be served by the marshal of the United States for the district in 
which the witness resides, or by any deputy by him thereunto authorized, or 
by any person d and appointed in writing by the register by whom 
said notice chall have been issued. Any person who, being served with notice 
to appear and testify as herein provided, refuses or neglects to appear at the 
time and place designated in said notice, or who, after appearing, refuses to 
testify, he not being privileged from giving testimony, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, in the district court of the United 
States, or the Territory, holden in the district in which such person so served 
with notice to appear and testify resides, shall be punished b y a fine not to 
exceed the sum of , or be Sopsleoned not to exceed six months, or both, at 
the discretion of the court. The fees and mileage for witnesses notified to 
appear as herein provided shall be the same as those provided by law for wit- 
nesses in the courts of the United States; and no person notified to appear 
as a witness under this section shall be compelled to obey any such notice 
unless his fees for one day and mileage to and from the place where his evi- 
dence is to be taken shall have been tendered or shall have been waived by 
him at the time of service of such notice, nor shall the witness be required to 
remain in attendance at the taking of testimony longer than one day unless 
his per diem shall be tendered from day to day. 

So. 2. That all officers authorized by the laws of their respective States or 





Territories to take deposition are hereby authorized to administer oaths to 
witnesses and take testimony, by yey of deposition or otherwise, to be used 
at hearings in cases involving public lands, and any witness swearing falsely 
in any such case shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and shall, Ly convic- 
tion thereof, be liable to punishment prescr for that offense by the laws 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I call for the 
reading of the report. 

Mr. LACEY. I think I can explain the bill in less time than it 
will take to read the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well. 

Mr. LACEY. Repeatedly for a number of years the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Land Office have re- 

uested the passage of a bill of this character. This bill provides 
or securing the attendance of witnesses in contests before regis- 

ters and receivers of the local land offices. This bill was drafted 
in the Interior Department and was introduced by me, and has 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 
At present there is no way by which the attendance of witnesses 
can be compelled in land contests, and frequently the result is the 
miscarriage of justice, and in some cases the bribery of witnesses, 
who are hired to stay away. That is all there is in the bill. 
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. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the pas- 

of a bill on this subject, but I think the gentleman from Iowa 
Grill agreo with ane teat tisis Dill is protty dountio. ovides for 

mprisonment of a witness if he fails to attend. i 

ision ought to be stricken out, I think the fine is sufficient, 
especially as in many instances the amount involved is not likely 
to be so much as the fine. I hope the gentleman will have no ob- 
jection to striking out the ision for risonment. We are 
a little “ handy ” with ene tae by the Federal courts at any 


rate, 

Mr.LACEY. The bill has simply been adapted tothe method of 
compelling the attendance of witnesses before committees of Con- 
gress and other bodies which have no power to issue subpoenas. 


Mr. . “I think the provision for imprisonment }, 


ought to be stricken cut, and I will offer an amendment to that 
effect. I think the fine is enough, and that there ought not to be 


any imprisonment unless the —_ is in contempt of court, in 
which case he can be reached by a different process. 
The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman indicate his amendment? 
Mr. LACEY. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see would be to strike out, on page 2, commencing with the mat- 
ter after the word “dollars,” on line 28, down to and including 
the word “both,” on line 28. 
Mr, JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. The only way of enforcing the attend- 
ance of witnesses in these cases is by g the officials power to 


imprison recalcitrant witnesses. A fine, or the threat of a fine, 


receive very little attention; and the power to attach a per- 
s0n’s property for a fine will also amount to little, because a 
large number of these persons have . The 
fine to be enforced eee 
tumfalmen. IT 


; the provision for imprisonment is a 
—o ought to be retained. I hope Gn cadnah all te 
vo own. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
re DAGKY “qo te bjection whatever to the 
m . no 0 whatever 
I appreciate, i 


laid on the 
CHARITY HOSPITAL, BILOXI, MISS, 
Mr. DENNY. Iask unanimous consent 
———- of os (H. R. 7919 = - 
ntenance of a poapitel Biloxi, Miss. 
‘The Dill ras vont as folov: 


She hulidingn apd queen inet anid tepid, x shall be dete: ‘ 
the mayor and of aldermen Of ealdolty of Bileh won ae presen. 
such rents, leases, or sales shall be app exclusively to the mainten:»,.... of 


hospital. 
The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 


Tn line 5, after the word “ ” insert the words “‘a tract no} 
ceeding 160 acres in extent, to be se by said city from.” * not ex. 
In 16, after the word “Provided,” the word “however.” 
out all of line 16 after the word ** and all of lines 17, 18, 19, 9 
y . act, accent is 
, and that whenever said lands shall cease to be used by said city 
mentioned, the same shall revert to the United States. 


bil 
Mr, CANNON. [I listened tothe reading of the bill and amen. 
ments; but on one ale ee a ams og Does this 
measure propose mere granta now by the Govern- 
ment “ee which to build a hospital? ores 
Mr. DENNY. sir. 


Mr. DENNY. On the Back Bay of Biloxi, about 2 miles from 
the city of Biloxi. 

Mr. CANNON. What is its value? 

Mr. DENNY. Its value, as I am informed, is merely nominal, 
It is valueless for agricultural and other purposes. It is suitable 
for this but I believe valueless for any other purpose. 

Mr. C ON. Does the bill as amended give authority to sell 


any portion of the site? 


jacaeeudthes te ee eee 
purpose S ‘ceases used for that 
the whole tract will revert to the Government. 
Mr. CANNON. The Government has no use for this site? 
Mr. DENNY. No, sir. Itisa of what was known as the 
the whole which I believe was by the 
last Congress transferred to the Interior Department for home- 


stead p ; 
Mr. CANNON. I do not know that I have any objection to 
a 


site. 
That is all that this bill 
One hundred and acres make a pretty 
—— @ grant of lands to endow a hos- 
to, ‘went into that business gener- 
hospital in my own town which I should be glad 


a rather large tract, if it were all 
of the land is covered with marsh 
on ee the Back ~~ 
‘any Other purpose; an 
is high land. 
House bill or a Senate bill? 


to the Senate, should 

session wpon a conference 

‘ be called to any 
a@ grant of land in aid of the 


state that the original proposition was to 
‘more or less. 


of a charity hos- 
ithout objection, the title will be amended 


Me DENY, «motion to reconsider the vote by 
‘was passed was laid on the table. 
SOPHIA AND JULIA ©. SPARKS. 

COFFIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 


a oD 0 Deep ele < Saghts Syeein on Julia 
‘was 


as 
ete. the is hereby, 
° * in me -_> a 
; ks, nna 
o deceased, 


4 
4 
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Inte of the eame place, the sum of $070.58, in fall payment for sundry ssp The letter was read, as follows: 

and he to net United Naval Academy. , Navy DEsPARTMENT, Mey 1, 1898. 
2 Sir: Referring to your letter of the llth instant, receipt of which was ao- 
The Is there knowledged on the 12th, relative to the Department's answer o! the ith of 
Mr. BARTLETT of New ¥v I would like to hear the report. | February last, to a request from the House Committee on Claims for infor- 
foll. . mation and an ¢ ion of opinion concerning the matters mentioned in 

The report Mr. SNOVER) was read, as follows: expressi op the mu 
nh ont the bill (H.R. 956) for the = waa R. 5472) — aos = Goes and — . Spertn of Sears, 
The Committee on Claims, whom was referred » .." in which state that “the Speaker will not let it (eaid bi re- 
relief of and Julia C. Sparks, have duly fhe same and sub- thereon of itteeon Claims) come before the House unless the Navy 
mit the partment acknowledges that it owes the bill and that it ought to be paid,” 
The facts out this bill arises are in I have the honor to state that the second paragraph of the letter of the 16th 
Sparks and JuliaC. named in this bill, are the | of February last, above mentioned, was intended to mean that inasmuch as 
ata children of Edward Sparks, who at the claims of the heirs of Edward Sparks, late storekeeper at the United 
Md., in 1868, and who - lifetime a at the United States Naval Academy, as set forth in the bills therein referred to, for books 


and other supplies furnished to the Naval Academy by Mr. Sparks, appeared 

to be certified to by the secretary of the said Academy, the same were con- 
by the Department to be just claims against the Government 

With regard to the claim in the sum of $272for hair pillows and mattresses 

to have been furnished the United States Hospital at Annapolis in 

1861 for the use of certain regiments of New York and Massachusetts militia 


other articles for the publicuse of said Academy, | then quartered in that city, the Department had no information, and conse 
a of $670.58, all duly in triplicate vouchers | quently made no recommendation, a fact which emphasizes the meaning of 
therefor, the name and value of each article and the date when the second paragraph of its letter above referred to 
same WS SO said certificate reciting that said “sxpplies so fur- HILARY A. HERBERT, 
nished were suited to the ends in view, and charged for at reasonable 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. CHARLES E. Corrty, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. LOUD. Well, thatis a very politic letter, Mr. Speaker; it 
does not say anything. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New Yerk. I would like to ask the gentile- 
man if the second item referred to in the letter of the Secretary 


claims to the attention wo Congress See eee aay erotstive ana | of the Navy is included in this bill? 

who, on February 18, 1874, the petition, of said children in the Mr. COFFIN. No; it isnot. It was included in the first bill, 
praying payment, but from then till now said petition hasever remained of | but the committee left it off of the bill, and it was not included 
record files of the House sectee some. 80, 1804, duly referred | in the bill of the last session. This bill does not include it. 

to the Na a aa dee te ition aoe ystems Mr. LOUD. The Speaker knows, and the House knows, that 
Feb Thos, uly referred to the’superintendent of said Naval Acad-| jit is regarded as a personal matter when objection is made to 
em py Boe for similar purposes. : pe 


‘SPEA 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it ought not to be so con- 


shows said articles were so duly furnished at the dates as recited in € . R 
Saeae thet the come wane gover paid toe, 208 hs ewe tae sidered. The question is submitted with entire freedom for every 
es nited States ha KB, 2 Gorniehed by individual man to object or not. If a member has reason to ob- 


ject, he should exercise his right without question. 

Mr. LOUD. I opposed this matter in the committee. That 
‘was three or four years ago, and I do not now recollect the reason; 
but there must have been some lack of merit in it, for it did not 
commend itself to me at that time. But, as I have said, I dislike 
very much to interpose an objection for the reasons stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, or any other gentleman, is 


case before the Com on had the honor to} at ect liberty to object without it being a matter of reproach 
be a member of that committee, and recollect it very | to him; and it ought to be so understood in the House. 
strenuously at that time. What the reasons were haye nowes-| Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
caped my memory. But the facts in the case do not of; There was no objection. 
seuss, + know I must have had good reasons for the oppo-| Mr. sees. WOW, me. Speaker, since consent has been 
given, I wish to make a singlestatement. Here were certain sup- 
And I wish to say now that I do ee plies furnished to the Naval Academy at Annapolis between 1861 
a anon favoring claims of this , and to | and 1865, and, as it appears by the report of the committee, there 
said or written by a —— without were vouchers filed, but no satisfactory reason is given as to why 
the letter or the are as a rule short, payment was not made. Now, the Secretary of the Navy sends a 
we ought to have the information before taking action on these | communication here saying that this claim is just and proper, but 
matters. I would like to have the letter of the of the} without any explanation whatever as to why it was not paid at 
Ce ee mete the appropriate time. 
in this matter)—I would like to have that letter presen’ The only reason for nonpayment is that the appropriation for 
House. that purpose was cuhenion . What was the duty of the Depart- 
Mr. COFFIN. It is in the file room, and was in my n. | ment then under the circumstances? Simply to send to Congress, 
[have seen it. In addition to I wrote to the of the | when in session, an estimate of the necessary deficiency to meet 
Na —— = him in to the matter, and he replied | the claim; not to oblige the claimant to come here and press a 
on May 14, in he says: claim, but a legitimate, appropriate thing to be paid by the De- 
aa. wane wese considered by the Department to be just claims against in ye way, and if there was no money, to ask 
Sereramas gress for a iency. ot a single excuse is given for defer- 
Mr. LOUD. What else does he say? ring the payment for a series of years. 
It is not desirable, Mr. , for me to object to all of these len, it seems to me that the Secretary of the Navy ought to 
cases. I dislike to do so, gentlemen are very apt to re-| have said something more than be did say in this communication. 
it as @ personal matter. But when you the ma-| He ought not to simply turn it off on Congress and say that Con- 
of — me to say, when you have *@vidence | gress has not made any appropriations. He ought to have added 
but little to recommend them. that the Department would at once send an estimate to Congress 
Now, in case, I know this party has furnished supplies to| for a deficiency. That is what should have been done by the Sec- 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis; but I recollect very well that | re of the Navy. If the case is as he has stated, and there are 
it was adisputed claim. There wassome question about it which | no facts, I see no reason why the claim should not be paid, 
raised doubt in mind as to its ae: and for that reason I} and no reason why it should not have been paid years ago, by the 
sa was a member of committee. Certainly | action of the Navy Department in sending to Congress an esti- 
to be ae for the claim at this | mate for a deficiency appropriation. 
day, so after supplies were Myrecollection} It seems to me that any Department which allows claims, if 
is on an investigation the supplies were either not ordered | they are just claims, as stated in this letter, to run along from 
i the Department or were not accepted by the Department. | year to year and does not communicate to Congress the fact that 
‘Was some good I am sure. there are certain deficiencies unpaid, and which does not ask an 
Mr. COFFIN. I have the here from the Secretary of the ion for their payment, is derelict in its duty, and it 
Navy, in which he says it is a just claim the Department. in a bad position to send communications in this 
. LOUD. ee ns then way, and put the responsibility upon Congress, as though Con- 
Mr. COFFIN. I do not understand. I do not know why had Soom derelict, and not the Navy rtment. 
are not paid. In fact,a just claim against the| Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the distinguished gentle- 
by no means a sure thing. man from Maine arraign the present Secretary of the Navy or all 
the letter up to the desk and ask to have it read. his predecessors? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Iarraign no one. I simply say that if this 
was a claim that ought to have been paid, as stated in that com- 
munication, and if it was not paid simply through lack of appro- 
eee that the Navy a ent—no matter who was at the 

ead of it, for it makes no difference in that respect—ought to 
have sent an estimate to Congress for a deficiency appropriation, 


and then it would have been ap ted for and paid long ago. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask the gentleman if the per- 
son to blame was not the one who filled the office of Secretary of 
the Navy in 1864 or 1865? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I should think so, from the information which 
we have. I think the fault was away back in 1865, if this informa- 
tion is correct, 


Mr, CANNON. If theclaim is as the gentleman says, the claim- 
ant himself might have presented this account to the accounting 
officers of the ry, and they, finding it correct, might have 
certified it to Congress for consideration and appropriation, it be- 
ing an audited account for a public service authorized by law, 
where there was ‘no eqeecpes on, 

Mr. DINGLEY. t is true. It occurs to me that there are 
probably some facts connected with this matter which have not 
yet been made public. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no doubt about that. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Facts that do not appear in this communica- 


Mr. LOUD. And they are easy to be had, too. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
it was accordi read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COFFIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, MARYLAND. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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and upon the establishment of tl 
the distance, a surfman fr 
t ey a, roqarn in four 
elding : 
inches at every step. Be effect u m the surh 
eir strength 


and health and the beats had to be shortened. They'were so far rei... 
to leave a gap of 1} miles uncovered by the pa patrol was main. 
tained for some time, when the district officers recommended a sti/| further 
reduction as indispensable. The following is an m & joint letter 
of the district superintendent and the inspector to the matter: 
ait cieee es Galt aaa toe 6 miles in a wa’ four hours to 
go and return a and as it occurs that the beach is patrolled night 
sre Say. 8 be, owe as great asshould be exacted, from the fact ¢ t 
the are Seen Cu Ronee of Sis present length of the patrol, 
and will, if the distance is not shortened, increase the pension (dis. 
ability a fe hte Deans Ore wi the surfmen patrol are 
soft sand, walking very labori: bringin undue 
upon the muscles of the lower limbs and rendering the present task ont 
pad impossible and unfitting the men, in case of wreck, for performing 
Accordingly the beats were shortened to 3 miles from each station 
a strip of coast midway between the stations (and therefore mos: ae 
from _, whereby vessels Cpenting in this dangerous localit 
pI orn thick weather are deprived of advantage, often vi 
In view of these considerations, the establishment of the stati posed 
by the bill is, in my judgment, very desirable. sana 
» yours, 8. I. KIMBALL, 
Superintendent, 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The bill was ordered to be and read a third time: and 
a ee read the time, and passed. 
On motion o: . DINGLEY, the title was amended s0 as to 


the establishment of a life-saving station 
on the coast of Mary " 

On motion of Mr. MILES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR BARK VILA. 


, . BENNETT. Mr. I ask unanimous consent for 
The bill was read, as follows: the present consideration a the bill (H. R. 6776) to provide Amer- 
A bill (3. BR, 7255) for the establishment of a life-saving station for the bark Vila. 
Be tt enacted, cte., "Thar the Geare Sine iieeieniiisti and heis hereby, | _¢ bill was read, as follows 
aut to establish alifesaving station on the coast of Maryland, between Be tts gic, That the Cosnmlentener of Navigation is hereby author. 
wick Island Ocean ames B iste 
Ee Util top ittesee i iatstidaies eammee a citizen of the inited Btabes, to be registered asta voenel of the United Stet 


un a. Is there objection to the present consideration 
e 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is this simply an authorization? 
. MILES. That is all. It been favorably reported. I 
should like to have the report read. 
Mr. LOUD. Has it been recommended by the Department? 
Mr. MILES. It has been recommended by the Department, and 


the recommendation is a very eae 
Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, this bill only authorizes it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. "It oaly thorizes the Secretary of the N 
, : only au avy, 
in his discretion. 
Mr. MILES. That is all. 
The report (by Mr. WANGER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Commerce, to w 
the bill (H. R.7255) entitled “A Mill for the ontablichawent of 
tion on coast va t ~ a f 


sie wake sentences ore 
that of the 


consideration, 
me bay ees eg agent dow th designated in the bill. 
on near the 
tere ane appended hereto as part of this report: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF 
Washington, 


THE SECRETARY, 
D. C., April 6, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor te acknow 
H. R. for the esta’ 
coast 
P 
in 


the receipt by your reference of bill 
“ provi To Bites station on the 

of land," for suggestions touching the merits of billand the 
ropriety of ae penenae. 
in reply 1 would sta that the matter was referred to the General Super- 
tendent of the Life-Saving Service for report, which has been received and 
is herewith transmitted with my concurrence. 
Respectfully, y 

8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
AIRMAN COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Represeniatives. 


to the zy t for examination and 
the letters of the A Secretary and of the Gen- 
Life-Sa Service Se er ee 


The Cn 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Orricr GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


Washington, D. C., April 6, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge 
ed the Committee on Interstate and 





The —_ Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. McCormick) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was re- 
register for the bark Vila, has 


the Vila was presumably 
found within American waters; that she was taken in tow by 
steamer—the Breidablik—and towed to the port of New York, 
by due course of law, for of $450. Acontract for 

at a cost of was entered into, and said repairs 

‘or. The committee, believing that 
complied with in this case, recom- 


i 


might have been regis- 


Department. Why was it not done? 
not receive registry in that way 


General | because they could not tell whether she was wrecked in American 


ornot. She was found, after having drifted into Ameri- 
the Breidablik. If she had been wrecked 


Treasury Department, as I understand it, 


to her. : 

facts sustained by affidavit? — 

the hands of the pocunaliten. 

tonnage of this vessel’ 

very small. 
must be very peculiar 

for $400 requires but $3,000 to put it in 


The evidence was all in the hands of the com- 
is unanimous. 
It is a unanimous report from our com- 


6 , that the evidence 

recite aieortain where the 
is easy to ascertain. 

The suelo drifted into can waters, 

and brought to the port of 

to the place where 

to say that she was wrecked 


assumption is that she was wrecked out of 
American waters, but that is made a part of the report to mislead, 
because if she was wrecked in American waters the parties owning 
of the Treasury and get a register. 


s 
g 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
tion of the bill? 
The bill was o 


resent considera- 
After a pause.}| The Chair hears none. 

ered to oo ah = ae and 
ing engrossed, it was acco y read the third time, an a 
On meen of Mr. BENN , @ motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BENJAMIN MARCH. 


Mr. APSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


resent consideration of the bill H. R. 6198, a bill authorizing the 
Recretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin 
March n of Ruth March. 
The was read. 
The report (by Mr. Grarr) was read, as follows: sie as 
Commi Claims, consideration the bill (H. R. 5740) 
lee te Recretary oi — to Gane a duplicate ied to Ben- 
March,as guardian of Ruth March, an insane person, find the follow- 
facts from the sworn proofs in the case: 
+ Ruth March lives in Ashley, a small town in Massachusetts, and has 
resided there for many years; that she is 84 years of age and has become 
United eaneee registered ee en oat call the pa 
ard faces tune ¢0 time down to and including the inter- 


, was dul ted 
ee ee ae 


thoroug 
said bond and it has not been 
shortly before burned some of her papers. It 


not burned. 

The affidavits by her neighbors and those with whom she came in contact 
rebut the presumption t been 
and proves, a the opinion of the commi 
stro: ugh the evidence is circumstan on that 
is in such a condition mentally as not to be able to fu 
on the subject. ag 


: 
; 
: 
se 
E 
: 
4 
& 
; 


t. The woman 
any information 


The recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 

words “equal to,” in the thirteenth line of said_bill, ay ee in lieu 

thereof the words “in double,” and as thus amended the bill do 

recomm ~ yp rth onto teien mh pen AY me ponte ay 4 
no du fe) 

Tharch is known tohave bnow as to whether she assigned the bond 

she was mentally competent to do so. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 


man if this bill has been favorably by a committee? 

Mr. APSLEY. It has been favorably by a committee. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What committee? 7 
Mr. APSLEY. The Committee on Claims. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third read- 
aa aan engrossed, it was y read the third time, 
and passed 


The gentleman from Massachusetts called up 
the bill H. R. 6198, but the which was read was the 

the bill H.R.5740. The 5740 as to be amended 
the committee is identical in terms with the bill H. R. 6198. 
there be no objection, the Chair will cause to be substituted the 
bill H. H. 8740, which is, precisel the same, so as to have a uni- 
f in the records. Chale hears no objection. 
H. R. 5740 as amended is as follows: 


instructed to 
guardian of Ruth March, an insane in lieu of ; 
cent bond issued under the acts of Jal “M7 ah ete 
1871, No. for 000, inscribed in name of Ruth and to 
have been or d Provided, That the said H. shall 
~ pb eft 4 vation oh tne 
; we accrue 
principal becomes due and payable, with two caficient 


Neary, 6 bearing or an to to said Sioux 
a stl ge fbr period Sots ac 


ton of the al objection to the present considera- 
; , I would like to have the read. 
Mr. Y. ask that the report be rend, Mr. Gpeaker. 


The report (by Mr. Curtis of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 228, 
have carefully considered the same, and report it back with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

The Senate report is made a part of this report. 

[Senate Report No. 572, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Indian Depredations, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee, report the same favorably to the Sen- 
ate, with recommendation for its passage, and adopt as their report the 
statements and report made by the committee during the Fifty-second Con- 


gress. 

Considering the large number of affidavits presented, there seems to be no 
question as to the helpless condition of the claimant, Mr. McGee, or as tothe 
statements made that he received his injuriesatthe handsof roaming bands 
of the Sioux tribe of Indians. In the judgment of your committee the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, after hearing the arguments pro and con, can safely 
be trusted under the provisions of the bill to pay this man from such funds 
of the moneys of the Sioux Nation as may be available. 


(Senate Report No. 1230, Fifty-Second Congress, second session. ] 


Your committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 3582, respectfully report 
the same favorably with amendments. 

It ap that in July, 1864, a supply train started from Fort Leaven- 
worth, Tee. for Fort Union, N. Mex., in charge of one J. L. Riggs. When 
they had arrived at the Great Bend of the Arkansas River, Walnut Creek 
Station, Kans., the party was attacked by a band of the Brule Sioux [ndians 
under the leadership of the chief, Little Turtle. The massacre which fol- 
lowed was one of the most bloody. nearly all being killed or wounded. Of 
those wounded was one Robert McGee, now of Excelsior Springs, Mo., a boy, 
being then about 15 years of age, who was pierced by ten arrows, scalped, 
and tomahawked in a most brutal manner. He was taken to Fort Larned, 
where, by the skill of physicians and careful nursing, he was partially re- 
stored to health, though suffering greatly from contusions of the skull, which 
have made his life a struggle against suffering to the present time. 

The statements here madeas to his identity and present condition are sup- 
ported by the affidavits of many reliable citizens who knew him then and 
who know him now. Among these are Hulbert H. Clark, M. D., of Santa 
Cruz, Cal., attending surgeon of hospital at Fort Larned, Kans., in 1864, and 
who cared for Mr. McGee. He says: 

“In the matter of Robert McGee, I, Hulbert H. Clark, M. D., a resident of 
Santa Cruz, Cal., hereby certify that while in the United States service as 
acting assistant surgeon, being stationed at Fort Larned, Kans., as post sur- 
geon, did, on or about the 16th day of July, 1864, receive into the United States 
—_ hospital Robert McGee, a boy about 16 years old, who had been wounded 

numerous places, including the almost complete (entire) removal of the 
scales his wounds and injuries being inflicted by the Brule Sioux Indians, led 
by Chief Little Turtle, in their attack upon a Government supply train then 
en route westward, being on the day of the attack, which, I believe, was July 
14, 1864, at or near the Great Bend of the Arkansas River, from which point 
the wounded ed Fort Larned two days later. The said Robert McGee 
remained in my cnerge about three months, during which time he was visited 
by General Curtis, who instructed me to give him special care; also gave 

Gee an order on the quartermaster for such clothing as was necessary for 
his comfort. 

“When he left the hospital he was very weak and fully two-thirds of the 
surface of the skull was not healed, being covered by a very delicate coat of 

ulation and which bled upon the slightest friction; also a wound of the 
eft elbow and in left 


‘oin was still open. How he survived is unaccount- 
able. When he reach 


the hospital he was unconscious from shock, loss of 
blood, and want of food. It was several days before he could whisper so as to 
be understood. He was handled by raising him in the sheet; his many 
wounds—some l4 in number—about chest, arms, and abdomen prevented us 
grasping in the ordinary manner. I have not seen him since he left Fort 


“T made a report of all the cases that came to my charge at that time, mak- 


ing McGee's special because of his youth and its severity. I have no interest 
in any am he may make upon any Department of the United States Gov- 
ernmen 


“H. H. CLARK, M. D., 
“ Ex-Acting Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of November, 1892. 
“ED. MARTIN, Clerk. 
“By D. J. MILLER, Deputy.” 
Other affidavits of a like character are furnished by Nathan Swan, of 


Klova, Colo.; James L. Riggs and Martin Brown, of Pike County, Mo.; D. B. 
Gresham, of Meriden, Kans.; Miss Martha Sapp, of Wyandotte, Kans.; Jasper 
A. Hanna, of Brunswick, Mo., who was a private soldier at Fort Larned and 


acted as nurse to Mr. McGee during his sickness; J. R. Tunks, of Caldwell, 
Mo., who also acted as nurse for a short period. A letter from Mr. Belt, 
Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date of November 7, 1892, states 
that, under treaties of April 8, 1868, and agreements of oan 28, 1877, and 
March 2, 1889, the Brule Sioux Indians, of Rosebud Agency, 8. Dak., were 
made sharers of the beneficiary appropriations made to the Sioux Nation. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill as amended 
so as to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to investigate the claim of 
Mr. McGee for $10,000 compensation for his injuries, and to pay the same, if 
just and equitable, from the interest money due the Sioux Nation. 


Mr. LOUD (during the reading of the report). 
I do not care to hear any more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to hear some’explanation of this bill. I have no doubt as to the 
truth of the historical facts recited, but my ngeiry is as to the 
principle, the legal principle, involved of the right to take money 
that belongs to the Sioux Indians and pay for injuries that were 
inflicted in war really by a former generation of Indians; and I 
would like to know further whether the beneficiary of this fund 

poses to afford them an opportunity to see whether their rights 
ve been defended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will simply state, Mr. Speaker, there seems 
to be no doubt of the fact that the beneficiary was scalped by this 
band of Sioux Indians. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. When did it take place? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In 1864. The claim has been pending before 
Congress for some years. I will further say that the bill makes 


Mr. Speaker, 





wr 
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no appropriation, but simpl authorizes the Secretary of the In- 
terior to investigate the claim and to award to this man, after 
such investigation, $10,000 or so much thereof as he in his judg- 
ment thinks the claimant justly and equitably entitled to. The 
claimant has resided in my district for about five years, and prior 
to that time was a resident,I believe,of the State of Kansas. I 
know him personally. His condition is absolutely pitiable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I have no doubt as to the 
accuracy of the historical facts; but this seems to me a new prin- 
ciple—ai least it is new to me in this House—that of taking the 

oe of a trust fund of the Indians and pa it to an indi- 
for injuries he received in war. It issimply on that point 
of _ law —— that I would like to hear the gentleman. 
I quote from the report: 


A ee from Mr. Belt, Acting Commissioner of Indian Aff: 
of November 7, 1 states that under treaties of <A; 
ments of February 28, 1877, and March 2, 1889, the Brule 

Agency, 8. Dak., were made sharers of the 
made to the Bioux Nation. 


Mr. Speaker, [am not familiar with the precedents. I know 


the matter has been thorough] at the other end of 
the Capitol, and ne it was y veuiiees there. It the 


Senate unanimously after some consideration, formaland informal. 
Mr. CURTIS of I would suggest tothe oe that 
nothing is to be paid until after an investigation have been 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is true; nothing is to be paid until after 
an investigation. 7 bill, as a he uaia, a aa = 
any ropriation. amoun any, is ~ 
ined by the of the Interior. 

Mr. GAMBLE. As I understand, this bill simply authorizes 
pa ment to be made if it be found the is legally entitled to it. 

r. DOCKERY. If he is lega’l — to it he is to be 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may and equitable. 

Mr. GAMBLE. on Indian 


rs, under date 


A873 
appropriations 


I am a member of ae 

Affairs, but I did not happen to be present when that bill was 

considered, and I do not care to object to the consideration of a 
bill which has been by the committee—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been reported by the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Bh ee ee Se ee erin, 
asstated by the gentleman from North Here is an occur- 
rence thi years ago. Trust funds have come to the Sioux 
Indians since that time; and to pay for a injury, taking 
that amount out of the general funds of tribe, is a 
which impresses me that the criticisms made by the 
from North Dakota are just; but if the 
ee ee ee 


r. DOCKERY. Itis. One of the Senators from South Da- 
kota, eet am iotemnee. , objected to this ine basing his objection 
somew upon grounds suggested tleman from 
North Dakota (Mr. Jounson]; Meet think the bill ne 
meets the objection he made, because it refers the winis matter 
to the of the Interior for investigation and allowance. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. These Indians were not entitled to any part 
of this fund at the time the injury was inflicted, as I understand? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I can not say whether or not that is true. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The or cams ** Senaaianmae cs 
Oe GAMBLE. Ido not lik to object to the gentleman's bil 
but [ will ask him to let it go over until to-morrow 
Mr. DOCKERY. I trust the gentleman will not object to the 

. itis from his committee, and while it is true that 
ra an ee ee 
ste SPBAKEI. 1 Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota objected. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

. x , under what order are we now acting? 

Are we proceeding by unanimous consent? 
By unanimous consent. 
Splice Stet fir, These 
e 
previous q 


er nthe pt le bills upon which the 


igaeee upen w. on last, the 
to their passage, hich cod ella soon ih 
aside —e engrossment, were ey aian up, read the third 


A bill R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon; 
A ll (H R. Sat Seandinn ok blaaenas increase of pension to Isaac H. 


in » Ky.; 
HB sal) to Sarah Ann 
atin bait xB. Sait» punting « yeison to Eleanor L. Ountis: 


vious question was 


= preriee to Neil McNeil; 
of + ag P. Pauley; 
@ pension Margaret ‘A. Kidws 
of and granting a pen ae to 


| to increase the pension of Levi T. FE. J. hnso 
a pension to Henderson M);) ae “ 
) granting an increase of pension to }\, ry E, 


to Mary Collins 
of Emily A. Mann; 
) to correct the military record of W illiam FP, 


eoatine @ pension to Mary Arnold (amenq. 


bbb 
5 EEE 


s 
& 


a 
EF Es= 


oo 


cement charge of Boeri: fro 
—_ on Tom the 
the of desertion now st: anding 


Tatler gohvalie Company E, Fifty-second 
uring the late war (amendine nt to 


1508) granting a pension to the widow of Gen, 


to increase the of Melita E. White: 
Aw remove the of desertion from the 


ae correct = military record of Homer C, 
ting a pension to Thomas 8. Dang! 

foment Pei Bane. 

) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 

4) granting an honorable discharge to John J, 


Wg amare Af cane to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 
89) granting a pension and for the relief of f Dr, 


for the relief of Hager; 
granting an pension to Thomas G. 


to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 
granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. 


Kans. ; 
@ pension to Mrs. Mary E. Freeman; 
a Siideamane cone 4. Allen. 
ion had not been 
taken up and 
and unr the 


previous question 
operation thereof the 
ae: 


Sarah Martin; and 
of Mrs. Mary L. Ale 
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E one of its clerks, 
the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the of the two Houses 


— 3013) to amend 
nited States, to im- 

and thereby also to 
the Senate had passed bills of 


e House was 
— for the erection of a public building 


to provide compensation for a bridge and for 
improvements constructed by certain persons 
afterwards set apart and reserved as the Yel- 


acoaeet desertion from the mili- 
alice at of John Veeley. 


the Senate 
to the 


without 

ver, Cripple 

t of way fora 
forest reserves, 


~. the bill 8 
W. Sutherland, 
‘otes of the 

vi Mr. 











out amendment the bill (H. R. 270) the time of holding 
terms of the circuit and courts of the in 
the northern district of Cali 


alifornia. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 


‘bill 8 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; and 

4 bill ie th meeting on teaveannet toC. E. Philbrook, 
widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of ty-fourth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteers. 


Resol the has heard with the death of 
tative the State of Texas. 
ote Rove aee asia eae cnter that 
fitting tribute to memory. 
f the Senate be tendered to 
Resolved, That rupee of the members 0! a — 


po a 
em \. 
Hesolved, additional mark of respeet to the memory of the de- 
ceased the Senate do now adjcurn. — calen 
A further message from the Senate, . PLATT, one 
clerks, announced that the Senate had the bill (S. 2420) to 
ene the pay of noncommissioned officers of the Army; in 
which the concurrence of the House of tatives was re- 
quested. 


MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 
Mr. PAYNE submitted the following conference report: 
The of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 


committee 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill “An act to amend section 
4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to the merchant 
jpeies cagsneny aarvies, end) Caiebe alte So Sarees efficiency of the 
Naval Reserve,” having met, after and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to. respective Houses as follows: 
i} F. t to the amendments of the 
Senate and agree same with amendments as follows: 
pe Oe anaes ok a8 eqatien: 9 sien ond ee weak, | eee, 
net folowing ae = ™ * 
“And in all cases where the issue is the suspension or revocation of such 
vided for insection 4482 of the Revised Statutes, the accused shall be allowed 
to appear by counsel and to testify in his own behalf." 
ty SOEs 
& 3 Soren 
Managers on the part of the House. 
WM. P. FRYE, 
WATSON C. SQUIRE, 
Managers on the part of Senate. 


the as follows: 

A bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Breitling—to the Commit- 
A int resolution R. 141) to earry into effect two resolutions 
of Continental Congres directing monuments tbe ret 
to the memory of Gens. Francis and William Davidson, of 









North the Committee on the 

oan Seana daar Roominae ott tomtien, tu Minn 2M. 
Ries et gatnnssee to. widow 
Ba ne = an admiral in the States 
“a bill . @ pension to Mary E. Ely—to the Com- 
A 1 ; 

the ee) | ting @ pension to Elijah N, Parkhurst—to 
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& bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Carrie A. Moody—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S..2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
A a aeeeh peeling a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter of 
the late Thomas Emmott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2812) granting a pension to William T. Hill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2489) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (8.2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to William F'. Gowdy—to the 
ittee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 1300) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett—to the 
ittee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 752) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (5S. 3020) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S, 2434) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2494) restoring pension to Michael Carron—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
more, Kans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (8.2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira Harris—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (8. 2918) granting an increase of pension to Nettie A. 
Cheeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 937) ae increase of pension to Sarah E. Comly, 
widow of Maj. Clifton Comly—to the Committee on Pensions, 
CORRECTIONS OF REFERENCE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the following correc- 
tions of reference: 
‘The bill 8.1974 from the Committee on Foreign Affairs to the 


on Claims. 

The bill S. 1465 from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, PORT HURON, MICH. 

TheSPEAKER laid before the House the amendmentsof the Sen- 
ate to the bill (HL. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, State 
of la. 

The bill and the Senate amendments were read at length. 

The Senate amendments were coneurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TALLAHATCHIE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain 
bri across the Tallahatchie River,in Tallahatchie County, State 
of Mississippi, a lawful structure. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, one amendment 
changing the joint resolution to a bill (H. R. 9030). 

The Senate amendments were read and concurred in, 

FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION, 8. DAK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State 
of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation, in 
said State, as a part of the lands granted to the State under the 
provisions of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakdta 
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into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity 
school lands, and for other purposes. 
The Senate amendments were read at length. 


Mr. GAMBLE. I move that the Senate amendments be con- 
curred in, 


The motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST. LOUIS. 


BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5490 
to license billiard and tables in the District of Columbia, an 
for ¢ Cthen paxpoans, with a Senate amendment thereto. ’ 
was 


read, 
The section amended by the Senate originally read as follows: 
Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for the 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the | Pol, tab! 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the 
State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north 
— of St. Clair County, Ill., and the northwest line of said 
county. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. MURPHY of Mlinois. Mr. 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and agree to a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was to, 

DIVORCES. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a 
Territory a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, and on motion of 
Mr. G1Luett of Massachusetts they were concurred in. 

DRY MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R, 6883) defining the standard shape and 
size for dry measures for use in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes. 

The amendments cf the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 


a and agree to a conference on the disagreeing votes on this 


The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Curtis of 
— Mr. Minngs, and Mr. Cops as conferees on the part of the 

ouse, 

WATER-MAIN TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amei:dments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R.8279) to authorize the reassessment of 
water-main taxes, District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the House bill be dispensed with. It has been considered in the 
House, and I move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The House bill was read at length. ; 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the 
. Senate amendments and agree to a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hutick 
Mr. Bascock, and Mr, RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of 
the House. 

CAROLINA A. HOUGH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Carolina 
A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. It proposes to strike 
out ‘th ” and insert “‘ fifty”; so as to read “$50 a month.” 


The SP . The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 


The Senate amendment was nonconcurred in. 


SAFETY OF RAILWAY TRAVEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or 
into any railway locomotive or car or at any person thereon or to 
throw any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, 
and for other purposes. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, and concurred in, 


SECTION 416, REVISED STATUTES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4452) 
to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
ae to the District of Columbia, with a Senate amendment 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this is a mere formal amend- 
ment changing the wording. It does not the character of 
the bill, and I ask that the reading be dis with. 

PP one oan te ae — unanimous consent that 
e of the pensed : 
Mn REA I object. 

The bill was b 

The Senate amendment was read, and concurred in. 


gth 
Speaker, I move that the House 


with 
inous, or malt liquors; and all such places 
shall tire twenty-four hours 
day, and also during hours that textoomns are eet Sun- 
The amendment of the Senate struck out the following: 


To sell or to allow to be sold in the same room or a room connect 

me opening out of or adjacent to such room, spirituous, vinous, o- wit 
And inserted in lieu thereof the following: 
To allow any ae ee te any game of bil- 


the 
liards, pool, shueboard, that may be 
nounee, or play at bowls om ‘said aleve. or Bermit ech person to wn ns 
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors are sold. © Micys, where 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. 8 this is a 
ment to the last section Os bil entirely c 
ter of it, The a oo a _ 
containing a section forbidding the 
any billiard or t be licensed in this city. The 
Senate has that out entirely and inserted an 
amendment simpl. forbidding persons under 21 years of age from 
entering a or pool room where intoxicating liquors are 
sold. t is an entire change of the of the bill. I 
one, after the House took the position which it did take, that 
ae Goong eit oie tit ought fo insiat its ilen ene 
room ow upon its action and 
not concur in the action of the Senate, that out entirely 

d leaving billiard rooms to sell intoxicating liquors. I think it 

principle that where there is an amusement room like 

room there not to be arum shop connected with it. 

law let it be a separate establishment, 

Speaker, I do not a it ma Am desirable to ane a 

. House expressed itself very 
to have the House recede from 
interest of good morals that it 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask that the Senate amendment be again 
read. I think it is very full and clear. 

The Senate amendment was oe 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the should nonconcur and in- 
sist upon its action, or, if the gentleman desires a conference, I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This amendment of the Senate provides that 
no minor shall be allowed in any room where there is a billiard 
table and where ore 


Mr. MILNES se bill provided that liquor should 
. . ouse no liquor shou 
be sold in any billiard or 


room. 

Seite a ceas chile eae erimerttien toet position i 
not arum > at position, i 
should insist uponit. A billiard room should be simply a place 
of amusement, and a rum shop shoul not be joined with it. Let 
each stand on its own footing. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote on the motion that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you desire to concur? 

Mr. BABCOCK. To concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Which, of course, would allow a billiard room 
to be also a rum ; : 

: allow the sale of liquors in & 


would allow of minors. 
wise expressed ftself fully on that, and 


that the House 

nie recently had an 

Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

citizens of this District were heard upon that 
long, and bitter complaints against 

saloon and a liquor saloon, an ae 

These 


important amend- 
nging the ate 

on, passed a bill 
of intoxicating liquors in 


upon 
y, andIlam un 
I think it is not in 


| 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. Bascock) there were—ayes 9, 


noes 72. Tete 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House nonconcur and insist 


to the Senate amendment. 
The vote of the House not to concur is equiv- 
alent to a vote of nonconcurrence. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a conference. 

A conference was ordered. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I movethe adoption of the follow- 

resolution of instructions to the committee of conference. 

Clerk read as follows: 


on its. 
The 


Resolved, That the House conferees on House bill 5490 are hereby instructed 
to insist on somuch of the House bill as forbids the sale of intoxica’ liquors 
in billiard or pool rooms, or in rooms opening out of any such or pool 
rooms. 

The resolution of instructions was agreed to. 


SECTION 8719 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4179) to 
amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes, with Senate amend- 
ments to bill and title. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

DELIVERY OF IMPORTED PARCELS AND PACKAGES, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DALZELL. I rise to move to suspend the rules and pass 
a bill. 

The SPEAKER. By direction of a committee? 


Mr. DALZELL. By direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I move to suspend the rules and pass the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (1. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported parcels and packages 
not exceeding $500 in value. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That any articles other than stones, jewelry, 
yulhonenn and articles whose is ted by law. not Seek 
ing $500 in value. not loo in weight, 


——- exceeding pounds 

in vessels of the Uni —- = be appraised on —— under == 
regulations Secreta may prescribe, and after suc 
pte hn eee ona anagem of duties by the sollector may be delivered 


under the bond provided for in this act to express companies or 
other duly inland carriers bonded for the of ap- 
Se ee eta conicee in the United 
Beane That not more than one such consignment to one ultimate 
provifed, That the original appraisement and luidation of much im And 
That ° appraisement liquidation of such importa- 

be final t the owner, importer 


mt, or consignee. 
in the case of manif: errors, or in section 24 of the act 
oo a eee to the general 
Sec. 2. That such express companies inland carriers shall be re- 


and before express company or other inland carrier shall be permitted 
to receive er = fe Se fae, Seas pound to te 
United States in bonds of such form and amount and with such condi- 
tions not inconsistent with law and such security as the Secretary of the 
Suc. 3. That transperted the provisions of this act shall be 
corded and sealed in such manner as ean coenee Sane Sn pesssnibed 
ee Seer Treasury, and the collector of the port of arrival 
retain in his ® permanent record of such merchandise so for- 


He 
Hi 
i 


F 
z 


lly 
i 
F 
; 
i 
: 


i 


» pak 


Dill (EH. R. $582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in bond. 
Seplaetn b antioci indie inane al mettssten 
XX VIU—337 


2 bushels of im, which vy, or not less than %) bushels thereof, is com- 
monly used §F the distiller, have been duly entered for withdrawal upon 
payment of tax, or forex im bond, and have been gauged and the required 
marks, brands, and tax-paid stamps, or export stamps, as the case may be, 
have been atlixed tothe package or packages containing the same, the dis- 
tiller of said distilled spirits, if he has declared his purpose so to do in the 


| entry for withdrawal, may remove such spirits to a separate portion of said 


warehouse, which shall be set apart and used exclusively for that purpose, 
and there, under the supervision of a United States storekeeper or store- 
neages and gauger, in charge of such warehouse, may immediately draw off 
such spirits, bottle, pack, and case the same: Provided, That for convenience 
in such process any number of packages of spirits of the same kind, differing 
only in proof, may be mingled together in a cistern provided for that pur- 
pose: but were herein shall authorize or permit any mingling of different 
products, or of the same products of different distilling seasons, or the addi- 
tion or the subtraction of any matter or material or the application of any 
method or process to alter or change in any way the original condition or 
character of the product except as herein authorized; nor shail there be at 
the same time in the bottling room of any bonded warehouse any’ spirits 
entered for withdrawal upon payment of the tax and any spirits entered for 
export: Provided also, That under such regulations and imitations as the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, shall prescribe, the provisions of this act may be made to 
apply to the bottling and casing of fruit brandy in special bonded warehouses. 

ivery bottle when filled shall have affixed thereto and passing over the 
mouth of the same such suitable adhesive engraved strip stamp as may be 
prescribed, as hereinafter provided, and shall be packed into cases to contain 
6 bottles or multiples thereof, and in the aggregate not less than 2 nor more 
than 5 gallons in each case, which shall be immediately removed from the 
distillery premises. Each of such cases shall have affixed thereto g stamp 
denoting the number of gallons therein contained, such stamp to be affixes 
to the case before its removal from the warehouse; and such stamps shall 
have a cash value of 10 cents each, and shall be charged at that rate to the 
collectors to whom issued, and shall be paid for at that rate by the distiller 
using the same. 

And there shall be plainly burned on the side of each case, to be known as 
the Government side, the proof of the spirits, the registered distillery num- 
ber, the State and district in which the distillery is located, the real name of 
the aetual bona fide distiller, the year and distilling season (whether spring 
or fall) of original inspection or entry into bond, and the date of bottling: and 
the same wording shall be placed upon the adhesive engraved strip stamp 
over the mouth of the bottle. 

And no trade-marks shall be put upon any bottle unless the real name of 
the actual bona fide distiller shall also be placed conspicuously on said bottle. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the sury, may, by regalations, prescribe the mode of 
separating and securing the additional warehouse or portion of the ware- 
house hereinbefore required to be set apart, the manner in which the busi- 
ness of bottling spirits in bond shall be carried on, the notiees, bonds, and 
returns to be given and accounts and records to be kept by the persons con- 
ducting such iness, the mode and time of inspection of such spirits, the 
accounts and records to be kept and returns male by the Government offi 
cers, and all such other matters and things as in his discretion he may deem 
requisite for a secure and orderly supervision of said business; and he may 
also, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe and issue 
the stamps required. 

The distiller may, in the presence of the United States gauger, remove by 
straining through cloth, felt, or other like material any charcoal, sediment, 
or other like substance found therein, and reduce, by the addition of pure 
water only, such spirits as are withdrawn for bottling purposes, below the 
original proof, but to not less than 80 per cent proof, under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury; and no spirits shall be 
withdrawn for bottling under this act until after the period shall have ex- 
pired within which a Tistiller may request a regauge of distilled spirits as 
provided in section 50 of the act of August 28, 1894. 

Sec. 3. That all distilled spirits intended for export under the provisions 
of this act shall be inspected, bottled, cased, weighed, marked, labeled, 
stamped, or sealed in such manner and at such time as the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue may prescribe; and the said Commissioner, with the ap- 
proval of the Seeretary of the Treasury, may provide such regulations for 
the transportation, entry, reinspection, and lading of such spirits for export 
as may from time to time be deemed necessary; and all provisions of existing 
law relating to the exportation of distilled spirits in bond, so far as appli- 
cable, and all penalties therein imposed, are hereby extended and made ap- 
plicable to distilled spirits bottled for export under the provisions of this 
=. = no draw backs shall be allowed or paid upon any spirits bottled under 
this act. 

Sxe. 4. That where, upon inspection at the bonded warehouse in which the 
spirits are bottled as aforesaid. the quantity se bottled and cased for export 
is less than the quantity actually contained in the distiller’s original casks or 

kages at the time of withdrawal for that purpose the tax on the loss or 
Eaebayes ascertained shall be paid before the removal of the spirits from 
warehouse, and the tax so paid shall be receipted and accounted for by 

the collector in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may 


Sec. 5. That where, upon reinspection at the port of entry, any case con- 
taining or te contain distilled spirits for export is found to have 
been or tampered with, or where any mark, brand, stamp, label, or 
seal placed thereon or — any bottle contained therein has been removed, 
changed, or willfully defaced, or where upon such reinspection any loss or 
dise cy isf te exist as to the contents of any case so entered for 
export, the tax on the spirits contained in each such case at the time of its 
remo warehouse shall be collected and paid. 

Sxc. 6. That —7 2am who shall reuse any stamp provided under this act 
after the same have been once affixed toa bottle as provided herein, or 
who shall reuse a bottle for the purpose of containing distilled spirits which 
has once been filled and stamped under the provisions of this act without re- 
moving and ans the stamp so previously affixed to such bottle, or who 
shall, contrary to the provisionsof this act or of the regulations issued there- 
under, remove or cause to be removed from any bonded warehouse any dis- 
tilled spirits inspected or bottled under the provisions of this act, or who 
shall bottle or case any such spirits in violation of this act or of any regula- 
tion issued thereunder, or wae ae. during the Canepereas and before 
the exportation of any such spirits. open or cause to be opened any case or 
bettle containing suc omieten or who shall willfully remove, change, or 
deface any stamp, brand, label, or seal affixed to any such case or to any 
bottle contained therein, shall for each such offense be fined not less than 
oe more than $1.000, and be imprisoned not more than two years, in the 

ion of the court, and such spirits shall be forfeited to the United States. 

Szc.7. That every person who, withintent to defraud, falsely makes, forges, 
alters, or counterfeits any stamp made or used under any provision of this 
aet, or who uses, sells, or has in his possession any such ed, altered, or 
counterfeited stamp, or any plate or die used or which may be used in the 
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manufacture thereof, or who shall make, use, sell, or have in his possession 
any paper in imitation of the paper used in the manufacture of any stamp re- 
uired by this act, shall on conviction be punished by a fine not enesetian 
000 and by imprisonment at hard labor not exceeding five years. 
Beo. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed to exempt spirits bottled 
under the provisions of this act from the operations of chapter 728 of the 
public laws of the Fifty-first Congress, approved August 8, 1900. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded. The Chair will ap- 
point the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morsr] and the 
gentleman from Kentuck ee Evans] to_act as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 10, 

So a second was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. There are forty minutes for debate, twenty 
minutes on either side, one-half under the control of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], and the other half under the 
control of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to debate the bill. 
I want an ae rom the other side. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that when the House 
hears even a slight explanation of this bill there will be any- 
body who wil! oppose it any more than there was in the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. The bill has been very carefully con- 
sidered, not only from the standpoint of those who desired its 
passage, but it was also very carefully considered from the stand- 

int of the Government. Its provisions meet the approval of 

e Secre of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with whom, under the directions of the committee, the 
subcommittee on internal revenue consulted upon every point in 
the measure. The purpose of the bill is to permit the bottling of 
spirits when they have reached the age of four years in such a 
manner as that anybody who is so unfortunate, or fortunate, 
as the case may be, to want a bottle of whisky or other spirits 
poe a certainty that he is getting a pure article. That 

a . 

The existing law requires that. spirits when distilled shall be 
put into a bonded warehouse, and the proposed bill requires that 
after they shall have been in bond four yeais, after they have 
matured, after the tax has been fully paid to the Government, 
they may be bottled under such circumstances and under such 
supervision as will insure that there is no foreign substance what- 


into bottles, whereit will be im ible for the oil toescape. w; 
he please explain that? [Laughter], — wa 
. EVANS. My genial friend Towa need not have any 
apprehension on that _ Tam not a maker of whisky an] 
know but little about the practical see of making it. From 
slight casual connection with the business, however, I do kj w 
that three years is the period required for ripening. The Wilson 
bill, among other incongruities, extended the bonded period to 
eight years, but in three or four years whisky is about as pure as 
it ever gets to be. 
Mr. HEPBURN, I know, of course, how insolent it must a) pear 
for me to undertake to give instruction with regard to whisk, to 
a gentleman from Kentucky [laughter], but I do remember ¥,.-y 
Conese: oe eee te i ng on extending the 

m , not only e Co, tearlier, when 
attempt was made to make the od five years, we were to|:] Se 
that five years and later that eight years was absolutely essential 
to the ripening of whisky, and that it would continue to undery,, 
the ripening process—a process of manufacture, as they said —))){j| 
the end of that period. Now, this bill seems to be intended to 
undo the work of that bill. 

Mr. EVANS. No; the gentleman is mistaken. I think I know 
what I am talking about. At the time to which he refers they 
were V anxious to some ind ce On account of the ex- 
tremely depressed condition of the ©, and inasmuch as the tax 
was to be increased to $1.10 per gallon, they wanted some cones. 
mane the = 2 earns rm — 4 that period was 
not necessary for the maturing of the w » Everybody know 
that. Four yaa would do for that, 4 =" ' 

Mr. HOPKINS. Everybody but the gentleman from Iowa, 
emenem) 

Mr. EVANS. Everybody but the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was intended to “mature” the pockets of 
the distillers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVANS. Yes. Inasmuch as you were going to increase 
the tax they wanted an increase of the bonded period. 

Mr. CO IN. Iwill ask my colleague if it is not a fact that 
the greatest improvement in w occurs in the first four years? 

Mr. EVANS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TATE. Why do you put the limit at 20 bushels of grain? 


ever put into those oes so that if there are any pure spirits they Mr. EVANS. Because it Set he preg that where a less 
can be found in bottles filled as required by this bill. amount than that was used the not be likely to have such 
Understand, Mr. Speaker, that this does not interfere, nor is it | warehouse facilities as to nae them to bottle the spirits under 


intended to interfere, with anybody bottling spirits as he pleases 
outside of the distillery premises or outside of the distillery ware- 
house. Anybody may bottle there if he chooses. Anybody can 
bottle elsewhere, and put his ones on the market as he chooses; 
but there is a certain trade that desires some assurance, some 
guaranty of official supervision, that the sort of spirits they buy 
are pure spirits; that, in fact, there is no admixture with them of 
poisonous or other foreign substance. 

The purpose of this bill is to permit those who make whisky to 
put it in bottles under Government supervision, instead of wait- Mr. MORSE. Mr. § er, I did not ask for a second for this 
ing until it goes out from under Government supervision, where | bill for the purpose of debating it, but for the purpose of getting 
— can put whatever stuff they please into it. Not only is | an tion from the committee reporting the ill. I submit 

is so, but upon another ground there is a necessity for this bill, | to my friend from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] that he ought not to be 
which arises largely from the fact that nearly all so-called too hard upon the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans} in ask- 
spirits come from Canada. The only spirits bottled under Gov- | ing an tion from him as to the effect of whisky, because 
ernment supervision that arein themarket are marked as ‘‘ Canada | everybody knows that drink Kentucky whisky in summer 
Club” w . Itcomesin from Canada and is sold in a pe iad thems cool and it in the winter to keep them warn. 
tities. Gentlemen who travel on the cars, as perhaps al ou ter.] There is no explanation of this stuff in bottles or 
know, and who buy that whisky, buy it because it is sup to . It is the devil’s own drink. It is the fruitful source of 
be pure on account of being unter a government bottling stamp. | taxation, a, crime, ra: disease, and death. In this 
Now, by virtue of that fact,Canada has sent into this country | country 60,000 men annually go to a drunkard’s grave; 
large quantities of inferior spirits, and they are selling them 
to our e and keeping the American producer out of his home | quence of strong drink; 500 murders and gt oned suicides look 
market, although Ame: producers are allowed no such priv- | u thering traffic. Of 
ileges in Canada, they not being tted to carry our spirits the engines the devil ever invented to destroy the bodies and 
over there in quantities less than 120 of our gallons. souls of men and the peace of families, or beats them all. 

It is the of heaven and the ally of I do not think it 
Sach Widleremne whether you bottle ny or whether 


If you will take the trouble to read the report, you will find 
barrel it, the bill is unimportant. To my mind it makes very 
titel tall the po 


such supervision and safeguards against frauds as was necessary 
and as contemplated by the bill. , 

Mr. TATE. Is not this the same old story of giving the large 
manufacturers the monopoly of the business? 

Mr. EVANS. That limitation was fixed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue upon the idea that the public interest could 
= 7 gape if you gave this privilege to the very smal! dis- 

eries. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 


sage of this bill is that it ten ve to the home producer the 
home market instead of allowing it to the Canadians with an ex- 
tremely inferior variety of spirits. These are the objects of this 
bill. Ido not desire to take up all of my time in it 
now, but if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MorsE] or 
anybody who is associated with him in objecting to the bill has 
arene to say, I shall be glad to hear it, reserving the remainder 

my time. 

M: HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I remember that a year or two 
ago, when an argument was being made in favor of extending the 
bonded period for w , we were told that it ought to be eight 


that one of the chief pag sect gr by the committee for the pas- 
ison. I do sub- 


mit that the gentleman from Kentucky ought not to be 
cncaee too in regard to its Lina or its effects. 


(tanehter The geritleman has undertaken to tell us how 
die annually from the effects of Kentucky whisky; 

Ls cow tell we how die annually from other causes? 
Mr. MORSE. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, | 
want to say that the indirect effects of Kentucky whisky are pro! 
in_excess of eur stameaice I have given. The indirect 


E 
2 


years, in order that the ripening might go on—what was | effects of Kentucky whisky alone knows. It would take @ 
claimed to be a process of cnaniashnee-ananeae, elimination of | large vessel to contain the tears of the orphans and widows, the 
fusel oil by evaporation while the liquor was in wood. Now 1/| men and the women that have been reduced to poverty and mis: 


understand the gentleman to by this bill to arrest this 
oped 


. If I could have my say about it,! 
ripening process, this eliminati fusel oil, by putting the liquor 


stuff in the Atlantic Ocean and 


te 
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never have another drop of it made, barreled, or bottled. [Laugh- 
ter and use. ig reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. E Ss. . Speaker, I yield three minutes to my col- 
ane Mr. CoLson. 

r. HENDERSON. I would not attempt to shift the respon- 
sibility, Colonel Evans. ([Laughter. } 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. tee wish to say that there is no ex- 
port trade of any sort of whisky from Kentucky to the devil; so 
that if he gets it he gets it from Canada. [Laughter.] Further- 
more, I am not here asking any favor for Kentucky whisky. I 
am here speaking seriously in behalf of a large industry in many 
States that ce y furnish a large amount of revenue to help 
pay our pensions. I am asking nothing for or against whisky. 
vit I want is to give the distillers the privilege of bottling their 
whisky under the protection of the law. The existing law gives 
the right to produce. This bill neither enlarges nor takes away 
that ght. t only allows their bottling after being produced. 
That is all. 

I now yield three minutes to - colleague [Mr. CoLson]. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Lage the criticisms of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] on this bill do not go to its 
merits. The question of tem ce is not directly involved in 
this measure. This bill simply seeks to give such protection to 
the public that they may know, when ae drink, whether they 
are drinking pure whisky or something else which may be a com- 
pound from the use of which the injurious effects follow of which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. an 

Mr. MILES. Does the gentleman speak from experience? 
[Laug 


hter. 
Mr. COLSON. Only in part, but not from any experience that 
has occurred within the last few a. 

Mr. Speaker, men will drink whisky; and I submit it is better 
for them when they do so to know that they are drinking straight 
Kentucky whisky. Dacghes. If this bill should become a law, 
a man when he takes a drink can know whether he is drinking 
pure Kentucky whisky. You can not now gointo a saloon in this 
or any city or town in this coun and purchase a bottle of 
whisky and drink it feeling assured that it is straight whisky. It 


may be a v injurious compound. The rectifying houses all 
over the country are paling re the market S labeled as 
straight whisky, but not such in fact, but an article far more in- 


urious than straight Kentucky whisky, and a person intoxicated 
itis ready to kill anybody, not even his mother-in- 
law. ([Laughter.] 

I need say nothing as to the merit of Kentucky whisky; that 
stands without any comment. I am op to the use of whisky; 
but if we have it, make it possible for the consumer to know he is 
getting the pure article. And, sir, those who are to the 
use of whi ought to favor such legislation as insure the 
consumption of the pure article, which is the least injurious of all 
the whiskies consumed. That is all there is of this question. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Eighteen minutes. 

Mr. MORSE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Cae ie = 
Mr. TATE. I offer the amendment indicated in the bill which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TATE. I ask that it may be read for information. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read as part of the gentleman’s re- 


marks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ay ne eter et ct rena ering 
nok lees than 20 bushels thereof, is commonly used ty the distiller’? 
Mr. TATE. Ebene Gye guateanenn a cheetge of Ce bl will 20- 


— Sa 
. EVANS. I should have no objection to it; but 
the bill as offered is in the which the officers of the 

Department insist is necessary as a safeguard for the interests of 


Government. 
Mr. TATE. Would it be in order to strike out “20 bushels of 
grain” and insert ‘‘5”? 
Mr. EVANS. I make the point that the amendment is not in 


, Lhope that if this bill be not amended 
in the tion just read it will be 

I see no reason why House should continue to 
legislate for the interest of the large distilleries, as has been done 


he distills 20 bushels of grain daily is allowed 
the benefit of this measure. Tees uo reasee for ony each diecrim- 
ination between the different distillers of the country. If a man 


who is legitimately in distilling uses only 5 bushels of 
grain daily, why should he not be allo to bottle his product in 
Kentucky who uses 20 bushels? That 
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is my objection to this bill, and it is one which my friend from 
Kentucky should readily appreciate. I do not see why he should 
not assent to the amendment I have proposed. It is perfectly fair. 
It gives the small distiller the same rights that this bill gives the 
large distiller. This bill is so palpably unfair that it should not 
pass unless the amendment suggested by me is agreed to. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
EvaNs] has urged as an argument in favor of drinking that large 
revenue is raised by the Government from this source and that 
this helps to pay the taxes. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe 
there would be as much statesmanship, and sense, and philosophy 
in inoculating men with smallpox and then laying a tax on coffins 
to raise revenue as in raising revenue by licensing men to carry 
on this business of making paupers, and beggars, and suicides, 
and murderers. Tapetenent Why, Mr. Speaker, did you read 
the confession of that poor, miserable wretch—Irving Ford— 
whose trial was entered upon to-day? Did you read his confession 
that on the morning of the day on which he committed the terri- 
ble deed and murdered Elsie Kreglo he says he bought a bottle of 
whisky and drank it? Perhaps it was Kentucky whisky. It cer- 
tainly was bottled, as proposed by the pending bill. 

Mr. COLSON. The trouble is that he got hold of the wrong 
kind. If he had got pure Kentucky —— 

Mr. MORSE. Now, I do not know anything about that. I 
do not know what State itcame from. I only knowthe fact that 
before he did that awful deed he drank a bottle of this vile, damn- 
ing, blasting poison that has destroyed and is destroying the 
bodies and coals of men. I verily believe he would not have com- 
mitted the crime had his brain not been fired with this poison; 
and so I charge, Mr. Speaker, that that poor, miserable colored 
man, whois now awaiting his execution in the prison here for that 
crime, committed the crime in consequence of drink; and I charge 
that the man who sold him that bottle of whisky—I charge here 
and now, in the presence of God, men, and angels, that that saloon 
keeper wasa party to that crime, and is in part responsibie for that 
awful murder of an innocent girl and the grief and sorrow to that 
family. 

Do you know that when John Wilkes Booth, when he was dying, 
kept looking at his hands and crying there was blood upon his 
hands. The attendant said to him, *‘No; Mr. Booth. We have 
washed your hand carefully; there is no blood on your hands.” 
But he insisted there was blood on his hands. The blood of the 
martyred Lincoln was crying to heaven and the dying murderer 
thought he saw blood on his hands. And I charge the man who 
sold that bottle of whisky to this colored man that the blood of 
this poor girl is on his hands, and that he is in part responsible for 
that crime. 

I notice down here on Pennsylvania avenue, in walking back 
and forth to the Capitol—I notice a large sign which bears in letters 
of fire the words ‘‘ Hunter’s Pure Rye.” I do not know whether 
that means pure Kentucky whisky, or what kind of whisky it 
is; but, Mr. Speaker, it is a fitting emblem—those letters of fire. 
They stand for the fire that is never quenched, for the second 
death, for ‘‘ eternal burnings,” for the loss and the ruin and the 
destruction of souls caused by this blasting, withering, damning 
poison. The sign over every rum shop ought to be in fire, and 
there ought to be a skull and crossbones over the door for a trade- 
mark. [{Applause.]} 

The gentleman from Kentucky says that strong drink is a large 
source of revenue to the Government. I hope the argument will 
never be advanced in this Congress that it is good policy and sound, 
wise statesmanship to raise revenues for the —_ rt of the Gov- 
ernment by licensing men to make beggars, suicides, paupers, and 
murderers of their fellow-men. [Applause.] God pity the com- 
munity, town, city, State, or nation that raises revenue that way. 
[Renewed ed : 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that it is necessary 
to pursue the argument further 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. EVANS. I see no necessity for further debate, and will ask 
a vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
like to ask him a question. 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

I only want to add this, Mr.Speaker. I have not said anything 
about Kentucky whisky. I speak for all the States, and all the 
manufacturers in the States, who are interested as well as the 
people of the country generally in this legislation, some from the 
standpoint of trade, others from the standpoint of the revenue. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman where, or in 
what section of the bill, is to be found that provision to which he 
has alluded that secures to the purchaser a knowledge that the 
article he purchases from the distiller under the circumstances 
mentioned in this bill is pure? I do not find anything in the bill 
of that character. 





Before the gentleman yields the floor I would 
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There is no provision so far as I have been able to find either as | it, i question hag 
to what the cular adhesive stamp is to be, or what its func- ae it. I am as good a temperance man, | 5). 
tions are, or how it is to guarantee to a purchaser all that poe friend from. Mansschnestts Mr. Morss}. [ here 
the gentleman phe entucky claims for the bill. cael 


om drunk as any man in this House. I have nothing 
Mr. EVANS. I wish to say that it is not idea that the Gov- | to say upon that; but this is only a question of business, ¢),,,; is 
er a eae . ~~ But, ot ne = alike SPEAKER. The question is on suspending 
purchaser in any contract sense. in answer to eman on the rules 
from lows, the bill vides that all spirits in the distillery or passing the bill aoe 
bonded warehouse when the tax is be bottled under the mestion was taken; and on a division (demanded |) ),,. 
oe of a United ‘Santen r. e adhesive stamp is Tite) were—ayes “se noes 20, 
xed to the bottle over the mouth of it, which shows that the | Mr. TATE. No qu No > . Speaker. 
distiller has complied with the law, that it is his product, the| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quorum 
proof strength of it, its age, and the act expressly provides that | present. 
the bottle can not be opened without destroying the stamp,sothat | Mr. CROWTHER. What gentleman makes the point of no 
it can not be used over again for a fraudulent article. A provision 
is also made for punishing any person who attempts to alteror| TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Georgia makes th point, 
Mr. TATE. I make the point of no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred ; and 


counterfeit such stam 
Mr. HEPBURN. Phe gentleman’s answer does not meet the - 
ninety-nine gentlemen are aquorum, Two-thirds | 
v ee the Dill is paseed. _—— 


Scene I understood him to say that this would secure some 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, my motion was to pass the bill 


eet = egg the purchaser that the article he purchases 

is a genuine artic Now, on the contrary, there is a provision in 
with the amendments by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which were formal. 

The SPEAKER. 


this bill which authorizes the mixture of different grades of 
. The so understood it. 


whisky. 
Mr. EVANS. Oh, no; I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
t. MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
Mz. HEPBURN. The provision i» that they shall be of the A message from the President of the United States, by Mr, 
Prupen, one of his clerks, announced that the President had 


same vintage or of the same year. But you may mix them of 
different proofs and there is half tedlaoade, ty on ansety, ne a and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
On 


requirement that the stamp s what 

the gentleman suggested, that it was the uct of a certain 

establishment; May 6, 1896: 
An act (H.R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 
On May 8, 1896: 


but there is no assurance of purity, no assurance 

of inspection, no assurance of any kind, This onk i 
and bottling of An act ee R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
furnish not more than four of condemned can- 


the 

of whiskies which have been in bond for four 
= ie ee Why, it is ey wa certain, to anybody who 
of the , that what I said at the 

een is rte correct. The object of the bill is to have the 
Government supervision. It is to be in the dis- 


tl 


the N: 
"eet ee 


ry wage to doe bore Government ‘On May 11, 1806: ‘ 
: An act (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 
nem and eee —— provisions for the protection ‘An eat to R. 1191) to provide for the of public reserva- 
But it is true it does say that the distiller mix the same an Se toere alts in tho Tere 
goods these haope ena oO oma; 
product Saenweitied En tall coped Png aieeae = Vee An act (H.R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
can not expect that the bottling will just exhaust the bar- | ¥@V¥ to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
rel, and in order to com lete Se filling of bottles it may be neces- os cannon hye Sees oo. — vd of 
sary to begin on ly the same product. It Paul, agp used or near 0. e soldiers’ 
Secncclions thas schugiiong ef unm bakeginad sapetig tna came esha ee re: - ‘ 
SO ee Seen sane eee as een SE aER SE Up ob relief oe — 
under Government supervision. ¢ ) an honorable rge to F. L. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Does it allow the mixture of two barrels of ae ee a 
different proofs? . bil was ees pall 
Mr. EVANS. Of course; there are no two barrels of the same ane nek ted AM da - jbed b 
proof, except by accident. But it all may be reduced, by the ad- | i it originate pence ad alr ipaal 
sok onatcieeh aainaetarmel aah at 80 cent. ‘There is at oom amend the record of William H. De Freest. 
er the su ion of the ph me and that is put over : 
mou stating r@ facts that nines act (x. R. 8820) making for the deportation of 
ts ae he ee aa = aacaececastatientnae Co eidinin Once Tedinns the State of Montana and 


cae aes a ae authorities; 


contract—— 
does even require proof . 6605 vive and reenact an act to authorize 
eageerseyncs - on * construction of ped bridge across Arkansas River, connect- 


be 
Mie BANS. Undoubtedly it does. You have got to state all sie CH 208%) the the velief of E ——_ 


auteates —— (H. RB. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Will you turn to it? aon ne 9 
Mr. BVANS. Ib is enay enenghtede the pe J peng her for reservoir and 
tet Gave chal bo piniuly Burned cn Gia cieeet cae cam, te he Rnowwen ot —_— 
R. 152) granting a pension to Mary y: 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is on the box, not on the barrel. May 15, 1896: 
Mr. EVANS (reading)— 


7S oe granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives: 


The proof of the spirits, the re Sitar aan ecu State and _ ee tn ten . ee pene os Campers 
ea tice” Sen Matilens tp, pies the oak noes acai oF th Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 
fall, of original nf all bap entry into Lond, and the and the dave of (H. R. 491) gets an increase of pension to Francis 
ever the mouth of the bot Stockham, of 
wan is ge gee that the evidence of am pee stem me) a eevee ¥ Fea Van Guilder; 

here. positively, plain ; unquestiona 80. : relief f Thomas 
ae rite tet pay ea ik cael =a H. Feet ae ee Litas Goorstery of War to mak® 
1§ a8 & Kentuc a vania 
@ Missouri bill. that it seemed to us the uses of national military parks; and 


tillers were fairly entitled to, to enable them to bottle their goods (H. R, 6431) to pay Peter P, Ferguson $1,765. 


in a pure state, under Government inspection, to give them a} 
market as against the Canadian article. That the ~ 
I believe that there is not a member here who, when he under- on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to move to suspend 











and ask for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7477) to provide for the tion of trade-marks on bottles, 
siphons, bu hogsheads, barrels, barrels, casks, half casks, quarter 
gn tins, and other and vessels ah panned 
with or among the several States, or with the Indian tribes, 


na 
or among orin the Territories of the United States, or with or in the District 


of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of the same in such com- 
merce. 


Be it enacted, etc., That any and all persons, firms, and corporations en- 
in manufacturing, bottling, king, or selling soda water, mineral or 
aerated waters, , ale, beer, Ti. on r ale, milk, cream, small beer, 
lager beer, weiss beer, white beer, or other beverages, or medicines, medical 
preparations, perfumery, compounds, mixtures, or other articles of mer- 
chandise in bottles, cipeee, butts, heads, barrels, barrels, casks, 
half casks, casks, kegs, boxes, tins, or other receptacles or vessels, 
with his, her, its, or their name or names or other marks or devices branded, 
stamped, engraved, etched, blown, impressed, or otherwise produced 7 
such siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, half 
casks. quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, or other receptacles or vessels used by 
her, it, or them in commerce with foreign nations, or amo 
or with the Indian tribes, or annem, of in the Territories of the 
States, or with or in the District =" —. may ne gl a we 
name or names or other marks or ices so used, 0) : 
m may file in the ee ye of the 


Uni 


io 


declaring 

son, firm, or tion is, at the time of such filing, the owner of such bot- 
tles, siphons butts, hogeb barrels, half barrels, casks, 

casks, egs, boxes, tins, or other receptacles or vessels, and that the same 
are in commerce with foreign nations, or queens Oe come’ States, 
or with the Indian tri or among or in the of the United 
States, or with or in the trict of Columbia, and that such person, firm, 
or corporation has at the time a right to the use of such name or names, 
or other marks or devices, sought to be and that no other per- 
son, firm, or corporation has right to such use, either in the identical 
form or in any such near resemblance thereto as might be calculated to de- 
ceive; and statement shall be sworn to such person, or by a member 
of such firm, or an officer of such corporation before a notary public or other 
officer competent to administer oaths, who shall attach his official seal to the 
eos 1 filed, the person, frm oa 
e same ; or 
United 


into the of 
pay ta ion. end chal with such 
kT ed und hie nct ¢ by ; firms corpora’ 

wed under ex! rsons, firms, 
the United States or located in ony fore country, or tribes which ae 
= anmaiananase ciertasten gamnenconennmsen ated vileges to citizens of the Uni 


Sxc. 2. That when any registration has been made as Pegrites De section 1 


or tions 


of this act the of Patents may issue a certificate name 
of the United States of America, under the seal of the t of the 
Satarten, Sane ane os eae ene on ond the name, 
place or places of business, and post-office address rson, or cor- 
eee as owner, and ving © Gtnerigtion of 
registered name or names, or other 


on Rules, to whom was referred House Resolution No. 329, 
come under consideration, and beg leave to report the foliow: 


immediately after the adoption of this rule, and until 4 
, May 19, the time of the House shall be piven to the consid. 


" ti 
ar 
” 


ng the several | 


© name, 
ce address of | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








5381 


eration of such bills on the House Calendar as have been reported by the 


Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and that at 4 o'clock, May 
19, the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the pending bill 
and pending amendments to the passage: Provided, however, That nothing in 


this resolution shall be constru 
bills and conference reports. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Before the previous question is ordered I 
should like to suggest that at the time this resolution was agreed 
upon by the Committee on Rules it was intended to give us to- 
day and to-morrow for the consideration of immigration bills. 
The day having been consumed by other business, I suggest that 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be given an- 
other day (to-morrow and the day after) for the purpose of con- 
sidering these bills. There are so many gentlemen who have 
signified to me their desire to occupy the floor that it will be im- 
possible to get through by to-morrow at 4 o'clock. I would offer 
as amendment, Mr. Speaker, that to-morrow and Wednesday be 
devoted to the consideration of immigration bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no authority to ae- 
cept that amendment. The request of the gentleman was for one 
day, and we give one day plus what is used this day. If to-mor- 
row the House feels like an extension should be given, that could 
be done by unanimous consent, if it is the uniform judgment of 
the House; but we have other matters pressing from the Com- 
mittee on Labor and the Committees on Elections; and inasmuch 
as this gives the day asked for and what is left of to-day, I think 
we ought to go ahead with the order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 36. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote be taken on Wednesday at 4 o’clock instead of 
Tuesday. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say a word right here. We 
may as well be square with each other. The gentleman from 
Missouri is opposed to the consideration of the bill at all, and 
does not represent the views of his committee. He asked for one 
day before he went away. We have given him one day, and he 
can have an hour during this day, and he has been spending to- 
day trying to prevent us from bringing up this bill at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, I will say to the House, in answer to the 
gentleman from Iowa, that he is entirely mistaken in his state- 
ment. I stand here fathering, favoring, and advocating the 
passage of the educational test bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman deny that he has been 
laboring with me not to bring up this rule? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I deny that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is all I claim. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I denyit. I only stated that there were 
quite a number of members of this House who had come to me 
and told me that it might not be policy to bring up this matter, 
and I simply reported to the gentleman from Iowa what those 
gentlemen told me, reserving my own individual view upon that 
question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I certainly understood the gentleman to 
be opposed this morning to bringing up the rule to-day, and sev- 
eral other members told me he had spoken to them. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, if we are going to treat this question at all, let us treat 
it, and have the manhood and the courage to do so. The gentle- 
man knows we are planning to give two days to the Committee on 
Labor, and then there are several election cases to be considered, 
and no one knows at what hour the gavel of adjournment may fall, 

Mr. PICKLER. I have had a resolution before the Committee 
on Rules for some time for the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ee Last Friday night we were cut out of the time. 

Mr. CORLISS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if it is not true that this is one of the most important questions 
now pending in this country, and one in which a great mass of 
[power eames And as the representative of the committee 

think he ought to yield the time, and yield it gracefully. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, 
I am simply attempting to represent the action taken by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, is there any way 
in which we can get a vote extending the time of this debate? Is 
it in order to move an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, Ido not see that that can be done. 
But I want to say this: The question is on the request for unani- 
mous consent and I have not objected to it. I only wanted the 
iouse to understand the position of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, because he seems to be fighting for more 


as interfering with general appropriation 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that debate be extended until Wednesday at 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I object. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, don’t!”] 
I want a day for pensions. 

Mr. MILNES. That is not the way to get it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is a motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. A motion will not be in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Would it be in order to move to 
recommit this resolution to the Committee on Rules with instruc- 
tions to strike out ‘‘ 19th” and insert ‘‘ 20th”? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I move to recommit the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. But not at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There are twenty minutes for debate on 
each side. I reserve my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota with- 
draws his objection. Is there further objection? 

Mr. KEM and Mr. BROWN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that some agreement may be reached 
by which we can have more time to debate this important bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish the House to under- 
stand that there is not merely one bil! to be discussed, but there 
are four or five different bills, three of which have been reported 
by the Committee on Immigration to the House. I understand 
that the authors of those several bills desire to be heard. It is also 
customary that each member of a committee having a measure 
before the House for consideration shall have time in which to 
discuss it, and if that custom is to be complied with it will, of 
course, be impossible to Tr debate this important measure 
to-morrow between the expiration of the morning hour and 4 
o'clock in the afternoon. This is a very important question, the 
only one, by the way, upon which a caucus has been called during 
this session of Congress. 

Now, if we are going to have this question up for discussion, 
my friend from Iowa, let us have it out, and let us have time 
enough in which to make the discussion thorough. For these 
reasons I hope the motion to recommit to the Committee on Rules 
with instructions to insert ‘‘ Wednesday” instead of Meee 
will be adopted by the House. I yield now to my colleague [Mr. 
Dockery}. 

Mr. SKERY. Mr. Speaker, having just come into the Hall, 
I learn that a rule has been reported from the Committee on Rules 

roviding for the consideration of the immigration bill and allow- 

g only four hours for debate. This is a very important ques- 
tion, and, aside from the members of the Committee on - 
tion, | suppose that the members of the House generally will be 

to discuss it thoroughly. Therefore, inasmuch as we 
have a good deal of time on hand, it seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Iowa in charge of this report should consent to allow 
another day for this debate, and I - he will do so. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, without expressing any opinion 
at all as to whether or not the time proposed in the rule should be 
extended, it seems to me that the of the Committee on 
Immigration is putting the Committee on Rules in a false position. 
For the last three or four weeks I have been a: hed by a num- 
ber of wn or — and sama me eae with re- 
spect to getting ‘‘a day for immigration,’ un gentleman 
from Missouri rose a while ago I never heard an intimation that 
he or anybody wanted more than one day. When the chairman 
of that committee was with the Committee on Rules this morning 
he did not intimate that he wanted more than one day. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit a brief inter- 


ruption at that t, I want to suggest to him that he, as an old | the 


member of the House, knows very well that when a question is 
likely to come up for discussion is the time when members seek 
for an opportunity of debating it, and I — had no idea that 
there were so many gentlemen desirous of discussing thi tter 
until now, when there is an immediate of 

fore the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this matter has 
in this House, pro and con, day in and day out, for 
weeks, and, as I have already said, I have been 
great many gentlemen with reference to the 
moment ago I never heard an intimation that 
day was desired. 


this ma 
its coming be- 


Mr. HENDERSON. If my colleague on the committee w; 
allow me, I hold in my hand the original resolution introd: st 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. eee) for which we haye 
brought in a substitute. That original resolution reads: 

Resolved, That Monday, the 18th day of May, 1896, be set apart by the cv, 
meng ea ae, emetonation of caper Erm the Coenaioe on 

There is the official record. Now, by this rule we give them 
one day, and, in addition to that, all that can be saved out of this 


day. 

‘Mr. DALZELL. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, a petition in 
relation to this matter has been in circulation in this House for 
two weeks, and no tion has been made by anybody that 
more than one day was desired. The chairman of the cominitti 
says there are four bills to be considered, but all those four })j)\s 
can be considered at the same time. One of them may be pre- 
sented by the chairman of the committee and each of the others 
may be offered as an amendment; and even if we consider that 
the whole four of them are to be before the House for discussion 
at one time, they contain —— which require no lengthy 
discussion. Each bill em a single, solitary principle. For 
instance, the bill known as the M bill provides for an educa- 
tional test. It embodies that single principle. The bill presented 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DANFORD], known as the Stone 
bill, provides for consular cation. The other bills, the one 
introduced by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss} and 
the one proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Man yy}, 
provide for the keeping out of alien labor, of aliens who come here 
to work and then go to their own country, carrying their 
money with them. 

Now, those three simple principles cover the whole ground, and 
there is no necessity for any very lengthy discussion unless, pos- 
sibly, to get into the RecorpD and send out matter for the benefit 
of our constituents, all of which can be done by obtaining leave 
to print, which I have no doubt will be given. Now,I end as I 
began. I am not re any opinion as to whether the time 
ought to be extended, and if the House is disposed to give more 
time I am not sa Ss * will not yield; but I want it to be 
understood that the ittee on Rules have reported in fayor 
of giving the tleman from Missouri all the time that he or 
an iy speaking on behalf of his committee has asked. 

F THO . Mr. , I wish to say that I am cer- 
tainly under obligations to the Committee on Rules because of 
their courtesy in not calling this matter up during my absence. 
I desire to go on record as saying that much. The chairman of 
each ttee of the House, as I understand, is entitled to one 
hour. I have been informed by about six members of our com- 
mittee that each of them desires from to forty minutes. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss], the author of one 
of these bills, desires from t to forty minutes, and a number 
of other gentlemen desire to be ; and Isubmit that it would 
be impossible for all of these gentlemen to be accommodated be- 
tween the tion of the morning hour and 4 o'clock to-morrow. 
One hour be consumed by the morning hour, so that it will 
probably be 1 o'clock before we reach this important matter, leay- 
ing for it only three hours, one of which I shall certainly have to 
occupy, no ner how the rest of the House may fare. | shall 


insist upon it. [Laughter. 
I yield to the gentleman x California [Mr. Jonnsoy]. | 
. JOHNSON of California. Mr. er, I look on this as 
one of the most important matters that can come before Congress. 
Ido not think we are very much rushed for time. Why, sir, it is 
only a week since we adjourned Saturday so as to allow 
members to go to a planked shad down the Potomac some- 
where, and nobody last Friday we adjourned 
ess to attend to. Yet the 
We are so rushed with business 
o Saturdays 
bis f eat aged “a two 
portance? 1y, sir, 
five or six days to discussing 
I remember, too, that liberal time was 
, such for instance, as 
to me, five days 
ed. 
a ae the from Pennsylvania [Mr. Da'- 
ZELL] aol mentee mafentnt thelr speeches on this ect and 
in that way send them to their constituents. That may be: y°', 
sir, members naturally want to Giesems this pestion before the 
mene for it is an important question, its discussion oug 
not to be limited to three hours. ; 
Are you afraid to discuss it? Is there anything in this qu“ 
on this floor? Is the Republican party 
Is the Democratic afraid to Sincuss = 

ee afraid to discuss it? Is there any individu: 
member afraid to discuss it? If not, why not give plenty of 
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time for its discussion? I repeat, it is an im 
The conventions of nearly all the States in the Union have passed 


rtant question. 


resolutions in regard to it. 
We can not suppress it; we can not put it under our feet. 
a caucus was 


It is a question we have got to meet. 
When 
led upon this matter some of you gentlemen suc- 


ceeded in suppressing it by staying away, so that there was not a 
uorum. Now, why not meet this matter boldly? Why not 
iscuss it? 


Three hours to discuss the immigration measure, which affects 
the whole United States, when we had five days to discuss the 
bankruptcy bill and when we have been able to adjourn over two 
successive Saturdays in order to have a good time! I do not ob- 
ject to such adjournments; I am simply urging that we have 
plenty of time. We are not going to adjourn within a week, or 
two weeks, or three weeks. Gentlemen need not worry about 
adjournment. We are bound to stay here for at least two weeks 
more, and they might as well understand it first as last. In my 
judgment, speaking from what I have heard to-day, we are bound 
to be here at least four weeks longer. We will be here three 
weeks at any rate; and we can not put in three or four days any 
better than in discussing thisimmigration question. [App ause. | 
It is a question that affects every city, every county, every State 
in the Cnion; it affects the whole country. The evils of immi- 
gration are striking a blow at the heart of the nation; they are 
affecting us most deeply when we attempt to deal with the differ- 
ent problems of citizenship and statesmanship in this land. We 
ought to discuss this question, and we ought to discuss it amon 
ourselves—not merely print our speeches in the RECORD to sen 
them to our constituents. ; 

Iam informed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TRACEWELL] 
that more petitions have been filed in this House in favor of ac- 
tion on the immigration question than upon all other matters put 
together. That shows that the American people are waking up 
in reference to this subject, that they are Progr to understand 
that this immigration question is the question of theday. There- 
fore we ought to take hold of it andact uponit. If in order, there- 
fore, I will move, unless the motion shall be made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]—and I desire to give notice 
of the motion now—that this resolution be recommitted to the 
Committee on Rules with instruction to strike out ‘‘ 19th” and 
insert ‘‘ 20th.” 

Mr. BARTHOLNT. Mr. Speaker, I am getting a little scared 
at finding myself in the same boat with a gentleman who is en- 
tirely opposed to immigration. Therefore I submit as a compro- 
mise proposition the request that the House permit these various 
immigration bills to be discussed to-morrow until 5 o’clock, and 
that the vote be taken on Wednesday immediately after the read- 


ing of the Journal. 
. HENDERSON. That will be agreeable to me, and I am 
satisfied that were on the committee will agree to it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I object to it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California and others objected. 
Mr. PARKER rose. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Wevwill give the gentleman a chance to 
be heard after a while. 
Mr. PARKER. I do not want to talk after a while; I want to 
talk now. I want to talk on this question of time. 
Mr. HENDERSON. That is all right. 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, when there are three proposi- 
tions, three several bills before the House—— 
A Memper. Four. 
Mr. PARKER. Four different bills, involvingas many different 
ease of settling one of the most important subjects that can come 
ore this House for disposition, I submit that we should trust the 
House to discuss each measure successively and to come toa conclu- 
sion on deliberation. [Applause.] If weareto go into this question 
at all, I deprecate going into it in any such way as we have di 
of other measures. we are going into the question at all, let 
us understand it and probe it to the bottom, and let us see and know 
what we are dealing with. The great throngs of honest, ht- 
forward, earnest men and women, families striving to better their 
condition, whom we may keep out by any plan that is not exactly 
t, is a matter of serious moment. Let us take time and con- 
it in all of its details. ae 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. , if F - paeayn from Mis- 
souri will yield to me for a moment, I would like to say a word. 
The Committee on R with reference to the measures that 
committee, have for ten days of debate. 
See oo ben Pegnanons won of that importance to receive 
tion of any of the national conventions; yet this question 
now presents itself, that has received the attention of every 
national convention assembled in 1892, and was declared by them 
to be oneof the burning questions that ought to be considered, this 
isto bedisposed of with but three or four hours’ debate. I 
not believe that such a question ought to be disposed of in that 


: 


time. [Applause.] It is one of the utmost consequence; and, as 
has been said here, there are four radically different propositions. 
They are reported here by four different gentleman; and if each one 
is given an hour to discuss his proposition, that consumes all the 
time the Committee on Rules propose to give for the consideration 
of this entire matter. 

I hope the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw his compro- 
mise proposition, and that the House will insist on the matter 
being recommitted, with instructions to the Committee on Rules 
to give proper time for the consideration of a measure of such 
vital importance as.this. [Applause. | ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would ask how much time is remaining, 
Mr. Speaker, on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has nine min- 
utes and the gentleman from Iowa fourteen. 

Mr, HENDERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for a few minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I have been, perhaps, 
as much engaged in endeavoring to get the consideration of immi- 
gration bills as any other member of the House, and while I am 
perfectly willing, and would, in fact, desire more time than the 
rule gives, yet I feel it to be my duty to the House to say that the 
Committee on Rules has treated the petitioners on this subject 
Witi: absolute fairness and has not intended to report any insuffi- 
cient time. It has taken the requests submitted to it and accorded 
the time in pursuance of them. 

Now, I am not opposed to extending the time, but I do not think 
there is the slightest room for criticism of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. We do not mean to make any such criti- 
cism. 

Mr. HENDERSON, 
moments. 

Mr. LACEY. I only wish to make a suggestion. The House 
has already practically agreed to extend the debate until 5 o’clock. 
There seems to be no objection to that. I would suggest, there- 
fore, that unanimous consent be had that at 5 o'clock to-morrow 
evening a recess be taken until 8 o’clock, and the evening session 
be devoted to debate only. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” ““No!”] 

A MemBer. The weather is entirely too hot for that. 

Mr. LACEY. That would give about three hours’ additional 
time for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT] that the time be ex- 
tended under the resolution until 5 o’clock, and that a vote be 
taken on Wednesday immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BLUE and others objected. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, if we can get unanimous 
consent to that, I would be willing to accept the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. LACEY] to have an evening ses- 
sion. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” ‘*No!”} 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, now let us understand each 
other if we can. I have read the resolution sent to the Commit- 
tee on Rules asking for one day. We had before us the chair- 
main of the committee this morning before acting, and Colonel 
StTongE, the author of the Stone bill, and anybody else that we 
could find that was interested in the matter who was near, and 
concluded to give them to-morrow and what we could save of to- 
day. We gave all that was asked and more. A good hour could 
have been saved to-day if we had gone promptly to work on this 
bill. 

I can not agree with my friend from California [Mr. JoHNSON] as 
tothe length of the session, although I do not pretend to be anything 
of a prophet in that direction or any other But, from the best 
evidence we have, we ought to be away from the 7th to the 10th 
of June beyond question. In the meantime we have four election 
cases ready for consideration. We feel that the Committee on 
Labor should have two days, and we have other matters pressing 
upon the committee. We are trying to divide the time. Now, 
when we have given this committee all that it asked and more, I 
simply want the House to understand that your Committee on 
Rules, with whom iit is very easy to find fault, are doing the best 
that we can to keep matters moving in the House, in the most 
prudent way that we can, after taking counsel from the member- 
ship of the House; and when we have done all that, we do not 
want to be put in a false light by the committee for which we 
have been acting, especially in this instance. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one or two requests have been made for 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CROWTHER. [I should like to suggest to my friend 

Mr. HENDERSON. Just let me finish my remarks and see if 
we can not get to work. I will take the responsibility, after con- 
sultation with two other members of the Committee on Rules, the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. MCMILLIN] and my colleague 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DALZELL]—I have not had the time to 


I yield to my colleague from Iowa a few 











consult with the Speaker—of making the proposition that the 
committee have to-morrow and until 3 o’clock on the following day 
and take a vote at that time, under the operation of this rule. 

Several Memuers. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the ggn- 
tleman from lowa? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is perfectly evident that objection will 
be made to any proposition of this sort. If the Speaker will 
recognize me, I will amend the resolution and endeavor to get it 
passed under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and to pass the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this rule, and until 4 
o'clock, Wednesday, May 20, the time of the House shall be given to the con- 
sideration of such bills on the House Calendar as have been reported by the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. LIrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, JOHNSON of California. I want toknow what that means, 
Does it mean that debate will cease to-morrow at 4 o’clock—— 

A Member. The day after to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And then that the debate shall 
begin again the next day and run until 3 o’clock? As I under- 
stand, it was to be all day to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will see that the proposition 
is not to limit to-morrow’s session. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. What becomes of the resolution from the Come 
mittee on Rules on which the previous oe was ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The action of the House upon this, if there 
were no objection, would suspend it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to object to the Committee on 
Immigration having the time, but I am very much in earnest in 
behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that they may have 
some time for the consideration of pension bills, and I ask this in 
behalf of 300 nee here on this floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to this proceeding? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I do not object to this. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. [ ask that the rule be read. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should like to have the rule again reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately after the ad of this rule, and until’4 
o'clock, ogee ee 20, time of the House shall be given to the con- 
sideration of such bills on the House Calendar as have been reported he 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization; and that at 4 o'clock 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the 
pending amendments to the ta however, Tha’ rE in this 
resolution A be construed an inveriering with general appropeia m bills 
and conference reports. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. That gives them two days. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a second is demanded, the Chair will 
put the —_ toa vote. The question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the resolution. 

Two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was i 

: REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. ao I ask a reprint of all the re- 
ports on the immigration bills reported by the committee and 
now upon the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill H. R. 58, and the report, which are exhausted. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. W1L- 

LIAM A. STonk&] asks unanimous consent for the reprint of House 
bill 58, and the report thereon. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following Senate bills were 

— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
ollows: 

A bill (8. no ag ay provide for the erection of a public buildin 
- aren a.—to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

rounas, 

A bill (8S. 2420) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army—to the Committee on ~—z Affairs. 

a _ (8. 1885) for the reliet of John Veeley—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (8.1381) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 


tary record of Patrick Larkin—to the Committee on Military 
airs, 
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A bill (8. 2540) to vide compensation for a brid 

buildings and other leperommenie constructed by saviein verano 

upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as the Yel. 

lowstone National Park—to the Committee on Claims. 
_ ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (8. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 

A bill ° 466) granting an increase of pension to William Brown: 

A bill (S$. 705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; , 

A bill (8.746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe: 

A bill (8. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
a S. 21 a) tin, J 

(S. 2175) granting a pension to James Loyd Young. |; 
of Company A, Sixth paament Kentucky Vileateore: =e 

A bill (8. 2936) te authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, ' 
Niagara, State of New York; 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder: 

A bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy: 

A bill (8. 145) granting a pension to Niana Ardelle Bliss; —’ 
an _ (8.144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


galls; 
A bill (8. 2357) granting a a to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-genera! of the United 
States Army; 

A bill (8. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah H. Bull; 
. a 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D, 





in the county of 


Aen > 
A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 
A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 
A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant; 
A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose; 
A bill (H. BR. 2326) ae —— to Thomas Holaday; 
A bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and dispo- 
~ agg of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 
a.; 
A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 
A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls; 
A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military revord of Charles K, 
Jenree, etc.; 
A bill (H. R. 3426) gran an increase of pension to Eugenia 
f Brig. 


R. Pare widow o m. Thomas W. Sweeny, deceased; 

A bill (H. R, 488) for the relief of Jane Lynn, the daughter 
of John R. L , & Revolutionary soldier; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 

A bill (H.R. 7671) au ing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one cond cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, 


of W: nm, Ind., and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
of James P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 


daughter; 
‘A bill H, R. 4182) gran increase of ion to Georgianna 
C. Hall, pendent mother of John W. Williams, deceased, late 
ni Army; 
e 


; oar} granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 


the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 
. aaat granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 
) gran 
illiam 


a pension to Katherine 8. McCart- 


H,. y; 
( R. 15583 for the relief of — en aie as 
gran a pension onathan Scott; an 
. 900) to pro for the payment of the claim of 
Mahony. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. Latimer, for six days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Brum, for three days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Mryer, for one , on account of important business. 
To Mr. Oapen, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Snover, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 


ness. ' 
To Mr. Cox, for ten , on account of im t business. 
And then,on motion of Mr. Dinauey (at 5 o’clock and 9 min- 
utes p.m.), the House 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule ee tak ant Fe severally 

reported from committees, ered to the Clerk, and referred to 
Calendars therein as follows: 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 

tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8676) to 

enable the town of Flagstaff, in the Territory of Arizona, to 1ssu@ 





1896. 





system, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1866); which said bill 


bonds to construct a water 


were referred to the House Calendar. 
— AYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Pisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1424) 
entitled *‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels 
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the 
draft,’ approved Feb 21, 1891,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1867); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6399) to amend the laws relating to Amer- 
ican seamen, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1868); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. : ; 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 1683) granting to the 
State of Kansas the entire remaining portion of the abandoned 
Fort Dodge Military Reservation in said State as an addition to 
and for the use of the State Soldiers’ Home, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1869); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. QUIGG, from the Committee on the Library, to which was 
ref. the bill of the Senate (S. 1188) entitled ‘‘ An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a monument to Gen. Nathanael Greene 
on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House,” rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1870); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. 6889) for the removal of the remains of 
Joel Barlow to the United States, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1871); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
several] rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
met tocar to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr.SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 
bill (H. R. 3754) for the relief of the estate of Richard Law- 
son. Cont No. 1852.) 
The bill (8.532) entitled “An act for the relief of H. W.Ship- 
es oa No. 1855.) 
(H. R. 4617) to pay W. C. Gilbert $150. (Report No. 


1856. ) 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 3535) to reimburse the city of New Albany, Ind. 
(Report No. 1857.) 

~ Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(8S. 1860) entitled ‘An act for the relief of John M. Guyton, late 

at Blacksburg,S.C.” ( rt No. 1853.) 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2040) authorizing additional compensation to the assistant 

oners to the industrial exhibition at Melbourne, Australia. 
(Report No. 1854. ) 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 


PcThe bill (8.954%) entitled “An act granting » pensi 
; enti a act a ion to Ste- 
rt No. 1858.) 


y Mr. , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill ie 7424) granting a pension to John Deming. (Report 


Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 

H. R. 3581) oe increase of pension to James Blake- 

Report No. , 

(Gaara oo ee on Invalid Pensions: 
en * granting a pension to Hester 

Robinson.” (Report No. 1862.) 

THO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
aie 1) increase of pension to Mrs. 
Oo, 

(H. R. 3844) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Ceport Ho. 1984.) | cs 

entitled ‘* t a pension to Char- 

widow of Gen. Bloratio P. Van Cleve.” 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
H. R. 7132) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peaslee, (Re- 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
restore to the pension roll Levi Goens. (Re- 
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By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. 
R. 8483) to increase the pension of Caroline 8S. Baker. (Report 
No. 1874.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
oe bill (H. R. 1301) for relief of Julius A. Morrill. (Report 
No. 1875.) 

The bill (H. R. 1296) to correct the military record of Henry L. 
Franklin. (Report No. 1876.) 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred, as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 8904) to increase the pension of Sarah Mont- 
gomery—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8933) for the relief of Peter C. Lawyer—Com- 
mittes on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: . 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 9024) to amend an 
act entitled ‘““An act to promote the administration of justice in 
the Army,” approved Ostober 1, 1890, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 9025) granting to Colonel John 
Nyce Post. No. 459, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Milford, Pike County, Pa.,2 condemned cannon 
= 2 pyramids of cannon balls—to the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9026) to establish a re- 
treat for homeless mothers, wives, and widows of ex-Union sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 9028) to prevent the importation 
of impure and unwholesome tea—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Sy Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to 
the Hudson Reservoirand Canal Company the right of way through 
the Gila River Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 9031) to pay the Seneca band of 
Indians at the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., the trust funds belonging 
to them and remaining in the United States Treasury—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 186) 
empowering the Secretary of War to purchase the bronze bust of 
Secretary of War Edwin M. Stanton for the War Department—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A resolution (House Res. No. 340) 
requesting the Secretary of War to transmit to the House of 
Representatives a list of publications relative to the battles, 
campaigns, and military movements at or near Chattanooga, 
Chickamauga, etc., for the use of the Military Committee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A resolution (House Res. No. 341) relating 
to private pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 342) asking con- 
sideration of House bill No. 7083, to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause I of Rule XXII, private billsof the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 9027) for the relief of Lucinda 
Hitchcock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (8. R. 9032) forthe relief of Win- 
ifred Connelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of J. M. Char- 

mtier, of St. Mary’s Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

aims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9034) for therelief of William Rose, of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9035) for the relief of Mrs, 
Margaret J. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9036) for the relief 
of Mrs. Elizabeth Dabney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9037) for the relief of Lieut. I. L. Crow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 9038) granting an increase of 

msion to Bennett E. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) for the relief of George R. Lankford— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9040) granting an increase of pension to Ida 
B. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9041) granting a pension to Jessie C. Lay of 
Meadersville, Whitley County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9042) for the 
relief of Frank Linco]n—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 9043) for the relief of the 
heirs of Edwin D. Breed—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9044) for the relief 
of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, of King William County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9045) for the relief of John Bowers, of Hen- 
rico County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9046) for the relief of R. W. Elsom—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9047) granting an 
increase of pension to Aurelius Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 9048) granting an increase of 
pension to ae Sugs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) grates a pension to Hiram Runyan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9050) granting a pension to Elias W. 
Gresham, late second lieutenant, Indiana militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9051) for the relief of Alfred Bridwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9052) granting an honorable discharge to Rich- 
ard Christian—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9058) granting a pension to Rachael McCart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 9054) for the relief of Frank 
Edwards, Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 9055) granting a pension to Eliza 
J. Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9056) to place 
the name of Mrs. Rosa G. Thompson, formerly Mrs. Rosa G. Ed- 
wards, upon the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 9057) to restore James W. Murray, jr., to the 
pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill - R. 9058) to place the name of Samuel J. Dunlap 
upon the en on roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9059) to increase the pension of Frederick 
Kleiber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9060) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Kibele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill as R. 9061) for the relief 
of the estate of Charles Dumanet, late of Perry County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 9062) granting a pension to Ma 
M. Walrath, widow of Ezra L. Walrath, late lieutenant- colonel, 
One hundred and fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
ah Og: the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 9063) to relieve James M. Wil- 
son, late private Company C, First Mississippi Marine Brigade, 
oan the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. f 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 9064) granting a pension to 
Albert G. Stark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9065) granting a pension 
to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9066) granting a pension 
to John Haynes, of Salina, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

ag | Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R.9067) for the relief of 
De Estang Shepard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9068) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. Coles—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9069) nting an increase of pension to 
ea Robinson, alias Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 9070) granting a pension to 
Florence N. Waldron, helpless daughter of Capt. Samuel F. 
Waldron, Company I, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Infan- 
try Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9071) for the relief of Wil- 
liam M. Underwood, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following tions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petitions of citizens of Kaysville, 
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Kanab, and Salt Lake City, all of the State of ' 
ble action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to eam: ™ tal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads r 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Nebraska 
praying for the passage of House bills Nos, 4566 and 833, relating 
= —— laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post. 

_By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of Thomas McCutchins and 16 other 
citizens of Natick, Mass., pro against the passage of Hous 
bill No, 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the thee. 
mittee on the Pos ce and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. BAKER of New Ham : Petitions of citizens of 
Whitfield and Nashua, N. H., in favor of the passage of House 
ee ae — eat ae tage and the amend- 
ment o e ws— e Committee on the Post-Ofic 
and Post Boals., SePORice 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Petaluma, Cal,. for 
the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of Boot and Shoe Cutters’ 
Union, No. 3662, of Lynn, Mass., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 6119, for a nonpartisan labor commission—to the Coim- 
mittee on Labor. 

= Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of citizens of 
N. Y., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. x3 
4566, to amend the 
Office and Post-R: § 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petitions of citizens of Portland, Belfast, 
Dexter, Hallowell, Eastport, and Norridgewock, Me., praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postave 
and bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petitions of citizens of Riverside, Hollister, 
San Diego, Redlands, and Tustin, for favorable action on House 
bills No. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petitions of citizens of Danville, Ridge Farm, 
and Armstrong, in Vermilion Cente also Juliet and Lockport, 
in Will County; also Buckley and Clifton, in Iroquois County: also 
of citizens of the counties of Kane, Grundy, Kendall, Dupage, 
and Dekalb, ali in the State of Dlinois, favoring the passage of 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Mobile, 
Ala., asking for the passage of House bills Nos. 888 and 4560, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COLSON: Petition of the Con ational church of 
Williamsburg, Ky., favoring the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of ~ 
Columbia. P 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of South 
Wayne, Clinton, Delavan, Blanchardville, Argyle, and Racine, 
Wis., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the tal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- \ 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of William D. Gordon and 58 other 
citizens of Midland City, Mich., asking favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
— the son of Edwin D. Breed—to the Committee on 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizens of Uniontown, Wash., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
— the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


‘ost-Roads. s 
By Mr. ELLETT of Vir, : Petition of heirs of Sarah E. 


Troy, 
8 and 
tal laws—to the Committee on the Pout. 


Chadwick, deceased, late of New Kent County, Va., praying ref- 
erence of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Comuuttee 
on War Claims. 


By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina; Petition of Thomas F. 
W: and other citizens of Beaufort, 8. C., asking for favorabl« 
action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of citizens of Portland, Oreg., asking 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 
the laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the Legal Adviser Publishing Com- 
pany, favoring the of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 556”, 
— ing the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Review, of Chicago, Ill., for favor- 
able ae on House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Chicago 
of Trade, opposing the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 








1896. 


bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- | ing the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 


i tate and Foreign Commerce. 
my Mr. vO MBLE: Petition of Burton V. Robertson and 25 | 
others, of Custer County, S. Dak., protesting against the passage | 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- | 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria and Pekin, I11., 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 

tage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


oe ae GROUT: Petition of 72 business men of the District of 
Columbia, against the enactment into law of the amendment to | 
the District appropriation bill (page 19, Senate copy of bill) for the | 
repeal of the [agislation providing a way for patrons of suburban | 
lines of street railways to reach the business centers of the city 
without change of cars—to the Committee on the District of 
a adopted by the Trades League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the e of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. | 
2967, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on | 
Interstate and Forei erce. 
“a titions of es of Bethel, Hyde Park, and St. Johns- | 
bury, all in the State of Vermont, for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- | 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. — ! | 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petitions of citizens of Litchfield, Alton, | 
Cowden, and Windsor, Ill., asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce, and | 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- | 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska; Sundry petitions of citizens of | 
Nebraska, relating to House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the | 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of Belt, Mont., ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4556, to | 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of citizens of Vallejo, Cal., asking | 
favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to | 
1 cent per half ounce, and on House bill No. 4566, to amend the | 

laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on | 

the Post-Office and Post-Roads. L fwd 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petitions of citizens of Bridgeport 
and Littlefield, Conn., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Preamble and resolutions unanimously adopted 





by the directors of the Board of Trade of Chicago, protesting against | 
the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, pro- | 


posing amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE: - Nong of = arom 8 e ee aettn, 

rotesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 
bill No. 2067, to amend the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petitions of citizens of Allensville, Coving- 
ton, G w, and Carrollton, Ky., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petitions of citizens of Maiden Rock, Pres- 
cott, Spring Valley, St. Croix Falls, West Superior, Washburn, 
Rice Lake, and Superior, State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage 
of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Six petitions of residents of 
Stockton, Cal., for additional appropriation for the post-office 
building at Stockton, Cal.—to the Committee on A: priations. 

Also tion of residents of Haywards, Alameda County, State 

ornia, recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to 
ittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Sacramento and Butte, Cal., favor- 

id House bills Nos. 4566 and 838 
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and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of citizens of Bradenburg and Leb- 
anon, Ky., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 8388 and 
4566, to amend the postal_laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Palo Alto, Redwood City, 
and San Francisco, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Peter Harriar 
and other citizens of New Ulm, Minn., protesting against the 
passage of House bill No. 6668, to raise the license fee for the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia from $400 to 
$800—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Nich- 
olasville, Ky., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 


| Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. McCULLOCH: Petitions of citizens of Augusta and 
Pocahontas, Ark., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Lucinda Hitchcock, widow of 
Lorenzo Hitchcock, late of the New York militia in the war of 
1812, asking for an increase of pension, to accompany House bill 
No. 9027—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Center Point and Hampton, State 
of Arkansas, for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Horton- 
ville, Ahnopee, Amherst, and Waupaca, Wis., asking for favorable 
action on feos bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per 
half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, asking for 


| favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the 


»0stal laws—to the Committee on the 
oads. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Remonstrance of citizens of Temple, 
Tex., against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Farmers’ 
Council, No. 953, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Marshallton, Pa., asking that a bill to restrict immigration be 
passed—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Gris- 
wold, Conn., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


Post-Olffice and Pest- 


| and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 78 farmers of Clyman; 
also of 24 citizens of Williamstown; also of 46 citizens of Dodge 
County; also of 138 voters of the Second Congressional district, all 
in the State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage of House bill No. 


| 8315, for the manufacture of pure beer—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Trades League of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amending the interstate-commerce 
act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of John McLain and others, of 
Grand Rapids, Ohio, praying for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, op- 
posing House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, proposing 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Toledo Brewing and Malting Company and 
others, against the passage of House bill No. 8315, relating to the 
use of rye and corn in the making of beer—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bowling Green, Ohio, in favor of 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of East Haddam, Conn., 
asking for favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOKES (by request): Petition of citizens of Sumter, 

S. C., praying for favorable action on House bills No. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution of union meeting of 
the Daughters of Liberty, held in Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petitions of citi- 
zens of South Auburn, Lincoln, Table Rock, University Place, and 
Dawson, Nebr., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce, and House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office anfl Post-Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of members of the faculty of the Ne- 
braska State University, of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of the adoption 
< the metric system-—-to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

easures, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of citizens of Rochester and 
Deery, N. H., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to re- 
duce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. TERRY: Petitions of citizens of Atkins, Little Rock, 
Russellville, Greenwood, and Hot Springs, State of Arkansas, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of the Union Veteran Legion, 
No. 142, of Jeffersonville, Ind., praying for the e of the per 
diem pension bill (No. 8727)—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, protest of the Board of Trade of Chicago, against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amending the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

y Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of citizens of the cities of 
Marion and Birmingham, Ala., for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 4566 and 838, a amendments to the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Floyd, 
Va., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany Honse bill 

anting a pension to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on 

valid Pensicns. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mrs. Virginia Clay Clopton, 
president of Alabama League for Female Suffrage; also of citizens 
of Madison County, Ala., in favor of a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution conferring the right of suffrage on women 
equally with men—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sheffield, Ala., asking for favorable 
action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Adams, Mass., asking 
for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TursDay, May 19, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


} ELLEN C, EWING, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1837) granting a 
pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing. 

The amendments of the House of eran were, in line 
6, after the word,‘ Ellen,” to insert the letter ‘‘C.”; in line 7, 
before the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out * one hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘seventy-five ”; and to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill 


ss a pension to Ellen C. Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
homas Ewing.” 


Mr, GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
Am from the House of Re tatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that House had agreed to the re- 


port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3018) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, to improve the merchant marine engineer service, and 
thereby also to increase the efficiency of the NaVal Reserve. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3279) to author- 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,and 
had appointed Mr. Huick, Mr. Bascock, and Mr, RIcHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the of 


the House. 
The message further announced that the House had disagreed 





H.R. ; 
the standard shape and size for dry senune in moet the 1g 
taict of Columbia, and for other purposes; asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two House thereon 
and had appointed Mr. Curtis of Iowa, Mr. MILnr; : 
Cons managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills and joint resoly 
tion: ong 
A biil (H. R, 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised § = 
A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Sten 


of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H.R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a itory 
prerequisite to obtaining a Siesoee there; partery @ 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 


other pur : 

A biil . R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of Sonth 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military ation in said State 
under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission of 
South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 183), and 
for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes; ; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the setablinlenent of a life-saving 
station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 187) declaring a certain bridge 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of 
Mississippi, a lawful structure. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The ——- further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

oa (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


Ingalls; 

A bill (8. 145) granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss; 

A bill (8S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendenin; 

A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 

A bill (8. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 
a bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William 

rown; 

A bill (8.705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe; 

A bill (8.1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (8. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Buil; 

A bill (8. 2175) granting a pension to James Lloyd Young, late 
of Company, A, Si Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; 

A (S. 2357) granting — to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 

A bin (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 

A bill (8. 2986) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the N: River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Ni- 
agara, State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of any Jane Lynn, the daugh- 
ter of John R. Lyn, a Revolutionary so. 


A bill (H.R. 515) granting a ag on to William Grose; 
A bill (H. R.900) to pro ‘or the payment of the claim of 


William H. Mahony; 

A bill (Hr ie 2898) caains Sion Th et need 

.R. gran a omas Holaday; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; | 

A bill (H.R. vot Boe Gee Th increase of pension to Eugenia R. 
owe widow of . Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, deceased; 

A (H. R. 3607) to increase the ion of Kate Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 4182 as increase of pension to Georgianna 
C, Hall, dependent mother of John W. Williams, deceased, late 
surgeon, United States . 


eb 
ae 
ee 
Es 
Bs 


for settlement of titles and dispo- 
Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott; 
' tin a pension to Katherine 5. McCart- 


a yn to A. Luthy; 
or the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
Pennsy 


eee 
satan 
Rone 
sep 


Ivania Cavalry: |. 
a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 


granting pension to John Caster; 
ting a pension aeons Woodcock; 
$ cunreck military record of Charles K. 


relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 
vethocising and aizecting te Secretary of 


: 
ty 
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to donate one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
. 8. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, 
nm, Ind., and for other purposes; and 


the Ni 
halls to 


Washingto 
OF ill CHR. 8012) donating conde mned cannon and cannon balls. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ee a petition of Local Assembly, 

No. 1239, Order of Lape Knights of Labor, of Circleville, Tex., pray- 

ng the passage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the 

intment of a commission to collate information, 

to consider and recommend aid capital to meet the problems 

oe by labor, a which was referred 
the Committee on 


He Sahenrenatel a petition —" Local neti No. 2672, Order 
of the Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 3008, authorizing the ‘employment of day 
laborers in the construction of public buildings and works in the 
District of oy which was referred to the Committee on 
—— and 

also presented a , memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 

L eetiog against the adoption of certain proposed amend- 

ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of Cream 
City Typographical Union, No. 23, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
for the Government ownership and control of telegrap lines; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the Philosophical 
Society of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of on restricting ‘animal experimentation in the Dis- 
trict of bia; which was referred to the Committee on the 


District of 
Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of the Board of Trade, of 
the Farmers’ Bank, of the J.H.McLain Company, of B. Danne- 
miller & Sons, of the Steel Booting Company, of the Dueber 
So Company, of the Gilliam Manufac- 
g Company, of the Wrought Iron Bridge Company, of the 
Novelty Iron Company, of the Aultman Co mneeey of the Bucher 
& Gibbs Plow Company, of the City National Bank, and of Elbel 
oegllation eek a tenes 1 half hich 
oO r postage to 1 cent per ounce; whic 
to the Cinemities on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
wie. ALLISON presented the petition of W. U. Waddell and 
sundry other citizens of Richland City, Wis., praying for the pas- 
nae ene filled-cheese bill; which was ordered to lie on 
He also (ty ga Army of the Repub- 
lic, ying for the enactment of legislation 
to esta to commemorate the campaign, siege, 


of Iowa, 
and defense Of Vieksboe, which was referred to the Committee 
on Affairs. 


He also petitions of David McEwan and sundry other 
citizens , lowa; of A. L. Davidson and sundry other citi- 
zens of W; lowa; of Mrs. M. J. Huidman and sundry 


other citizens of Marion, lowa; of John Dows and sundry other 
citizens of Armstrong, Iowa; and of Rev. T. G. Aten and sundry 
other citizens of Hillsdale, lowa, praying for the adoption of the 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CALIFORNIA STATE CLAIMS. 
I ¢ a communication from the Secretary 
of tho Treasury, to the <= Oe ee = 
report tor for 
the War mete ps and transmitting I move that the communi- 
—= printed as a document, and referred to the Committee 


tes; Ww 


(H. R. 1261) for the relief of 
his . reported it 


i 


to whom 
y without 





A bill (H. R. 6298) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty: 

A bill (H.R. #92) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia 
A. Jameson; 

A bill (H. BR. 1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry: 

A bill (H. 8. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States Cav- 


y3 

A bill (H. R. 8007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Pettit; and 

A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2006) to increuse the pension of Har- 
riet C. Gregg, widow of Col. John Irving Gregg, from $30 to $50 
per month, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur 
FP. Cogswell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
ported an amendment providing for the compensation for the 
pointment clerk in the Navy Department, intended to be 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. 
Redfield, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, in 
the State of Nebraska, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of Belvi- 
dere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr., reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S$. 2507) granting a pension to John N. Corgan, of McPherson, 


ré- 
> ap- 
proj osed 


, praying for the enactment | Kans., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Haz- 
lip, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert L. 
Mulford, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to 
Richard P. Pilkington, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (8.886) to provide a home 
for aged and infirm colored people, reported it with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyaans; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R.5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry; and 

A bill (8.2477) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
Wild. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (HH. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Scott; and 
A bill (AH. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

. Purdum 


“Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2988) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co., re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report there on. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 14th instant, providing for the payment to Henry T. Clark for 
the use of Bellevue rifle range, in the State of Nebraska, intended 














to foul gee emer to the general deficiency ae bill, re- 
or" 


favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Grannelbtee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a 
wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, 
Mo., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John 8. Burwell, administrator 
of the estate of A. L. Burweil, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


GEORGE M’FARLAND, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7285) fer the relief of George 
McFarland, to report it favorably without amendment, It isa 
House bill of but a few lines and a clear case. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to issue dupli- 
cates to George McFarland, of McArthur, Ohio, in lieu of United 
States 4 per cent coupon bonds issued under acts of Congress a 
proved July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, No. 54972, for $50, 
and No. 105451, for $100, with interest coupons attached, dated 
January 1, 1893, and subsequently, the bonds and interest coupons 
having been destroyed by fire. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KENNEBEC RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. FRYE. A recent freshet in the Kennebec River has so 
injured the channel of the river that the Boston boats can not go 
up to the city of Augusta, the capital of the State. The local offi- 
cer in charge rules that he has no right to use the money which 
has been hitherto appropriated because it was appropriated to 
carry out certain projects. The Committee on Commerce author- 
ize me to report a joint resolution and to ask that it may receive 
consideration now. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 147) concerning the improvement of 
the Kennebec River, Maine, was read the time by its title, 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to use so 
sobs Herta ihe Sate of Mala eng be neces for te roel of te 
wort and the restoration of the channel Lemagea by the recent freshet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was re to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be e for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. I submit a conference report on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 


the bill oi ate ve appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. I ask that the report may be printed in 
the Recorp and printed as a document as well, and I give notice 
that to-morrow morning or as early thereafter as ble I shall 
ask for the consideration of the . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on She enereng vote et the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making tions 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal en June 

1897, and_for other having met, after full anh free erence 
pare aapees 50 wencmnanees and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
ows: 
45. t a0 6 BL ee en et 1S 88 1k 10, Lis 12, 1D. 1as 1 aah ine iss 
tba 188,150" Tis, 106,188 eed 18. ; ee a 
That the ie from its 


21 CeeRe eee A eee Gene aren, 


7) aL Te Te Tie 79, 87,88, 89. Me i "108 Ti iis 
114, 116, 117, 119, tit ‘igs 19h Lit, 190" 188 180 187° 169, 1 179, 180, 181 int and 
188, and agree to the same. 


of the matter inserted by said amendment 
t 


insert the poliomeng: 
re Island light vessel, New York: For h and out 
pe veewe y- ete for service, a first-class steam t steam fog 
signal, ; and the total cost of said steam versal, wiih e steam fog 
oes era contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 37: 'That the House recede from 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and ogres to tee naree =e to 

amen¢ment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendee 


ey te La light 1: F 

* r vessel: For constructing, 

fitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light veal ehine, and ont. 
si ‘ ; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a stean fe s 
signal, under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed 


$80,000. x 
oo t 198 a That th Bs recede from 
ndment num : e House e 
tc amendment of the Gonate numbered sd agin to te mane wil 
amendment as follows: e matter oe 
or onden f ble Second light-h: district: F. Sales 
“Tender for t ouse : For co i eat 
and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender for we cotuPPing, 
inspection in the Second light-house district, Massachuset:. $37.50: 
cost of said steam tender, under a contract which is he..). 
authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000,” 
= eadies t 9 red ao. That the Hi reced 
mi ent num e e House 6 fr disagr 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and +-y* same - ith E ~ 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment io. 
sert the following: ” 
“Tender for the Seventh and Eighth 


hereby 


ht-house districts: F ct- 
ing, equipping, and a. complete for service, a new stones odes a 


buo y, and on in the Seventh and Eighth light-house dis 
tric ‘500: and the total cost of said steam tender, und ee 
a authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000." T*°t Which 


is he 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment odin, a 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


tion of the Secretar OF the Treneury for Fmd mag ore eigen, mater the direc- 
‘ on Lakes, ¢ s 
and the total cost of said revenue steame @ reat Lakes, $200,000; 


under @ contract which is hereby 


Se canes to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an 
SS tee ceo ae of the bill, in line 3, erie out the follow- 
ng: “for ex engrav ra *; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Xuendeent numbered 2: That ceieteonetes from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum rt ‘* $67,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the house recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $110,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede frém its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered &, and to the same with 
an tas follows: In lieu of the sum p: insert “$131,000”; and 
the Senate to the same. 


Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
ss t as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
oa : 


“ That the city of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and through 
its city council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Giov- 
srnmeet oT Secre of the Interior, Sibley Island, an island in the 
Missouri River near said city of Bismarck, for a public park: Provided, That 
neiias mere comeenes shall be construed to authorize the felling of timber 
om nae Sr ae consum oo any timber be cut save for 

pu or beau’ grounds.”’ 

‘And the Senate 


aapee the same. 

Amendment niimbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the t of the Senate numbered 103, and to the same with 
t as follows: In lieu of the sum insert ** $15,000"; and 


agree to the same. a ae 
Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
amendmen agree to the same with 
insert “ $40,000"; and 


to same. 
Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the Senate numbered 135, and to the same with 
an sgneneeneed on Selhows : In lieu of the sum insert “ $40,000"; and 
Senate agree same. 
Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement 
nt of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with 
an tas follows: In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment 
strike out the word “ For” and insert in lieu thereof the words “In full for. 
— meet Socue named in said amendment insert “$1,500; and the 
same. 
numbered 160: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and mares to the nam cit 15: 


of 
bill, and lines 
oR aee thereof the followin ; 
to Gall expuance of United States marsha 
to 
or 


payments for services rendered in 
” 


from its 
agree with amendment follows: Strike out the amend: 
eevee 7 om page %& of the bill, and insert in 


the ; 7 
“For salaries of States district attorneys of United 
si degenseemrn ets ene 
Amendment num 1 : That the House recede from its disagreem<? 


Senate to the nt 
‘numbered 171: That the recede from its disagreeme 
schmendinent mustered Uz That the Hopes rece from ft shane wih 
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anamendmentas follows: In lieufof the sum proposed insert * $220,000"; and the 
the same. 

— : S cmmakored 172: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and agree to the same with 

an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $225,000"; and 


agree to the same. 
te aeons numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $533,000"; and 
= ee pod 5 9 That the House recede from its disagreement 
tc thee nt of the Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $1,066,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
endment numbered 175: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $460,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 177: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the follo : “, and such payments shall be allowed the marshal in 
the settlement of accounts with the United States"; and the Senate 
agree to same. ; 

dment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tine tof the Senate numbered 178, and a to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $150,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the tof the Senate numbered 187, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


at That r the reports of the Geol 1 Survey in relation 
to the of streams and to the methods of utilizing the water resources 
may be ted in octavo form, not to excced 100 pages in length and 5,000 
sopues in number; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the official use of the Ge- 


cuagical Survey, 1,500 copies shall be delivered to the Senate. and 2,500 copies 


| be delivered to the House of Representatives for distribution.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert, after the word Oe pn ,” the following: To reimburse said 
company for ex: incurred an paid in connection with the Government 
building and bit; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable toa on theamendments 
of the Senate numbered 2,3, 4,6,7,8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
28, 32. 61, 91, rate tas 188, a. i 113 at 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 

1 . , an ; 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J, G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2573) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the 
Lake Madison Veteran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, 
othe >t ae vdemion, th Senate, as in Committee of th 

ere no n, the ate, as in Commi of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 
The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 2384. 

Mr. TELLER. I it to the Senator from New Hampshire 


that we oe the morning business. 
Mr. G GER. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3168) to on Frances 
A. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 3169) to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to life- 
boats, ete., on lake, and sound steamers, and the penalty 
for to such; which was read twice by its title, 
and to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8.3170) to authorize the Butler 
and Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the ver; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S.3171) for the relief of Dr. John 

which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
referred to the Claims. 
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Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3174) for the relief of 
Charles L. Wood, of North Platte, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3175) donating condemned cannon 
and condemned cahnon balls toS. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3176) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lewis Keiser; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to 
Oscar A. Palmer, Tabor, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3178) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Catharine Emory; which was read twice byits title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr, LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 
Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 








posed by him to the bill (8S. 1702) to provide for doing away with 


certain grade crossings on the lines of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Conimittee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED SUNDAY-REST LAW. 

On motion of Mr. KYLE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be discharged 
from the consideration of mers petitions praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law in the District of Columbia, and that they be referred tothe 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Ordered, That the petitions on the files of the Senate praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law in the District of Columbia be taken there- 
from and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

SOUTHERN STATES EXPOSITION AT CHICAGO. 

Mr. BACON submitted the following concurrent resolution: 
which was referred to the Select Committee on International Ex- 
positions, and ordered to be printed: 

_ Whereas an exposition of the economic and industrial resources of the 
Southern States is to be held in the city of Chicago during the months of 
August, September, October, and November of the current year, whose 
purpose is to assist the development of the South by displaying the variety, 
—— distribution of its useful raw materials and their possible util- 
ity; anc 

hereas various departments of the United States Government have here- 
tofore collected and are now in possession of material adapted for the pur- 
pose named, namely, specimens of agricultural, forest, and mining products 
of the South, and other materials pted to illustrate their use, value, and 
the conditions affecting them: And now, therefore 

Be it resolved by the Senate uf the United States (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring), That the Secretaries of the various Executive Departments, 
the Smithsonian Institute, and the Fish Commission be euthevianl to permit 
the use of suitable material, within their control, for the purpose of the 
Southern States Exposition at Chicago under the following conditions: 

1. That permission shall not be granted for the removal of any specimens, 
en ot materials whose temporary absence would impair the public 
service. 

2. That all expenses of every sort and nature, connected with the removal 
and replacement of the property loaned by the Government, shall be paid by 
the agent of the Southern States Exposition at Chicago; and that due guar- 
anty shall be given for the safe-keeping and return in its original condition 
of said property. 

UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Committee to Establish 
the University of the United States, 5,000 copies of Senate Report 429, first 
session Fifty-fourth Congress, including the report of the minority. 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS, ETC, 
Mr. HALE. I ask for the adoption of the resolution which I 
send to the desk. It is connected with the business of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 
e resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury under appropriations the balances of which have 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions ot section 
5 of the act approved June 2), 1874, since the allowance of those embraced in 
House Document No. 822, of the present session, up to and including the 21st 
instant; also a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims and by 
United States courts not heretofore reported to Congress at its present session. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I submit from the Committee on Appropriations 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. I ask that it may be printed in the 
REcoRD and also as a document. After the disposition of the 


rt 











conference reports on the legislative bill and the sundry civil bill 
I shall ask the Senate to consider this report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed as indi- 
cated by the Senator from Maine. 

The report is as follows: : 

The committee of no Seer Do the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate: to othe bill ( oaing, SEE oriations 
Led the naval service for the fiseal — ending vans 30, 1897, and for other 

porpseey ee met, after —! an to recom- 
mend do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from ite amendments numbered 23, 30, and 55. 

That the House recede from its di eement to the amendments of the 


Sonete eenieees © 8, 4,5,6, 7,8,9, 11, 12 12,13, 14, 15, 16,17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28,20, 
50, and 54,and the same. 


agree to 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of = ‘matter inserted by said amendment the following: “And the 
Secretary of the Navy shall detail a clerk of class 1 to perform ¢ erical serv- 
ices in the Navy and the Sen Seay to carry on the work incident to this 
an a 


anpropenten: | cones t to the same. 
ment to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 18, ee ine same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the comma (,) after the word “ eeeay. in line 3, page 22 of the bill, 
- restore the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment; and the Sen- 


te agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 4and 50 said amendment, the words * *made forthe same” 
and nea in lieu thereof the word “completed”; and the Senate agree to 


the 
That 4 the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out the = inserted by said pmepement aa insert in lieu thereof 
yes eee 500each; one of Bnglish studies, history, and law (after 
mane service), $2,500""; and strike out, iniines Seca paaeee of the 
at $2, iM each” *; and the Senate agree 

“ amendments numbered 2, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 87, 38, 39, 40, “1. 42, 42, (3, 44, 45, 46, 

47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee of, conference has | nee unable to agree. 
= §. QUAY, 
P. GORMAN, 
Menten the part of the Senate. 


C. A. BOUTELLE, 
JOHN B. ROBINSON, 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, oneof his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the {8th instant approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution: 

An act (8S. 137) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; and 

A joint resolution (S.R.15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, ete 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The business has closed. 

Mr. oes achaitauntemmutateednman the bill (H. R. 5210) 
making rovide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of . Tastee ot of ‘co umbia for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, and for other cee. 

The VICE-PRESID The Chair lays before the Senate the 
ag — are. ah the Senator from Col 

GER. I ask the Senator from Colorado if he will 
lines ne to have passed the bill which I asked to have considered 
a little while ago? It will take but a moment. 

Mr. TEL » lLyield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

DAVID 0, BURLEIGH. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S, 2384) for the relief of David O. Burleigh. 
There will be no discussion upon it, I will say to the Senator from 


free conference have 


Colorado. 

There being no objection, the as in Committee of 
Whole, proeeeded to consider the bill. provides that David O. 
Burleigh shall be held and calbeall to have been honorably dis- 


char 


of Company I, Fourth Infantry Volunteers, on 


the 4th day of June, 1864, and the es War to 
revoke the order cashie , and to issue to a certifi- 
eate of honorable discharge as of that date. 


estan bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
socmghoued ter attire renting, reste daeteiae mah onaeet. 
LEONARD 1. BROWNSON, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 2588) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson, late first lieuten- 
ant eee, Fifth Vermont Volunteers. It is a bill of only 
— nes 

TELLER. I will yield to the Senator from Vermont if 
ene is no discussion upon it. If there is, I must object. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask for its consideration with that under- 
standing. A similar bill passed the Senate in a 
Congress, and it was favorably re in the other House. 

There being no objection, the ‘as in Committee of the 
oe to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


eral Orders, No. 21, 


18, 1864, 
ite bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, order. 


lo bills; in which it 


A 


A bill (H. R. 


See Feattey tice maemdans tes Yalmnaae on E. 
ew Ham 





arent Arner mgr ge aside so much of Gen- 


May 19, 





Headquarters Middle Militarv 
dismissed First Lieut. oo Ty dated 


September 7 1864, as ard I. 

4 K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers, for abecues cro": 
leave for ould prejudicial to order and military dis- 
cipline, and to grant and cause to be to him a certificate of 


le muster out of the service as of the date of September 


d 


for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, poy ie. CHAPEL, 


one of its clerks, announced that the House 
ame 


agreed to the 
ndments of the Senate to the bill (HI. R. 4824) antec. 


Secretary of the Navy to ‘rea one condemned 0 the 

a ? C 1 cannon to the 
ccs also ~anmenet 

the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5480) to eee 

eee sear 


1 tables in the District of Columbia, and for ot )or 
a conference with the Senate on the disagree ing 


votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Ba poo. K, 


Howie, and Mr. Mines managers at the conference on tha 


part of the 


The message further announced that the House had disavreed 


to the amendment of the = the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase 
the pension of Caroline A. 


, widow of Brig. Gen. John 
; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed Mr. W oop, 
Mr. SuLLoway, and Mr. Baker of Kansas, 
ference on the part of the House. 


managers at the con- 


The also announced that the House had disagreed to 


message 

the amendments - the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing 
the construction 0 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 

between the north line of St. Clair County, II1., and the south west 
line of said county; 
Senate on the 

had appointed Mr. Stewart of New Jersey, 
PATTERSON managers at the conference on t e 


f a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city 
from some suitable point 


to the conference asked for by the 
cement the two Houses thereon, and 
Mr. Joy, and Mr. 
rt of the House, 
passed the fol- 
ted the concurrence of the Senate: 
(H. R. 158) fer the a pension to Mary Collins; 
A bill (H. BR. 956 the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. 


of 
for t the relief of Hiram P, Pauley; 
A bill (H. R. 1178) to rem to remove the charge of desertion from the 


The also announced that the House 


ee of Nicholas Swingle; 
A (H. R. oo 7S) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon Jones; 


A bill (H. R. —— granting @ pension to Anna M. Newton, 
widow of Gen. Zl ting pension to Neil McNeil; 
gran a cNei 
A bill ee a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the of Levi'T. E. Johnson; 
+ bill (H. 2.2960) granting a pension to Mrs. 4s A, All 
a ucy iien; 
A bill os . 3113) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 
A bill (H, R. 3268) to ee evidence and 
to the attendance of witnesses in matters before the reyis- 
ters and receivers FB did aaa nonce United States. 
A bill (H.R. wats) granting pension to Thomas S. Daugherty; 
a bill (B38 the Sot ion A. Mann 
A bill (H.R. 3514) granting an Tisahenge to John J. 


Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 8565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 


nore 
to Henderson Marp le; 
the 4 bill oe Ren 4193) to correct rena te ai tary record of William F. 


A bill tego ee eneeet pension to Patsey 


A bill candies pension to Mary L. Arnold; 
A bill CH a7 ara) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 


A bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 
bill 4888) for the relief of 5 

bill (HE W004 for th rele of Mrs. Sarah Maen: 

bill a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip; 
bi @ pension to Sarah Ann Wible; 
the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 


(HL I. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 


ing Oscar A. Bulette, known in his manater ttle as Austin 


is Infantry 


ae 
Secretary of the Treasury 
March, guardian of Ruth 


. 
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H.R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sergent; 
su BF eal) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
A bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported parcels 
and not exceeding in value; 
i ( ee dean We the charge of desertion from the 
military record of W. Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for bark Vila; 


A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 


A bill (H. Lh 717) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to four condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, Ill., and for 


oD Ee R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White; 
(H.R, 7255) au the establishment of a life-saving 
on the of Mary ; : . 
H. R. 7477) to provide for the registration of trade-marks 
siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, 
quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and other receptacles 
used in commerce with foreign nations, or among the 
the Indian tribes, or among or in the Ter- 
States, or with or in the District of Colum- 
the fraudulent use of the same in such com- 


BEE. E, 
wi 
re 


i 


Ee 
B 
3 
: 


_— a site for the erection and main- 
ospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss.; 
) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 


.8582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 


8673) to incorporate the National Society of Colo- 
America. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
further announced that the Speaker of the House 
f enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
Vice-President: 
61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 
) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 
§. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob; 
§. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 
§.616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of Ww: Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 
A bill G. ae a increase of pm to C. E. Phil- 
vah brook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
i AB 10ld) orenting 2 ion to Mary N. 
@ pension ary Newman; 
5. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 
(8. 1215 a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 
gran 


an increase of pension to Mason 
(s. 1498) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 
1522) pening a pension to Catherine Smith; 
, authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned 
an Pane cannon soya i. tive tments; 
a on 
bf a) Bae 


EE § 
Tae 
BPA BERS 
aw eee 
ess 


Ey 
Be | 


Be 


EE 
Baa 


> > > 
= 


ae 


cepleetcate 
Be @ 


arrie L. Yeaton; 
8. 2508 ish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
ao and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; and 
2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
MNTEE toning equecariations 0 provide tor 
a ons to provide for 
the government of ORs District of Columbia for 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
from the Committee on Appropriations 




















oe amendments of the ae 
acted as are reached reading 
- ENT. it is so ordered. 


Was, on page 2, line 13, before 
to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert 


I ask that the bill may be read ee 
e 


satisfactorily appear that the money was paid in faith for goods sold and 
delivered, work and labor done, materials furnished, or services actually ren- 
dered for the benefit of the District: Provided further, That in crediting and 
allowing said disbursements and expenditures no money on account thereof 
shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For executive office: For two Commissioners, at $5,000 each; Engineer Com- 
missioner, $924 (to make salary $5,000); secretary. $2,160; two assistant secreta- 
ries to Commissioners, at $1,000 each; clerk, $1,500; clerk, $1,400: three clerks, 


one of whom shall bea stenographer and typewriter, at $1,200each; messenger 
$600, sten: apher and typewriter, $720; driver, $480; laborer, $365; inspector of 
buildin Se 0; assistant inspector of buildings, $1,200; four assistant inspect- 
ors of buildings, at $1,000 each: clerk, $1,600; clerk, $900; messenger, $480; 
janitor, $700; steam engineer, $900; one fireman, $480; property clerk, $1,600; 

eputy property clerk, $1,200; clerk, $720; messenger, $690; two aovet Yr Opera- 
tors, at each; messenger, $480; three watchmen, at $480 each; inspector of 
plumbing, $2,000; five assistant inspectors of plumbing, at $1,000 each; harbor 
master, $1,200; two laborers, at $300 each; in all, $52,089: Provided, That the 


accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized to credit the accounts of 
the ex-Boards of Commissioners of the District of Columbia with all disburse- 
ments and expenditures which have heretofore been suspended or disallowed 
in the settlement of their accounts wherein it shall satisfactorily appear that 
the money was paid in i faith for goods sold and delivered, work and la vor 
done, materials furnished, or services actually rendered for the benefit of 
the District: Provided further, That in TT and allowing said disburse- 
ments and expenditures no money onaccount thereof shall be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to repay 
to the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Colum- 


bia the sum of $1,223.08 paid by that corporation to the District of Columbia 
‘as a water-main tax assessed against land of the said first-named corporation 
unsubdivided and not used for business purposes, the assessment of the said 


tax being illegal under a decision of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 4, after the word 
‘“‘each,” to strike out ‘‘special assessment clerk, $1,700"; and in 
line 16, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five thou- 
sand ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-three thousand three hundred”; so as to 
anake the clause read: 

For assessor's office: For assessor, $3,500; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 
each; two assistant assessors, at $1,600 each; two clerks, at $1,400 each; three 
clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; three clerks, at $1,000 each; assistant 
or clerk, $000; clerk in charge of records, $1,000; clerk to board of assistant 
assessors, $1,200; clerk, $000; license clerk, $1,200; inspector of licenses. $1,200; 
messenger and driver for board of assistant assessors, $600; in all, $33,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendmént was, on page 4, line 18, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert ‘‘ deputy collector, $2,000”; in line 22, after 
the word ‘‘ each,” to strike out “‘ one cierk, $1,000”; and in line 24, 
before the word “ thousand,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert 
** sixteen”; so as to make the clause read: 

For collector's office: For collector, $4,000; deputy collector, $2,000; cashier, 
$1,800; bookkeeper, $1,600; two clerks, at $1,400 each; two clerks, at $1,200 each; 
clerk and messenger, $1,000; messenger, $000; in all, $16,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 4, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert “six”; and in line 7, 
before the word “‘hundred,” to strike out “‘seven” and insert 
*‘eight”; so as to make the clause read: 

For auditor's office: For auditor, $3,000; chief clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, $1,800; 
clerk, $1,600; disbursing clerk, $1,600; two clerks, at $1,400 each; three clerks, 
at $1,200 each; clerk, $1,000; messenger, $600; in all, $17,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 20, before the word 
dollars,” to insert ‘‘two hundred”; in line 23, before the word 
**dollars,” to strike out ‘‘three hundred and twenty” and insert 
‘four hundred”; in line 24, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘ nine hundred and sixty” and insert ‘‘ one thousand two hun- 
dred”; in line 25, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ three 
thousand eight hundred and a ” and insert ‘‘ four thousand 
five hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For market masters: For two market masters, at $1,200 each; one market 
master, $900; for hire of laborers for cleaning markets, at rate not exceeding 
$400 | rd market, $1,200; in all, $4,500: Provided, That hereafter all rents, fees, 
and income derived from the markets herein appropriated for shall be paid 
to the collector of taxes, and no person employed by the District of Columbia 


in or about the said markets shall receive any fees or compensation of any 
kind in addition to the salary provided by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 16, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out “‘ six hundred ” and insert ‘‘seven hundred 
and twenty”; se as to make the clause read : 

For eer’s office: Record division: For chief clerk, $1,900; clerk, $1,600; 
two clerks, at $1,400 each; three clerks, at $1,200 each; messenger clerk, $720; 
two messengers, at $480 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ three hundred and thirty-two ” and insert 
** four hundred and fifty-two”; so as to make the clause read: 

Subsurface division: For inspector of asphalt and cements, $2,400; inspector 
of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant inspector of gas and meters, $1,000; mes- 
electric fighting a Gabandin tempaekan sd aetiraen RET seperinse tient ot 

'. each; uv sewers, ; superintendent o 
sewers, $2,400; inspector of sewers, $1,300; two assistant engineers, 












at $1,500 ok; Geeta. 
threo eat Bl each: clark Sa two, two ae = cr g,00) each: two i Samak i. 


cael deck teee $840; in 
The amendment was ‘cout to. 
The next ee. — on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 


assessment aatk, 
o : 6, at $1,20each; Se eu each; mall, $11,900 rn ae 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 7, to insert: 
Street seseuing cme x, $3, cet Insp Lape assistant superintend- 


ent and clerk, $1 streets, $1.200; sree De 
spectors, at $1 Gone ta ten inspectors, at Mo each; three necistaxt 


- St Se ; foreman of public Sen pd messenger and driver, p00; 


ie amendment was ea 

The next amendment was, on 9, line 17, before the word 
* dollars,” to strike out ‘two hun ” and insert ‘‘cight hun- 
red and fifty”; and in line 18, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
“six hundred and fifty”; 80 as to make the clause read: 

For surveyor's office: For su ‘or, $3,000; assistant surveyor, $1,800; for 
auch em poreeese may te se8 uired, in accordance with the provisions 0 

nett etbaeo cea surveyor of the District of Columbia a salaried 
officer, $5, in all, $10,650. 

The Saeniliienas was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 3, before the word 
“inspector,” to strike out ‘office of the” and insert “ offices of 
the inspector of gas and meters and the ”; in line 9, after the word 
office,” to insert ‘‘sealer of weights and measures’ "office ” ; in line 
il, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-two thousand 
five hundred” and insert “ ‘twenty-four thousand”; and in line 
~~ — a word “ purposes,” to strike out: 


a the whole cost of maintaining and keeping in 


ana Pies the hon tg ip cmon co, Bp epee 
and ean mont by the Washington Gas Light Company. 
And insert: 


And proves Surther, Tae the recorder of deeds shall make no char; 
geeoets Ty ng to’ to the assessor of the District of Columbia for entry upon the 
ransfers of real estate as required by law. 


"So as to mak the lause read: 


namely: For printing, Chock bo 

povennet of ma » cpevagtnap EReaneete and im- 

plementa, drawing caanteiad bin ortior the iat and preserva- 
of records; main’ ntaining and the labora and 

apparatus in the offices of t! oi gus and meters and of 

asphalt and oer Se horses not 


d other gen amlers 
an samelees @ 
fund che otic of he euporiuted 

ent, earverors 3 office, sealer of 
oes ‘0u0; and the Commissioners 

; or, That horses 

this act ‘be used onl for official purposes: , That 
the recorder of Goods sat mak ee cero ane ae 
District of Calabi for entry upon the tax 
required by law. 


ent of the patent Columbia, 
of frauds on the 


transfers. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear apon this side one word 
eee ee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. to the amendment on 


begining in ine 1, which provid 
shall make no 

cere a ‘ppm the eae 
as y law.” to 
which the recorder of deeds to 


occurred 
to add: en it shall So Se 


“itr, TELLER. lppocrlontvr yodscte rad inna ype 
oners sugges is amendment, supposed | Paring 

nearness ee ee ee 

But there can be no to the amendment suggested by 


The SECRETARY. At the end of line 2i add: 
Andé it shall be the @ 
e@ioners of the District 


Tho amendmen’ to the eunaitandat Was naman 





numerical 
gas the emmiasees 1k the 
preparation 





— amen as next t of 
crease . District offices fon line 6, to in- 
$10,000. from $7 5900 to 

The was to 


She nenh adnenionins % ’ 
e ni ent was, on page 11, after . 
Vor purchase of nie and erection of morgue #20. 20, to insert: 
The amendment was 


The next amendment was, oy 11, line 25, before the word 


“‘ hundred,” to strike out “one usand nine” 
thousand five”; so as to make the clause read a: and insert “two 
For atrertieing, Soiiorined and required by la w,and for tax and 
Guruwk eiosmaoas een 2 page 
on 12, line 4, before the wo d 
“thousand,” to strike out “seven” and insert eight”. te 
make the clause read: eee 7 oe to 
notice of taxes in arrear Jul 1896, as re d to 
given by act of ch 1, 180, $80, fo he retmbursed Gyockerge cae 
The next smeadment was, 00 j 
The next amendment was, 


on a 12, line 11, before the word 
and insert “four”; and in line 
wo. That the cmplozece in the office of the assessor may be assigned 


preparation books in addition to t ‘ 
lar oes ent may be allowed a reasonable compensation for said . — 


aed as to make the clause read: 
To enable the assessor to transcribe the general assesament and repa 
book, $4,000, the same to be immediately available: Pr ovided. - it 
office of the aeree: an y be assigned to duty in the 


in addition * to their regular duties, and 
= il aeataeee a reasonable compensation for said additional services ?r. = 


12, line 21, after the word 
y available », 80 as to make 


the clause read: 

To enable the Commissioners to have of subdivisio: © SC 
in that portion of W o (oe co nnereahaleedg tia 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment oe 18, line 6, to increase the 
a for ons outside of Washington 

from mn 500 to 300 
amendment was agreed to 


The 
The next emondiment wee, on page 12, after line 7, to insert: 


Extension of highways: To of completing a plan for the 
extension = a eres conformity with the ° 

oa in _s =? the District ot 

500, to be _ 

Bins ach Columbine rovided, That of 

ee by the Commis- 

of plans, in part, and 

PS aminens landscape archi- 

ctr of ware. And the 

are authorized, eed atten ted to such 


e oPiney Panel oh 


ng 250 feet. 
of the — 


ne 
a 
ag 


adopted 
rest will be left 


is on agreeing to the 
to the word “highways,” in line 20. 


last clause of the amendment 


i 
au 
ve 


. 


abana Senenans are authorize’ in pre: 
Sie locowael Vers: first wees guciion that the Piney 
not exceeding 250 


sasenap anges of witth nos 


5 
if 


iE 









The VICE-PRESIDENT. "This amendment will be paseed ovr 
ne varran ee aeey mast . CHAN- 
eens eterereire wa 
ie 
pee cis ae Fae ee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 5, to inser” 
owners of the 
o erred to 


ts an 1 par 
rs. and loca 


ct of Columbia, in t nacare of te : 














River and its flats, in charge of the 
yment shall ie toand received 


es 
: 


. TELLER. direction of the committee I offer an amend- 
Se depabessmein directly after the word ‘‘ speci- 
” in line 10. 
fed VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. y 
The Secretary. After the word “‘ specified,” in line 10, page 
15, it is proposed to insert: 
That the entirestes fesmeciy Knownesthe Potomac Flatsand now being re- 


reservoirs, be, and the same are hereby 
made and r the name of the Riverside Park, and 
to be forever held 
people. 


used as a park for the recreation and of the 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
amendment as amended was agreed to. 
reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 15, line 13, to in- | 





#3 





crease the for assessment and permit work from 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment 
and repairs,” in line 17, to increase the a — 
‘or work on streets and avenues named in Appendix X, k of 
Estimates, 1897, from $100,000 to 000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 15, line 22, to imerease the 
for the Georgetown schedule from $9,000 to $22,720. 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 16, line 1, to increase the 
for the northwest schedule from $80,000 to 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, line 4, to increase the 
for the southwest section schedule from $15,000 to 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, to increase the 
section schedule from $23,000 to 


eeen woge 16, line 8, to increase the 
schedule from $23,000 to 


s 


amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to insert: 


eee ara side, from Connecticut avenue to Eight- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 13, to insert: 

“gr 5a, PAYING Pastrect northeast, trom North Capitol street to Florida avenue, 






The next e 16, line 19, before the word 

amendment was, on ; wo! 

to strike out seventy-five” and inert “ninety,” and 
nee eo teert “and fifteen 







The next amendment was, at the top of page 18, to insert: 
For sewer in Fifteenth street extended, between Columbia road and Kene- 


saw avenue, $1,000; and authority is hereby given the Commissioners of the 
District to lay a water main in said 
necessary. 


street between the points named if found 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 9, to increase the ap- 


propriation for the continuation of the Rock Creek and B street 
intercepting sewer from $40,000 to $190,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, lino 11, after the word 
‘**dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available ” o make 
the clause read: 


en of the Eckington Valley sewer, $17,000, to be immediately 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for the completion of the Kenesaw avenue sewer 
from $4,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for condemnation of rights of way for construction, 
maintenance, and repairs of public sewers from $1,000 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 5, after the word 
** collected,” to insert: 


Provided, That no street railroad company in the District of Columbia 
shall be permitted to run cars over any part of the route of any underground 
electric or cable road by a route or routes not specified in its charter or spe- 
cifically described in amendments thereto, except by authority of Congress 
hereafter to be granted. 


Mr. HARRIS. Task the Senator from Colorado to allow this 
amendment to be passed over for the present. The District Com- 


; so ast 


was, on page 15, under the head of “‘Im- | mittee may wish to express a desire to put the amendment into 


somewhat different form. 

Mr. TELLER. We will let the amendment be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 15, to in- 
crease the appropriation for repairs to county roads from $40,000 
to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 24, under the head 
of ‘Construction of county roads,” to increase the appropriation 
for grading and regulating Sherman avenue and Roanoke and 
Irving streets from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 8, on 
page 20. 

Mr. TELLER. After the word “that,” in line 5, page 20, I move 
to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SecrRETARY. In line 5, page 20, after the word “that,” it 
is proposed to insert: 


No part of the amount hereby appropriated shall be expended on Sherman 
avenue until. 


So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of the amount hereby appropriated shal) be ex- 
pended on Sherman avenue until the owners thereof dedicate to the District 
of Colum ground for widening Sherman avenue in conformity with 
the adopted and recorded plans of highway extensions. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There ought to besome provision, if this clause 
is adopted, requiring the United States—because it owns a large 
portion of the land along Sherman avenue—to surrender a por- 
tion of its land in order to widen the street. 

Mr. TELLER. The attention of the committee was not called 
to the necessity of anything of that kind. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a necessity-—— 

Mr.TELLEK. The Senator from Ohio can move an amendment 
to cover it. I have no knowledge on the subject myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Ohio allude to the par- 
ticular tract which is set aside for the hospital? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That belongs to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It belongs to the District of Columbia or the 
United States of America. 

Mr. ALLISON. It belongs to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment I have just offered was 4 
gested by the Commissioners. They suggested no further amend- 


ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the amendment. I 
merely mention this difficulty. There ought to be authority in 
some one, the District Commissioners or the President-—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the District owns the land, it is all right. If 
the United States owns it, there ought to be some such provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ay impression is that it is owned by the 
Garfield institution, which is a corporation. 

Mr. TELLER. If it is the property of the Garfield Hospital, it 
will come under the provision we put in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
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whether the adopted and recorded plans of highway extensions 
described in the last line of the clause do not e in the District 
land which he thinks should be included? I have an impression 
that the adopted and recorded plats of highway extensions cover 
the land which the Senator from Ohio desires to see made a part 
of the ayenue, but that this clause is necessary to compel the land- 
owners within the recorded limits to convey their title in order 
that the avenue may be opened to the full width. If the recorded 
— cover the District land, they take it. If they cover United 

tates land, they take it. It is only the private owners who are 
required to convey. 

r. TELLER. It appears from an examination of the last act 
that the hospital own this land, and it was provided that they 
should dedicate it. They did so, and we have gone through a 
building, and there is an item of $7,500 in the bill for the damage 
done to the building. 

Mr, SHERMAN. That has been done under existing law? 

Mr. TELLER. Under the law of last year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Probably that covers it. 

Mr, TELLER. There does not seem to be any necessity for 
further action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado Mr, TELLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
a Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 8, to 

nsert: 


For aking down brick building on the northeast corner of Garfield Memo- 
rial Hospital grounds, the removal of which has been made necessary b 
reason of the widening and grading of Sherman avenue at that nt, an 
constructing another building on said premises to take its place, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 14, to insert: 


For ing and regulating Columbia road, Sixteenth street northwest 
extended, Prospect street, Crescent street, Seperiat street, Erie street, Cen- 
tral street, Meridian and Ontario avenues, Meridian : Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 19, to insert: 


For paving Connecticut avenue and Columbia road between Florida avenue 
and Wyoming street, $6,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 22, to insert: 
For grading Massachusetts avenue extended, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 24, to insert: 


For and graveling Albemarle street and opening same urchase 
or con amadbion to Grant k road: Continuing improvement, 00 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to insert: 

For grading Illinois avenue, $2,500. 

Mr, TELLER. I am directed by the committee to move to 
amend the amendment by striking out ‘$2,500” and inserting 
**$5,000”"; so as to read: 

For grading Illinois avenue, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resum The next amendment of 
- Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2ly after line 4, to 

For grading Michigan avenue, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wa3;, on page 21, after line 5, to insert: 

For paving Harewood avenue from Maple to Spruce street, $3,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 7, to insert: 

For grading Twenty-second and Twenty-fourth streets, Langdon, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 9, to insert: 


For grading and regula Twelfth street extended from Florida avenue 
to Mount Olivet road, soar 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 12, to insert: 


For and graveling Pierce and ‘h streets, Anacostia, from Jeff: 
son to spy provfdod the fand necessary unite these streets be fires dedi- 
con to 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 15, to insert: 


For grading and graveling Pennsylvania avenue extended and Branch 
2, s 
avenu $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 17, to insert: 

For grading and regulating Emporia and Frankfort streets, $4,500. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. After line 19, 21, I am directed by the 
committee to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Taurston in the chair), 
The amendment will be stated. 
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ee 
-_ ECE: On page 21, after line 19, it is proposed to 
en in opt i epeny See avenue and Park road, $5,000: Pro- 


Ki 
k highway, bet 
KlinsYe road be dedicated. to the District of Columbia fer say peyote and 
| the adopted and recorded plans of highway exte y with 


on a was meet > 

e next amendment e Committee on Appropriati 

on page 21, after line 19, to insert: PPropriations was, 
For pa court expenses and fees of commissioners and paying f 

taken and to rRext, to open and extend Thi y-seventh streot 


between Back street an: wn road, at or near Schneid. ; 
ace and proceedings already in supreme court of the Dee of onl 
umbia and award of court commissioners made therein, $9,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. : = 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 22, line 6, after the word 
‘*all,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five t ousand ” and insert *‘one hun- 


= and fifteen thousand five hundred”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For gradin d reguls Yale, Bismark, Princeton, Harva 
bia on between wenn Pole Yon om EL trecte gibi es an ss 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The = as was, ao gl -~ 10, to increase the 
appro on for ing, 8 , and cleaning stree ; 
from $146,000 to $105,450. es 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the parking commission 
from $17,000 to $22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 1, before the word 
*‘thousand,” to strike out “twenty-two” and insert ‘‘seventy- 
five”; in line 8, before the words ‘“‘per annum,” to strike out 
“$16” and insert ‘* $20.50”; in line 5, after the word ‘‘act,” to 
strike out: 
trom forty-five minuten ater saaees tatorty five minutes elors conrinse™ 

And insert ‘and said lamps shall burn not less than 3,600 hours 
per annum ”; in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Provided,” to strike out 
“further”; and in line 15, after the word “‘ hour,” to strike out: 


Provided That the entire service of h authorized und 
this Jintion' shalt be let, after due a es in Sowens caper 
sible bidder therefor: That no contract shall be made for 
gas lighting at a price exceeding the rates hereinbefore specified. 

So as to make the clause read: 
: For iumina material, » ing, iring, 
ile ra, ceases, Meee patie rss 
and expense of erecting new lam: street designations, lanterns, an 
fixtures; moving lamp- pain D- and lanterns; replacing 


or unfit for service; for stor- 


repairing, painting, and cleaning, any ture provided for 
in this act, and oaid shall burn not than three thousand hours per 
annum: Provided, That before any are made from the appro- 
P herein provided een Pee oneains shall equip each 
street lamp with a self-regulating burner tip, so combined and adjusted 
as to secure, all variations of pressure and density, a con- 
sumption of 6 cubic feet of gas per hour. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 20, to strike out: 


the Laat and all other gaslight companies 
doing business in the District of Columbia are authorized to charge and col- 
lect, after the passage of this for illuminating furnished to and paid 
for by the Go of the States and : 
trict of Columbia at the rate of net cupeaing 3 cents per thousand cubic 


that consumed blic streets, highways, 
sed abil qpeunie tn the a of Oolisanbin ca gek rele 
as from time to prescribe: That if consumers 
other t not pay mon’ any gas bill within ten 
days after the same have coe? = en, 
from said consumer so as per - 

bic to Raid consumer during said month. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
was to be in the bill. 

PO REY Tin gee 
7 from West Virginia 
arenes 
Beret it become ® 


not affect the ques- 
lighting. That is always controlled annually by the 


the amendment on page 23. 
Me PAULENER Of course we that the subject will be 
consumers, 


both Houses as to private 








1896. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 17, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-three thousand six hun- 
dred” and insert “ fifty-nine thousand one hundred and seventy”; 
in line 18, before the word “cents,” to strike out “28” and insert 
38”; in line 19, after the word “ burning,” insert ‘“‘on an aver- 
age”; and on page 25, line 2, after the word ‘‘ Washington,” to 
s out: 





Provided her, That the entire service of electric lighting authorized 
under this appropriation shall be let, after due advertisement, to the lowest 
*Phader therefor: Provided further, That no contract shall be 


lighting at a price exceeding the rate hereinbefore 


So as to make the clause read: 


electric arc lighting, including necessary 
now lighted with eietrie arc lights in the city of 
essary extensions of such service, $59,170: Provid 
cents 


tion, in those streets 
ashington, and for nec- 
. That not more than 38 
met ae be paid for any electric arc light burning on an average 
from five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise, and 
rated wholly oa pecans of underground wires; and each are light shall be 
not less that 1,000 actual emiepower, and no of this appropriation 
shall be used for electric lighting means of wires that may exist on or 
over any of the streets or avenues of the city of Washington. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like that to be left as the House put it, 
28 cents per night for each arc light. At 28 cents per night it fig- 
ures out $102.20 a year for an arc light of 1,000 candlepower. - At 
88 cents, the price fixed by the Senate committee, the price would 
be $138.70 per arc light of 1,000 candlepower. I have a list of 131 
cities in the United States where private companies operate, the 
same as do here, and the average price is one hundred and 
twenty-one and a fraction for lights of 2,000 candlepower. 

-Mr. . representatives of the company appeared 
before the committee, and the committee did not think it was wise 
to put it down to 28 cents. They did not believe it could be done. 

Mr. KYLE. If it is done in other cities it ought to be done 
here. 


Mr. TELLER. I think it can be done at 38 cents. I should 

doubt whether it could be done with any profit at 28 cents. 
. GALLINGER. The matter will be in conference. 

Mr. KYLE. What is the present figure, may I ask? 

Mr. TELLER. Forty cen 

Mr. KYLE. Forty cents would be nearly $145 per year fora 
thousand candlepower. If the average price in 131 cities, by 

do 

for $102. 


n= com! remember, is but $121 for 2,000 candlepower, 
not ceed why it can not be done here with a thousand 

Mr. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
I would suggest to him that the gas bill which the 
passed with various amendments which have 


This amendment refers to electric lighting. 
I though it was in reference to the gas question, 
to the Senator that, that bill havin 
this will ogee | to conference, an 
other matter wi Se disposed of before 
this bill be made to conform, I 
be the result = > legislation on 
ere dealing wi e gas question, 
electric lighting. 
d say that it was supposed by the com- 
Same pe | of & and ee lighting in — 
disposed action o two Houses o 
Distrios al tion bill. That, of 
and we try to conform the appro- 
ble, to the action taken on that bill. 
me state to the Senator from Colorado 
been any bill before the District Committee on 
electric , | mean as to the of electric 
In fact, I think it never heard 
to the costof electric in the city 


has never 
the District Committee on that su j 
. If the Senator from South Dakota permit 
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not as a matter of business policy for themselves, but as directed 
by the Commissioners, so as to have the conduits laid in advance 
of the improvement of the streets. 

I think this is a very low rate, and I will say to the Senator there 
is no human being in the District of Columbia who uses electricity 
who has complained of the price. 

Mr. KYLE. Ipresume not. I merely referred to the street arc 
electric lighting, for which all the people of the United States are 
taxed; it is a matter which concerns all the taxpayers; and it oc- 
curred to me asa question of economy, if other cities were fur- 
nished this light for $121 for 2,000 candlepower, it ought to be 
furnished here at a similar rate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is desirable that we should have accu- 
rate information on this subject. 

Mr. KYLE. I have accurate information from 131 cities. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Dakota to some later information than he has. The 
National Electric Convention was held in New York City from 
the 3d to the 6th day of May, 1896—only a few days ago. In that 
convention there were 10,000 electric light companies represented. 
If the Senator will go to the record he will find that it was shown 
that the average price for arc lights with overhead wires of those 
10,000 companies is 41.7 cents per night. That is precisely what 
was developed in that meeting in New York City a few days ago. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me just there, the aver- 
age price, he says, given in that journal is 41 cents and a frac- 
tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-one and seven-tenths. 

Mr. KYLE. That is the same sort of argument the Senator 
indulged in yesterday, arguing that as other cities had charged 
more, therefore more should be charged here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 will take care of my own argument. I 
do not require any supervision on the part of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Let mesay that that argument amounts to nothing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator said that yesterday, but it 
did not affect the vote. 

Mr. KYLE. If we prove that in other cities the charge is less, 
then certainly we have a right to ask you to prove that a lower 
charge than is proposed shall be made here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to restate my statement, and the 
Senator in his own time can make his own speech. I do not care 
to have him inject it into mine. 

I want to repeat that in the electric light convention in New 
York City, held from the 3d to the 6th day of May, 1896, there 
were 10,000 electric light companies represented, and it was shown 
there that the average for every arc light per night for those 
10,000 companies is 41.7 cents, while in Washington we have been 
paying 40 cents, and it is proposed by the Senate committee to 
reduce it to 38 cents. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] has well said that 
in the city of Washington our electric-light wires are in conduits 
under ground, and that it has cost the company here some $10,000 
a mile to place them there, while in the other 10,000 cities there is 
scarcely an instance of a single mile of electric-light wire under 
ground, and it seems to me extraordinary—this company doing 
business here, and having placed their wires under ground because 
Congress commanded them to do so, and having very courteously 
and very gracefully obeyed the mandate of Congress in this re- 
spect—that we should undertake to make them furnish electric 
lights for 13 cents for every arc light per night less than the aver- 
age in the 10,000 cities of the country represented in that conven- 
tion, where their wires are strung overhead at $10,000 a mile less 
than it cost to put them under ground. 

Mr. KYLE. I donot intend to argue this question at length 
to-day, as I argued the gas question, because | know everything 

oes Sere as the companies want them to go; but here are some 
facta: Ido not care whether 10,000 electric light companies gather 
ther and hold a national convention or not; I do not care 
whether they arrange for a combination of prices all over the 
United States or not. I presume the greater the convention the 
more liability there is to a combination to fix higher prices in 
the cities of the United States. I do know, though, from investiga- 
tion and from authoritative sources, that in 131 cities in the United 
States there is an average charge of $121 per year for 2,000 candle- 
pou which is twice the candlepower required of this company 
y this bill 





I know also by investigation that in 24 cities in the United 
States which own their electric-light plants—municipal owner- 
ship—that the prices there, not for 1,000 candlepower, but for 
2,000 candlepower, is $26 per year, as against $138 required in this 
bill. Making due allowance, if need be, for putting all the wires 
under ground in conduits at $10,000 a mile, I think the difference 
between $26 per year for each light and $138 per light is sufficient 
to cover it. What is all I care to say. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 25, after line 7, 
to atrike out: 


That hereafter the United States Electric Light Company or any other elec- 
tric light company doing business in the District of aes not charge 
or coliect from the United States or any other consumer of electric arc or 
tneandescent lights or electricity for power prices ex % per cent = 

ices charged for such lights and power on the Ist da anuary , 1896, in 
he said District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 20, to strike out: 
For new sponsons, new deck, and raising house on harbor boat, $900. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 22, to insert: 
For new fire, ice, and wrecking boat, $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ssantiie ewe ~~ on 
appr m ‘*for purc 
pumps” from $7,000 to $10, 00d, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 26, after line 21, under the 
head of ‘Washington Aqueduct,” to insert: 
Por protecting the inlet to the aqueduct at Great Falls, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 27, to insert: 


26, line 12, to increase the 
t, and repair of public 


Wi hqmtad senak Spe Geers of eee erent 
and <i to ork on the W; ct_ tunnel ne te 
accessories and the Howard University Reservoir, au by section 2 
the a ved July 15, 1882, en “An act to increase the water su 


report ee Jan 17, td 
gross, fi plans ene 
and the Becretary of War. And to carry out 


this balance remaining from the appropria 
made by the anid act of July 15, 1882, and ae pay te ein pg 

aroun ee ae hereby be advanced out of the 
revenues of the United tates, and n ect to theconditions of the capital 
eee created by the ao. of way and the sum of $266,746.38 is also 
ted out revenues of the District o 
Gofunbin to applied ok of the works, and in such order as to 
time, as the Secretary of War may deem n to @s s00n as 


racticable the cconalnen of the entire crete of 
thew of the be Samemmee ry ot War and tanictem at 
and the work shall be carried on by contract or 
‘War may deem best for the oo tic interests. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee in line 20, on page 27, by striking out the word “seven,” 
before the word ‘‘hundred,” ‘and inserting ‘‘ five,” that being the 
amount of the surplus, and there being an error in the amend- 
ment. Then, in line 25 of the amendment, on the same page, be- 
fore the word “hundred,” I move to strike out ‘‘seven” and 
insert “five”; on pose 28, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” to 
insert ‘‘said sums”; and in line é, to change the word “‘sum ” to 
* sums.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is a roposed to amend the amendment on 
page 27, line 20, before the word “hundred,” by striking out 
* seven ” and inserting ‘‘ five”; in line 25, before the word “ hun- 
' dred,” by striking out “seven” and ae ** five”; in line 3, on 
page 28, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” tat tho, said sums”; 

at the end of line 6, after the a “that the,” by striking 
out “sum” and inserting ‘*sums”; so as to read: 


And to carry — the 
qpeining unexpended 


2 and b Sects 2 

is hereby ¥e aes Oa, @ wate See eae 
4, and be advanced 1 of the capital account created 

Sho act of duly 28 1 ; and the sum of 546.38 is also ria 


out of the surplus general revenues of District of Colum 
be appnen ee Soper Ss Seen os Seen Snes ares Senge eee 

ar may deem necessary to promote as soon as 
completion of the entire system of said works: Provided, That 


e Chief of Engineers: 
as the Secretary of 


sums heréin 
set apart, and appro d shall be under the direction of the Sev- 
retary of War and uareeaerel Chief of Engineers, etc. 


ne to insert “two — 


nr 
Sane 
The next amendment was, 
“For,” to strike out “ twenty” 
make the clause read: 

For twenty-four, at $1,200 each. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 9, after the word 


bay ll tin he sod the word 








“For,” to strike out ‘‘sixty-one” and insert “‘ fifty-eight”; 
make the clause read: t”; sos to 


For fifty-eight, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
‘‘For,” to strike out “nineteen” an 
make the clause read: 

For eighteen, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 11, to increase tho 
total Sto BD. for maintenance of public schools from $734,- 


29, line 11, after the word 
insert “eightee ms 80 as to 


875 to 


was agreed to 
The next saat aan was, under the head of “For janitors and 


care of buildings and grounds, ” on page 30, after line 21, to insert: 
ne janitor, who shall be a on coplant and machinist, of manual training 


The next amendment was, on 


“hundred, —— out “five” 
ender: 


AgBioen, Amave Amidon, potey Briggs, Buchanan, ( Arthur, Ban- 
Fillmore, Carrion m, Carberry, Cor- 
ackson, Johnson, 

me arrisn. 3a Monroe, Morse, 


$2, a aes 4, before the word 
“six”: 80 as to make 


Smallwood wiert. Towers, 


ining, "tyler fyery Yanbu in Cichtman, Worle Wilson buildings, 


“The amendment was si to. 

The next — oa page 32, line 17, to increase the 
total nae buildings and rented rooms 
from $57,731 to th 

The amendment was 


on page $2, line 19, to increase the 
for rent of school dings and repair shop from 


to a8, 100. 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, = page 32, line 21, to increase the 


a jiation for repairs and i _—— to school buildings 
a grounds from $31,000 to * 
The S ean tee 


The next amendment was, on ‘page 82, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for the purchase of tools, machinery, material, and 
apparatus to be used in connection with instraction in manual 
training from $8,000 to $10,000. 

The t was agreed 

The next amendment was, on. page 33, -_ 1, to increase the 


s 


ap riation for fuel from =. 000 to $36,500 
amendment was 

The next amendment was, ort Tt St 22, to increase the 
appropriation « text-books and sc 1? for use of pupils 
oo os Earetes frome $35,00 to 60, 

e am was agreed to. 

oft: one Maen ag on page 34, after line 2, to insert: 
, re ground and reconstructing Anthony Bowen School build- 
n 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 4, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 6, to insert: 
For one four room addition to Benning School (white), $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 8, to insert: 


For one four-room schoo! building, Hillsdale, to be erected on the Binney 
site, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 13, to insert: 

re ren ee see On ae ot Cromection 
avenue extended, $5,000. 


the Committee on Appropria- 

amendment on line 15, = 

before the word ‘ thousand,” ae r 
os ,000. 
the amendment was agreed to. 


4 
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Mr.. COC 

Mr. TELLER. J : I t 
sions for some new buildings in the bill as it was sent to us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Idowot refertothe Western High School build- 
ing just below, where the appropriation is increased from $50,000 
to $100,000; but I do not see any other provisions for new build- 

except these which have been added by the Senate committee. 

; TELLER. If the Senator will look at the bottom of page 
83 he will find a provision for reconstructing and adding to the 
Wallach School building, $22,000 


rovisions in italics on page 34 are the only provisicns in the 
tor new school buildings? 
KRELL. Ob, no. 


The House of wepeseeniativens inserted provi- 


Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I see that provision as to the Wallach 
anett The Senator will find a provision for a building 


in eighth 


division B of $1,400 a little higher up on 33. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is also a provision at the top of page 
84 for one Ce building, northeast, $39,000. 

Mr. HA ee 


see, beginning at the top of page 33, these 


for new school d additions to follows: 
For furniture S a ions to buildings, as follows 
Te Brightwood, and Congress Heights, four rooms, at $700 


each, 
1 think these are all the additions—only some three or four. I 


wish to ask the Senator about how many scholars these additions 
will provide for? , 

Mr. TELLER. I can not say how many they will provide for; 
but I am sorry 


to say they will not provide for as many children 
as ought to be vcontdad The superintendent of public instruc- 
tion states that there are now 10,000 children in the District who 
can only attend school part of the time because of the lack of edu- 
ca 


ti facilities. , 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only half time. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; only halftime. I would say that they are 
the smaller and younger children. We have heard considerable 
complaint about this matter, but whether this appropriation will 
be sufficient to provide the additional accommodations necessary 
I am not quite able to say, but this seems to beabout all we can get. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is lamentable that this goes on from 
year to year, and we are continually met with the complaint that 
there is not room in the school ings for the children of the 
city. The growth of the city is great in one sense, but it is not 
nee we means to ert a ee there be ene we 

t to do, acknowledge it, is to provide school 
el the children of the District. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on iations was, on page 34, line 23, before 
the word ‘ on,” to strike out ‘“‘toward the”; in line 24, 
before the word *‘ thousand,” to strike out “fifty ” and insert ‘‘ one 
hundred”; and on page 35, line 1, after the word “site,” to strike 
out “under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor”; so 
as to make the clause read: 

For site for and construction of a new buildi 
School, = and the total cost of said Western 
cluding of site, shall not exceed $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ For Metropolitan 
police,” on page 35, line 24, before the word “ lieutenants,” to strike 
“three” and insert “four”; on page 836, line 10, before the 
privates,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and sixty-one” and 
“three hundred and six”; in line 12, before the word “ pri- 
” to out “one hundred and ninety-four” and insert 
hundred and twenty-four”; in line 21, before the word 
drivers,” tostrike out ‘ twenty-one ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-three ”; 

in line 23, after the word “ all,” to strike out “$553,480” and 

** $628,840”; so as to make the clause read: 

four lieutenants, in- 


on 5 thie? = ee ~y clerk, $2,000; 
Se ae ree sia = fire 


for. 


for the Western High 
igh School building, in- 


ae 


He 


J 


. 


HE 


tes 


Ps 


nce 
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States, out of the recaipts from fines in the police court, a sufficient amount 
to meet any deficiency in the police furd or the firemen's relief fund. 

Tt will be observed by the Senate that the provision from the 
committee is for a specific amount, not to exceed $6,000 for the 
police fund and $2,000 for the firemen's relief fund, to be paid 
out of the fines of the police court; and on page 39 a provision 
has been inserted for the firemen’s relief fund by assessing the 
firemen $1 a month each. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no provision for assessing policemen? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; but thereisa rule by which they do assess 
them. For the firemen’s relief fund there is an assessment of $1 
from each of these men, who get a very small compensation, much 
less than in any of the other cities on the Atlantic Seaboard, and 
much less than in cities of less population, and where the respon- 
sibility is less than in Washington. Last year the Senate inserted 
a provision giving them a sufficient amount from the fines in the 
police court to have made a fund to have provided for these brave 
and gallant men; but we were not permitted by a coordinate branch 
to continue it longer than one year. 

The sad and terrible catastrophe that occurred last night in view 
of us all makes it absolutely. necessary that the provision which I 
have offered should be made permanent here, as it has been made 
permanent in all other cities that are well governed. 1 trust that 
the amendment will not only be adopted unanimously by the Sen- 
ate, but that at the risk of the loss of the pending bill the Senate 
will stand by the provision and give this relief to the families of 
the gallant men who recently lost their lives and those who were 
injured, and of those who may be killed or maimed hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 37, line 20, to in- 
crease theappropriation for miscellaneousand contingent expenses, 
including stationery, etc., from $18,500 to $20,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 21 

For extending the patrol system and changing the location of cer 
$3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for Metropolitan police from $23,250 to $29,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘For the fire 
department,” on page 38, line 12, before the word ‘‘ watchmen,” 
to strike out “six” and insert ‘‘ten”; in line 14, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘forty thousahd nine” and insert 
‘forty-three thousand three”; so as to make the clause read: 

FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

For chief engineer, $2,000; fire marshal, $1,000; clerk, $900; two assistant 
chief engineers, at $1,200 each; fifteen foremen, at $1,000 cach; ten engineers, 
at $1,000 each; ten firemen, at $40 each; four tillermen, at $40 each; sixteen 
hostlers, at $840 each; one hundred and one privates, at $800 each; ten watch- 
men, at $000 each; in all, $143,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 14, after the word 
‘** dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall deduct $1 per month fromthe pay of each fireman, which sum so de- 
ducted shall be kept as a firemen’s reliof fund and be invested in United 
States or District bonds, and held in the manner provided by existing law in 
respect to the policemen’s fund, and shall be used for the relief of any fire- 
man who, having served not less than twelve months, shal! by reason of in- 
juries received or disease contracted in the line of actual fire duty, going to, 
at, or returning from a fire, or having served not less than fifteen years, shall 
become so permanently disabled as to be discharged from service therefor; 
and in the case of the death of such fireman from such injury or disease, 
leaving a widow or children under 16 years of age, for their relief: Provided, 
That no fireman shall be entitled to any of the benefits of this relief fund 
who may by reason of his own indiscretion bring on any injury or disease 
which may incapacitate him from the performance of his duties as a mem- 
ber of the fire department, or who shall be retired for such cause or causes: 
Provided further, That such relief shall not exceed, for any one fireman or 
his family, the sum of $30 per month; and asum not exceeding $75 may be 
allowed from such fund to defray the funeral expenses of any fireman dying 
in the service of the District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items for the fire department, 
on page 39, line 14, to increase the appropriation for repairs to 
ne-houses from $3,000 to $4,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, line 16, to increase the 
tion for repairs to apparatus, and new appliances, from 
000 to $3,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on p 
iation for purchase of hose 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pace 89, line 18, to increase the 
i for fuel from $3,000 to $4,000. 
amendment was agreed to. 


, to insert: 


tain boxes, 


39, line 17, to increase the 
$6,000 to $7,000. 
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The next amendment was, on page 39, line 24, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the fire department from 
$37,000 to $40,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 8, to insert: 

For one aerial truck, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 

To exchange old-style straight-frame engine for modern upright, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 12, to insert: 


For one new engine to be gigced in house now occupied by chemical engine 
No. 2 at Mount Pleasant, $4,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 15, to insert: 
For house, lot, and furniture to be located in the vicinity of Brightwood to 


accommodate chemical engine company No. 2, now in service at Mount 
Pleasant, $15,900. 
to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask whether the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict estimated for or requested any additional fire engines? 

Mr. TELLER. They did. All these appropriations are made 
on estimates. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to know whether they asked for more 
than are granted in the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember about that. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; they estimated for two more, the Sena- 
tor will remember, but we did not give them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is rather late to get them for the fire that 
occurred yesterday, but we may have another one. I have heard 
complaints for years that they were notsufficient in number when 
you consider the extent to which the — spread, 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the Senator from Connecticut is quite 
right. In this city, with all the territory covered, we have only 
nine engines that are available. I am told that at the fire last 
night every engine in the city, except one or two chemical en- 
gines out at Mount Pleasant, was in use, and they were not suffi- 
cient. The Senate committee have said from time to time that 
the number was not sufficient, and we made provision last year 
for two and secured one. This year the committee have pro- 
vided for one new engine to be placed in the house now occupied 
by the chemical engine at Mount Pleasant, and for some trucks. 
I think myself we ought to have at least two more. Our fire de- 
partment is one of the most efficient in the country, but the Com- 
missioners insist that two more es are required that the 
service may be properly distributed in this city. 

Mr, HAWLE . I beg leave to move to insert after line 15, on 
page 40: 


For two new engines, to be placed at the discretion of the Commissioners 
of the Distrios, 9000. 


Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut, if 
that is done we shall have to provide for an increase of the force 
somewhat, 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator had better take a little time 
and offer the amendment later, so that the force can be increased 
in proportion. I do not know, myself, just what additional force 
would be re 

Mr. HA Y. Very well. 

The reading of the was continued. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 41, line 10, under 
the head of ‘‘ Telegraph and telephone service,” to increase the 
pera for general supplies, repairs, etc., from $11,000 to 


’ The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 41, line 16, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 
Provided, That the of the District are hereby em 


Commissioners to 
authorize the erection and use of poles for in 


and other purposes 
public streets, avenues, and roadways of the District of Columbia outside 
of the city of Wash , and the permits for this purpose heretofore granted 
are here ed, however, That all such poles so erected 
eu to use by the sais for of wires thereon 
for and without any charge therefor to the 
said District, sach pri ab may 50 genshad Derenmacs So be revecnhie at 
the will of Congrens without compensa’ : Surther, poles 
so erected shall be located and constructed in manner as the Commis- 
sioners of the District prescribe, but in any case the oners shall 
require all electric-light wires or power wires to be carried in nd 


conduits when the same shell cross any street, avenue, or roadway. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make a point of order against the 
amendment just read. It is clearly general legislation, and gives 
extraordinary powers to an executive department. 

Mr. HILL. It was = on by the committee, was it not? The 


point of order can not lie, then. : 
oe I did not hear what the Senator from New 
or ; 


Mr. HILL, [said that against an amendment which was put on 


by the Committee on Appropriations the point of order does not lie. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes; it does, 


Te eeaniiaerenden tn Geeieen eee 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course it does. 

Mr. TELLER, The committee can not put everything on. | 
suppose the committee can not put on general legislation nor a 
claim. Iam myself inclined to think that the amendment is gen- 
eral legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not any doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the Chair 
holds that the amendment is objectionable under the rule. The 
proviso will be stricken out. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, after 
line 8, to strike out: 

That from and after the of this act it shall 
person or any telephone company doing business in the Disteiay e Colaniny 
to charge or receive more than per annum for the use of, a telephone on 
wish Bo for exit alpen, tate botnet morse Choes ors 
$25 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire. a 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 17, to insert: 


For incinerating all combustible waste collected in the District of Columbia 
and delivered at the fu $15,000: Provided, That said Commissioners 
may, on and after the this act, enter into contract, after due adver- 


passage 

tisement as uired a eee under such ee and specifications ag 
they may establish, for incinerating such combustible waste for a period not 
exceeding four years, to terminate June 30, 1900: Provided further, That said 
Commissioners are hereby autho’ to make necessary regulations for the 


collection, transportation, and deli ch refuse istrict o 
Sabershin aul tdamnes to a aaaeeneten pramitioen wit cetera 
to secure the enforcement thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 10, under the head 
of ‘* Health office,” to increase the appropriation for the preven- 
tion of the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of 
Columbia from $5,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 2, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 

Pr That the United States marshal shall hereafter be entitled to re- 


ovided, 
ceive the same fees for the service of process in all matters of condemnation 
of land as he is allowed by law in other cases. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Miscellaneous: For United States marshal’s foes, 01,00: Provided, That the 
United States shall hereafter be entitled to receive the same fees for 
the service of process in all matters of of land as he is allowed 


by law in other cases. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make the point of order against this 

amendment also. I think Congress has passed a bill providing 

salaries for United States marshals. This is clearly out of order. 
Mr. TELLER. Isug to the Senator that the bill to which 

he refers does not include the marshal of this District. 

shal here still gets fees. 


Mr. HAN OUGH. Does it not include all United States 
marshals 


? 

Mr. TELLER. No; the exception is here in this District. We 
made an on because the marshal of this District performs 
not only the duties of United States marshal, but the duties of 
sheriff as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota insist upon his t of order? , 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I was not aware of that fact. I with- 
draw the —_ of order. ian 

The P. ING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn. 
The question eee agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 


t was to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The man’ ppeetment of 
the Committee on A: priations was, on page 45, line 6, under 
TE tuewenne the appropriation for witness fees 
from $6,000 to $7,000. 
The amendmen 


t was agreed to. 
amendment was, on page 45, line 8, after the word 
“furniture,” to insert ‘‘and replacing the same”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


amendment was agreed to. 
of the bill was continued to line 23 on page 45. 
desire to go back to the amendment near the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom| calls 
the fact that we did not leave the marshal 
put him in. We left out the 
we 


The mar- 


district attorney of this District and we gave the marshal a salary. 
My recollection is that there was some contro about it. 
want tocorrect the statement I made. The marshal is now 4 sal 
aried officer of this District. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. The salary was fixed at $5,500. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I renew the point of order. 
Mr. TELLER. The proviso first was put in the bill 


cmaltes 
the to what be done with the marshal. 
Perning It was not in the bill as it passed the Senate, I 


‘oad 








1996. 





Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Illinois has the bill as it was 


finall upon. 
ally oe OM. There was a good deal of controversy in the 


conference committee of the two Houses on that bill in reference 
to the district attorney and marshal for the District of Columbia. 
Tt was finally agreed that the district attorney should be taken 
out of the operation of the bill, but as to the marshal the amount 
i was fixed at $5,500 instead of a statutory limitation 

as heretofore. 
Mr. GORMAN. Then the proviso at the top of page 45 ought 


to go out. 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 
Mr. TELLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
t was adopted, so that the amendment may be dis- 


agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the — at the top of 
45 was agreed to. The amendment will be read. 
Pathe Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That the United States marshal shall hereafter be entitled to 
receive the same fees for the service of process in all matters of condemna- 
tion of land as he is allowed by law in other cases. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. TELLER. Now, I ask that the amendment may be dis- 


agreed to. : 
‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment. ; 

Mr. en . It goes out on the point of order, Iunderstand. 
It is new 5 

Mr. C iM. If it goes out on a point of order, there is no 
question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
int of order? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the point 
of order is well taken, and the proviso is stricken out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was. on page 47, line 1, after 
the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be expended under the direction 
of the Attorney-General ’’; so as to make tho clause read: 

Se ened beatanlion of tho cvart: house ts the Disartes of Columbia, wader 
the of the United States marshal of the District of Columbia: One 
, $1,200; three watchmen, at $720 each; three firemen, at $720 each; five 
at $430 each; and seven assistant messengers, at each; in all, 
to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 2, to insert: 


Jail District of Columbia: For the erection, under the direction 
of the of a brick er stone wall to inclose the nds upon 
which ee in the of Culumbia now stands, including the pur- 
chase and the Su of such skilled other labor as may 
be necessary for the purpose, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


next amendment was, on page 47, line 11, after the words 
“District of Columbia,” to strike ont ‘‘ $1,800” and insert ‘‘ $2,000, 


to be under the direction of the Attorney-General”; so 
as to the clause read: 

Warden of the : For warden of the jail of the District of Columbia, 
$2,000, to be under the direction of the Attorney-General. 


Mr. PLATT. What does this amendment mean? As itreadin 
the bill it was “‘ For warden of the jail of the District 
$1,800.” The amendment is to strike out ‘‘ $1,800” 

and to insert ‘$2,000, to be ded under the direction of the 
Attorney General.” I should like to know just what that means. 
Mr. The and its expenditures have been under 
or on of the Department of Justice, and 

pomp Reed the present law is, except that the salary of 


y intended that he shall be paid 
a tof Justice. That isall thereisto it. He 
norte paid some Department. Somebody has to get 


of the Treasury. 
Mr, PLATT. Tt seems to me the word “ expended ” is a very 
Pee en e comncction. 
Mr. That is the present law, and under the con- 
the committee 









we have not changed it. 
The OFFICER. The question is on to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on A ons. 
The ame a was agreed to. 
of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
on was, on 48, line 2, before the 
” to strike out “five” insert ‘‘six”; in line 


ord “dollars,” to insert *‘ night watchman, $548; car- 
nd in line 15, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
nd four hundred and fifteen” and insert “‘ six- 
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teen thousand one hundred and sixty-three”; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For Washington Asylum: For intendant, $1,200; matron, $600; visiting phy- 
sician, $1,080; resident physician, $480; clerk, $720; clerk, $600; baker, $420; over- 
seer, $900; six overseers, at $400 each; engineer, $600; assistant engineer, $350; 
second assistant engineer, $300; night watchman, $48: carpenter, $600; five 


watchmen, at $365 each; blacksmith, $300; hostler and ambulance driver, $240; 
female keeper at workhouse, $300; female keeper at workhouse, $180; four 
cooks, at $120 each; two cooks, at $00 each; trained nurse, $420; five nurses, at 


$60 each; in all, $16,163. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado to the provision fixing the salaries of five nurses at $60 each. 
is it $60 monthly? Certainly it is inadequate if those are annual 


salaries. The others are annual salaries. It does not say that 
these are monthly salaries. Sixty dollars per nurse a year would 
be eamaeete. 

Mr. TELLER. These are people who are receiving training for 
the purpose of becoming nurses. 

Mr.SHERMAN, ‘“ Twocooks at $60 each.” Is that an annual 
salary or monthly salary? 

Mr. TELLER. An annual salary. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me it is totally inadequate. 

Mr. TELLER. These are the people who are living in the 
asylum and who are allowed something for the service they ren- 
der besides their board and home. The nurses are people who 
are being trained for some form of service. The provision comes 
to us from the House in thatform. That is the way we under- 
stand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. They can be taken from the inmates as well. 

Mr. TELLER. They may be inmates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, after line 21, 
to insert: 

For painting and repairs of almsbouse and workhouse, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 49,line 8, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ four thousand seven hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand and forty”; so as to read: 


For Reform School: For superintendent, $1,500; assistant superintendent, 
$900; teachers and assistant teachers, $5,040. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Reform School,” 
to increase the total appropriation for salaries from $15,902 to 
$16,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 10, to insert: 
For new bake oven, including brick building for same, $2,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ For charities,” 
on page 51, after line 3, to strike out: 


For the relief and care of the r and destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatment of 
—_ and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
ore usually provided for by direct appropriations to private institutions, and 
as the District Commissioners may deem necessary, the sum of $94,700, to be 
expended under the direction of said Commissioners, either under contract 
with responsible and competent persons or institutions or by employing for 
the the re institutions or agencies of said District, where prac- 
ticable: Provided, That no such contract shall extend beyond the 30th day of 
une , and that no payment shall be made under any such contract ex- 
cept for service actually rendered, for which compensation shall be provided 
contract; and that said Commissioners shall report to Congress on or 
before the first Monday of December in each reer a detailed statement of 
their expenditures theretofore made under this appropriation, and of all 
contracts made by them hereunder, giving the names of the persons an¢ in- 
stitutions contracted with, and stating what further expenditures will be 
required thereunder: And provided arther, That no part of the money 
herein appropriated shall be paid for the purpose of maintaining or aiding, 
by payment for services or expenses, or otherwise, any church or religious 
denomination, or any institution or society which is under sectarian or 
ecclesiastical control. 


And insert: 


For relief of the rr, — 

For Tempora: ome for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of 
the Republic, $2,500. 

For Ww m's Christian Association, maintenance, $4,000. 

For Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital, maintenance, $15,000. 

For Children's ital, maintenance, $10,( 


For the National Homeopathic Hospital Association of Washington, D. ©., 
for maintenance, $8,500. 


For the W: m Hospital for Foundlings, maintenance, $6,000. 

For the Church Ore Lenane Association of Bt. John’s Parish, maintenance, 
or the German Orphan Asylum, maintenance, $1,800. 

For the National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women 

Children, maintenance, including repairs, $9,900. 

For St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, maintenance, $5,400. 

For Association for Works of Mercy, maintenance, $1 800. 

For House of the Good oo maintenance, $2,700. 

For the St. Rose Industrial School, maintenance, $4,500, 


For St. Joseph’s Asylum, maintenance, $1,800. 
omen’s Christian Home, $1,000. 


For Young 

Hope and Help Mission, ce, $1, 
For Newsboys’ and Children’s Aid Society, maintenance, $1,000. 
For Eastern tenance, $1,000. 


nsary. main 
For Washington Home for Incurables, maintenance, $2,000. . 
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Mr. PLATT. I should like to have from the committee some 
explanation of this amendment and of the subsequent amendment 
to be found on page 57, for the appointment of a joint select com- 
mittee. Before the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] replies, 
I should like to say with regard to it that I think it would be 
very much better to leave this matter as the House fixed it. I do 
not want to go into a discussion of the subject, but I think I am 
permitted under the rules to say that this provision was not 
adopted in the other House without discussion, and that the House 
came to this conclusion, and it seems to have been, as the bill 
comes to us from the House of Representatives, a settlement of a 
much-diseussed, not to say vexed, question. It seems to me that 
the amendment a y the committee leaves the whole ques- 
tion open for future discussion, and that it would have been bet- 
ter for the Senate committee to accept the bill as it came from 
theother House, which, I am itted under the rules to say, 
was the deliberate conclusion of the House and made a settlement 
of this matter,and not to leave it open to disturb future Con- 


OSES. 

The exact point to which I wish to call attention as showing that 
the whole su is left , that nothing is settled about it by 
the amendment as proposed by the committee of the Senate, is this: 
The House provided for the appropriation of a round sum of 


$94.700 to be expended under the direction of the Commissioners 
under contract with the respective a or institu- 
e pu 


tions or by employing for the pw s ic institutions or 
agencies of the District where practicable. en it was provided— 
That no 


of the money herein a) ted shall be paid for the pur- 
» ntai \ or r other- 
ee EA ee ar 
which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 

The Senate committee in its proviso on page 54 adopts a part of 
the House proviso, but it declines to adopt what may be said to 
be the essential — of the proviso and the one upon which all 
the controversy been raised. It provides— 

That no part of the money herein appropriated for charities shall be paid 
for the purpose of maintaining or aiding, by payment for services or expenses 
or otherwise, any church or religions omination. 

It does not provide that the money shall not be expended for 
aiding, by payment for services or expenses or otherwise, any 
institution or society which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical 
contrel. It leaves the whole question open and just where it was 
before the discussion in the House and the adoption of the House 
provision. The amendment for a joint select committee amounts 
to nothing as affecting the question with respect to what is to be 
the policy of Congress in this respect. 

i do not wish to go into any lengthy discussion of the question 
of the appropriation of money in aid of sectarian or denomina- 
tional itable institutions. The matter has been very thor- 
oughly and fully discussed not only in the other branch of Con- 
gress, but throughout the country, and I believe that the better 
sentiment of this country is that governments, State or national, 
ought not to appropriate money to be paid out of State or national 
treasury imaid of private charitable institutions, whether sectarian 
or denominational or otherwise. But the practice of aiding them 
has grown up in the District of Columbia and has been increasing 
all the while, so much so that when charitably inclined persons 
think there is room for another charitable institution here they 
immediately proceed to organize it upon the expectation that they 
are . come to Congress for an apprepriation toaid them in carry- 

on. 
think that isall wrong. These views of mine are not recently 
formed views. I introduced a petition, I think three Congresses 

0, for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 

nited States prohibiting the appropriation of money for any 
sectarian or denominational or aiding any sectarian or 
denominational institution. ieve such a clause is to be found 
in the constitutions of nearly half of the States in the Union. I 
believe that at the present day, without any reference to religious 
ideas or religious tests or anything of that sort, it is the well- 
a opinion of a great majority of the people of the United 

ates, 

The reason why I think the amendment of the Senate commit- 


tee had better not have been is that, so far as the District 
ot Columbia is concerned, the of the bill as it came from 
the House would settle it that it was to be the policy of 
Congress not to make for such ) e 
amendment opens the question again to , and I 


regret that it should have been proposed by the committee. | 
wish it to be understeod that my vote is to be in opposition to the 
committee amendment, 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the committee found some diffi- 
Salty [n dealing <i es comment 6 Seer sro 
© other house, House was exceedingly : 
and it was pretty certain that, without amendment, it could not 
be carried out without injustice to some of the institutions which 
we have relied upon here for charitable work. ee 
committee concluded that it was best to return to 
last year, and also to provide for the commission which the Sen- 


Ne eae EOD an na NE ND 


ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] thinks will not amount to 


anything. 

3 tas as I am concerned, I agree with the Senator that these 
matters should be conducted by the Government and not. by pri. 
vateestablishments. I shall myself be pleased whenever, without 
jeg eeaneee to the infirm and @ ent, we can adopt a system 
which will allow the Government to have absolute contro) over 
all the moneys that we d for charitable purposes. I believe 
we might do it now, but that was not the opinion of the majority 
of the committee, and I think it was not the opinion of very many 
good people who are engaged in charitable work. They seem to 
think that the plan as provided for by the House would work 
great hardship and t injustice, and therefore the majority of 
~_ = as i say, resolved to take the course which has 

n taken. 

Mr. PLATT. But sometime this matter will have to be settled 
and if it is settled in the wa: the House proposed to settle it it 
will be said then that it works fajustice and p. Very likely 
it may be hard upon some of rn oe — have been 
organized supposing, as a matter of course, ey would come 
to the Government and get an annual — I ow just 
how charitably in people in the of Columbia feel. 
They come to regard it as a settled matter that whenever a char- 
itable institution is organized here is going to appropri- 
ate for it. They are never satisfied with theamount. They think 
it ought to be more. So it is continuallya cry of “ give,” * give” 
to charitable ne news es, Be it is all wrong, and we had bet- 


it. 
nk the interest exhibited by the 


. TELLER. I do not 
charitable who came before the committee was so much in 
reference to institutions or the organizations as it was to the 
beneficiaries. I 


think there was a very feeling among the 
people who have been engaged in aeleiie werk that without 
those agencies at this time there would be much want of efficiency 
in the iture of this money. It would not, perhaps, reach 
the beneficiaries as it is intended by Congress that it shall. 
Iadmit that there was a great deal of embarrassment about the 
matter. I think it was much more embarrassing than the ques- 
tion of schools which we had up here some time ago. It seems to 
me that it rests on precisely the principle, that the Govern- 
ment agencies should be conducted by Government agents. an 
that as soon as possible the Government should disconnect itself 
from the assistance of that class of people unless we should adopt 
a system such as isin vogue in some countries, particularly in 
Germany. There citizens volunteer to carry out the Government 
wish and to supervise the expenditure of the money. Under that 
system the very best people of Germany come to the assistance 01 
.ne authorities in d ing whoare entitled to receive the benc- 
fits, looking up the per cases for ernmental charity, and 
assisting in a general way. That not be objectionable. It 
is a beneficial system. If we should adopt such a system | think 
the Government might then avail itself of such agencies, but un- 
less it does that, it seems to me we shall have eventually to say to 
the charitable institutions in the District: ‘‘ The National Govern- 
ment must have control of all the money that it puts out, and the 
whole proceedings. The payment and direction and all must |e 
under the control of the Government,” But we were not fully 
agreed in the committee upon any method of doing that at this 
onmeons ee ee is found in the bill. 
Mr. FER. Mr. t, I think the amendment propos! 
by the committee ought not to be agreed to. The point made by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that injustice is or may 
be done to certain private institutions is an objection that is con- 
tinually being raised in like cases. It has been raised from t!\° 
hacieoions, and it will be raised until we have entirely done away 
with the whole business of pampering institutions by pub- 
pd gen We have found the same trouble in my own State, 
within the of ———_ limited observation the experience 
same e 


has been the. other Persons of charitable disposi- 
tion, but not of unlimited pecuniary resources, wil] orgauize 4 
private charitable institution with the expectation of its ult 


being maintained out of the public , and from 
iI finally they have 
treasuries. 


a an incubus upon ; 
We fd that ail over the country, in State of the Union, 
more in the year _ 
goes to 
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reason of the enactment of prohibitory laws and the adoption of 

prohibitory amendments to constitutions, and hence appealed to 

the courtsfor remedy. But the courts very wisely hold that there 

js no remedy in such cases; that the people have a!! the time had 

notice from the beginning that the reserved rights of the —_ 
; r 


t some be asserted to the injury of these particular in- 
might some ibisin this case, These private institations which 
are now conducting charitable establishments have had notice 
from the beginning that the public rights might some day, at any 
time, be asserted; so that there is a constant, standing, perpetual 
notice. As I said in the beginning, I think it is time the subject 
was dealt with heroically; and I hope the amendment will not be 


agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation before 
the vote is taken. My attitude on this question is a matter of 
record. I believe the committee of the Senate have made a mis- 
take in chan, the provision that was incorporated in the bill 
by the House Representatives. I understand that a Senator is 
naturally, perhaps , criticised if he objects to almost any- 
thing that relates table work here or elsewhere, and yet 
back of all this, at the bottom of all this, is the principle which 
we have to meet in the Congress of the United States, as it is be- 

elsew 


met here. 

ng ro not know how it may be in other States, but I know that if 
in the little State of New Hampshire a proposition should be made 
to the legislature of the State or should be ted to the com- 
mon council or board of aldermen of any city of the State to ap- 
propriate money for a sectarian institution, whether its work was 
charitable or otherwise, it would get no support whatever, be- 
cause such @ proposition would be abhorrent to the sense of our 
e, and I think that is the growing sentiment in the country. 
have said before, was fought out 

in other countries a long time ago, which for some reason or other 
we have allowed to creep into our system, and which we have in 
some way or other to get rid of. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going to make as h on this 
subject, nor am I going to give utterance to a single suggestion 
that is not kindly and that is not well intended, but I do hope 
that in some , whether it be this year or next year or some 
other year, the of the United States will get rid of this 
proposition to appropriate money for institutions, whether they 
are educational or charitable, that are directly under the control 
of any yor apie I care not whether it is the society that I 
chance to with or otherwise. It is a principle that I 
have in some way imbibed, that I have such an intense belief in, 
that I would be doing myself an injustice if I did not on every 
occasion utter my against it; and that, Mr. President, is 
othe VICE PRESIDE 

The Sema — The question is on the amendment 

Commi on Appropriations. 
7 y GEORGE. Let the ieiomionent be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT. May Linquire whether the striking out and in- 
serting are all one amendment, that is, whether it is all one amend- 
ment line 4, on 51, to the end of line 22, on page 53? 

The VICE- . The Chair understands that it is all 
one amendment. The Secretary will read the amendment pro- 


The Secretary. The Committee on ae ~ sar report to 
strike out, beginning in line 4, on page 51, as follows: 


For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable 
and work and such care and medical and 


cai treatment of 
and in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 





question that is now before us and concluded, on the whole, that 
it was better to encourage the organization of these societies and 
to help them as we could with appropriations from time to time. 
That system has now grown so that Government aid is rendered 
to perhaps twenty or thirty institutions, and one or two of them 
have done a wonderful amount of good. One Catholic institution 
I know of myself has not only expended the money appropriated 
for charitable purposes carefully and judiciously, but has ex- 

nded a vast amount of money contributed by charitable people 
in the city. 

I believe in the principle which has been stated by the Senators 
who have already spoken, that it would be better to have this 
charity disbursed directly by the Government of the United States; 
but the Government, in order to do that, must have sites, must have 
buildings, and must have proper facilities for taking care of the 
sick and the disabled. Mavy persons who come to this city come 
in such a condition that they must be sent immediately to some 
charitable hospital, some place where they can be cared for, gen- 
erally by women who are employed at very small wages to take 
care of them. These institutions, asa rule, are conducted with 
great economy. 

It seems to me, before we break down this system, we ought to 
provide another to take its place. Neither this District nor the 
Government of the United States has any buildings to which per- 
sons can be sent, and the District or the General Government 
ought to be in possession of such buildings before we undertake 
to distribute these small charities, and to take care of persons who 
are sick or diseased or poor or needy. Weare in no condition to 
do it. Therefore it seems to me that the proposition made by the 
committee of the Senate isa wise one. I think that we had better 
postpone the matter of organizing these charities, and not turn 
them over to the Commissioners of the District, who are men ac- 
tively employed, with plenty to do to manage the affairs which 
properly come under their contr’. They are generally prominent 
citizens, and they have not the time, they have not the opportunity, 
nor have they the means to find shelter and support so as to care 
for and aid and supply with medicine and surgical assistance the 
poor and the feeble in this District. So it seems to me we ought 
not to strike down the system which has been built up for thirty 
or forty years until we have provided another. 

I should be willing to appropriate large sums of money for build- 
ings for the use of charitable institutions here, and we ought to 
have them here in this city, as nearly all cities have them,and 
have them under the control of the Government, but until we 
provide the buildings and the other necessary means of organiza- 
tion to distribute the money that we are willing to appropriate, 
we ought not to change the present system. 

So far as I am concerned,I make no distinction between one 
branch of religion and another. Any religion is better than no 
religion, and I have confidence in any form of religious worship 
which requires of its adherents obedience to Almighty God, and 
any form of religious worship which recognizes the general theo- 
ries of the Bible I believe to be good. When organizations of this 
kind have been built up by charitable and religious people, and 
they have contributed their funds to erect buildings and have been 
encouraged by the annual appropriations of Congress now for more 
than forty years, this aid should not be suddenly cut off from them. 
It should only be done after the Government has prepared itself 
to deal charitably and kindly and well with the poor, the sick, the 
feeble, and the needy. 

I therefore am of opinion that the conclusion arrived at by the 
Committee on Appropriations on this bill is a wise one. They 
simply postpone this matter and direct an inquiry. It seems to 
me that is the best thing to be done. The provision made here is 
as follows: 

That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of three 
Senators to be appointed by the presiding officer of the Senate and three 
Members of the House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the House, which select committee shall make investigation of the charities 
and reformatory institutions of the District of Columbia, and especially of 
those fer which appropriations are made by this act, as respects their rela- 
tions to the government of the District of Columbia and to the United States, 
whether by special charter or otherwise, their efficiency, their management 
and resources, etc. 

Is it not better that representatives from the two Houses of 

should take this matter up carefully and see whether 

or not any of these institutions can be purchased or new buildings 
can be erected for the purpose of taking care of the feeble and the 
sick who happen tebe bere in the city of Washington? In a pop- 
ulation now of over 300,000 there will always bea certain propor- 
tion in trouble who ought to be cared for, and it seems to me we 
ought not to dispense with the provisions already made for their 
care until we find some better plan than is proposed in the House 
roposition to turn all the sick and feeble and indigent and care- 
ton and haps reckless, people over to the District Commis- 
sioners— men who have plenty of business to attend to 
without this. They are not in a condition to deal with, and they 
are not able to deal with, this question. I would rather take 
three, four, five, or six women to manage this matter of looking 
after the poor and the suffering than all the men who are likely to 
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be Commissioners of the District of Columbia. » A matter of this 
kind ought to be turned over to the kindly charity of good people, 
and the comm/*tee here provided for might, no doubt, examine 
into the condition of the various institutions which are now used 
and aided by us by the ee of money, and make proper 
arrangements. Some of the institutions, probably, are not well 

yrepared for this work, and they might be drop from the list, 
but until the Government does provide some means of taking 
care of the poor people we ought not to disturb the present arrange- 
ment. 

I remember, among others, that Thaddeus Stevens, who was 
supposed to be a stern, unyielding man, bitter in his hatreds and 
warm in his friendships, took the greatest possible interest in the 
charitable institutions here, and went around among them one 
after another in order to find out how they were conducted. 
During his lifetime he did all he could to maintain them, although 
he was regarded as a cynical old bachelor, and everybody, except 
those who knew him intimately, thought he had no heart. That 
is the — I would deal with this question. Let a committee be 
appointed; let them goand examine these institutions and see how 
the poor and the sick are cared for, and if they can find a better 
way let them report to the next session of Congress. But to stop 
suddenly all the appropriations made for this p and to turn 
the entire matter over to the Commissioners of the District, who 
are overworked, does not seem to me wise, and therefore I shall 
hs = support the proposition made by the Committee on Appro- 

tions. 
. Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I think, under the provision of 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, that which 
the Senate committee proposes to strike out provides for all that 
the Senator from Ohio has in contemplation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It turns the matter over to the District Com- 
missioners. 

Mr. PEFFER. The provision reads in this way: 


For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and cal treatment of 
r and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
ore eae peer ed for by direct appropriations to private institutions, 
and as the trict Comm ners may deem necessary, the sum of $94, 
to be ed under the direction of said Commissioners, either under con- 
tract with ble and competent persons or institutions oy eA 
eter sae enone the public institutions or agencies of said District, where 
practica ° 


I have been reading tha first part of the rarer, beginning 
at line 4, on page 51, which meee to leave the entire subject 
under the control and subject to the discrimination and manage- 
ment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, that they 
may, in their discretion, provide for by contract with private in- 
stitutions or with public institutions, whichever in their judg- 
ment may be necessary. 

In connection yn — — ae poe =~ -~ Prep the 
Senator speaks of may not be appo’ , and why not a 
suggestion; but, at the same time, I think all that is ratio for 

whic ave 


the t situation is provided for in the 
read; aad the preliminary 





I think it is an excellent way of 


to get rid of this troublesome question. 
8 AN. What the Senator has read only shows that 
what I said was correct, that it is proposed by the bill as it came 


from the House for a le year to confer power upon the 
District Commissioners. They having no care now of this matter 
are to be suddenly called upon to take this duty for one year, an 
it provides that only for one year shall have this charge. 
t is to be done after that? It seems to me the District Com- 
missioners are not the proper persons to do it. I would rather for 


this purpose take any one or any dozen or of the chari- 
table institutions w are referred to ‘this bili os the benefi- 
ciaries of the bounty of the of the United States. The 
money has been fairly distributed among these varions 


organiza- 
tions which now exist, including almost every denomination, from 
the largest to the smallest. I had rather leave the expenditure of 
the m to the ju ent and kindness and good feeling of the 
people who manage these institutions than to turn it over to the 
overworked Commissioners of the District of Columbia as an ex- 
——_ for one zm, disturbing all the a tions which 
ve been made, all the aereeaemeaen and precautions 
which have heretofore been adopted in the management of the 
wee seen penne in me bill. ; ai 
. TELLER. uestion be first put on striking 
what the Secre has ceil 
The VICE-P. ENT. The Chair will submit the motion 
to strike out the portion of the bill which has been read by the 


e a 
Mr. RMAN. Does that embrace all the charities? 
ss ve  asialea The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 
no 
Mr. SHERMAN. The question is to be taken on agreeing to 
the entire amendment. . 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit 
gested by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Taumn) = ‘tie 
to otetins ont what bes been read by the Secretary. ~’ _ 
r. ‘ t to the Senato i sting 
sl one amendment. amd 
r. . Itisnot. If we strike out what has ‘ 
I suppose there p will be no objection to the words in ae et, 
— _ strike out, of course the words in italics must go out 
Mr. SHERMAN. The question ought to be on agreeing to the 


amendment pro b;' the committee: strikin Aa Rag 
and it ought to be taken as one question. g outand ins rting, 
Mr. TELLER. Very well. 


Mr. GORMAN. I trust by unanimous consent that that ma 
be done, because the whole scheme of charities is involved. 7 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the entire mo- 
tion to strike out and insert. 

: Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Chair to state that the ques- 
tion is to strike out what has been read and insert what is pro- 
posed on 52 and 58, down to line 22. 

Mr. PLATT. That is it. 
Mr. GORMAN. That will embrace the whole subject. 


I desire to say, Mr. President, only a word in addition to w 
has been so went said by the distinguished Senator from Ohio | ms 
SHERMAN]. The system of charities in the District of Columbia 


has grown up from time to time, and appropriations have been 
made, until four years ago we auth the appointment of a 
superintendent of charities. The work of that officer has very 
much simplified the system and has corrected many abuses, until 
the result was reached last year of making provisions somewhat 
similar to those contained in these amendments, making an abso- 
lutely fair distribution of the amounts appropriated by Congress, 
from which excellent results have been obtained. There may be, 
and a possibl + improvements yet to be made, all of which 
can 


an u by the jointselect committee 
which is inthis bill. I that the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee will be ad 


ted. . 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, T do not desire to argue this 
tion, but for fear that the yeas and nays may not be called, 
so t I may not go on record as I stand, I simply desire to say 
that Iam op to the amendment, and op to any pro- 
vision of law by which a money is appropriated for sectarian 
whatever. 


P of any charac . 

r. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to say that I indorse 
the last sentiment which the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GzorGe] has uttered, yet that drives me irresistibly to 
support this amendment. I do not believe in appropriations for 
sectarian p We have further in this amendment a clause 
which distinctly announces that doctrine: 


Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated for charities shall 
be paid for the purpose of maintaining or aising, by payment for services or 
expenses or otherwise, any church or religious denomination. 


Not a dollar under that can go to any church or reli- 
gious denomination for its su We simply put in the hands 
of certain charitable under religious and denomina- 


tional — a Saontens 7 money, which ig aoe — in 
relieving humanity, n promoting and building up their 
denominational principles. That is all there is about it, Mr. 
ee _ can not 3 else ae ae It ~' for 
the relief uman suffering umanity, e instru- 
religious organizati cone tg for the pur- 


of them up nor for the of promoting their 

or ecclesiastical or us Views. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There being no other way to do it. 
Mr. Why do we do this? Because e bill as it 
came from the House is simply im eof execution. We have 


alternative, in us. Let us see where Sen- 
atone who insist ee oe provision aoe the chari- 


ee relief an care poor and and ch charitable and 
2 2 

volves aicens sats oan aot ai surgical | treatment of poor 
and in the District of Columbia as have been heretofore 
for by direct to private institutions, and bes 

the Commissioners may necessary, to be expended under 

direction of said Commissioners— 

or institu. 
or agencies of 


either under contract with responsible t 
tons of by mployinn fr tne purpose the psblic ntia 
Every Senator knows as well as he knows his existence that 
District public institutions or agencies vee 
can provide for the unfortunate. No Senator dare say upon t's 
Sot Se en ee institutions or agencies here, a 
the of Columbia or by the Government 0 = 
sufficient to care for the suffering, the poor, 


5 
3 
2 
5 
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destitute, the sick, the wounded, the disabled. No one can pre- 
tend to make that proposition. Then, how must it be done? By 
contract! Now, think of the ridiculous absurdity of making con- 
tracts for the distribution of charity. Contract with a hospital 
for the treatment of patients! How could you make such a thing 
as a contract with the Emergency Hospital here, where people are 
taken—some with a finger cut off, some with a little bruise, some 
with a terrible wound that will require medical and surgical aid for 
hours and hours at a time—how are you going to make a contract 
for those cases? Think of it! An absolute contract having to be 
made for every act of charity and mercy performed in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Yet Senators want that provision retained in 


GRAY. And advertise for the lowest bidder. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and advertise for the lowest bidder for 
the dispensation of charities and mercies and blessings! 
And no such contract— 
Mark you— 
extend beyond the 30th day of June, 1897— 
Here is a further restriction— 


t shall be made under any such contract except for serv- 
and that iy rendered, for which compensation shall be provided in said 
tract. 


I should like some Senator to draw a contract which would en- 
able the Em y Hospital to secure compensation for every 
renders. Human ingenuity could not possibly 

vide a contract for this kind of a surgical operation, and for 
this kind of a dose of medicine to a sick child who may be brought 
there by its poverty-stricken mother. And yet not a dollar is to 
be unless it was specifically stated in the contract in advance, 


E 


then the contract price . No,no, Mr. President, this 
House provision a an cable of execution. You had 
better withhold your $94,700; better keep it and not give a dollar 
of it, because it can not be used if this provision is to be carried out. 


What have we done, Mr. President? We have done the only 
thing which was left us todo. What is that? We have simply 
charities as they have been for years, and we have 
provision not a dollar of this money shall be used 
purpose of up or maintaining any church or re- 
eaeedlt aad, therefore, it sha y be used for 

ble and t purposes. Then, we have provided a 
committee of Senators and Representatives, three of whom 

by the presiding officer of the Senate and 

the Sous of Representatives. They are 

the whole field of charities in the District, and re- 
session of eo the system and the means 
to adopt in order to afford the relief which 
and our holy religion require at our 


GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
in his honest in this matter, has somewhat over- 
the situation. I do not suppose there is a 
Chamber who desires that in dealing with the hos- 
of Washington the principle which the Senator 
the Senate committee had 
itals and provided in 
appropriation, and 
the House provision to stand so far as 
are concerned, it would have received 
ae cordial approbation and support. 


fe 
Hh 


efiplitil 
Hi 
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f 
f 
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was 
that 
certain : pow thee they 


a I District oners can 
contracts, if there is no better way, for the care of 

on At the same time, 
I hospitals of the city; 


and I have found bject 
- public faa toaid in tne charitatle srork which to car: 
and E 7 


It is done all over the country, 
are not connected with - 
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nate against a particular religious organization. I have no such 
feeling myself. Whatever my faults may be, I am not so narrow 
as to desire to do an injustice, to cast a vote, or to put in the way 
of any religious association or organization one single particle of 
an obstacle to operate against their carrying out their benevolent 
and charitable purposes. I have nosuch feeling as that, and I 
hope I may never become so warped as to cast a vote or utter a 
word in that direction. 

But there are in this list certain institutions that are manifestly 
sectarian. I will not name them. Senators can read them ‘or 
themselves. The Senator from Ohio says that these institutions 
are managed by all the religious denominations of the country. 
That is not true. The Senator was mistaken about that, but lam 
not going to discuss that feature of the case. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I intended to say on this 
subject. I would be very glad, indeed, to have, even though it be 
an experiment, the proposition that the House of Representatives 
put in the bill tested for one year, and see if we can not dispense 
the funds that we vote here for charitable purposes to better advan- 
tage than we have been doing in the past. If it should fail, then 
we could devise some better plan than is incorporated in the pro- 
vision that comes to us from the House of Representatives. 

It occurs to me that the very fact that the Senate committee pro- 

an investigation of the subject is a concession that we have 
n going possibly in the wrong direction in appropriating public 
funds for purposes of this kind. If the amendment suggested by 
the Senate committee shall go in the bill, as I presume it will, 
then I shall certainly hope that the other cosmnianent providing 
for an investigation of this matter will likewise go in the bill, 
because I think it will be well for us to see what a joint select 
committee will say to the Congress of the United States on this 
great question, for it is a great question. 

I would be one of the last men in this body to do any harm to 
any poor waif or any suffering child or man or woman in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia who needed the beneficence of individuals or 
of the Government to relieve human suffering. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have been brought up in an atmosphere where the churches 
take care of their poor; where they do not go either to the cities 
or to the treasury of the States; and they ought not to come to 
the Treasury of the National Government to ask for public funds 
to help them carry on their charitable work. I know of no reason 
why the State of New Hampshire or any other State of the Ameri- 
can Union should be taxed for the purpose of helping religious 
organizations and ecclesiastical concerns to carry on work of any 
kind, whether it is charitable or otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all of the bill after 
the word “charities,” in line 3, page 51, down to and including 
line 5, =e 52, and insert from line 6, on page 52, to line 22, 
on . 

r PLATT. I ask that the vote may be taken by yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, as the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, I think I should say one word in 
addition to what has already been said respecting these charities. 

It was the disposition, so far as I know, of the Committee on 
Appropriations to meet as far as practicabie the views of the 
House of Representatives as presented by the paragraph in the bill 
as it came to us, but it seemed to the committee impracticable to 
execute the provisions in such a way as not to cripple many of the 
most worthy and necessary charities in this District. For exam- 

le, the first hh in the amendment proposed to be inserted 
s “‘ For relief of the poor, $13,000.” It will be remembered that the 
provision as it came to us from the other House came in a lum 
sum of $94,700, which absolutely embraces every item containe 
in the details of the Senate committee’s amendment. It was said 
to us in explanation of the provision as it came to us from the 
other House that it was intended to provide for these charities as 
they now exist. It was contended by some of those who advocated 
the appropriation of a lump sum that in fact there was embraced 
in the detailed statement but one single charity that was under 
religiousor ecclesiastical control. So it was claimed for the House 
provision that there would be under it no material change in the 
management of these charities. 

The first question that confronted the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, if that be true, how could the money be expended under 
the House provisions? The first item to be yooveees for is ‘* For 
relief of the poor, $13,000.” This is and has been for many years 
a pressing ons or what is called an emergency cereceas, 
distributed usually in the late winter or spring months, in the dis- 
cretion of the Commissioners, for the relief of those people of the 
District who are found by press of necessity at the close of winter or 
during the extreme cold weather tobe in need of immediate relief. 

The next item is ‘‘ For Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers 

Sailors, Grand Army of the Republic, $2,500.” That is an 
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appropriation which has been made for a great many years to that 
worthy organization in this District, who by personal contribu- 
tions of their own, by the Grand —_——- of this District, and 
by this little aid given te them are to take care of the vet- 
eraus of the Republic who, owing to one cause or another, find 
themselves stranded in this city. 

The fourth item is “‘ For Central and Emergency 
Hospital, maintenance, $15,000.” That hospital is well known to 
the members of the Senate to be one of the most important and 
necessary hospitals in the city. It is under the di on of man 
of our best citizens. It was erected at a cost of several thousan 
dollars by contributions from distinguished e of this city who 
had the means to contribute to it; and year from their pri- 
vate resources, as | remember now, speaking without having the 
figures before me, they contribute from fifteen to twenty thousand 
dollars for the maintenance of this dispensary and Emergency 
Hospital. The demands upon the hospital are so great that some 
years ago we were a to by those then in control to provide 


from the Treasury of the Uaieod Stuten a small apomupriotion for 
The tirst tion, 1 think, was 


the purpose of aiding them. 
$10,000. Later on it was increased to $15,000. 

I do not need to enumerate these several items in detail further 
than I have gone to show the character of some of the institutions 
which are the recipients of these appropriations. you turn, 
in the lightof these facts, to the provision of the bill as it passed 
the House, you will find that this sum is ‘‘to be expended under 
the — e said Commissioners, either a eee — 
respo and competent ns or institutions, or employ- 
ing for the purpose the clk inctibctinnpae Apretian at oth Dis- 

, where practicable.” That led me and the committee to 
inquire what are the public agencies or institutions in this Dis- 
trict that the Commissioners could resort to in case resent it 
impossible to execute these provisions under a contract. e found 
that there are but two. One of them is the almshouse, lying in 
the eastern portion of the city, and which is provided for in the 

esent bill. I was not surprised that the Senator from Ohio rose 
his place and said he that one of the employees of that 
institution, one of its nurses, was receiving $60 annum. He 
thonght that must be a mistake, that it must be$60amonth. Yet 
undred of the 

\ erage attend- 

andred. I should like to have 

some Senator who has a carriage and rides over the fine pavements 
of this city visit for an hour that almshouse as I have visited 
it and see the character of the destitute men and women who are 
held chere Commissioners of the District of 
that we make. The inmates are 


affairs of human life as you 
the United States. Now, for one I would not desire that 


ter cared for elsewhere. at least, should be consigned to the alms- 
house of the District of Columbia. 

The other agency of the District of Columbia is the Freedmen's 

Hospital, which is familiar to and which is filled to its 

acity day and every week and ever; hour of the year 

th the ute colored and white men and women of this city. 

So I find it would be ble to execute these provisions of the 

i and therefore it would be necessary, 

the destitute here might be cared for by somebody, 

make some provision other than that provided by 


. PLATT] to tell me how 


appropriations ; 
poverty and destitution; they are as illy prepared for all the | House 
find the dubtanie in-car ati Jn 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. PLATT. I am not with this subject, but I will 
ing the Senator question. 


rary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors instan 
other words, does the Senator nfewsiend tae abe gen 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not go into that. 
Mr. PLATT. Is there not any other wa 
seg the care of es go to these hospitals? Could there nt 
7 — ee = arrangement by which they would 
_Mr. ALLISON. I have been to show that it is impos. 
sible to make a contract with the Emergency Hospital, for which 
there is an’ appropriation of $15,000 op nm Me ar of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I can suggest a way to do it. ; 
model ev mepreph upon the idea. ey a to 

Mr. ALLISON. How? 

Mr. HAWLEY. To make a contract with the Central Dispen- 
sary and Emergency Hospital to go on just as they have becn 
going on at $15,000 a year. That is a contract. 

Mr. ALLI , That would bemaking a contract, but it would 
not be making a contract such as is required by the House pro- 
vision, which is ‘‘ that no payment shall be made under any such 
contract except for service actually rendered, for which compon- 
“Mr PLATT.’ Twill suggest, then, if that 

: f is the only difficulty 
it might very easily ane Geunecien’ by striking out oh 
of the Hoase ph a y g so much 

ir. ‘ ubtedly; if the paragraph is to re- 
main in the bill I hope the Senator from Setmecttous will move 
to so amend it as to make it effectual. I am not in controversy us 
respects what the Senators from Connecticut and other Senaiors 
want to accom but as to what the committee has done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object. 

Mr. ISON. I understand, but other Senators object to 
what the committee has done, and it is for them to show some 
other way whereby the thousands of people who are aided so- 
what ae appropriations shall be provided for. We found 
much ity as respects all these questions, and as respects the 
sectarian or control. Now, I want to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut another question. The committee propose to 
insert on page 54: 


to make a contract 


That no part of the money herein riated for: charities 
at ee aed arte een ot enor aie re, oe 
lab or eapeaans oF olnet wine, any ree eine: Seaaention. sora 
We propose to retain that provision, which is a part of the 

= to be stricken out. 
Mr. GALLIN . Ido not think that was ever done. Was 


ever made for a church or a religious denomi- 

Mr. ALLISON. In aid of it. That was the claim made before 
our committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Lask the Senator from Iowa a question? 
Whatis thesense of inthe provision that none of this money 
shall be used as an appropriation for a church when there is no 

in the amendment that it is to 
purpose? Itseemsas if it was to befog somebody. The 
amendment, in a pee aqgecesioticn for certain 
definite hospitals other institutions. Then the committee has 
at the end of those items a proviso that none of the approyri- 

to support a church. I should like the chairman 

to explain the purpose of putting in that pro- 


I will answer the Senator. It wassaid before 
a is quite reputable, I have no 
of these hospitals to con- 


giving them funds for charitable 
of their funds by making 

cen t, and that the em- 
institution, were aiding the church 

we covered that ground, or 

ns might be 
in the bill. 

I call his at- 


© for that 


,as we 


These appro- 
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‘ 








account of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Viias]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Patmer]. If he were present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH. I have a general pair with the Senator from Idaho 

Mr. Dusors}. I do not ‘know how he would vote. If he were 
ere, I should vote ‘ yea.’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am advised by the Senator who has 
charge of the pairs on this side of the Chamber that the senior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorness] is absent without a pair. 
I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator from. Michigan 






























am stating Sepumiedan: 
othe the purpose Ido not know. Of course, I ovenny 
own belief that no such thing has ever been done or that no suc 
thing is kesty to bo dows but in order to meet the objection which 































elsewhere and our committee we wished to make | [Mr. McMILLAN] to the Senator from Indiana {Mr. Voorners} 
provision perfectly certain or as nearly certain as we could. | and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. President, having an ren ie knowledge as respects the| Mr. HILL. Iam ired with the junior Senator from Massa- 
organi method, resources, and receipts of these institutions, | chusetts [Mr. Lover} bat I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
or most of ss with the general expression of South Carolina [Mr. Irs}, who is not otherwise paired, and vote 
opinion here u subject of dealing with charities in the Dis- | ‘ 
trict of a we ae a "4 > —_ — The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 13; as follows: 
appropriation as 8 nator YEAS—35. 

f these & Seettoks porn we should encortain in @ in the test ieaeees, Alen, Chandie Hu owe 

5 in r, Stewart, 
the situation and condition of these institutions now; and there. | Allison, —— coe Sok. sere 
fore it was that the committee proposed the appointment of & | Rate. Doulknee, McBride, Walthall 
ee select committee of six, three members the House and | Berry, Gorman, Pasco, Wetmore, 

three members of the Senate, to deal with the question and ascer- ae Gray, —, White, 
tain all the Iwas glad to hear the Senator from Kansas say Seaecee. Harris, —- anon. 
bene rg ought to be retained whether we amend the NAYS—13. 
text of at not amend it. I think it should be retained. i i 

Baker, Chilton, Mills, Warren. 
San <ohe  e art — not only of i ee Brown, Clark. Nelson, 
ties which are a eaaed > numerous in Burrows, inger, offer, 
District which never have received, so far as I know, or, if at all, | @""°™ Goargn, _ a 
ont at widel caperated intervals, any portion of the public money | sa HOT Vv eee Fe 
Brice, — Morgan, Squire, 
oir TELLER. Several of them have received nothing. Butler, Hoar Morrill, Tharston, 
ve receiv: ere . r urphy, illman, 
Mr. ALLISON. Several of them ha ednothing. Th Call, Irby, Murph Tillm: 
are age aacianie institutions in the District, now taking care pt Jones. Nov, cuet cree, 
of numbers of people, which have never been the benefi- | pn Lodge, ' Proctor, | Voorh 
great , ee3, 
ciaries of the Government of the United States unless it has been — MeMitian ion Wolcott. 
e, e, ua 

The Committee on Ag 2 _ have os the best oar a Gibeon, Mieka) il, Oreg. Sewell 

with the iciting the fullest information 






So the amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on pee re 53, line 23, after 
the word ‘‘yard,” to insert “including rent”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For municipal lodging house and wood and stone yard, including rent, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 1, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 

For repairs to building, $5,000; in all, $25.000: Provided, That no part of the 
money herein appropriated for charities shall be paid for the purpose of main- 


taining or aiding, a payment for services or expenses or otherwise, any 
church or religious denomination. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the Columbia Hoosen for Women and Lying-in Asylum, maintenance, 
$20,000; for repairs to building, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 54, 
after line 6. 3 : 

The Secretary. After line 6, page 54, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That no member or members of any board or boards of trustees 
or directors of -_ charitable institution, organization, or corporation in the 
District of Columbia which is supported in whole or in part by appropria- 
tions made by Congress shall e engage in traffic with said institution, organiza- 
tion, or corporation for financial gain; and any member or members of such 
board of trustees or directors who shall so engage in such traffic shall be 
deemed now and hereafter legally disqualified tor service on said board or 





respecting it, and et soetine doing the best possible. If the 
Senate can do better no one will be more contented than I. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is.on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, on which the 
vat: CHILTON. Let the amen 

Mr. . Let the amendment be stated. 

The SRCRETARY. ae dooce strike out all after the word 

bi, d to and including the word 
page 52, and to insert what is printed in ital- 
page 52,down to and including line 22, on 





























called). Iam paired with the 


name was called) I have a general pair 
ee I do not 


ae eeaesS Iam paired with 
Mr. MANTLE}. he were present, I 
know how he would vote, and there- 









































The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the consent of the Senator in charge of 
the bill a return to page 40, 40, and to oe again the amendment 
I presented concerning fire engines thdrew it at the time 
that I might get it phrased correctly and find out precisely what 
the Commissioners of the District recommended in their annual 
estimates. I have submitted the amendment to the Senator in 
I move to add, after line 19, on page 40, the 























The Secertary. After line 19, page 40, it is proposed to insert: 
ante sagiaee and the lots, — and furniture therefor, 
the location thereof to lected by the Commissioners of the District, 








Mr.HAWLEY. Perhaps I had better explain why I givs that 
figure. The engines will] cost $4,500 each, making $9,000. In the 
estimates of the Commissioners, ae estimates, the sum for 
lot, house, and furniture for an engine is fixed at $23,000. I 
double that, making it $46,000. and I vehi the cost of an engine, 
making $9,000, the e total being $55,000, all of which is a matter of 
estimates governed by experience. 
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eee 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAwLey]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Top op nape was, on page 55, line 11, after 
the word “‘ Provided,” to strike out: 


That before this eperoptintion shall become available the board of mana- 
gers of said Indust Home School shall transfer the control and ma: 
ment of said institution, with all its right, title, and interest in and to the 
same, to the board of children's gardens, who shall thereafter control and 
manage said institution asan industrial home school and for such other child- 
caring work as shall be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, drawing moneys for supplies and maintenance of said institution 
by requisition upon said Commissioners and paying over all income of said 
institution to the said Commissioners. Said transfer shall include a surren- 
der of the charter and corporate franchises of said institution, and the filing 
of an irrevocable release and surrender of all control of the same with the 
said District Commissioners. 


And insert: 

That the board of rs of the Industrial Home School, on or before the 
80th any of June, 1895, transfer said school to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and said Commissioners shall thereupon appoint a board 


of trustees of said school, consisting of nine members, whose terms of office 
shall be, for the first a: tmen members for one year, three mem- 
bers for two roars hree mem for three years, and thereafter all ap- 
pointments be for a term of three years, except appointments to fill out 
unexpired terms. The board of trustees so appointed by the Commissioners 
the school under such 


ions for employment in said school made 
board of trustees shall be subject to the a val of the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, and, in the event of disapproval by said Com- 
missioners of any selection by said board of craspees, Se said Commissioners 
shall make the appointment. All supplies for said sc shall be obtained b: 
oe upon said Commissioners, and all moneys received at said schoo! 
as income thereof from sele of peesoete and from a for board and 
pat ep wg dy mpviey shall over to said Commissioners to be ex- 
x. for the support of the school as herein provided: Provided 
‘urther, That wards of the of children’s guardians committed to the 
ustrial Home School shall be supported by said school without charge to 


So as to make the clause read: 

Industrial Home School: For maintenance, including $9,900: Pro- 
vided, That the board of managers of the Industrial Home ool, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to amend the amendment in line 8 by 
striking out ‘‘ninety-five” and inserting ‘‘ ninety-six”; so as to 


The 30th day of June, 1806. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Inline 25, beginning with the word “Provided,” 
I move to amend the amendment by striking out the remainder 
of the amendment down tothe word ‘ board,” in line 3, on page 57. 

The Secretary. It is proposed, after the word “Provided,” 
where it first appears in line 25, to strike out the remainder of the 
amendment down to and including the word “ board,” in line 3, 
page 57, as follows: 

Provided further, That wards of the board of children’s guardians com- 
mitted to the Industrial Home School shall be supported by said school with- 
out charge to said board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resum The next amendment of 
oe Committee on Appropriations was, on page 57, after line 17, 

ay by me opeck commnitinn ie bores enthveriens, to cvmates of three f- 

a. appoin residing officer Senate, threemem' 
> tha Mouseer Benreountntires, to be appointed by the of the House, 
which select committee shall make investigation of the - 

institations of the District of Columbia, 


atory and 
Pea aS guy Sorte ge gn Bn ET og Ln Fi neg 
fr'epectal charter or thelr + 





Co for the the 
a De Nae Sere oe ene oveseness Ser anak Sees ee and destitute 
th any of said institutions, and if so, which of them to what extent. 
Said committee shall make report as soon as after the begin- 
SE Se ee Seen, Senos a es eee incl in such re 
an caeeniare ta them, Coetned visable as the of d 
with the chart and the retcumatory institu of said District. 
committee is authorized to sit d the recess, to employ a clerk 


er, and ment for such 
ep pm pl Pain pti pnt 
House of Representatives jointly on the 
committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether he has any ob; on to the insertion, in line 13, 
after the word “‘ contracts,” of the words ‘‘ or otherwise to pro- 
vide.” Of course they can be dropped out in conference if it is 
found desirable. 
aoe TELLER. No; I have no objection to the insertion of 

ose W : 
one GALLINGER, I ask that the amendment be amended in 

way. 


Mr. TELLER. I think that is a good suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The Secretary. After the word “contracts,” in line 13. it is 
proposed to insert “‘ or otherwise to provide”; so as to read: 

Whether it is ticable f Ste 4 
District $5 seule caubrante ay atoeerates Tanto pronas te - pneyel pe 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was,on page 59, line 20, under 
~_ head of Wrneny oe for the oe of Columbia,” to increase 

e appropriation for expenses of rifle practice and matches. ote 

$2,500 to $3,500 — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, line 25, after the word 


‘“‘dollars,” to 
Provided, That hereafter all leases and contracts involvi snditure 
on account of the militia shall be made by the Commissioners of t Dice viet 
of Columbia; and appropriations for the militia shail be disbursed only upon 
veneers duly authorized by the Commissioners, for which they shal! be 


y accountable; 
So as to make the clause read: 
For ‘general pea ae of the service, $300: Provided, That here- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 60, line 17; under the head 
of “ Water t,” before the word “ inspectors,” to strike 


out ‘‘ six” and insert ‘‘ seven”; so as to make the clause read: 
F and inspection branch: For chief clerk, $1,800; two clerks 
$1,400 cach; two clerks, at $1,000 each; chief inspector. Wiss: seven Kanna Tong 
at $900 each; messenger, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, line 21, before the word 
* hundred,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out *‘ two” 
and insert ‘‘ four”; and on 61, line 10, after the word “all,” 
to strike out “‘ thirty-seven a” and ipsert ‘thirty-eight 
thousand one hundred ”; so as to make the clause read: 
branch: For superintendent, $1,800; draftsman, $1,500: fore- 
$ r, $800; assistant foreman, 
, $600; three steam engineers, 
Gisesdremens iyi ace 
: + $430 each; hostler, $430; 


The amendment.was agreed to. 
- The next amendment was, on page 62, line 9, after the word 
“ ninety-seven,” to strike out: 


Provided, That not ex $300,000 of the surplus general enues of 
the Dintrice of, Coleman roraintng on the int Gay of Suly, 86, shale 
wa ull 0} e bal- 

ance of principal of the debt incurred for the 48-inch and Fourteenth 


of 
and in part of the of the debt incurred for in- 
as provided in the act of July 15, 1882. 
to. 

amendment which I intended to 
of line 10, which was passed over, 


. The amendment will be stated. 

. Will the Senator allow me to go back to pages 

9, where we have passed over two committee amendments? 

COCKRELL. Certainly. 

TELLER. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
have an amendment on 13 reserved. 


i 
i 
th 
i 
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F 
Be 


at. 


eG Be BY 
2 Ht 
ze 2 
Es e 
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recorded th : conf to the present 

Se caiaes aiaok teak Goals ‘orm e@ prese 
Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say — as I understand the 
to the widening o road parkway 


eee nen al it is done to the t map pre- 
pene eeeiniecaa ot te Dies, ch is in their 


pared thei 
office. heard that there is a if the authority is 
gran es out and te widen it wholly on the 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator can strike out the whole of that 
provision if be desires, 90 far es I am concerned. Ses com- 


only suggest the amend- 
want it made. I do not 


authority to change the 


5 I shall not object to the amendment. Letit go 
The amendment was agreed to. 


eS Ma eth 
i 5, 












Mr. TELLER. On page 19 there is a on in relation to 
street railways to which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris} 
called m ee, — 

Mr. GORMAN. Before the Senator proceeds to that, will he 
it me to offer an amendment, to come in after the word 


“ ted "”? 

{i. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN, I move to insert the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word 
granted,” in line 11, on page 19, the following proviso: 

That this provision shall not be construed to affect rights here- 


tofore acquired either by contract or under any order of court made under 


Mr. TELLER. I see no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I shall not ask the Senator from 
Colorado to delay, though I had asked him to allow the amend- 
ment to which he has just referred to be passed over this morn- 
ing. Ihad to be able to have some conference with mem- 
bers of the District Committee, because the present form of the 
amendment is not satisfactory to me; but as the whole amend- 
ment will be open to consideration in conference, I shall not ask 
for any further delay at present. If hereafter the District Com- 
mittee shall come to a conclusion, we can present it to the com- 
mittee of conference, and it may then be considered according to 
whatever merit it may have. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the committee amendment be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “collected.” in line 5, on page 
19, the Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment, to 
insert: 


Provided, That no street railroed company in the District of Columbia 


torun cars ove! any of the route of any underground 
cable road by a route or routes not specified in its charter or spe- 

amendments thereto, except by authority of Congress 
to be granted. 


amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment I have proposed 
read. 


be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


it 
| 


The Szoretary. On page 15, after line 10, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For for the lots and parts of lots condemned in the supreme court 
of the of Columbia, in case No. 419, district court, for the extension 
of street, $202,380.56. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in after line 15, on e 16. 


insert: 
For sheet tum e -in- 
Sieh ities ths tateeasetion of Rightecuth strove with Octambis son to 
the east entrance of the bridge crossing Rock , near the Zoological 
Park, $15,000. , 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. STEWART. I offer eee amendments, all of which are 
on 4 
. amendments will be stated. 
. On page 22, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 


ntieth street extended to the southeast- 
Park, $2,500: Provided, That the owners of 
the covered by such extension 


= 


ee 
5S 
: 


Ely 
i 
i 


COCKRELL. There should be inserted in the amend- 
the words “for public use.” 
HARRIS, Insert the words ‘‘to the public use” after 


well. 

The modification will be stated. 
After the word “dedicate” it is proposed 
**to the public use”; so as to read ‘‘shall dedicate to the 
the ground covered by such extension,” etc. 
amendment as modified was agreed to. 

STEWART. Let the next amendment, which I have sent 


be read. 
Vick PReAIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SzcreTary. After the amendment just adopted, it is 
proposed to insert: 
For and protecting Connecticut avenue extended, beyond Rock 


ae 


i 3 


| 
: 
c 


geRge 


was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART. I move to add after the amendment just 
what I send to the desk. 


PRESIDENT. The amendment posed the 
Senator from Nevada will be stated. — = 
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The Secretary. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 


posed to insert: 


For continuing the macadamizing of the road extending from the Broad 
Branch road to Chevy Chase Circle, $5,000; and authority is given to the Dis- 
trict Commissioners to reconvey to the original owners any portion of said 
road upon receiving a conveyance of an equivalent, in conformity with the 
new plan of highways. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 20, at the end of line 22, I move toin- 
sert the proviso which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” in line 22, on page 
20, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That Connecticut avenue shall be extended straight fr 

lace to the District line, on the line of Connecticut avenue as 1 
ished in the city of Washington, and thata suitable 2 
shall be established. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of that is to establish a line between 
those two points. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 22, line 5, before the word “ dollars,” I 
move to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” My belief 
is that that sum will be required for grading and regulating those 
streets. We can examine the subject further in conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, on page 22, it is proposed to strike 
out the word “fifteen ” and insert “‘ twenty-five” 


n Leroy 
w estab- 
rrade on said avenue 


; 8o as to read: 
For grading and regulating Yale, Bismark, Princeton, Harvard, and Co- 
lumbia streets, between Seventh and Fourteenth streets, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether the Senator from Colo- 
rado has called attention to the fact that the various amendments 
which have been made necessitate a change of the totals in the 
bill. The clerks should be authorized to make the change in the 
various provisions. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask that the clerks may be authorized to make 
the necessary changes in the totals throughout the bill to corre- 
spond with the amendments which have been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 36 I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado to line 21. After the word “at,” in that line, I 
move to strike out the words ‘‘ four hundred and eighty” and in- 
sert ‘‘six hundred”; so that it will make the annual salary of the 
drivers $600 instead of $480. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In lines 21 and 22, on page 36, it is proposed 
to strike out the words ‘‘ four hundred and eighty ” and insert the 
words ‘‘six hundred”; so as to read: 


Twenty-three drivers, at $600 each. 


Mr. PEFFER. Idesiretostate tothe Senator and to the Senate 
that on the 9th day of April I offered an amendment to be pro- 
posed to the District appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and reported favorably 
by that committee on the 25th day of April; but it seems that the 
Committee on Appropriations have not taken any action upon it, 
certainly not anyaffirmativeaction. IftheSenator who has charge 
of the bill is willing to accept the amendment without any dis- 
cussion, 1 shall of course be gratified. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that I do not think the Senator's 
amendment was presented to the committee. If it was, I have 
no recollection of seeing it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Isubmit an amendment to the bill, which 
I desire to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 18, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, $112,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not detain the Senate to discuss this 
amendment, Mr. President, if there is a disposition to allow it to 
go into the bill withoat discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire where this island is, and what necessity there is for its pur- 
chase by the Government? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iwill readfrom the report. I will say that 
this matter was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


| bia, and, under date of May 16, 1896, the Senator from Vermont 
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Dae Proctor] made a written report in favor of the proposition, 
which he says: 

Analostan Island lies in the Potomac River, directly opposite the mouth 
of Rock Creek and opposite also the reclaimed flats which will become a part 
of the park system of the District of Columbia, Situated above the main 
portion of the city, Analostan Island might easily become the property of 

yersons who would use it for business purposes of an offensive nature. 

alin it is provable that at some day in the near future a memorial 

bridge will be constructed at the foot of New York avenue. Such bridge 

ve pane directly ever the marshes which form the lower part of Analostan 
and. 

The ec=amittee understand that the island can now be purchased for a mod- 
erate eum, probably for $112,500. It contains about 54 acres of solid ground 
above the ordinary level of the tides, and about 24 acres of swamps at about 
the level of low tide. Besides this, there are a number of acres partially sub- 
merged, which could easily be reclaimed. Also, the Government owns the 
land on the Virginia side of the river between the Arl Cemetery and 
the water, so that the isiand really lies between two portions of Government 
oroperty, and its situation makes it inevitable that some day it must become 

overnment property. In the opinion of the committee, it would be both 
wiser and more economical to hasten rather than postpone that day. 

Mr. President, as a question has arisen on this amendment, I 
will occupy just a moment in its discussion. Analostan Island 
lies in the Potomac River almost immediately opposite George- 
town. There are to-day 75 acres of land in sight, 54 acres that 
rise to a considerable height above the tide, and 24 acres that are 
to-day about on a level with the tide, and it is estimated by those 
who examined it—I have made a personal examination of the 
property, but on this point I am not qualified to speak—it is esti- 
mated that when the Government reclaims those flats, as the 
Government will have to do some day, there will be there 150 acres 
of good land. ; 

y attention was called to this matter in connection with the 
location of the proposed hospital for contagious diseases, and I 
visited the island with the view of examining it as to its avail- 
ability for that avons. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask just one question there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, there is no means of 
conveyance to the island now except by water? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it is contemplated in the future to 
build a bridge there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. I think that the contempla- 
tion that would be more proper would be to do what is done in 
Boston and in New York Harbor, where their public institutions 
are on islands, to have ferryboats. I think that would be the 
better and cheaper way. It is a very short distance from the 


shore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If a bridge should be constructed, resting 
upon that island and then extending to Arlington, could it be so 
constructed that access could be had to the island by vehicles, and 
everything of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I think there is no question about that; 
and it is suggested that if we are to build a bridge to Arlington, 
one of the piers will undoubtedly rest upon Analcstan Island. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifa pier were resting there vehicles would 
not be enabled to get down on the island. 

Mr. GALLINGER, That, of course, could be very readily ob- 
viated. Ithink there would be no engineering difficulty in the 
way of getting down to the island from that bridge. I should 
judge not. I think that will be conceded by everybody. 

I visited this island with a view of determining whether it would 
be a desirable place for the purpose of locating the contemplated 
contagious diseases hospital; and I am free to say that in its pres- 
ent condition, in my ju ent, it would not be desirable to put 
a hospital of that kind there on that island; but in the future, 
after the Government has reclaimed that land, and after the Gov- 
ernment has added to the 74 acres now therealmost as much more 
land as is purchased by the reclamation, which must at some time 
be made by the Government—and there is a clamor for it already— 
in my judgment it would then be an ideal for all the public 
institutions of the District of Columbia, and not only could be put 
there the contagious diseases hospital, about which there is such 
a controversy to-day, but we could put there our workhouses and 
our penal institutions of all kinds, and eliminate from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia all the institutions of that character which to- 
day are located in the District. 

will oy in this connection that Dr. Busey, who stands at the 
head of h ofession in the District of Columbia, being at the 
head of the Medical Association, argues that the island ought to 
be purchased for that purpose. He thinks the hospital for conta- 
gious diseases might now be erected there, although he is not 
clear as to its sanitary condition, not tecently having visited it. 

Dr. William W. Johnston, a very distinguished ee of 
Washington, says that no doubt this island ought to ught by 
the Government for the purpose of pu these institutions there. 

There is a very interesting article in the Washington Post of 
March 25, 1896, discussing this matter, in which it is said: 

It is advanced that all such institutions will necessarily have to be isolated 
in the future, and that it would be wise, both on the part of the District and 
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the United States governments, to buy the island before it becom. , 
uable. If the property were purchased now and the swamps filled. it. ae - 
by army officers that the sanitary condition of Fort Myer would be impr....| 
50) per cent. It is considered one of the most unhealthy army posts in ¢}, 
East, and if the plan suggested by the committee which examined the j.i.,,.. 
were carried out the trict would have about 150 acres of valuable |;; 7 
which could be used to isolate any institution objectionable in the city "end 
the health of Fort Myer and all the surrounding country would be improv i 


I notice that Mr. John McElroy, a well-known citizen of 
District, and Mr. A. 8. Solomons have also given their testimo 
and recently Governor Ses. who is very highly regarded 
the people of the District at the present time, whatever may hay. 
occurred in the past, and whose judgment upon this question | 
think would be taken by almost = tor, when he was aske: 
a question about the desirability of the Government purchasiny 
Analostan Island. said: (See 


Tsay, “ Yes,” unhesitatingly. They should own it for its connection with 


the 
ny; 
by 


an control of the river improvements, which can not be properly 
brought to a conclusion save through the ownership of this island. . 
it is most desirable that the Government should own it in 
yer = the proposed memorial bridge, of which it will form an important 
It is also needed for the improvement of the sanitary condition of the 
eteate on rao Fort Myer is situated, as well as the surrounding section of 
In every wa: i is a wise thing for the National Governm: ) 
can novel be dene so cheaply — well as now. pore em and ts 


Mr. President, in my judgment, if an island such as Analostan 
Island was in close 2 yg | to any other large city in the Ameri- 
can Union, it would be immediately purchased for public pur- 
poses. bang ty go into the harbor of Boston or New York 
you see what they have done there in the purchase of islands for 
the purpose of establishing upon them the public institutions. 

Analostan Island, I will say, is to-day mortgaged in the vicinity 
of $70,000. I do not state the exact amount, but it is not far from 
$70,000. It is estimated by some people to be worth $150,000, and 
even more. The District Commissioners have given their opinion 
that $112,500 isa very reasonable price for the island, but it will 
certainly never be worth any less than it is to-day; and, as I before 
said, in the near future the Government will have toexpend money 
to make the very improvements which, when made, will almost 
double the acreage of thatisland, aaditis desirable that the Govern. 
ment in that view should own it so that it will come in posses- 
sion of that added territory. 

Iam not an expert in real estate matters, and I would not want 
to put my opinion against that of Senators who know more about 
these things than I do, but, in my opinion, this is a matter that 
ought to engage the serious attention of aa 

I sincerely trust that this amendment will be permitted to go 
in the bill to-day, and not only that, but I trust the conferees on 
the part of the Senate will insist w it remaining in the bill, 
because it is in the line of good public policy and the economical 
use of the public money. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire what is the price of this oe 

Mr. GALLINGER. One hundred and twelve thousand five 


hundred dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. It has been asserted that the property could be 
bought for $75,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That wasan entire mistake. The Senator 


who made that suggestion has written a letter to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia saying that he was laboring under a 
misapprehension when he made that suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Colorado 
that the island has a mortgage on it now of $70,000. . 

Mr. TELLER. Ionly wanted to know whether we were paying 
an exorbitant price for the p big with the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the Government ought to buy it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment provides that only s0 
much shall be expended as may be necessary; so if the amount 
named would seem to be too large, when we come to negotiate, if 
we can get it for less, the whole amount will not be necessary. 

Mr. P IGREW. I movetostrike out ‘‘ $112,500” and insert 
‘* $75,000” as the price for this property. 

r. GALLINGER. If that should be seriously contemplated 
Bs Senate the amendment had better be withdrawn, because 

property can not be purchased for that money and ought not 
bo eee for that money. I hope the amendment to the 
amen t will be voted down. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I had occasion to look at 
this island but a few days ago. It is a low island, unoccupi«(|, 
yielding no revenue, and $500 an acre, it seems to me, would be an 
enormous price for it if a person were going to buy it as an invest- 
ment. The amendment I offer ying 1,000 an acre for 
thisisland. Ihave heard that thin thirty days pro sty could 
as ee eens ce Ate din Gevtrmmeent. do 10) 
readily for —., 
and I believe the owners will be to take that price, an 
it very quickly. 1 think there is not a particle of doubt abont it. 
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They certainly will take that sum if they are not very foolish 


le. 
Per. G GER. I am informed, and I think by reputable 
ies, that $100,000 has been offered for the island. The Senator 
ole South Dakota says itis alowisland Fifty-four acres stand, 
I think, on an average of about 20 feet above high tide. It is not 
a low island, except that there are 34 acres that are now some- 
what swampy, and there are 60 or 70 acres the* can be reclaimed. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator, purely for in- 
formation, whether the waters surrounding the island are not 
Government waters, that is, waters that come in from the river, 
navigable waters, over which the United States has exclusive 
jurisdiction? Am I not right about that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ye 80. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, I inquire, where have the present owners 
secured their title? : ; A 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not go irto that subject. If this 
island is sold, of course a good title will be om. and the prop- 
erty has been in the hands of private individuals from time im- 

orial. 
mir. STEWART. The question of title will be examined by 
the Attorney-General under the general law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I meant to say, in connection with this 
matter, that there is an unsanitary condition, because the flats 
that surround this island to-day affect Fort Myer, but, in my 
judgment, they affect more seriously the city of Washington than 
Fort Myer, because tlie currents of air come from the south more 
often than from the north. I have no doubt that many men who 
are suffering : 
conditions surrounding that island. 

Mr. . Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. A!,LEN. The question propounded by the Senator from 
Kansas . PerFeR] has a deeper significance than seems to 
have been given toit. Ifthe waters of the Potomacare navigable 
waters, tide waters on both sides of that island, by what author- 
ity does any private individual obtain title to it? 

Wir G GER. I think that would not hold true on both 
sides of the island. There is on the Virginia side of the island a 
stream or waterway that is called Little River, but I do not imag- 
ine that anything, unless it may be a rowboat, has ever been on 
that Little River. Between the islan’! and the shore of the city 
it is <a e I think, as high up as Georgetown, and this 
island is y te to Georgetown. 

Mr. ALLEN. But we come back to this question: There must 
have been a time in the history of the Potomac River when the 
waters on the west side, or the Virginia side, were navigable in 
fact. They are navigable in law now, as I understand. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. That may be so. 

* Mr. ALLEN. This island has been made from the wash of the 
river, 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The island has not been made from the 

wash of the river. It may have been made from the descent of a 
lacier over the country at some time. [do not know what made 
t; but it was not made by the wash of the river. 

Mr. ALLEN, Itisin the channel of a navigable stream. Now, 
Ishould like to know by what authority or whence private indi- 
viduals obtain title to that island? 

Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from Nebraska what differ- 
ence it makes whether the stream is navigable or not? 

Mr. ALLEN. It makes a great deal of difference. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask what difference it makes as 
to the ia of title? 

Mr. Al . It makes this difference: A navigable stream and 
e that belongs to that stream and is a part of it is by 
the public law of nations a highway, just exactly the same as the 


tree that grows in the highway is of the highway; and when- 
ee an claims that he has pie to an island of that kind he 


some cession on the part of the sovereign to him, 
investing him with title to it. ot 


Mr. GRAY. No more than the land on the banks of a stream. 
can ALLEN. There is all the difference that there is between 
r.8 


and 
TEWART. I do not suppose it is necessary to settle that 


uestion now, because the Attorney-General will pass upon the 
fitle before the property Eeprecbaeed. as. net aware Set 
islands were more pu ‘operty n land of any other 
character. If there is any eh theory as that, of course the 
Attorney-General will examine it. If the purchase is :ade, it 


pig made subject to examination by the Attorney-General as 


Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr STEWART 
. - Of course the provision for the purchase will 
amount to nothing if the parties cleiming title ha title. 
I wish to make this remark: This Saeveiainds genuiiell from an 


I guess that is true; I suppose there is no doubt 
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effort of certain persons to find a place for a contagious diseases 
hospital, and a good deal of attention was given to the subject. 
My attention was called to it on that account, and [ have come to 
the same conclusion as the Senator from New Hampshire, after 
having examined it, that it is a very desirable purchase for the 
United States and that the United States ought to own the island. 

The United States has got to improve the land about it, and a 
place is needed for such purposes, as suggested by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] telis me that he is 
ready to vote with me if I quit. I certainly do not want to losea 
vote by continuing the discussion, and I will quit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By consent, I desire to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it: 


The validity of the title to be determined by the At‘orney-General of the 
United States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the amendment as amended be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 18, insert: 

For the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, $112.5 


500, or 80 
much thereof as may be necessary, the validity of the title to be determined 


by the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the proposition is here presented 
to purchase an island in the Potomac River for the sum of $112,500. 
It is suggested, and probably with much force, that the title to 
this property is now in the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARTER. That question has been raised on this floor in 
the,course of this discussion. I submit that the passage of an act 
by Congress providing for the purchase of the island would be a 
recognition of the title in some other party than the United 
States. As has been aptly suggested by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN], the proposition of the United States to purchase 
would be equivalent to a waiver of any right or interest the United 
States may now have in that property. 

But from no source does a suggestion come indicating any de- 
mand by the General Government for the use of the property. It 
is suggested that unhealthy sanitary conditions exist upon the 
island. If such be the fact, let the District authorities in execu- 
tion of the law suppress the nuisance and compel the parties who 
claim title to remove the obnoxious conditions there existing. It 
is not needful that we purchase all the swamps adjacent to or in 
the river, in order to get rid of unhealthy conditions. 

To pay the sum of $112,500 for an island the value of which no 
one has pretended to fix by appraisement or otherwise, with no 
proposition made here to condemn the property; with no existing 
need for it on the part of the Government or the District of Co- 
lumbia, seems to me very much like placing a premium on the 
assiduous efforts of enterprising real estate agents who seek to sell 
to the Government a piece of property for this enormous sum, 
which, as has been suggested, could be purchased by private indi- 
viduals for one-third of the sum named in the amendment. 

In view of the fact that no necessity exists, in view of the fact 
that the United States may be at this time the owner of the prop- 
erty, and in view of the fact that we have not an overflowing 
Treasury, as Senators have borne testimony to on this floor from 
time to time during the present session, it seems to me that the 
real estate agents who represent this property should be politely 
requested to wait until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Montana will permit 
me, I will say that I have no knowledge of any real estate agent 
who is at all interested in this matter. The only parties I know 
of who are interested in it are the owners of the property, and I 

suggestion that has come has come directly from them. 
Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that an amendment to his amendment be incorporated at some ap- 
propriate place which would make the purchase subject to the 
opinion of the Attorney-General as to the title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Instead of the amendment that I had in- 
corporated just now let the Senator’s amendment be substituted. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the language of the provision already 
there? , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to theamendment. which has been adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The validity of the title to be determined by the Attorney-General of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the same thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, as I was out of the Chamber 
at the time this matter came up, I should like to have the Senator 
from New Hampshire or some other Senator explain the pressin 
necessity at this time for the purchase of this island for $1 12,500 
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were offered some time ago $100,000 cash for this property. It is 


for som over $70,000. There have m no real 


people connected with this transaction. It is not brought 


estate 
by real estate ts at all. 
“— PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 


vada a question. ; 

Mr. WART. Certainly. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Can the Senator state who offers the island 
for sale, and to whom it is mortgaged? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And the date of the mortgage? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not tell you. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. STEWART. I know there are some heirs connected with 
it. Ihave-not gone into the details, because the question of the 
title will be disposed of by the Attorney-General. I believe it is 
a urchase tomake. That the United States will have to 
o Fini the flats about it, is certain. That is admitted on all 
hands. The Government has commenced this work and reclaimed 
the flats about the other islands below. Those were made islands. 
This is a high island, but it has flats about it in such a position 
that they affect Washington City and Georgetown. There is a 
clamor to have it improved. It is within the plan of improve- 
ments to improve the island and reclaim the land about it, which 
will belong to the mainland if thatis done. It will then be pri- 
vate property. and the time is not far distant when, if purchased, 
it will have to be purchased at a much higher price. I believe 
the sum named is extremely low and that ultimately the Govern- 
ment has got to haveit. It isa great deal better policy to buy 
those places that it is obvious the Government will want to use 
than to wait and pay ten prices when you have to force the sale 
by condemnation. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Senator from Nevada permit an 
amendment to the bill viding for the purchase of this island 
by silver coined at a ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, let us have a vote. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I merely want to say, in reply 
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}, that so far as the title 
to the property of all the islands in the Potomac River is con- 
cerned, that has all been adjudicated long since. The grant to 
Lord Baltimore included all the islands in the river from its source 
to the mouth and to low water on the Virginia shore. A suit in- 
volving the whole question came up and went to the Supreme 
Court. A commission was appointed to settle the title and the 
title was determined to be in the State. 

Mr We can not hear the Senator at all on this 


side. 
Mr. GORMAN. Isay to the Senator from Nebraska, in reply 
to his suggestion, that there is no question whatever as to the title 


S 


HE 
i 
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this . The grant to Lord Baltimore included all the 
islands in the Potomac River from its source to the mouth. 
Afterwards the question came up; there was a controversy be- 
tween the ae eS moe aoa _ ———— of a 
commission, e Supreme Court of the Uni tates. 
So as to the title there is no question whatever. The parties who 
it at present are, I think, in the third or fourth generation 
grantee. There can not be any question as to 
As to the propriety of the purchase of the island, that 

another matter. 
Mr. MILLS. Was the island ever conveyed to the United States 

the District of Columbia? 
Mr.GORMAN. No; it was never conveyed to the United States. 
o cn the District of Columbia was conveyed 
except within the limits of George’ 


gz 


town and 
of Washington proper, where the owners conveyed by 
the commissioners on behalf of the United Stataeoveny 
all the streets and avenues. As I said, there is 
about the title of the island. The question as to the 
rights on this side was recently decided by the s me 
the District of Columbia, the case gro out of im- 
of the flatsonthisside. All of that title is in the United 
thereis no question in the world about the title to the 


propriety of the purchase of the island, we have been 
a seen’ years in ae it gona 
a or a contagious di ospital, and it 
been almost ble to locate it. It was located in the 
northern section of the city some three or four ago, and all 
property holders in that region rebelled and said it would not 

a hospital with cases of scarlet fever there, and 
them, and the same feeling has been manifested 
of the city. The only con us hospital we 
immediately east of the present jail, andit appears 
is actually the only place that is so isolated as to 
trouble. As to the property itself, I am perfectly 
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Mr.PETTIGREW. [should like to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land if it is a suitable place for a hospital? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the testimony of all the medical fra- 
ternity and everybody connected with the location of a hospital 
is that it is the most desirable place for it in the District. It seems 
to be the ideal place for it. 

In addition to that, we will be compelled to fill up the flats in 
front of it for the health of this city and the health of the soldiers 
at Fort Myer, as we have done on this side. In doing that, if we 
acquire the property prior to filling it up we will in addition have 
about 100 acres that will be utilized. 

Then there is the other project of crossing the river by a great 
bridge, as a memorial to General Grant. A bill has passed the 
Senate for that eee. One of the piers, at least, of that bridge 
will rest upon this property. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if the 
island will be suitable for hospital purposes previous to reclaim- 
ing the land around it? 

r.GORMAN. Unquestionably, in my judgment. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. [understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say it would not. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire made a 
very frank statement. Thereis difference among the medical fra- 
ternity as to whether it ought to be done immediately or a little 
later on. I think this is the cheapest piece of property that has 
ever been offered to the Government since I have had the honor 
of a seat on this floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that as I understand it 
there are about 74 acres in the island; that 50 acres are above 
water; that 24 acres are partially under water and are overflowed 
when there is any material rise whatever in the Potemac River. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How many acres? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Twenty-four acres are sometimes over- 
flowed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iunderstand that the island is of no use; it 
produces no revenue, and no one can buy it and make a living out 
of it in any way. It is an out-of-the-way piece of ground. The 
price, it seems to me, although I am not very familiar with the 
value of Washington real estate, at $500 would be so excessive that 
no man of judgment who wished to make an investment would 
touch it, 

It seems that no one can tell anything about the island. 
tors can not tell us who wants to sell it to the Government. 
can not tell us who holds the mortgage. They say there is a mort- 
gage of $70,000 upon it. It is very easy to mortgage a piece of 
miserable property like that for two or three hundred thousand 
dollars ma then come and ay to sell it to the Government above 
the price of the mortgage. That is no indication of value at all. 
They have not told us who has taken the mortgage or who has 
given it. There is no proof as to the value of the property at all, 
and I submit I do not believe any man would give $37,500 for the 


aS 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a single word. I am 
sorry that the hearing of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW ] is so defective. I said that there are 54 acres of this 
land which rises 20 feet above hightide. There are 24 other acres 
level with high tide which, when reclaimed, will be good land. 
It is estimated, not by myself, but by competent authorities, that 
there will be 150 acres in all when the improvements are made. 

I do not think it important to ascertain precisely who owns the 
land or who took the mortgage. I have personal knowledge of 
the fact that some very reputable people have title to the land, 
just as reputable people as there are in the District of Columbia, 

have no question at all as to the Government getting good title. 
I have every reason to believe, my own mind is satisfied, that the 
property has been mortgaged for the amount stated in good faith 
and for a proper consideration. I think it is begging the question 
to talk about some swindling operation going on here. Nobody 
but the Senator from South Dakota has discovered that, unless it 
should be the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter]. They seem 
to have made a discovery which certainly is unknown to those of 
us who have taken a little interest in this matter and have given 
it careful consideration. 

Mr. KYLE. There is no objection to telling the name of the 


owner. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I am very free to say to the Senator from 
South Dakota that I do not at this moment recall it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 


can tell. 

Mr.GALLINGER. TheSenator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
can tell the names. 

Mr. KYLE. There is no need of mystification. Senators have 
asked who owns the land and who has the mortgage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What difference does it make who owns it? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Vermont can tell. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. I do not know the name of the male heir. I 
think a Mrs. Dewey, the wife of a naval officer, is interested in 
the matter. 1 have seen no one else. I have heard of no real 
estate agent. Iam sure nobody has been before the committee. 
This lady, with the wife of a Senator, I think; called on one or 
two members of the committee, but the committee considered it 
entirely by themselves, without any outside influence from any 
party. It was stated that there was a mortgage upon the prop- 
erty. There is no question about the title. The ator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] has made that very clear indeed. 

Mr. GRAY. The title is in two persons, heirs at law? 

Mr. PROCTOR. ‘The title is in two or three persons. Iam 
not sure whether there are one or two brothers. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think there is only one brother. Iso un- 
derstood from this lady, the only person I have ever met in con- 
nection with it. The brother is either in very delicate health or 
a cripple—I can not remember now which she said; and my recol- 
lection is that she has transferred her interest entirely to him, 
looking forward to the surplus over and above the mortgage in- 
oo for an amount sufficient to support him during the rest 
of his life, 

Mr. PROCTOR. !t appeared to the committee that within a 
short time we would probably be obliged to pay for a en of 
the island for the pepe bridge to Fort Myer and Arlington, 
and that it would be a matter of economy to purchase the whole 
island while we could do so for a very reasonable sum. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. Proctor] a question before he sits down. Upon what basis 
was the amendment presented by the Senator from Vermont on 
the 25th of April, providing for the purchase of this property for 
the sum of $75,000? I observe that such an amendment was pre- 
sented to the Senate on that day for this p ,and that the 
sum of $75,000 is named as the purchase price of the property. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ihadan impression (and it was because there 
was no h before the committee that I derived the impression 
in somue way) that it might be purchased for that sum. I very 
soon found my mistake, and the change was made in the commit- 
tee at a meeting when I was not present. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proper plan 
to pursue in reference to this island is to provide in the bill for 
its condemnation by regular course of law. We seem to be fixing 
a price on the property without knowing whether we can get it 
for one-half that sum or not. If it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to have the island, let us get it, and get it in the proper way. 
Let us go into the courts, hear testimony as to the value of the 
property, and proceed regularly to its condemnation and the di- 
vestiture of the title out of its present owner and its investment 
in the District of Columbia or in the Government of the United 
States. 

I do not think it is the proper course to pursue to make an appro- 
priation of a lump sum, hit or miss, in the light or in the dark, 
without knowin oa about the proper value of the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ill the Senator from Texas permit me? 

Mr. MILLS. ga 

Mr. GALLINGER. t very matter was before our commit- 
tee and very fully discussed, and it was stated to the committee 
by some of the oldest Senators in this body that the Government 

ared v badly in condemnation proceedings; that it has 

id three and in some instances, I think, ten times the amount 

at the property was considered to be worth when it started 
out to condemn it. I think the amount paid for the land where 
the new post-office building is going up is a case in point. I will 
not undertake to state the increased value under the condemna- 
tion proceedings, but it seems to me that it was ten times or there- 
abouts. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] nods his 
head. I am inclined to think it was even much higher than that, 
end the Government, in all its condemnation proceedings, as I 
have been informed and as the committee was satisfied, has fared 


very badly. 
= MILLS. It is rather a strange commentary on trial by jury 





if we can not get a fair assessment of the value of property, and if | m 


the Government has to be plundered every time we submit a 

uestion of that sort toa sworn jury. It is rather calculated to 
make our faith in one of the most ancient of all our institutions. 
I remember, when we were condemning ang ‘ed for the new 
Library building,a gentleman told me that for one of the lots 
that was con ned the Government paid him $10,000 less than 
he had been offered for the p . At least that is what a 
gentleman told me ithe thine the ne — it was a 
very great hardship. e was e other way. 

Mr HARRIS. Win the Senator a Some allow me to re- 
mind him of the fact that the act which authorized the condemna- 
tion of property for the new Library bu fixed a maximum 
limit and that limit of appropriation was simply apportioned be- 
tween the various property holders? 

Mr. MILLS. That was very unjust to the property owners. 
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Mr. HARRIS. So I thought at the time and so I have thought 


ever since, 


Mr. MILLS. I do not want todoinjustice to anybody. If it js 


necessary to have the island we want to it in oo 
and to pay what it is worth, and Sie nes pee way 
Mr. ALLISON 


I do not know but that this may be a wise pur- 


chase. I ay know that it isa new matter which has been brou. ht 
a Potions the h f the land 3 
no ieve that the price of the will greatly enhance before 
we can have an cmportanihy to make a thorough examination in 
respect to title an 


on of the Senate within the last few months. | jo 


the value of the property. 
I know the amendment comes here with the sanction of the 


Committee on the District of Columbia, and I have great respect 
for the examinations and a bie ae oe made by that committ.e 
It came as an amendment from ° 
Columbia to the Committee on A 
—— ation to the — re, co we a fact, we made con- 
siderable inquiry u e su . e not find th: 8 
Commissioners of the I District i - 
us any accurate or exact information ting it. 
Commissioner did not seem to know the extent or area of tho 
island and its reclaimability or the cost of it. 


e Committee on the District of 
riations. We gave such 


of Columbia were prepared to give 
i he Engineer 


I submit to Senators that, with so many important amend- 


ments already in the bill beyond what is proposed by the Hons» 

of Representatives, it is unwise at this late hour to Scoecee on the 

pending bill an amendment involving so large a sum of money to 

the taxpayers of the District of Columbia and the Treasury of the 

United States; and unless we can have a vote immediately upon 

= — of the question I shall move to lay the amendment on 
e e. 


Mr. GALLINGER and others. Let us vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made upon the 


amendment by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter}. Tho 
amendment, as the Chair understands, was reported from tho 
Committee on the District of Columbia and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that takes it out of 
the rule, and the point of order is overruled. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota 

r. PETTIGREW] to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART and others (to Mr. PeTTIGREW). Withdraw it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; I withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLuincrr| 
as amended. 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. , 

‘the yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBrIDE]. he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

“Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont {Mr. MorRILL], and not know- 
ing how he would vote, I will withhold my vote. I should vote 
S = ” if the senior Senator from Vermont were here. 

r. MARTIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManT.E]. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. _ 

Mr. SEWELL - his name was called).- I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin ee. et). 

Mr. THURSTON (when name was ed). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina |\r. 
TILLMAN], but upon the express understanding that it is not to 
apply to cases aerate tical interest. I therefore exercise 

ion and I vote “ nay.” 
. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. le 
is absent, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from lvania {Mr. Cameron]. | 
transfer oe gd to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vour- 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


The roll uded. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihavea with the Senator from Ala- 
bama . MorGan]. Iam not aware how he would vote on this 
question, and ore I withhold my If he were present, 


Mr. BLACKBURN . Iam with the senior Senator from 
am assured that if he were present, 
he would vote “yea.” Therefore I will vote. I vote “yea. 
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_HARRIS. Beinginformed by the junior Senator from Ver- 
mont {Mr. Proctor] that if the senior Senator from Vermont 


[Mr. ORRILL] were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea,” I will record my 
yote. I vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
burn, Gallinger, , aA k Teller, 
Tr, ones, Ark. eller, 
— Gibson, Perkins, Vest. 
ery, es pat, 
Tay, roctor, 
Sateen Harris, Smith, 
NAYS—27. 

Carter, Kyle, Shoup, 
am, Chilton, Mills, Thurston, 
Allison, Cullom, Nelson, Walthall, 
Baker, Pasco, Warren, 
Bate, e, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Berry, enerew, White. 
Burrows, Hawley, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—41. 
Blanchard " Martin, Sherman, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Tillman, 
Call, Hoar, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cameron, ; by, " — vies 
Cann ones, Nev. ° oorhees, 
Clark, dsay, Palmer, Wilson, 
Daniel, t Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Davis, Mc . Pugh, 
Elkins, McMillan, ay, 
Gear, Mantle, well, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
CHANDLER. I have one or two amendments which I 


Mr. 
desire to offer for regulating and paving streets which were esti- 


mated for by the Commissioners, but which have been omitted 
from the bill. I send the amendment to the desk. 


The SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 19, it is proposed to 


insert: 
For paving Massachusetts avenue extended from Twenty-second street to 
Sheridan Circle, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I offer another amendment to come in on 
21, after line 12. 
amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 
grading and regula’ Belmont and Kalorama streets between Eight- 
ocnth Street sad Coltmbia Teed, $1,000. . 
Mr. HAWLEY. On page 42, under the subhead of ‘‘ Health 
a t,” in line 24, before the word “ hundred,” I move to 
strike out “‘ two” and insert ‘‘ eight”; so as to read: 
Sani and food who shall also inspect dai roducts, and 
shall be a practical , $1,300. ee te 
I move this amendment because I know something of the man 
who was sought for as a capable chemist. He was getting $1,800 
a year. He came here at $1,200, because that is all they could give 
him under the ee with a promise that they would try 
to get it raised to $1,800, and every year for several years, I do not 
know how many, the ict Commissioners have put into the 
estimates $1,800 for his salary. I think he deserves it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ecing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Imove the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SkcrEeTARY. At the end of line 7, on page 37, it is proposed 
to insert: 
trent deen ofan anc ar wid pay‘ tne o fae i cask 
“e ‘ear, : e © Of l©AVe in eac 
instance to be determined by the ot Oomeas ners. r 
Mr. TELLER. 1 will say that I understand the police here 
have now ten days’ leave of absence, and all of the Government 
yees have days. I think the amendment is reason- 


amendment agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


bent smemtesente were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


rrr tothe rn are noreraliy ve wat twice by their titles and 
a on to Mary Collins; 
Avi te Ethel of Ham Posey 
gran a on ones; 
A bill R. 1508 a ’ 
iow of Ge. Zohn’ ; ae aaah a a 
granting a pension to Neil Mc ; 
A bill (H. R, 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 





A bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2969) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 3113) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension to Thomas 8S. Daugherty; 

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Emily A. Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple; 

A bill (H. R. 4481) granting increase of pension to Patsey E. 
Broaddus, of Marion, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Ale- 
shire; 

A bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of George Hager; 

A bill (H.R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip; 

A bill (H.R.5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wib-e; 

A bill (H.R. 5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 
and the minor children of John D. Rickards, deceased; 

A bill (H. R.5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss; 

A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sergent; 

A bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlin; 

A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagner; and 

A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

A bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey; 

A bill (H. R. 3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. 
Johnson; 


A bill (H. R. 3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 
Abbott; 

A bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the military record of William F. 
Songer; 

A bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 
McCuskey; 

A bill (H. R. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Oscar A. Bulette, known in his military title as Aus- 
tin Bulette, late private in Company E, Fifty-second Lllinois 
mre | Volunteers, during late war; and 

A bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George W. Taylor. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 5740) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin March, guardian of Ruth 
March; 

A bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported parcels 
and packages not exceeding $500 in value; and 

A bill (H. R. 8582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 
bond. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for bark 
Vila; and 

A bill (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life- 
saving station on the coast of Maryland. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 7919) granting a site for the erection and mainte- 
nance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss.; and 

A bill (H. R. 3268) to facilitate the procurement of evidence 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses in matters before the 
registers and receivers of the local land offices of the United States. 

e bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 
tory was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. 
Sparks, of Annapolis, Md., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7477) to provide for the registration of trade- 
marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barre!s, 
casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and other recepta- 
cles and vessels used in commerce with foreign nations, or among 
the several States, or with the Indian tribes, or among or in the 
Territories of the United States. or with or in the District of 
Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of the same in such 
commerce, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The bill (H. R.717) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate four condemned cannon and four pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, Ill., 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8673) to incorporate The National Society of 
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Colonial Dames of America was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate to the consid- 
eration of the conference on the ve, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. I wish to it before the Senate, so 
that it may be the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection tothe conference report 
being taken up, but I want to move an executive session. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not necessary to take up the conference 
report to-night, but it can be taken up in the morning as a privi- 
leged question. 

r.CULLOM. Very well. Then I shall not ask to have it 
taken up to-night, but give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow 


morning. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


















Thin im Dd M county of the Jersey Heat 
ois; D.J. . county of , State of Illinois: 
William A. Hi clerk of the ommay of Greene, State of Mlinois: 
F.J. Heinl, county cl of the county of State of Lilinois: Vv.’ 
G k om ea of Dlinois, and Charles 
Orie, cpanty of the county of Scott of Mlinois, be, and they 
are by each ordered and our before Elections Committee No 
ouse forthwith, then and there to testify before said committe. o 


such commission as shall be appointed, and, the truth to. speak “hi 
matters then to be inquired Fee WF seid cpenmittes in pee at? 


























slec- 
. pewaieg, now before said commi 
for investigation and report; and that her, each of them, respectivele. 
ballots aiid packages of bal. 
election hold in said counties 
on the 6th day of moves A. D, 1894, for ths ee ne other officers, 
oO preemie ‘ istric 
of Fift eS are from teenth district 














sideration of executive business. with them cian. in addition to eal aid packages of balcts al pot eng 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- | snd tally sheets, and such other Sete as relate to said election 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent oo =. oe ectaie aes a a peter the control of 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock | which the same now are; that said ballots, books, and tally « Siac 
. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May | amined, and said ballots counted by or under the authority of said Commit- 
, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. tee on in said case; to that end, that subpoenas be issued to the 





and 
him to summon said srsons 
appear with papers as witnesses in case, and that the or a 
















ting such including necessary subsistence and mileage of sai 
NOMINATION, witnosses and af other expenses of this . be paid oat of the — 
° : . ° ingen’ fund this ouse; and that committee ereby is, em- 
Executive nomination received by the Senate May 19, 1896. wered to send for all other _pervons and papers as it inay find nevssary 
POSTMASTER. the proper determination of said controversy; and also be, and it is, em- 


powered to select one or more competent committees to take the evidence 

Se eenesS See ee = eee, wane Comamitios on 
under regulations prescribed 0) surpe > 

and that the aforesaid expenses be paid on the requisition of the chairman of 

said after the auditing and allowance f by the said Elections 

Committee No.1.” 

- a DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is this the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir; the resolution is the unanimous 
agreement of the members of the committee. I ask for the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. D , & motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have 100 copies of the 


The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman moved 
reconsider 





Harriet L. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in the place of Frank 
H. Foote, removed. 

























CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1896. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 


Jonn C. Tarsney, of Missouri, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Simon B. Guthrie, to be postmaster at Gorham, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

James Hudson, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine. 

Fred M. Noyes, to be ter at Gardiner, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. : 























John H. Keelin, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the | to the vote by which the resolution was agreed to. 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. oe DINGLEY. The, gentleman wants to have printed 10 






Cheney E. Parker, to be postmaster at Phillips, in the county 


passed. 
of Franklin and State of Maine. SPEAKER oodles from New York asks unani- 


mous consent that 100 copies of the resolution be printed. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 


FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK, os Spcerastiiee on Invalid Pensions, 
bmitted — upon granti a nsion 
to ‘ . (vetoed by the t in Setersed to 
the committee with the accompanying veto message), and asked 
that the report be printed and recommitted; which was ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
DENNY VS. OWENS. 


Mr. TURNER of Mr. oe desire = ne 

— a Committee on ections oO. 1. 16 
oe Riscce dal tates suas wpert of Jidec. t 

«We comuini ° 
ask that the resolutions be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: ‘il 
gut Caramees treme the Seven "district of Kentucky rises entitled 
to a seat therein 


Resolved, That W. ©. Owens was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth Con 
crane ees thn Bovoth district of Kentucky and is entitled toa seat therein. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
The resolutions were 


















HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEspAY, May 19, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the Snares 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H.R. 5490) to license 
and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, Mr. Bascock, Mr. Huine, and Mr. Mines. 

The SPEAKER also announced as conferees on the ing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 2698) the 
construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of 
St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point be- 
tween the north line of St. Clair County, 111, and the southwest 
line of said county, Mr. Srewart of New Jersey, Mr. Joy, and 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


































CONDEMNED CANNON. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R. 4324) au- 
thorizi oe Ser Se ae Soe a aes 
cannon to the city of wood, Peoria County, Ill., with Senate 










amendments. On motion of Mr. TU. of a motion to reconsider 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. the vote by which the resolutions were was laid on the 
CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING. table. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES OF HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 


Elections No. 1,1 submit a resolution which the committee de-| Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution on 
sires to have passed, for the of regulating the proceedings | behalf of the Committee on Accounts. 
in the case of Rinaker against Downing. The resolution was read, as follows: 





Resolved, etc., That the Postmaster of the House is hereby authorized to 
two inborers at 68 per day for such time pot exceeding Chitty (01> 
as ae to and deliver Marge quantities, said 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Speaker and House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress: 
The Committee on Elections No.1 neneiae submit to the House 
for its approval in the case of the the Sixteenth Con- 























1896. 


The SPEAKER. Is this from the Committee on Accounts? 
Mr. ODELL. This is by authorization of the chairman of the 


committee, who requested me to offer it. Iask for its considera- 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the gentleman’s 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that the resolution is 
not from the Committee on Accounts, but he asks unanimous 
consent for oo. consideration. 

Mr. McMI . Was not a resolution similar to this passed a 


short time ago? 

Mr. ODELL. The resolution passed a short time ago provided 
for the employment of four assistants in the post-office. Only two 
were oyed, and this is to continue those two without any 
extra expense beyond that provided in the first resolution. The 
time for which they were authorized to be employed expires to-day. 

Mr. Mc . The twenty days? 

Mr. ODELL. The twenty days. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And you want now to continue their employ- 
ment for thirty 

Mr. ODELL. 


mtr. McMILLIN. Is this reported from the Committee on Ac- 
counts 


? 
Mr. ODELL. It has received informal consideration by the 
members of the Committee on Accounts. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think these matters ought to be alittle more 
formal than that; but I shall not object. 


“This 
is to continue the employment of those two 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? — 
Mr. KEM. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


; and 
A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. 
message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 


ing titles: 
A S. 1215 ting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 
; ) the relist of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 


5 


a 


bill (S. 125) 
Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

(Ss. -) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 
(8. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 
(8S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacobs; and 
(8S. 1887 ) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Maj. Gen. Ewing. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the 
District of Columbia, asked a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. McMILuan, Mr. 


F 


ZERE 


Feppp 
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A bill (S. 3064) authorizing the purchase by the United States 
and the making free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
National Park, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

A bill (S. 2871) to amend “‘An act for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 266) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
South Dakota—tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford, with House 
amendment—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, 
with House amendment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland, with House amendments—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 





CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I move that a conference be asked for on the 
bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough, the Senate amendments to 
which were nonconcurred in by the House yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Woop, Mr. SuLLOwAay, and 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. 

IMMIGRATION, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order adopted 
yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That auuettabety 
o'clock Wednesday, May 2), t 
sideration of such bills on the House Calendar as have | 


after the adoption of this rule, and until 4 


he time of the House shall be given to the con 


een reported by the 

| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization; and that at bon lock May 2, 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the pending bill and 
paniian amendments to the passage: Provided, however, That nothing in this 
resolution shall be ccantrecd as interfering with general appropriation bills 


FAULKNER, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of | 


the Senate. 
The message also announced that the Senate had di to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1189) 
a pension to Eliza Sanford, asked a conference with the 
the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. Prircu- 


fl 


ARD, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. Roacu as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had di to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 804) 
— to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, asked a confer- 
ence House on the bill and amendment, and had ap- 

Mr. GaLuincer, Mr. Mircne.t of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 


titles; in which the concurrence of House was 


. to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
a illo ballin thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 


(S. 3064) authorizing the purchase by the United States 
making free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
Park, and for ==? ; 

$122) for the relief of Bridget Lane; 

206) to provide an American register for the steamer 


and 

‘s. 77 amend “An act for the correction of the mili- 
record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


seid i 
3 8 


§ 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following bills were taken from 
the table and referred by the S as follows: 

A (8.3122) for the relief of to the Committee 
on Claims. 





and conference reports. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, allow me again to prefer a re- 
— for a reprint of the bills and reports under consideration, as 

am informed that they are all exhausted. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the various bills to be before the House 
under the order just read and the accompanying reports. 

uires unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman in charge of 
this measure will pardon me for the suggestion, I think he may 
obviate at this time a difficulty that he will be likely to encounter 
later. The order was adopted in haste yesterday afternoon, and 
it does not provide any time for the consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

Now, there is danger, I fear, if the gentleman does not make 
some provision of this kind, that the whole time wp to the last 
moment may be consumed by debate, allowing no opportunity 
whatever for amendment. I submit to the gentleman whether it 
would not be well to provide that the last hour or two hours de- 
voted to the consideration of this bill to-morrow be assigned to 
the consideration of the bill by sections for the purpose of amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, these bills are on the House 
Calendar, and are therefore subject to amendment at any moment 
as the debate progresses. They will not be considered under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not know but that the bill carried an 
appropriation, and would be subject to the rule requiring the 
consideration of such bills in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. An amendment may be offered at any time 
and acted on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] will send up to be read the bill which he desires to have 
considered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Isend it to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 
of the immigration and contract-labor acts, be, and hereby is, amended by 
adding to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the United 
States the following: All male persons between lé and 60 years of age who 
can not both read and write the English language or some other language. 
But no ent of a person now living in, or hereafter admitted to, this coun- 
try shall be excluded because of his inability to read and write. 

c. 2, That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1803, to facilitate the en- 
forcement of the immigration and coptract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect three months after its passage. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, areprint of the report having 
been objected —_~ the gentleman from Nebraska, I ask that the 
report be now read, sothat it may be incorporated in the Recorp, 


This re- 
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and that members may thus have an opportunity to see it in print 
to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The report may be read as part of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. 

The report (by Mr. BARTHOLDT) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pomigce and Naturalization,to whom was referred 
the bill (4. R. 9) entitled ‘A bill toamend the immigration laws of the United 
States,” beg leave to submit the following report,and recommend that in 
lieu of House bill No. 9 the substitute do without amendment. 

This is a bill enacting that three months after its no male person 
yee to reed and wi te his quake : on a ted “i - nited 

tates, excepting c ren under the age o' ears and parents of persons 
now living in oy beventter admitted to this country. 

While the committee is unanimously of the opinion that good immigration 
is still beneficial and necessary for the development of the vast resources of 
our country, a regard for — sentiment as to the undesirability of cer- 
tain classes has prompted them to favor the addition of the so-called illiter- 
aves, with the restrictions indicated, to the classes excluded 
laws. A cursory examination of the figures bearing upon the question of an 
educational test will demonstrate that such a test will not materially affect 
the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, Scandinavia, and other 
countries of northern Europe, which countries as a rule send us the most 


































under existing 








ON Se looked upon as more or less undesirable, will be considerably 
ic 


rest 2 
“The following table, showing the percen of illiterates by nationalities, 
will give an idea of the effect of this bill on gration from the countries 


furnishing the largest quota of immigrants: 
























































reen Percentage 
of illiterates of illiterates 

Nationalities. go nnd Nationalities. Saco 

from each from each 

country country. 
RE 14s cebntiontenns 6.3) eee 8.71 
aa a aN a al OO. 8 ORG 6 sindcis cccncevcinces 7.27 
Galicia and Bukowina. . 4. 8 | Finland .............-.--.- 8.58 
NE ne sea tnene 39.82 || France (including Cor- 

puna spatuibdnnd Caaatitiiovien 37.69 SR GR 8.50 
Ru Cooper F conkicnwaype 96.42 || England .................- 8.49 
Other Austria .......... 82.70 || Netherlands ............ 8.38 
| RS 25.18 || Scotland ...... csc... 2.83 
Roumania .............. 17.75 || Germany.............-... 2.49 
daa ins ganann 3B.ER Te NORWAY 20 cc cece cccccceces 1.2 
Turkey in Europe...... BT We cdncguncccdcorcsacd 74 
ae 10. 43 || Switzerland.............. -60 
Bohemia and Moravia... 8.98 ckvteengunsiiened .49 

















The original bill provided for the exclusion of male and female illiterates, 
burt in view of the conceded ty of female white servants in nearly all 
of the country 5 the committee deemed it wise to exempt females 


he illiteracy test and admit them as heretofore. The reason for the exemp- 


tion of parents whose children have preceded them hither is obvious, and 
this provision requires no explanation further than that it was prompted by 


humane considerations. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa pariiamentary inquiry. 
I wish to know whether it would not be in order at the present 
time, with the consent of the eo occupying the floor, to 
move an amendment to the bill just re , in order that the 
House may be fuily informed as to the rent propositions on 
which we desire a vote. If it is in order, I believe Ihave the con- 
sent of the chairman of the committee to offer the amendment 
now and have it read. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have no objection. 

Mr, McMILLIN. I hope there will be general assent to this 
arrangement, *for then the amendment will be published in the 
ReEcorp and we can have it before us in printed form when we 
vote “om it. 
ae INGLEY,. I think the amendment, if offered, had better 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like, also, to offer an 
amendment. I suggest that bably it would be well that the 
bills which it is proposed to offer as amendments to the one already 
read be presented now, so that the House may understand them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There is no objection to printing all these 
bills and amendments if it is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to offer as an amendment 
to the pending bills what is known as House bill No, 58. I wish 
to offer it as a third section to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Missouri yields for the 


wW 
r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that he does. 
Mr. CORLISS. Iask that the amendment I have sent to the 


desk be first read. 
the amendments will only be offered as 
nfusion 












































































































































Mr. DINGLEY. Ih 
they are in order, so that we may avoid co ; 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My proposition is to insert as sec- 
tion 3 of the pending bill what is known as bill No. 58. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is your proposition an amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is an amendment to the original bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There can be pending but one amendment to 
the original bill, an amendment to that amendment, then a sub- 
stitute, and an amendment to the substitute. 
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but as an amendment to be 
bill 


“The SPEAKER, Thegentl 

e . e gentleman from Mic ; e 

offers the amendment which will be read higan (Mr. Cortiss] 
Mr. WILLIAM 








home ina Senegn eventey toenter the United States for the 
ing in any mechanical thin 
residing or retaining his home in a foreign country: Provid. 
retary of the Treasury may permit aliens tocome 
for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and regi. 
lations as he ma: . 












corporation 


desirable class of immigrants, while under it the immigration from southern | sail 


May 19, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not offer this as asubstitute. 


after the second section of 





A. STONE. I will offer mine as an amend. 


ment to that amendment. 


The amendment of Mr. Cor.iss was read, as fgllows: 
At the end of section 2, line 4, page 1, add after the word “act” the fol- 


owing: 
“So. 8. That it shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 
urpose of e z- 
the bo: rders thereof White 
ed, That the Sec- 
ito and enter this country 


trade or manual labor wi 


provide. 
“Sno. 4. ‘Thatit shall be unlawful for any person, partnership company, or 
ang Senet, whatsoever in the United 
tains his h foreign country: Pro- 
to the employment of 


ors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels na ting t a 
or the rivers tributary thereto, = railroad-train ao, ae 


engineers, emen, firemen, or bagg: whose duties 2 
pass over the frontier to reach the tannini of their roads. mequire them to 


“Sco. 5, That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States 
except ne of the Dominion of Canada and erican Sountrie 
exons at places where the United States maintain an t inspec: 


on 
“ Suc. 6. That any violation of the provisions eemec 
misdemeanor, punishable bya fine not exceeding $0 ie —— : = 
disses of the court: thas'al poresus convistedanice Chis eh 
deported to the country from whence they came.” ee 
Mr. DINGLEY. Iwould like toask the gentleman from Michi- 
an if he has included American vessels engaged in foreign trade? 
notice that he refers to vesselsnavigating the Great Lakes or the 
rivers tributary to the Great Lakes. 

Mr. CORLISS. I will state that the amendment was proposed 
by the committee, and did not embrace all seamen, although I 
have no objection to the modification covering all seamen. The 
reason why the committee limited it to the seamen on the Great 
Lakes was because the lakes and rivers tribu thereto are be- 
tween Canada and the United States, and are so interwoven that 
there ~—— be violations which it would be impossible to reach. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are no more interwoven, I will state to 
the See. than vessels engaged in the coastwise trade or 
near-by foreign trade. 

Mr. ae ie I _— no et ok to es 
vision 0} e and making it applicable to 
United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the on modify the 
amendment by saying “ vessels of the United States.” 

Mr. CO . Lwilldoso. I will somodify the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Becanse, of course, there ought not to be 
such a limitation upon vessels in foreign trade. 

Now, do I understand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Wituiam A. STone] has offered an amendment to the 


out that pro- 
1 vessels of the 


amendment or rr ven notice of his intention to do so? 
Mr. WILLIAMA. STONE. Ihave offered my bill as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 


t. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It has not been read yet. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is not proper now to offer it as an amend- 


ment in that , is it? 
Mr. a onLine '? think an amendment to an amendment would 


be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My motion is to amend the bill by 
ong re or four additional sections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvaniaseems to beon an entirely different subject, as I understand 
it. However, it ought to be read. There may be some question 
as to the es offering it at this time. 


Mr. object. ; 

Mr. A. STONE. I desire to offer my bill as a sub- 
stitute, then, Mr. Speaker, if in order. 

The SPEAKER. It can be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer it as a substitute for the 
Teens ee ree Dee aeae eee eontion. 

Mr. KIEFER. I have objected—— 
aren. The gentleman has a right to offer it as a sub- 

tute. ; . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then, Mr. ,I send the bill 
to the desk and offer it as a substitute for entire bill of the 

by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BaRTHOLDT], to follow the first section of his bill. ‘ 

Mr. HO. S. Thereseems to be some misunderstanding as to 
action of gentlemen offering the amendments. Are 
these offered as amendments to be net or non 
they simply giving notice of their intention to offer them when 
the time comes? 


The Chair understands that they are offered 
now. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is that proper at this time” 














The Chair would like to know why it is not? 
Mr. HOPKINS. I am asking for information. 


The SPEAKER. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. The 
Chair thought the gentleman was making a point against offering 
them atthis time. In the opinion of the Chair they are admissible. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there is so much 
confusion it is utterly impossible to hear a sound on the floor. 

A MemBer. The storm outside is the trouble. 

Mr. MORSE. I suggest that the Speaker can not control the 

der. 
Or. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am notasking him to control 
the thunder, but to control the members of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I send the substitute to the desk 
and ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: _ 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

Section 1. That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1591, in amendment of the 
immigration and contract labor be, and hereby is, amended by adding 
to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the United States 
DE Oa = Se 
ie now living in, or he ter admitted to, this country shall 
excl because of his inability to read and write. 

Sec. 2. That no alien immigrant 1 be admitted within the United States 
unless, in addition to other requirements and provisions of law, he or she 
shall exhibit to the United States tors of arriving immigrants at the 

admission a certifica’ 


place of a » by the United States consul or other 
authorized representative of the United States at the place nearest where 
said last resided, setting forth that the said consul or other United 


it 

presentative has made an investigation concerning said seenigrent, 
ote thas ental immigrant does not belong to the class or classes of alien immi- 
grants excluded from admission into the United States under the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act in amend- 
ment to the various acts relative to immigration and the importation of aliens 
under contract or ment to perform labor, its amendments or supple- 
ments,” or by ony other law of United States that now exists or may 
ae be passed. Said immigrant shall, in addition, conform to all pres- 


uirements of law. 
ent reat be the duty of United States consuls and United States representa- 
tives in other to investigate and nt or withhold certificates, as 
shall be disclosed on investigation under the directions and instructions of the 


De ent, according to the laws of the United States, as aforesaid. 
ate ine rein aed shall be construed as in any wise limiting, releas- 
ing, or any of the liabilities or obligations of any neem, Cone 

e r en- 


pany, ¢ or tion under laws now existing or 
acted relative to finmigration or importation of aliens. 

shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 

to enter the United States for the purpose of en- 

trade or manual labor within the borders thereof 

Ww or retaining his home in a foreign country: Provided, That the 

Socneiaes at Sane, ma rmit aliens to come into and enter this 

omer or the eee teaching new arts or industries, under such rules 

as he ma 

That it shall be walawtal for any person, partnership, company, or cor- 

ration knowingly to employ in any manner whatsoever in the United 

Btates any alien who resides or retains his home in a foreign country: Pro- 

vided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sail- 

ors, deck hands, or other employees of yessels navigating the Great Lakes or 


the rivers tributary thereto. 
Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States, 
except su of the on of Ca: and other American countries, 


Domini 
places where the United States maintain an immigrant inspec- 
Sec. 5. Thatany violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, ble by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment 
for the term of not exceeding one year, or both such fine and imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court 


Sec. 6. That all convicted under this act shall be deported to the 
country whence ‘ep come. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is this offered as a substitute? 
The SPEAKER. This is offered as a substitute for the original 


Mr. DINGLEY. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Wit11am A, Stone] has included in that substitute the original 


McCall 
STONE. Yes, and the Corliss bill. 


at 


Mr. 


WILLIAM A. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The bill offered by the gentleman from Mich- 


— i CorLiss 


MAHANY. I offer as an amendment to the amendment 

the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ma- 
HANY] offers the foll amendment to the amendment offerea 


by the [Mr. Cor.iss}. 
The read as follows: 
Be it ete., That implied, to 
perform labor oF Seen Ean ital toy aa kites ta ths Usived Staten mecde 
the U; or or in behalf of such alien, with any 
or the or other coun him or 
shail bef three Sree acne tener © ne, Oates cna 
. S 
tion of the courts United States, shall be deemed grail of ‘a misde- 
Weowe year. 9 fine not exceeding $1.00 or by ment not 
year, or such fine and imprisonment: ided, 'Tha 
section contained shall be construed as section 5 of 
=< 26, as amended by section 5 of act 3, 1891. 
oth bandied nec tuise thee three teeacen delinns corte teprinemoent for 
not less Tistp ner aawe thon dix monte for each offense, for any per- 
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son to perform labor in the United States who has become a citizen of the 
United States and returned to a foreign country, making the same his home 
and retaining the same as such thirty days after the passage of this act 

Sec. 3. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by fine not exceeding 
$100 or by imprisonment not exceeding ninety days, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment, for any alien who has not immigrated to the United States, 
and who retains his or her home in a foreign country, to labor in the United 
States. 

Sec. 4. That section6 of the act of March 3, 1891, be, and is hereby, amended 
by adding to said section 6 the words “And any person or persons encourag 
ing or soliciting the immigration or importation of any anon or aliens not 
related by ties of consanguinity or affinity to said person or persons into the 
United States to perform labor, either for himself or any other known or 
certain person or persons, shall be deemed guilty of a violation of said sec- 
tion of the act of March 3, 1891, and the penalties prescribed by said section 
shall be imposed for every such offense." A 

Sec. 5. That section 5 of the act of February 26, 1885, be. and is hereby, 
amended so as to exclude from said section 5, in the first proviso, the words 
“nor to persons cmpasorent strictly as personal or domestic servants 

Sec. 6. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by fine not exceeding 
$500 or by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or both, for any person 
to enter the United States along the borders of Canada or Mexico to per- 
form labor or service of any kind except at the places known as the United 
States custom ports of entry, whether oe vessel or otherwise 

Sec.7. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership company, or 
corporation knowingly to employ in any manner whatsoever in the United 
States any alien who resides or retains his home in a foreign country: Pro- 
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the employment of 
sailors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels navigating the Great Lakes 
or the rivers tributary thereto. 

Sec. 8. That when any person has been deported from the United States 
under the provisions of act of February 26, 1885, and acts amendatory 
thereof, and thereafter returns thereto to perform labor for the person, 
company, or corporation whose contract or agreement with such alien had 
been the cause of his or her deportation, then such person, company, or cor 

oration shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by fine of 
F000 oF by imprisonment for two years. or by both such fine and imprison 
ment: Provided, however, That this section shall not apply to cases where the 
alien returns to the United States under the provisions of law and becomes 
naturalized. 

Sec. 9. That all United States immigrant inspectors shall have power to 
take into custody any alien convicted of a crime or misdemeanor within two 
years after his or her arrival in the United States and cause him or her to be 
deported to the country whence he or she came, and should he or she again 
return to the United States such officers shall rearrest said alien and bring 
him or her before a court having jurisdiction, and said alien shall be impris 
oned for a period of not less than three months and not more than six 
months, and at the expiration of his or her sentence he or she shal! be de- 
ported to the country whence said alien came; and any woman who shall 
within two years after her arrival in the United States become a prostitute 
shall be subject to such deportation and penalties as are herein provided for 
said convicted aliens. 

Sec. 10. That every person who assaults, resists, impedes, or interferes 
with any immigrant inspector in the execution of his duties shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and be fined not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, 
or be imprisoned for a term of not less than sixty days nor more than one 


ear. 

Sec. 11. That all criminal proceedings under this act shall be had and taken 
berore any United States commissioner; and said commissioners are hereby 
invested, under this act and acts supplementary thereto and amendatory 
thereof, with power and authority to try and determine all such criminal 
proceedings hereunder where the fine imposed does not exceed $300 and the 
imprisonment does not exceed six months; and it shall be the duty of any 
immigrant inspector to make complaint of any violation of this act to said 
commissioner, who shall thereupon issue his warrant for the arrest of such 
offender or offenders. 

Sxo. 12. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty or head tax of 
50 cents for each and every alien entering the United States along the borders 
of Canada and Mexico to perform labor, or immigrating to the United States, 
whether said alien comes by land carriage or otherwise. The said duty 
shall be paid to the collector of customs of the pon to which such alien shall 
come, and the collector of such port shall pay the money so collected into the 
United States Treasury, such money to constitute a fund for the general 
purposes and expenses of carrying this act into effect; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby empowered to establish such regulations and rules, 
not inconsistent with law,as he shali deem best calculated for the enforce- 
ment of this act. 

Sec. 13. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with any of the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 14. That this act shall take effect on and after its passage 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
offer either an amendment or a substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this proposition of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Manany] offered as an amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan { Mr. Cor.iss}? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Strictly speaking, it is not an amendment. 
It covers half a dozen subjects. 

Mr. MAHANY. The only pe that is an amendment is the 
part not contained in the Corliss bill, the provisions of which are 
similar to most of the provisions of my bill. Therefore I can not 
see how my proposition can fail to be germane. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must state their points of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1 desire to reserve points of order as to 
all the amendments and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must present his points of 
order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Can not points of order be reserved with- 
out being stated now? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
ognized a while ago. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be recognized while 
a point of order is suggested with regard to an amendment al- 
ready pending. 


Mr. Speaker, I think I was rec- 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not to make a point of order 
now. I desire to reserve all soil of order. 

The SPEAKER. sane eae can reserve a point of order 
by unanimous consent only. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihope that will bedone, Mr. Speaker, because 
the amendments have been read so hurriedly that it is impossible 
at this time for some of us to determine whether they are subject 
to points of order or not. 

r. BARTHOLDT. The bills have been read so hurriedly that 
I think half of the members of the House do not understand what 
they contain. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman state his 
point of order? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I believe, from what I have heard during 
the reading, that some of the bills are not germane to the main 
bill, That is the point of order I should like to submit. 

Mr. WiLLIAM A. STONE. That is not a good point of order 
toa substitute. It may be a good —_ of order to an amend- 
ment, If the gentleman will state hi ints of order and let us 
understand what they are, that is one - If 
sent is asked to reserve points of order, I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I think it would be well for us to vote 
on these amendments, so that we may get down to some single 
proposition. Various bills have been offered, and the members 
= the House can not understand what the parliamentary situa- 

on is. 
eae DOCKERY. It is utterly impossible to understand it at 

is time. 

The SPEAKER. The matter stands now in this way, that the 
bill is presented, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss]} 
has offered an amendment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WiILLiAM A, wey eo offered a substitute, and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Manany] offers an amendment to the 
amendment. That is as far as the matter has gone now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In order to make the explana- 
tion of the Chair clear, I desire to know if the biil that is under 
consideration is the bill offered by the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. BARTHOLDT]? 
That is the bill which he offers, and which 


unanimous con- 


The SPEAKER. 
was reported to the House. 2 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then there was an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. <a and a sub- 
stitute by the —— from Pennsylvania [Mr. WruLiam A. 
Strong], as I understand it. : 

The SPEAKER. And to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss] the present amendment is now 
offered acer tleman from New York [Mr. Manany]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment to the amendment is not such in reality. 
with 14 sections in it, with some slight 
ment of the gentleman from Michi (Mr. Coriss]; but an 
amendment to an amendment should be some modification of the 
proposition which is contained in that amendment and not a 

ition covering a dozen different things. 
SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York ee enents on the point, if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. Y. Ihave not time at the present moment to go 
into the presentation and discussion of the points wherein m:7 bill 
Secment and modify the amendment of the gentleman *rom 

chigan. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a large portion of it that does 
not so modify and amend it. 

Mr. MAH . There are some portions of it amplifying the 
principles of the Corliss measure. 

The SPEAKER. That is whythepointismade. If those parts 
are not e, then the whole is not germane. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Now, I would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that he should not offer this at the present time as an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 
but after that amendment is disposed of, or some other amend- 
ment is disposed of, then he might offer it as asubstitute, perhaps, 
for the whole bill in some other form. While it does cover some 
of the points in the amendment of the gentleman from Michi 
it is not an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan, but covers far wider ground. 

The SPEAKER. T i 
but — hear the gentleman from New York, if he has an 
te offer. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Justone further word about that. If the sub- 
stitute or amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Itis an entire bill, 
erence to the amend- 


{Mr. WiLL1aM A. Stone] should be sdopted that would preclude | are f 


the oe of this bill entirely, would it not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wanted the gentleman from New York to 
understand that. 

Mr. MAHANY. I want to say that this is a bill that has been 
favorably reported by the Committee on Immigration. This is a 


hat is what the Chair is inclined to think, | 274 
ything 


—— 9 united indorsement of all the labor federations of 
country. 

The SPEAKER. But that does not have much to do with the 
point of order. 

Mr. MAHANY. And I wish to say that it is a modification of 
the bill introduced by the tleman from Michigan [Mr. Co. 
Liss], since it amends that bi thereto subjects whic) 
are germane to the a and measure, and to that 
degree it isin the spirit of the bill, and should therefore be ro- 

arded as anamendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 


The SPEAKER. But the difficulty about regarding this as an 
amendment to the amendment is that the greater part of the bil] 
does not treat of that subject at all. 

Mr. MAHANY. It treats in a general way of the exclusion of 
alien contract labor, which is the purpose of the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Michigan, whose measure aims simply {o 
regulate Canadian ap powei the lake frontiers, while ny 
amendment strikes at the root of whole alien contract eyi/: 
and it seems to me, therefore, that if any bill is germane to another. 
this bill introduced by me is germane to the measure introduced 
by the gentleman from Mi ; and I sincerely trust that 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DineLEy] will withdraw his 

intoforder. I will ask the gentleman if he has read the Corliss 


? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly; I have read both of them. 
What occurs to me on matter of its germane is this. 
Of course I do not know that I have any objection to the bill 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, but it seems to me 
that it covers so many different points that it ought to be sepa- 
— sane -_ a na this — “eee = simply a 

i uestion of immigration. think the sub- 
jects ore dlesinctay aiff 


Mr. MAHANY. It covers several ts of the same subject, 
the subject now under consideration House, and the very 
ints of this measure must in the nature of things come up dur- 
the course of this debate; and I sincerely hope, in the interest 

of fairness, justice, and equity tothe laboring people of this coun- 
cxhantan ae tot Soraits tha sean f this bill mi; ht Le 
ne spiri oO ill might be 

as not in accordance with the letter. 

r. > ae , [have simply to say, with ref- 
erence to that, that this is a question of orderly parliamentary 
proced hich the of a bill have ng at all to do. 

Mr. MAHANY. But I am on the rights of the bill 
from the stand t of that very ure. 

Mr. DING . I may be in favor of a protective tariff, but 
would hardly care to offer it as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. MAH . Very likely, because that subject has nothing 
to do with the present matter. 

Mr. DING: . And although that should even arise on the 
very subject, we should not enter or wander out into other fields 
because we ke to. 


The SPEAKER. The 
The Chair sustains the po: 


tleman reserves the point of order. 
it of order. 

Mr. MAHANY. A ee ey: If the substitute 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is v down, could I then 
— this in its stead? 


SPEAKER. There are circumstances 
tleman could and there are others under which he could not. 
Chair can not anticipate at what time that would be. The 
gentleman from California [Mr, JoHNSON] desires to present an 


under which the 


amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. r, I wish to offer the 
bill which I send to the desk as a substitute for all the pending 
bills, or as an amendment, whichever is in order. 

The SPEAKER. One subs has already been offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I offer this as an amend- 
ment to the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. W!1- 
LIAM A. STONE]. . 

The amendment offered by Mr. Jonnson of California was read, 
as follows: 

enacted, ete., That from August 1, 1896, it shall be unlaw!ul 
— —_ won ee United 


- The words “ foreign: 
sa Secor” ahall be constemellee mama wherever used in this act, skilied 


the ports of the 

of their assen- 

and masters to file with 
their vessel enters 
passengers by 

ae Se none of them 
t into the said port 


tates after 
into the Dethed oer a eddi- 
i as provided by 
o 


oh gi 
ia Daa EE loa 








1896. 





Src. 4. That it is hereby made the duty cf the Secretary of the Treasury to” 


and distribute to the proper officers the necessary instructions and 
and reports for the r enforcement of this law, and it is hereby 

made the duty of all United States officers to ptly and thoroughly en- 
force the provisions of this statute, to the end that this law may be fully com- 
slied with and foreign-born laborers be prevented from ente the United 


sum of $60,000 is hereby appropriated, money in 
ute eeeustolerwie epprey . todefray thee enf ane 
this law. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
against that amendment that it is not germane to the original 
bill or to the substitute. I also make the point that it has not 
been rted by the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. JOHNSO of California. So far as the second pee 
of the gentleman from Missouri is concerned, that this bill has 
not been reported by the Committee on Immigration, I do not 
suppose that committee has any control over th > business of this 
House or over points of order, and I do not know of any rule 
which makes a bill amenable to a point of order simply because 
it has not met the approval of the Committee on Immigration. 
The object of the Stone bill is to prevent foreign laborers from 
coming into the United States except under certain conditions, 
and it provides for a consular inspection, and it seems to me that 
my amendment is germane to that, because it prohibits foreign 
cabee from coming into the United States. If the part of the 
amendment which makes an appropriation renders the bill amen- 
able to the point of order, then permission to strike out that 
section, so as to leave simply the question whether my amend- 
ment is not germane to the proposition of the gentleman from 

lyania. His bill seeks to make it onerous for a certain 
class of persons to come to the United States, while my bill pro- 
hibits them from coming, and therefore it seems to me that my 
amendment is clearly 

Mr. BARTLETT York. Mr. Speaker, I was about to 
raise a point of order, and I do raise it, that this bill involves an 
appropriation, and I object to that part of it being stricken out. 

. JOHNSON of California. I ask that that section of the 
amendment be stricken out, 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to the proposition 


out of an 
xXpenses 


tion 


that that of the gentlemen’s amendment be stricken out. 

The 8 5 gentleman can modify his amendment 
until it is to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I do modify it by striking 


out the section which makes an a. 
SPEAKER. The Chair 


The hear the gentleman from Mis- 
souri . BARTHOLDT] on the point of order. 
Mr. OLDT. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to state that, 


as I understand the rule adopted by the House yesterday, only 
such bills were to be considered as had been arnt by the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. Now,the gentleman 
from California offers as an amendment a bill which has not been 
, and under the rule as adopted yester- 
ouse has no authority to consider that bill. 
My second point is that this is not germane to the main bill pend- 


on. 

As to the first point, Mr. Speaker, 
has called up only one bill, which is, of course, 
to have a substitute for it offered. On 
care to make any remark, 

which of the bills does the gentleman 
bill as an amendment? 

. JOHNSON of California. I offer it as an amendment to 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I understood 


. 


there was one substitute 
SLE In what shape does the gentlema pose 
what n pro to 
it as an amendment? si or . 
. JOHNSON of California. Asan addition to the Stone bill. 
it as an addition to the substitute offered by the gentleman 


The The substitute of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, as the Chair understands it, simply provides for the 


of ho shall be admitted into th 
a certifying as to persons w in e 


Mr. ee of ae Th alee poovidien for a consular 
inspection, contains a ision for the exclusion of certain 
alien laborers. The co. 


gentleman from Pennsylvania in his bill has 
provided for the exclusion of certain alien /aborers as well as for 
consular inspection. My bill provides for the exclusion of all of 


SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman propose to add his bill to 
other as an amendment? _ ie 


F 


The 
the 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
The SPEAKER. The 


bill providing that 
be germane 
who can 
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read and write shall come in and provides for consular certificates 
as to those wko may come in. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 
to decide. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish some arrangement 
could be made as to the control of the time. I understand that 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck], a member of the com- 
mittee, desires to control the time on the part of the opponents of 
the measure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. 


air. 
The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I object. 


All right. The Chair is the one 


; I submit that that is scarcely 


The SPEAKER. Objectionis made. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. BARTHOLDT] is recognized to proceed with the debate. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it understood that none of the pending 


amendments are to be voted upon until the debate is exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no such understanding. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should like to submit, as a request for 
unanimous consent, that no vote be taken on any one of the 
pending amendments until the debate is exhausted, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to have the substitute offered by me printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, there is no problem confront- 
ing the American people more talked about and less generally 
understood than the problem of immigration. In prosperous 
times these waves of humanity are permitted to come to our 
shores unmolested, but in periods of industrial depression every 
shipload of newcomers is regarded, more or less, in the light of a 
hostile invasion or a curse. Then the spirit of nativism, omni- 
a not always active, becomes rampant, and, uniting with 

iberty-loving labor, asks Congress to deny the right of asylum to 
those who come here to cast their lot with us, and demands of 
us to cast away, like a worn-out garment, the traditional policy 
of the fathers, a pearl in the diadem of free institutions, and to 
adopt, under the spur of passionate impulses, plans which patriots 
and thinkers know can not be carried out without serious injury 
to the interests of our common country. 

The shocking cry of infuriated Chinese mobs, ‘‘ Kill the foreign 
devils!” is still resounding in the ears of the civilized world. No 
other cause can be assigned for these outbreaks than that the people 
of the Celestial Empire, reared in prejudice against all foreigners, 
were afraid of us and of our civilization and religion, which, evi- 
dently, they regard as inferior to theirs. Looking for a further 
explanation of these lamentable riots, we might also find a senti- 
ment of retaliation, because we have erected the same Chinese wall 
against the Celestials the removal of which from their own domain 
| compelled them to use their fists and weapons against the ‘‘ foreign 
devils.” But they are heathen Chinese, they are barbarians. 
| They would be apt to translate the words ‘all men are born 
| equal,” that grandest and most fearless declaration ever made by 
| mortal man, into ‘“‘all Chinese are born equal, to the exclusion of 
| every other human being.” And what do they know of Christian 
| love and charity and tolerance, and of the great precepts of that 
| faith, ‘‘ Love thy neighbor as thyself,” or ‘‘ Do unto others as you 
would wish others to do unto you”? And what do these barba- 
rians know of the brotherhood of man, that beautiful dream which 
the annihilation of distances by modern inventions brings nearer 
and nearer its realization, and of the genius of an independent, 
free, and humane people? No, Mr. Speaker, no grosser insult 
could be offered to the American people than by an attempted 
comparison, or by the assertior that even a dozen of our citizens 
were animated by the same spirit that caused the Chinese riots. 

Four different and distinct reasons are being advanced for the 
| further restriction of immigration, and in a candid, dispassionate 

discussion of these reasons can be said all that is to be said on the 
subject. They are: First, nonassimilation of many immigrarits 
| and the evils resulting therefrom; second, overcrowding; third, 
| the competition of immigrants with our own labor; and fourth, 
the recent increase of arrivals of less desirable elements of En- 
| rope’s surplus population. After a twenty-year study of this 
| question, extending to all its bearings and carried on here as well 
as on the other side of the Atlantic, during several visits to the 
Old World made for that pufpose, I feel competent to discuss it 
with some degree of knowledge of detail, and while doing so I ask 
the kind indulgence of the House. Let me say at the outset that 
of all the reasons enumerated above the only valid one, in my 
judgment, is the fourth or last, which relates to the deterioration, 
so to speak, noticeable of late in the character of our immigration. 


cece ene 


| 
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The bill under discussion and which the committee asks the House 
to pass is based on this point. 
NONASSIMILATION, 

On this phase of the question I will first quote from some re- 
marks I made to my own constituents in the last campaign, and 
which, as far as I could see, had their entire approbation: 

‘‘ When the plain people of all the earth, of every tongue and race 
and clime, were seen crowding the ocean’s pathways leading to the 
a land of a new dispensation, then a great problem came— 

ow to remove the barriers which prejudice, ambition, and the 
tyranny of kings had erected, how to harmonize and unify where 
centuries of strife had nurtured only hatred? The solution of 
this problem was to be one of the proudest boasts of our great 
flag. The solution of this problem was to be worked out in the 
valleys of the Connecticut, the Hudson, ‘and the Mississippi, in 
the shadow of the Alleghanies and the Rockies, and out upon the 
great and silent prairies of the West. America, true to the mis- 
sion of the flag, to the genius of her people, began to grapple with 
the problem, and at last the light broke in. The schoolhouse was 
Spun 9 upon all the hillsides and in every valley of the great 

Republic. Education solves the eee. All our varied nation- 
alities have been welded and blended into one mighty unit of 
egg ew American citizenship. Weare no longer German, Eng- 
ish, Irish, Scandinavian. Under the great flag we are nothing 
unless, one and all, heart and soul, we are Americans.” [Ap- 


use. | 

Such are the sentiments, Mr. Speaker, of a vast majority of our 
adopted citizens to-day. The history of the late war bears witness. 
Taking the Germans alone, they furnished a larger — to the 
armies of the North, in proportion to their number, did the 
native citizens, and if it had not been for the immigrants that 
fought, bled, and died for their adopted country the Union might 
have been rent asunder. Let us respect history. On the 10th of 
May, 1861, the Germans of St. Louis, by capturing Camp Jack- 
son, frustrated the conspiracy of Governor Jac th the 
rebel chiefs and saved Missouri to the Union. On the march from 
the city to the camp they were , arene and hooted, but these 
‘*d-—-—d Dutch,” as they were called, were inspired by love of 
country and devotion to the flag, and they won. And, mind you, 
the majority of them at that time could hardly s the English 
language, which shows conclusively that patriotism is not a mat- 
ter of tongue, but of heart and sentiment. It is true that these 
patriots and their descendants, like other igrants and their 
offspring, love to speak their mother tongue ay, but in this 
they are merely true to themselves; and I hold that the citizen who 
is not true to himself can be true neither to anybody else nor to 
his country. In this respect they are, unfortunately, like the = 
— Americans, the Indians, who will have to learn Englis 

fore they can make themselves understood to the American peo- 
ple. But in this I can see no danger, for whatever tongue Euro- 
pean immigrants may speak, they are being rapidly assimilated, 
and soon become thoroughly Americani in spirit. They are 
almost without exception representatives of ci nations. 

They are no Chinese. Fairness will compel us to admit that 
they come to better their social and economic condition, or from 
love of liberty and to escape the despotism of the Old World, or for 
both purposes, but for no other. In each Ss give us an 
equivalent for what they receive, and they certa’ render us 
material aid in the development of the country. hat these 
willing workers contribute to the general —, of the country 
by coming hither and earning their daily bread in the sweat of 
their brow may not be a large percentage of the grand total, but 
it is infinitely more than what both our own bonanza kings and 
the alien landowners who are living in London, Paris, and the 
Riviera, and are now mere a European pauper nobility with 
the millions earned for them by the American ple, can boast 
of doing for the of the Republic. If we could stop this exodus 
of American do there would be no need of minding the in- 
flux of human beings. But perhaps we can not stop it, and in our 
eee rage we turn upon the poor immigrant who comes to 
help us earn the money our nabobs lavishly spend abroad. And 
yet, Mr. Speaker, this poor immigrant in search of ee 
or peacefully laboring is, in my judgment, a better erican 
froin the first day than those who — the glitter of courts and 
crowns to the resplendent glory of a Government of the e, 
for the people, and by the rome. While the latter, in drifting 
away from us, anak of dissimilarity to us, the former 
strive to assimilate with us, and in this, as experience teaches, 
succeed so well that you will hardly be able to distinguish their 
children and grandchildren from your own. Go and see in our 
yublic schools the children of German, Irish, Bohemian, and Ital- 

n parents waving the Stars and Stripes on the glorious Fourth, 
and you will fully appreciate the meaning of my statement, that 
education is cotving Was problem. [Applause.] ? 

OVERCROWDING. 

There is no politics in the immigration question, and I have no 

hesitancy in quoting on this subject.a gentleman who belongs to 
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another ps and holds political and economic vi 
ren Viffeving from my own. At a recent dinner of the Maz 





— tts Reform Club at Boston, Mr. William Lloyd Garrison 


A nation of immigrants and the children of immigrants, having obta; 
other Coates ieee Soins to = the ht to Aoterntic of barring oat 
admitted hereafter and whoshallnot. Itis Be thal bo 


nent to demand the eviden: 
of their authority. The United States is a considerable fract "halie 
able globe, ey, settled, with a popaiaiion of 21 to the ean pants. 
pa with 311 in Great Britain, in Germany, and 187 in France Its 
resourees are as yet measureless: and, to use Mr. 's words, it con- 
tains “incalculable room for ts.” Indeed, he figures that all the 
inhabitants of the nation can find ding room in the town of Brookline 
the mothers holding their babes in their arms, and still have room to span.’ 
Conclusively, it is not on the ground of o nger arises tree, 
the of foreigners. Your qe: gentlemen of the restricted 


rsuasion, for enormous assum 
ers for how us your title deed. 


ht to k t teil how man 
a eep ow us a CO) i 
one and aot phical area y have a right ae ro 
United States where a d millions can live in peace and plenty under 
ips conditions, who gives to 70,000,000 the right to monopolize the territory? 
ow few can justly own the earth and ve those who are landless of the 
rene ome, Beerty, and the pursuit of happiness? And what becomes of 
e 


luded there 
except the Gof might? It is the sen ot ee ‘of 
These sentiments, Mr. Speaker, uttered by an unterrified patri 
ace Saenanaah ithe Gees aay tea He Pe a patriot, 
ac when in the Declaration of Independence they hurled the 
ollowing indictment against a British tyrant: 


He has endeavored to prevent the of these States, for th i 
pose obstructing Se mere for -onlieae foreigners, retusing to an 


others to Se a hither, and raising the conditions of new 


It is true that conditions have onan. since the Declaration of 
Independence electrified the world. 1790, when that great in- 
strument had become the inspiration of the French Revolution, 
our first census was taken, which showed a ulation of 3,231,- 
930. Now we have 70,000,000, but still I deny the proposition 
that this free country should not be able to support as many peo- 

le to the square mile as the military despotisms of the Old World. 


claim that that country represents the a type of civiliza- 
tion which supports tly and comfortably the largest number 
of people to the square mile of its territory. If we are able to 


rise to the European level in this respect, and I insist with every 
patriot that we are, then we have room in this country for more 
than fite times the present population, or 386,000,000 people. 
Alarmists and who are constantly at work conjuring 
up the specter of o tion and reforming the policy of the 
fathers will profit by a study of the following facts and figures: 

A to the census of 1890 we had a population of 62,62.,- 
250. If that whole population of the oy should have moved 
into Texas that State would not be populated much more densely 
than Germany and not half as densely as Belgium is to-day. 
Have you ever thought of that? Fi it out yourselves by 
dividing the Pepula on by 265.780, area of that State in 
square miles, Texas has a population of 2,235,523, or eight souls 
to the square mile; the whole United States has 16 inhabitants 
to the square mile, having an area of 3,602,250 square miles, while 
Germany has 235, Belgium 580, and the whole of Europe 107 heads 
to each square mile of territory. The United States, if populated 
as densely as Belgium, would have a ulation thirty-one times 


the present number, or over nineteen hundred millions of people! 
But in order to enable gentlemen to make their own calculation 
I shall insert in my remarks a table showing the area and popu- 
lation of these countries: 


Per 
Population. | square 
mile. 
250 16 
000 wi 
523 s 
421, 064 25 
6, 060, 043 530 


The rate of our natural increase of population is, according to 
the census, 1.88 per cent; in other words, about ce sailtion a gear. 
Add thereto, if present rate of maintained, an 
annual increase from that source a toni end wo will have, with 

inerease of 1,250,000, about 75,000,000 people at tle 
time of the next census and the end of the present century. \t 


this rate not less than twenty-five will have gone down 
into their graves before this will see a population as dense 
as that of um is i 

Are we not capable, I ask again, of as large a popu- 


lation relatively as the countries of Europe; if not, why not? 
Germany is re in her lastest census returns, because they 
reveal an of population from forty-nine to fifty-two 1™il- 
lions in five years. France has put a premium on fecundity by 
granting tax exemptions to who are blessed with a certain 
te, county, and ci 


in the United 


= 
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States is exultant over every census return showing an extraor- 


dinary increase of population. The reason for this is apparent. 
It is because the value of land and investments is fixed by popula- 
tion. Its decrease lessens that value and its increase augments it. 
Take away one-half of New York's population and each front foot 
on Broadway will lose half of its value, while land in Texas, which 
js now sold at $5 per acre, will gradually sell at $500 if you attract 
a sufficient number of people there. Our abnormal growth, the 
marvelous increase in values and national wealth, is due to abnor- 
mal causes, not to the natural surplus of births over deaths, but 
toi 
COMPETITION WITH AMERICAN LABOR. 

If the ents of those are correct who are advocating further 
restriction use of the competion of immigrants with American 
tabor, then, Mr. Speaker, partial restriction would afford but par- 
tial protection. In that case nothing short of total prohitition 
ae cure the evil, and as a friend of the wage worker I should 
be the first to advocate such radical legislation. It might bea 
violation of ciple, of morals, of the spirit of liberty, and of 
internatio cml, but self-preservation, being the first law of 
nature with nations as well as with individuals, would justify the 


ing of the doors of the ublic. But how easy it is to prove 
or fallen and absurdity of these arguments! 
In the and more ially under Buchanan's Adminis- 


tration, when the Know-Nothing movement was at its height, 
this country witnessed the same outcry, even more furious than 
now, against the admission of foreigners. Then, as now, the coun- 
try through a crisis, many factories were closed, and labor 
was unemployed. Co: was asked to stop immigration, which 
was erroneously regarded as the source of the trouble. But the 
appeal was and how fortunate for us to-day that it was; 
because the forty co which have elapsed since, no one will deny, 
were destined to be the most glorious, the most prosperous period 
in our history, in spite of—some will even assert because of—the 
fact that had ey remained unrestricted. 
This object lesson is within the memory of nearly all of us, and 
we also know that the change from hard to good times, then 
wrought in spite of continued a. was due to a change 
of our economic policy from free trade to protection. Since 1856 
nearly 14,000,000 people came from foreign shores, and it is not 
i p, but a candid regard for facts, which prompts me to 

ask these pertinent questions: If their coming tends toa reduction 
of wages, and to an emnene of the number of unemployed, and is 
erally detrimental to the country, why is it that during the 
fast forty years, the period of the largest immigration, wages were 
higher ever before, labor more universally employed, and 
the American people more prosperous than at any previous time? 
Answer these questions in your own mind, and you will be irre- 
sistibly led to conclusion that the present depression, with its 
evil consequences to labor, must be due to causes other than immi- 


gration. 

It is, perhaps, excusable in our free-trade friends, who are anx- 
ious to assign reasons other than their own policy for the recent 
industrial on, to eagerly point to the influx of foreigners 
as one of the main causes; but an investigation conducted by the 
three officials of igration service, all Democrats, 
fails to them out. In his instructions to this commission 
Secretary Carlisle calls for information on this point, among 


S 


What effect, if any, tion had u the w: of labor or o . 

so SES a 
coun a ie in an 

of laborers from abroad? " 6 . 


After an investigation, perhaps the most thorough ever made 
on the su ‘ the commission made a report covering 183 printed 
pages, containing the following conclusive answer to the 
above query (page 10): 

thee iets bess nt hank i 
that has almost invariably 


large immigration 
of the 8 aa slstenel Inte = ‘es of) prem. 208 the report 


ree Some duty of ascer- 
neta tent ows further t os wages 
have highest these same periods of rity. Not only, accord- 
ing to Wages steadily i d last three decades 
steadily t they have been the highest during 
mission not : 
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of the question, Mr. Speaker, can not be discussed 
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trade manufactures 


to 
et, the influx from 
tself furnishes better 


the —s system 


qa 


ii 
in 
i 


) 


| 
| 
i 


“> 


rally attracted hither. This is frequently forged into a weapon 
against the protective system. We exclude the fabrics, it is said, 
but let the hands that make them comein. Suppose thisisso. Is 
it not infinitely better than if we were to admit the fabrics and 
leave the hands that make them in Europe to spend their money 
there? It must be remembered that every immigrant is not only 
a producer but a consumer at the same time. Every newcomer 
brings—as our great leader in the Speaker’s chair once tersely ex- 
pressed it—his job with him. In the first place, he will have to eat; 
then he needs clothing and shelter. Breathing the free air of this 
continent, he expands: physically and intellectually; his eyes, 
dimmed by the narrow and perhaps unhappy surroundings of his 
mother country, and then blinded after his arrival here by the 
sunshine of free institutions, gradually begin to reflect self-asser- 
tion and manhood. How long before he thinks, acts, and lives 
like those who are already assimilated? The vast majority of the 
newcomers enter upon their new life here by performing menial 
labor. They work in the mines, dig ditches and canals, build rail- 
roads—in short, do work which the American and even German 
and Irish immigrant, after having undergone a certain American- 
izing process, no longer engage in. And another very important 
observation is that the immigrant, as soon as he finds that he has 
to pay American prices for American goods, will demand Amer- 
ican wages, even if he should have been temporarily willing to 
offer his own labor cheaper than others. So the competition with 
our own labor is ridiculously small, at least on the part of what 
are termed common laborers, and these form, as we all know, the 
great bulk of our immigrants. 

The total immigration during the last fiscal year, including that 
via Canada, was 258,563, and of that number fully five-sixths were 
farm and common laborers and women and children, and only one- 
sixth mechanics, skilled laborers, and professionals, who, by the 
way, with the exception of the lust named, are usually absorbed 
by the trades unions very soon after their arrival. If their com- 
ing does result in some competition with American skilled labor, 
is not this counterbalanced threefold by the fact that the needs 
and necessities of an additional quarter of a million of people are 
to be supplied by the American market? 

There was a time when workingmen were inclined to smash the 
machines which temporarily threw them out of employment. To- 
day they ridicule the idea, because they have learned, first, that 
hands are required to construct the machines, and, second, because 
all labor-saving inventions have so increased the consumption of 
the articles manufactured by their aid as to leave just as much 
work to be done as before. It is exactly the same with immigra- 
tion. The increase of productive power caused by it is practically 
neutralized by augmented consumption. So the machine and the 
immigrant bring their own salvation with them. When the time 
comes, however—and no doubt it will come—that labor-saving 
appliances will be so perfected as to bring about a continuous ex- 
cess of the world’s supply over the world’s demand, then the only 
logical remedy is a reduction of the hours of labor. But never 
will I believe that the voice of labor—of intelligent American 
labor—will in seriousness be raised against the downtrodden of 
the Old World who knock at our doors, begging for the privilege 
of breathing under the sun of a free country. American labor 
cherishes its constitutional rights of ‘life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness,” and will never deny them to others. It will 
never kick shipwrecks, while attempting to board our well-supplied 
craft, back into the roaring sea. [Applause. |} 

CHANGE OF CHARACTER IN IMMIGRATION. 

There remains, then, only one plausible reason for restriction, 
and this is the increase of late of what are called undesirable im- 
migrants, and the corresponding decrease of the more desirable. 
This change is not as marked as many suppose, last year’s returns 
showing an immigration of about 150,000 from northern Europe, 
as against 100,000 from southern Europe; yet, judging from the 
present springtide, this year’s figures bid fair to reverse this con- 
dition. Call it race prejudice or by any other name, but there is 
no denying the fact that the Anglo-Saxon feelsan aversion against 
the Latin races, and their strong influx accounts, undoubtedly, 
for the present anti-immigration feeling. Iam willing to make 
a@ concession to that sentiment. Not from race prejudice, for 
whoever knows me knows that that is something entirely foreign 
to my nature, but for another, a better, reason. My whole argu- 
ment in favor of liberal immigration laws is based upon the sup- 
position that the newcomer will soon be one of us, will have the 
same needs and require as much for his existence; in short, wil 
live aswe do. It is claimed that this is not the qase with the man 
from southern Europe. While the German, the Scandinavian, 
the Englishman, and Irishman not only identifies himself thor- 
oughly with our institutions, but also, and this is the point, makes 
the same claims upon the comforts and even luxuries of life asthe 
average American, a vast majority of the immigrants of other 
nationalities, it is claimed, maintain a wretched existence and 
live far below the American standard of living. This undoubt- 
edly makes them less desirable immigrants than others are, and 
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accounts for the public demand that Congress throw new obstacles 
in the way of their coming. The question arose, how to accom- 

lish this by legislation? We certainly can not, in making laws, 
Reodninate against specific nationali andI takeit for granted 
that there is no desire to bar the unobjectionable immigrant. In 
my judgment, the bill under discussion answers the purpose ex- 
actly. It provides, in simple, self-enforcing terms, for an educa- 
tional test, and requires of each male immigrant between the ages 
of 16 and 60 years the ability to read and write his own language 
as a condition of his admission to the country. 

The total number of arrivals at United States ports during the 
year ended June 30, 1895, was 245,581, while 4,761 came via Ca- 
nadian ports, making the grand total 250,342. The countries of 
their nativity were as follows: 





Austria-Hungary: Russia (proper) ............... 38, 232 
Bohemia and Moravia.... 1,973 Finland. SadilaaiihacistaelS Sines-te iccidiaadan 2,075 
Galicia and Bukowina __ Oi i rcntaeseriesietnaesttatiin 790 
Other Austria............. A identities nan eaneammep as Sol 
EE shisdncocédswokssce NE ie ili pan cmnena ouiinin’ 15, 361 
TE ctitiiisic dicdbiepaienidmatlans 1,058 | Switzerland _.................. 2, 239 

NG tsinnns ica eam amamesis 3,910 | Turkey in Earope............-. 245 

eee aeeing Corsica) ... ain United Kingdom: 23, 443 

dns Gnaebbbubeaeae 7 | 
ae 46, 304 
NS TE Ce TR B5, 427 OIIING ccccccccasesccesccen ae 

Netherlands .........-...-...- von Not ocified eesenessne secewees 1, 602 

a... 

Dic dicicnevdanniiecmuatilie Rs chcinseeciiiliediinrnnsiitt 250, 342 
The following table, showing the tage of illiterates in 


total immigration from each country by nationalities, will give a 
clear idea of the effect of this bill on immigration from the coun- 
tries furnishing the largest quota of immigrants: 











Percent- Percent- 

Nationalities. age of il- Nationalities. ageet il- 

litera tes. 

IIE. cccnn ec ctnnnnwent PE TE cnesnsantenhocssncacutts 8.71 
SR rm SU EE i ccccncccaccencenasse 7.27 
Gal and Bukowina ..... 45. 68 il ntiiededttennenigniercvshdta 8.58 
PEL. niicws decous timeneatian 39.82 || France (including Corsica) 8.50 
Hun i pamanieei itis 37.69  cntemecnenbamd 3.49 
R , ROR REI: 96.42 || Netherlands ............... 8.38 
Other Austria .............. 32.70 iidiihtetimaminai seed 2.83 
EE Le 2.18 || Germany ................... 2.49 
IED on cettinotiiGinmannal p A Ee L@ 
polgtam Be Ros wi cdcon ececncccesse 74 
Turtey in Europe.........- 14.79 || Switzerland................ 60 
nate dusvaparvecdtnadhlenedee 10.43 |} Denmark ..................- 49 

Bohemia and Moravia...... 8.98 


A cursory examination of these figures will demonstrate that 
the illiteracy test provided for in this bill will not materially af- 
fect the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, Scandinavia, 
and other countries of northern Europe, which countries as a rule 
send us the most desirable class of immigrants, while under it the 
immigration from southern ree now looked upon as more or 
less undesirable, will be considerably restricted. original bill 
provided for the exclusion of male and female illiterates, but in 
view of the conceded scarcity of female white servants in nearly 
all parts of the country, the committee deemed it wise to exem 
females from the illiteracy test and admit them as heretofore. The 
reason for the exemption of ts whose children have —— 
them hither is obvious, and this provision requires no explanation 
further than that it was prompted by humane considerations. 

Existing immigration laws, as is well known, prohibit the ad- 
mission into the United States of Chinese laborers and the follow- 
ing classes of aliens: 


oe 


our own citisens do not possess; or it may be urged that educa- 
tion, or at least the ability to read and write, is in no wisea test of 
character and moral worth; but we certainly have the right to 
against the swelling of the number of our own illiterates 

tion; and as to the merits of an educational test it is 





in its effect, will bar the bone and sinew of Scandinavia and (jer. 
aoe should certainly come to grief. We are here legislating. 
r whole country, but what, in the matter of restriction, 1, 
suit Pennsylvania and some of the congested districts of the Bact 
will not be the fair thing and the right thing for Texas, that )). 
ire of the future, or the wide and unset plains of the great 
est and Northwest. Let us continue to adhere to the great (io. 
trine, the genuine American doctrine, that the man who com. ¢o 
us with two strong arms and a healthy mind, with a deteriniyg. 
tion to better his condition in life by honest labor, and a wil|in.- 
ness to identify nimself with us and our institutions, is a valua\lo 
and welcome addition to our population. I have not the time to 
remind you here what we owe to i igration; how since 14\) it 
has changed the face of this continent; how it has turned deserts 
into flower gardens, forests into thri towns; how it has re- 
moved the line of civilization from the a to the Pacific 
Ocean; how it has aided, by hard manual work, by energy and 
untiring effort, to make this nation the greatest industrial nation 
of the world. ‘The American of a hundred years from now,” 
says Rev. De Witt Talmage, “‘is to be different the American 
of to-day. German brain, irish wit, French civility, Scotch firm- 
ness, English loyalty, Italian gstheties, packed into one man, and 
he an American! It is this interm of nationalities that is 
going to make the American nation greatest nation of the 


ages. 

Remember also that beside its brain and muscle, which repre- 
sent untold amounts of capital, immigration brings millions upon 
millions of cash to our shores, and let no one forget that the wealth 
of this country in land, forest, and mountain is barely scratched: 
that where some now think we bave room for no more will in the 
future be found the happy homes of hundreds of millions of people. 

Just open the map of the continent— 

Says the same gentleman quoted above— 
and see how it is for immeasurable ities. N. ble rive 
pong te Sop pontine Ba ye oy ne gl ae a 

prophesying large manufactories and easy commerce! 

at the great of mountains, timbered with wealth on the top and 
Twith wealth underneath. One hundred and eighty t he -- 

amaze miles of coal! One hundred and remand square miles 
of iron! The iron to pry out the coal. The coal orge and sme!t the iron. 
extreme weather we ever lasts more than 

eo -suaome heat or extreme cold. Climate for the most part brac- 
ore tons nen ae Se and brain. pa a All a AR har- 
pacean no « t , ad 

ers 4 American earthquakes. No Seotch ueietn PNo 

\ plagues. The << the United States are 
happier than any on It is the y of every man that has 
traveled abroad. the poor more sympathy! For the industrious more 
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Great J 

ie , [reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman before he takes his seat per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. BRUMM. I did not hear the whole of the gentleman's 
remarks; but I wish to ask him why what is known as the consu- 
lar system will operate especially against the Germans ani Scan- 
dinavians? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I did not that for this reason—— 

Mr. BRUMM. Will not the gen be kind enough to tell 
us W. 

Mr. SARTHOLDT. I intended to wait until the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLt1am A. Stone] had made his argu- 
ment in favor of that bill, after which I proposed to explain why 
ote TR 7 ker desire to preface the f 

. . 1¢ tew 
im) remarks I shall make upon pending questions by 
saying I am not a member of the order known as the American 
Protective Association. I know concerning the order 
ee ing I see in the I — to ne oe 

am not ones with rule-or-ruin policy of some of ou 

labor organizations, Iam the friend of the American laboring 


_ 


g 
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in | man here and elsewhere, 


Ihave the honor to represent upon this floor a district more 
than one-third of whose voters are German-American ©i{1z01's. 
In view of this constituency 1 wish now to declare that | heartily 
favor the (if it be possible under the rules of this House) 

of the bills reported by the Committee on Immigration 


and 
The sun shines upon no better class of citizens than the Gierman- 
American citizens of district. I know that they have the 
of our common country that | have, 
me is good for them, and what is evil for me 
once Germans; they are now Amer 
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House ete the bills now 
and somewhat familiar with their provisions. 
than by briefly giving to the guntionen oie suatifest their inter 

by remaining in the Hall to hear and take part 
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Ls Linn tg, Salah af 
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in the debate now in progress the salient points of the different 


bills upon which we will be called upon to cast our votes on to- 
mity tinguished friend from Missouri {[Mr. BARTHOLDT], whose 
name is attached to the first bill reported, and who stands as a 
sponsor for it, the bill being known as the Bartholdt bill, and as 
such it will go down into the history we are now making, has, if 
we are allowed to judge from the argument he has just closed, 
experienced a change of heart since he affixed his signature to 
the bill, for his whole ar ent has been directed against the 
advisability of this or any other bill seeking to restrict 
undesirable immigration to this country. 

The Bartholdt bill provides in substance that no male persons 
between the ages of 16. and 60 who can not read and write the English 
or some other jenqueee shall be eligible to enter our country as 
immigrants, with the proviso that the parents of any person now 
in this country or who shall hereafter come into this country as 
immi ts shall not be debarred from entry. 

As! understand theparliamentary situation, the gentleman froin 
Michigan [Mr. CorLiss] has introduced as an amendment to the 
Bartholdt bill his bill, which is known as the Corliss bill. I will 
not consume time by having this bill read by the Clerk, for I think 
I can in a few words give you its main features. 

It provides that it shall be unlawful for a person maintaining his 
domicile in a foreign country to engage in mechanical labor in this 
country while so as his domicile in the foreign country, 
and makes it also unlawful for anyone knowingly to employ him. 

The provisions of this bill do not apply to persons employed on 
the steamers of the Great Lakes or the rivers tributary thereto or 
totheemployeesof railroads having termini outside of our country. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLLiaM A. STONE} 
introduced asa substitute his bill, known as the consular in: tion. 
bill, and also the original McCall bill, which provides for the edu- 
cational test and does not limit it to males and makes no exception 


to ts. 
“7 eitisknown—atleast it ought to be known—to the mem- 
bers of this body that we have in this country what are called 
immi t inspection stations, the principal one being situated at 
Ellis d, an island situate in New York Harbor and in plain 
view of old Castle Garden. 


existing law. 
shall, in the discussion of these bills, direct ae pemeeges re- 
ill. 


marks to the Stone bill, or the consular inspection 
Its ws features can be gathered from the following extract 


No alien immigrant shall be admitted within the United States unless, in 
addition to other requirements and provisions of law, he or she shall exhibit 
to the United States of arriving immigrants at the place of admis- 
sion a certificate, —- United States consul or other authorized rep- 
resentative of the United States at the place nearest where said immigrant 
has last resided, forth that the said consul or other United States 
aninvestigation concerning said immigrant and that 


ve has 
im: t does not ——. to the class or classes of alien immigrants 
ion admission United States under the provisions of the 


tal Congress Mach 3, 1891. 
Under law, the Chinese as a class are excluded. The 


maimed, paupers, idiots, contract laborers, persons suf- 
fering from diseases, and the criminal dnaiee of all 
lands and climes are now debarred from admission to this country. 








tion is undesirable. If undesirable it should be restricted by laws 
that in fact restrict. The McCall-Bartholdt bill aims at this evil 
in particular. These bills are drawn upon judicious and diplo- 
matic lines. I am not prepared to say now, nor do I think I will 
be prepared to sayin the future, that it would be in good form for 
our Government to say by its laws to Italy or any other power 
that its citizens shall not immigrate to this country. It would 
be such a distinction and discrimination as would be sure to 
— and rightfully, such nation discriminated against by our 
ws. 

In my judgment all the bills reported by this committee are 
diplomatic in their language, excluding the citizens of no country 
by name, but dealing with a class. 

The bills just referred to provide that no immigrant who can 
not read or write the English language or some other language 
shall be received into this country. 

The Corliss bill provides that an alien who is maintaining his 
domicile in a foreign country while thus maintaining his domicile 
shall not engage in mechanical labor in this country. 

Can any man who loves his country, be he native or foreign 
born, and who has at heart the interest of the laboring people of 
his country, have any serious objection to the provisions of this 
bill? LIask why should a man maintaining his residence in Can- 
ada or Mexico be permitted to come for the day or the season into 
this country and compete with the American laborer who bears 
his full proportion of the expense and burden of government? 

He comes here only to earn American wages; he comes into 
direct competition with our own wage earner, and he takes his 
wages earned here back to his foreign home at the end of the day 
or season and spends them at home, where he can buy cheap for- 
eign-made goods. 

I digress for a moment to say that I am a protectionist from the 
crown of my head to the sole of my foot. 1 have not a lingering 
doubt as to the justness of this doctrine. I believe protection 
inures to the benefit of the laborer who makes the article upon 
which we lay a protective duty. This duty is not laid primarily 
for the benefit of the manufacturer. I am perfectly willing that 
he should have a fair and legitimate return for his capital invested 
and enterprise, but the primary object of all protective duties is, 
as I understand the theory of protection, to enable the manufac- 
turer to pay the men who make and produce the article such 
wages as represent the difference in the cost of the production of 
the article made here and made abroad by pauper labor. 

I can not have it in my heart to go back to my people and meet 
them face to face and say I voted to protect the article but I did 
not vote to protect the man who made the article, The manufac- 
turer will procure his labor just as cheaply as he can, and the 
laborer will procure just as much as he can for his labor. The 
price will be greatly influenced by the supply of laborers and their 
present necessities. If a hundred men are applying for one job 
we can not expect the one man who receives the job to insist on 
large wages or to receive them if he does insist. If aman hasa 
hundred days’ work to give and there are only 10 men to do the 
work we would not expect the 10 men to be content with starva- 
tion wages. 

We as Republicans can not go back to our people and say we 
are willing to protect the article from foreign competition but 
are not willing to protect the man who makes the article from 
foreign competition. 

It is insisted by some that we are on the eve of a Presidential 


It is made the duty of our officers of immigration to enforce this | election and it is not good politics to pass legislation of this char- 
| acter. 


law. But under present facilities the laws are not enforced, and, 


moreover, are incapable of proper enforcement. The census 
reports of 1800 show that nearly 50 per cent of the inmates of our 
almshouses are , and about the same proportion of the 


convicts of our tiaries are from the same class, and the 

ee only about 15 per cent of the total 

This » of affairs could not exist if the immigra- 

laws were y enforced. 

The primary of this House should then be whether 

the mass of the people are demanding a law for the more 

ft ve one neers ook whether 
demand, exists, is based upon right and justice. 

Congress has been i 


l 


tion of the ae with nee ae se - 
country demanding on 8 
character, and it has come from every conta of the country. In 


more petitions have been presented on this one subject than 
the olher matters pending before Congr , 
man on the floor of this House, the distin- 


chairman of our committee excepted, will insist that the 
eet ee be subserved by the 


dumping of a mass of illiterates upon our shores. Mr. 
ry ely leenioall ; 


our 

idea of " is all and the millions of weare 
. to educate the youth of the land and raised by 

By common consent we are agreed that this class of immigra- 
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The immortal Clay said he would rather be right than President. 
It would be better for the Republican party to go down in honest 
defeat than to succeed at the cost of the American workingmen. 
We went down in defeat in 1892 on account of the McKinley bill, 
but its author is now the idol of the people. 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again; 
The eternal years of God are hers. 

Let the Republican party heed the great heart of the people, 
listen to the Senestds of the common people, and it has nothing 
to fear. 

We sometimes say, and I am proud that we are in the condition 
to say it, that this country has been the home of the oppressed of 
every clime. Iam and have been willing to share our prosperity 
with the more unfortunate of other countries. The foreigners 
who come to our shores are laboring men, and come to better their 
worldly condition. They come to share our prosperity. When 
times are prosperous in this country immigration largely increases. 
But we have no prosperity for our own people now, nor have we 
had for some time. T coun probably assign good and sufficient 
reasons for this state of affairs. The people in this country know 
what, to a large extent, has brought about this deplorable condi- 
tion. Population has congested in the large cities of the country 
and is every day becoming more a Men and women have 
been for more than three years walking the streets of our cities, 


imploring work at any price. There are more laborers than jobs. 
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Mr. Speaker, it has resulted in this: Shipload after shipload of 

npers from southern Europe have been d im our cities, 
anselltecnme here by the shipowners for the profit of their car- 
riage, and they have come into competition with our own wage 
earners. They had to work, starve, or be fed by our people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Stone bill does not provide for any addi- 
tional excluded classes. It simply provides that our consular of- 
ficers shall ascertain at the port nearest to where the immigrant 
comes from whether he is within the prohibited class. 

I have practiced law, with varying success, for more than 
twenty years, and our t immigration laws are the most 
novel in their character that it has been my good fortune to see 
or have occasion to examine. They stand alone in this particular, 
thet it was left to their author to devise a law which in its ad- 
ministration separated the court from the vici of the wit- 
nesses a distance of 3,000 miles and over and left the entire fact 
as to whether the immigrant applying for admission to our country 
fel] under the prohibition of our laws to be determined by the 
statement of the immigrant alone and unsupported. 

It is utterly impossible for our immigration officers at Ellis 
Island or our other immigrant stations to ascertain whether the 
applying immigrant falls within the prohibited class. You can 
not always tell a criminal by his looks. 

Under existing law, Mr. Speaker, we institute an inquiry by 
our officers of inspection at these immigrant stations 3,000 miles 
from where the witnesses are who are in ion of the facts 
which we are seeking to ascertain. What is the result? Our 
laws as they exist at present are afarce. The paupers, criminals, 
and the contract labor of southern Europe have driven our native 
laborer from the proud position he used to occupy to the level, in 
a great many instances, of those with whom he been forced to 
compete. 

The present system is not only unfair to the American laborer, 
bat if it were possible to enforce the law, which it is not, itis not 
only unfair to the immigrant but is inhuman. 

If he fails to land as an grant, under existing law he is de- 
ported to the country from whence he came by the steamship com- 
pany which brought him to our shores. 

These companies for gain and greed have induced him to sell his 
little all and invest it in tickets to come to this, the promised land. 
If the law is enforced and he is within the prohibited class he is 
huddled like cattle in the dark hold of some ship of the company 
that brought him over and returned to his ve country with- 


out a cent. 
tion arehuman. When they see the im- 





The officers of immi 
migrant at Ellis Island, thousands of miles from whence he came, 
with his wife and little brood around him and not a dollar in the 
world, what are the natural human instincts? Violation of law or 
not, it is to permit him to land. I confess, Mr. Speaker, I would 
be tempted to say to the poor devil, ‘Go your way.” I saw these 
things with my own eyes when I visited this immigrant station 
during this session of Congress. The for this evil is plain 
and simple. Pass the Stone bill. It _ for the ascertain- 
ment oi these facts by our consul at nearest point to where 
the immigrant lives. 

If 1 want to ascertain whether a man isa criminal, whether he is 
opases, if, in other words, he is eligible to become acitizen of the 

nited States, I certainly would not go to Ellis Island for this in- 
formation, but I would seek it where he lived, in his hamlet, vil- 
lage, or city. That, Mr. Speaker, is what the Stone bill will do. 
It will not keep out of the country a single person entitled to land 
under ans laws, but it will keep out those not entitled toland 

our laws. 

Before this debate is over you will see more stones and clubs 
hurled at the Stone bill by the ents of the restriction of im- 
migration than at all the other The Stone if passed, 
will restrict. If you go into an apple orchard and a great 
number of sticks and stones under a certain tree, you ask no ques- 
tions, but know at once that that tree bore fruit, and you are able 
to judge of the amount by the number of stones and sticks found 
waler branches. The advocates of this bill are not claiming it 
will cure our system of immigration laws of 
at eee 

the undesirable flocking to ourshores. [Ap- 


plause. } 
oneary wanene, ie. Seton, S 
aherer a time to the gentleman from am 


WriwiaM A. }. 


E 
: 
a 
i 
4 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Se ee ee 
House as shoul 


voice will not permit me to address 
upon this question, 


Mr, LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania allow me to offer an amendment to his bill? 


Se & I will yield to the gentleman to 


ane amendment 
The Clerk will fend ths Senet: * » 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 21, 2, after the word “law,” the 
** And shall before he is admitted within a Unto” States. to become a 


citizen thereof, the sum of $200 in gold to Secretary of the 
of the United States as a tax for the Treasury 
¢ Si privilege of becoming 


& citizen of the 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like 


what has just been read by the Clerk is offered as nt? 
(ate, WHLLTAR A. STO No; it was just read oI“ 


Mr. DINGLEY. Just read for information? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, it was read in 
m he SPEAKER pro tompore Read for informa 

e , for inf tion. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Howmuch time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has forty-four 
minutes remaining. c 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the 
remarks of the chairman of the committee; but when I come to 
consider that his speech is made in a of animmigration bill 
ostensibly to restrict immigration, alt hough his speech is a very 
able one, I fail to see any ar mt in it except an argument 
against the restriction of immigration. F 

Mr. Speaker, if there is one thing in this country more than 
another that is burdensome to the people to-day it is unreasona- 
ble immigration. We, as a country, have been for years inviting 
eo to come here and live with us. The di culty is that 
they have all accepted our invitation, and to-day there are more 
immigrants eg ews country than the country can assim- 
ilate. Whenever that occurs in any nation it must necessarily 
injure that nation. eo either assimilate us or-we will as- 
similate them. That is rule with all immigration movements. 
You can easily ——— a state of things where the number of 

ts coming into a country is larger than the natural in- 


immigran 
crease of the country. In that event they would assimilate us. 
We would conform to their ways instead of their conforming to 


our wa 

Mr. A the fact is that between the years 1880 and 1890 
nearly as many foreigners came to this country as there were 
children born within the territory of the country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman. I 
dislike to do so very much. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; what is it you want? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will it me just a word? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The natural increase, according to our 
census reports, is a million a year exactly, or 1.38. That is the 
natural increase. That makes a million a year according to our 
present population. Now, immigration only amounts to 250,000, 
or a quarter of_a million, and uently your statement that 
the eee than the increase is not accurate. 

Mr. W. A. NE. Istated that during the years 1880 
to 1890, those ten years, nearly as many foreigners came into this 
country as there were children born in the country. 

Mr. OLDT. Why, certainly not. a 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand you have denied it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, take the eman’s own figures. There is 
an increase of a million a = population. Theaverage immi- 
gration into this country ava ten years was nearly half 
a million a year instead of 250,000. So that, by the census returns 
for those ten years—I do not speak with absolute accuracy, but in 
the main—the immigration between 1880 and 1890 was nearly or 
quite as large as the number of births in this egg’ ord else the 
census reports have stated what is not correct. ng those 

into this country, averaging 

1890, especially be inning with 

fell off, owing to the Fact of hard 

who came here, attracted by all 

has by the high which 

this country, when they found 

shut down, when they found that there 

Sate bepianiag ak, 
i t db, le 

of 1802. But with returning 

and better times 

it was during 1593 


to inquire whether 


is oy: ty en Sos Salas, oo mA emt? stead ae 4 ali 
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who speak the Eng- 
ilated the people in those 


u will find scarcely any or but few 
lish language. They have pared he. ee 
sections, in those sections we are becoming like unto and o 


I do not object to immigration. I welcome immi- 

tion: but Istand upon this principle, that immigration faster 
5 a we can the immigrants is unwholesome in this 
country. aqme.) This country is the first object of my so- 
licitude. K as we can assimilate the children of other coun- 
tries, in God’s name let them come to us; but when they come in 
such large numbers that we can not assimilate them and make 


them American citizens, why, we can not stand it. No nation 


them. 
Well, now, 


earth stand it. No nation ever has stood it. Talk of our 
prairies oa the where immigrants may go! If they would 


only go there, Mr. , the curse of undesirable immigration 
woul ats be felt so heavily; but nearly 70 per cent of the immi- 

ts coming into this country stay in the already overcrowded 
Gectern States, and a very small percentage of them go into the 
far West. 


I admit that the eee ene 
that the very worst of them do stay with us. Take the State of 
Pennsylvania, Why, sir, that State is suffering to-day in various 
localities from a large, a too large, meee Of all the Hun- 

ians that have come to this country during the last year 54 per 
cent have remained in Pennsylvania. In that State we have whole 
towns and of them, and now and then in our coke regions 
there occurs what is known as a Hungarian riot, when they ‘‘run 
amuck,” and no law and no police regulation can withstand them. 
Men are killed, property is destroyed, and there is nothing that 
can prevent it. ‘ 5 os 
- Now, Mr. eee I come to discuss the provisions of the sub- 
stitute which I have had the honor to offer. I understand that 
my friend the chairman of the committee [Mr. BarTHoLpT] re- 
serves his remarks in reply to what I nae say upon the feasibility 
of this measure. I have very little to add or to offer in support of 
the proposition. Itisnot mine. It has been inthis House for more 
than twenty years. Nearly every man who has made a study of 
the jon has presented a bill similar to this. It 
has been the of the very best men who have investi- 
gated the question that consular imspection is almost the only 
remedy can cure this evil. Of course my friend [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] is to it, because the difference between him and 
me is ¢ does not recognize any evil to be corrected, and I 
do. There is no laint which he wishes to cure, while I think 
there is one that 
Mr. SAYERS. 


atl the gontlen it a question? 
e eman permit a on 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. i . 
Mr. SAYERS. 

gentleman 


Yes, sir. 
If I understand correctly the bill introduced by 
from P 


F 


contains a requirement that no alien immi 
in the United States unless 


t shall be admitted 
he shall exhibit to the United States 
of admission a cer- 


the substance, I understand, 
a case. Take the case of 
= has not ormed the required mili service, or who has 


in a revolution like that of 1848, which swept all 
over , and who desires 


to leave Germany and come to this 





ennsylvania [ Mr. Wuaiam A. Stone}, it | 


in Europe. The bill which I offer as a substitute simply seeks to 
have the inspection, which is already made under our laws, made 
on the other side of the water instead of here. The gentleman 
asks whether such an enactment wil. not create an obstacle in 
the way of desirable immigrants coming into this country. Now, 
all countries, this country included, have laws which make their 
citizens liable to do military duty between certain ages. I donot 
understand that the investigation which is required to be made 
by the consul is to be conducted with a brass band. I do not 
understand that the consul is going to give public notice of days 
of hearing for intended emigrants. I do not see why any person 
should not be able to come to this country who was eligible to 
come, if this bill were law, as well as he can come now. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but 
this is a vital point in his proposition. Suppose that a person is 
evading the law requiring military service in his country in time 
of peace, or desires to evade it, or suppose that a revolution is go- 
ing on in that country and a citizen desires to escape from it and 
come to the United States, does the gentleman believe that the 
Government from whom this citizen is seeking to escape would 
permit an American consul to remain there who should be engaged 
Im giving certificates authorizing such persons to come to this coun- 
try and five here? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Most certainly, 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman thinks so? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do think so, and I do not know 
of anybody who has thoroughly investigated the subject and the 
questions of international law involved who thinks to the con- 
trary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Why should not the consul, 
as the gentleman says, ‘‘employ a brass band” just as well as 
have the flag flying over the consulate? Does the man 
suppose that the consul could do this thing in secret? 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I donot propose to have him do it 
in secret. I propose to have some system by which immigration 
will be restricted to those who are eligible under the law. Per- 
haps this —— may now and then act to some extent as an 
obstacle to legitimate immigration, but not to the extent claimed. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there will be no difficulty in a person get- 
ting to this country if he is able to come. The trouble is now 
that people get here who are ineligible. This whole system, as it 
now exists, by which we undertake to restrict immigration by 
investigating immigrants as they come to this side of the water— 
while I admit the system may be as well carried out as it can be 
under existing laws—is necessarily a legal farce. Apart fromim- 
migrants who are returned or debarred from entrance on account 
of disabilities or on account of not being qualified under the labor 
laws—apart from those whose entrance into the country is de- 
barred on account of their violating the labor-contract laws, the 
number of persons returned under the present system are so few 
that the system is absolutely afarce. At the same time our poor- 
houses, our jails, our penitentiaries are filling up with incapables— 
men unable to earn a livelihood. Why, Mr. Speaker, more than 
50 per cent of the people confined in our penitentiaries, according 
to the census of 1890, came to this country from abroad. 

Now, what are you going to do? It may be that the law pro- 
posed may operate severely on some occasions; but are we to go 
on feeding and supporting the criminals of the world? Forty per 
cent, or nearly 40 per cent, of the inmates of our poorhouses and 
alms asylums are born in foreign countries. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been the custom of European nations for 
years, until the last three or four years, to devote a portion of the 
public funds to sending to this country their paupers. Often a 
criminal is condemned as a part of his sentence to leave the coun- 
try. You have heard of the “ ticket-of-leave man.” Do you not 
know that when a man is ordered out of his country he is neces- 
sarily ordered into another? And the only country that will re- 
ceive such a one, if it knows it, is ours. We have been receiving 
the criminals and the paupers of Europe for years—feeding them 
and clothing them. Are we to go on doing it? This country of 
ours, lying between the two great oceans, is the rendezvous, the 
objective point, of all the people in the Old World who wish to 
better their condition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Right here the gentleman will allow me to say, 
we have had a great deal of foreign immigration into Texas— 

, Bohemians, and Swedes; and these people always feed 
and clothe themselves; they are here only but a short time until 
they acquire by their industry and economy comfortable homes. 
The t majority of them settle in the country and make most 

itizenshi 


rentle 


successful farmers. They constitute a splendid 


cl ° 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why, sir, no one objects to that 
class of people coming to Texas or any other part of this country. 
This bill does not prevent them. It simply proposes to keep out 

upers, insane people, diseased persons, criminals; that is all. 
Gertainl they do not want that sort of people in Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly not; but are not the classes just named 
by the gentleman excluded by our present laws? 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly our present laws aim to 
exclude them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do we not have all along our coasts and bor- 
ders inspectors who are required to inspect every immigrant; and 
if any improper person presents himself, is he not excluded, and 
is not the ship that brought him here required to take him back 
at its own expense? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He is not, under the operation of 
the present law, excluded with any certainty. How are you 
going to examine a man coming to this country in order to deter- 
mine whether he is a criminal or not? He may look like a crimi- 
nal; but he is going to say he is not such a person. Do you sup- 
pose he will stand up and admit that he is a criminal? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will he admit it to the consul? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If he does not admit it to the con- 
sul, the consul has the means at hand of verifying the man’s 
statement. Under the system proposed here there will be such 
means at hand. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Letmesayto the gentleman that an Amer- 
ican consul abroad has no right to administer oaths. Conse- 
quently, when a man appears before him as an applicant for such 
a certificate as the gentleman contemplates, he can tell the consul 
absolutely what he pleases, and the consul, having no power to 
call witnesses or administer oaths, has no way of testing the truth 
of his statements. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In reply to that statement I wish 
to hare read a letter from a member of this House, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hirt]. I ask members of the House not to be 
hasty in the passage of such a measure as this, but to hear what 
Mr. Hrrr says before taking the statement of a gentleman who 
stands — reporting an immigration bill and making a speech 
against it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman does not mean any 
personal reflection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; I do not think the gentle- 
man is correct; that is all. I ask that the letter of Mr, Hirt be 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Mount Morris, ILu., September 5, 1894. 


Dear Sie: Your letter forwarded here after I left W. has been received. 

There is no more reason to believe that consular inspection of immigrants 
would lead to international complications than other functions of consuls. 
Every consul is required to have from the local government an exequatur or 
permission before he can exercise any consular function. I notice that this 
objection to your bill is not raised b e Secretary of State, who has charge 
of foreign affairs, but by Mr. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury. also 
answers your second question, whether the duties conferred by the House 
bill would be by international law. Third, as to dual administra- 
tion of law, there is and has long been a dual administration of the revenue 


Ws. 

The consular certificates and the invoices of importations go to the Treas- 
ury Department officers often in the same mail in which y send their 
regular reports to the State Department. Then, too, the Treasury Depart- 
ment a re nts special agents who go abroad on almost the same business as 
part of the consuls general. It ht be that at certain ports the consular 
employees would have to be increased, as there would be more todo. This 
will of course be resisted if there is no increase of pay; but if, for instance, 
a fee were attached to this duty, you would hear at once from Liverpool, 
Hamburg, ete., that it was an excellent, beneficient measure. I know we 
wave some poor material just now in the consular service, but they are better 
than Mr. Carlisle implies in contrasting consular inspection with the hap- 
hazard inquiries of ticket agents for steamer lines. 

How can it be ‘‘a hindrance to able-bodied men who desire to migrate" to 
enable such men to secure in advance of coming a certificate that will abso- 
lutely secure their free admission at our ports? 

Very truly, yours, R. R. HITT. 

Hon, WILL1AM A. Stone, Allegheny, Pa. 


Mr. HENDRICK. Will thegentleman from peas allow 
a question in connection with that point, a pertinent question? 
r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Under your bill will the visitors and tour- 
ists whocome from abroad ar to visit this country berequired 
to furnish consular certificates 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. No. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Then what will the consular examination 
of immigrants amount to? All an imm t would have to do 
would be to say that he was coming to erica on a visit; that 
is ali; and how can you reach that class of people under the oper- 
ation of your bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the gentleman makes an 
imaginary s tion. The immigrant is not likely, for instance, 
to take a first-class or even a second-class cabin passage. Asa 


rule they have not money enough for that. 
Mr, WI th Geeaiien: 


LSON of Sou And if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will allowme to make an additional on, your 
bill does not repeal in any respect the existing conditions of law 
which restrict certain classes of people. The immigrant laborer 
can not come in under the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania —~ more than under the e law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the clerk to 
read now the letter of Mr. Smith upon the subject. It will be 
remembered, perhaps, that he was minister to Russia while 
Hirt was secretary of legation in France for many years. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


THE PHILADELPHIA Press, Orrice or rae Epiror 
Philadelphia, August 23, 1394, 
DEAR Sir: The imperative necessity of som ae 

the inspection of imm nts has become 
now commands gene \ 
United States consuls seems to me admirably the purpose, [ 
has been manne in some quarters that the inspection should be ade t 
officers specially appointed for that purpose, but I think reflection wil] con. 
firm the conviction that your proposed method is much better. Every obies, 
tion as to the amount of labor involved which can be directed against the 
plan of consular inspection would apply with no less force to the oth ~ 
method, while, on the other hand, the former plan would have all and 
tage of a more msible offi character. In m 
more effective on impressive. 


| the advan. 
ent it would be 


1 tigation; and I believe that in its moral in j 
tical results it would be most efficacious. I earnestly ho; that veri 
press your measure, and that it may find the general favor which it deserves, 
ery truly, yours, 


Hon. Wiuu1aM A. Stone. ° - EMORY SMITH. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr.Speaker,I desire here to m 
perhaps a little correction in my statement in reference to tie 
proportion of immigrations to births. I find A the report of the 
commission appointed to investigate immigration that the num- 
ber of ape pay coming into this couutry between 1880 and 
1890 (this be found on page 8, I will say, of the report), was 
5,246,613. Now, as I understand from more recent examination 
the amount of increase during that decade was about twelve 
millions. So I was a little in error in making the statement I 
did. Butstill I think even the fact given, the corrected statement 
shows too large an immigration. r 

Mr. of Nebraska. If the gentlemen will allow me. 
The increase of foreign population from 1880 to 1890, as shown on 
page 80 of the abstract of the Eleventh Census, is 2,569,604; while 
on page 8, of the same abstract, I find the increase of the total 
population is 12,466,467. In other words, the difference is four 
times as t as the gentleman from Pennsylvania first stated. 

Mr. W A. STONE. That would be entirely true if 
your statement was correct; but it is not a correct statement. 

Mr, HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I hand the gentleman the fig- 
ures. He can examinethem for himself. It isthe abstract of the 
Eleventh Census. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have seen the figures, and have 
compared them with my own investigations, and also with the 
statement of the commission appointed to investigate this subject. 
I take the of that commission, which was appointed to 
investigate subject, as decidedly more correct, and they 
— the number during that decade as over 5,000,000. 

owever, we will leave that, at least for the present. The gen- 
tleman from Nebraska may be right or I may be. I do not wish 
to spend time discussing figures. In any event, it is large enough 
to reduce, and it is steadily larger. 

I desire now to the attention of the House to the statement 
of the report of the commission to which I have just referred. 
This commission, which is opposed to consular inspection—and I 
—- that everyone connected with the Immigration Bureau 
under this ‘Administration is opposed to it—this Commission fears 
a dual administration of the laws; and that the consuls under the 

t will in some manner interfere with them or 

. They have been cordial advocates of the present 

law; and the Stump law of 1893 is a fair sample of the thought 

which the Bureau entertains on the subject. That 

was a law undertook to restrict immigration. The only 

restriction it has effected is in the claims of the Immigration Bu- 

ye from applying 

to come to this country; in other words, that it has scared away 

tocome. That is the only indication of any 

on which it has ever effected. This commission, composed 

of the head of that Bureau and two other people employed in the 
Bureau, report as follows: 


noticed that for the last decade, from 1880 to 1890, it was nearly 
twice as much as it had been for any Inet nea Sorede and hae 
0 e enti 
what it was for the entire porta. In ee nearly wo-thirds oe ee United 
States. 


Now let us for a moment stop and consider that statement. No- 
body denies it. emmag mgs Fg got to be done evidently in view 
of be that the bill which I have introduced 

certainly will do no t harm. In 
cy in that tion, which 
certain extent. The bill of my 

bill 
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Now, let me call — attention to another statement made by 


‘< commission. For the period from January 1 to September 1, 
1006, there was an increase of 36,270 at the port of New York over 
the same period of 1894. My friend from Texas [Mr. Sayers] 
does not fnow eaything about the enormity of this evil. The 
people who are ing to his part of the country are desirable. If 
we could send all these immigrants to Texas, Pennsylvania might 
get along nearly as well—— : 

Mr.SAYERS. And you would not be asking the passage of this 
pill, Is 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They probably will not do as 
much harm in Texas as they do in Pennsylvania. 

Furthermore, the returns show an increase of 51 per cent for 
the month of July, 1895, over i 1894; a little over 60 per cent 
for August, 1895, over August, 1894, and of more than 55 per cent 
for September, 1895, over September, 1894. With returning good 
times we have an increase of immigration. In bad times immi- 

tion decreases. This bill, reported by the Commissioner of 

migration when he was a member of this House, was only effi- 
cacious during the hard times of 1893. As soon as returning pros- 
perity begins to appear, that moment the laws which now exist 
are Sen utterly powerless to accomplish anything. 

The educational test is all right. I do not object toit. I hope 
to be able to vote for it; but it is evident that that will only reach 
a very small percentage. I think the total immigration for the 
given period a here, if both males and females were ex- 
ek which this bill does not do, would be only about 7,000 of 
theseItalians. Nearly alltheimmigrants from othercountries read 
and write. So = we are rd going to reach any er = 
immigration b t test. going to restrict some people, bu 
it is a very : ess bread pill, and will be like all the rest of our 
legislation—simply throw something out to quiet the clamor of the 

ple and allay this demand for restricted immigration. It isa 
Con ill, and that isall there will be of it. It will not materially 


tion; but in as far as it does we all welcome it. 
If we can only at nt keep those people out of this count 
who are not under our present laws—and that is all I see 


to do now—if we can keep out the sick, the insane, the criminals, 
those whom the law at present intends to keep ont of this country, 
then we shall have accomplished something. You will see at a 
lance that either one of two things exists. Either the laws are 
t, or else the census reports are incorrect. If the laws were 
efficient, and kept undesirable people out of this country, there 
would not be over 50 ot cent of foreigners among the inmates of 
our penitentiaries, and there could not be 40 per cent of foreigners 
am the inmates of our rhouses, because the total percent- 
age of foreigners in this whole country is not quite 15 per cent, 
and there is no reason why there should be any greater percentage 
of foreigners in the penitentiaries and poorhouses than the per- 
centage of foreigners in the whole country. There should not be 


more than 15 per cent. 

Now, this is no argument against foreigners. We are all for- 
eigners, for that matter, and there are no Americans except those 
fast-decreasing bands of Indians which are mostly fed at the ex- 
pense of the Government. It does not make any difference 
whether my friend came from Germany himself, or whether his 

ts came from German the es — or ga or 

or fifty i e are oreigners. Now, the argu- 

ment is this: Pao not chain that the fact that there are over 50 
per cent of foreigners who are inmates of vd ap mee peg is any 
reflection on foreigners. On the contrary, it a illustra- 
tion of the fact that the laws of this country do not foreign 
criminals out of this country, as they are intended to do. For- 
Their moral range is as high as our 
people would come here there would be no 


tted. 
If you admit that, you must admit 
the further fact that these foreigners come ta-thiegcumiey—beenene 
é must admit, secondly, they come 


keep them 
out. I want is to enforce the law, and I come now to the 
propoation, Will this substitute which I have offered doit? Will 


that the gentleman 
provide methods by which 


‘tion. 
’ eeiiee ie aay vin. 
Ez when they come here, or are supposed to be, Uy the Inescctan 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask that the gentleman's time may be extended 
ten minutes, he has been interrupted so much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
from Texas asks unanimous consent that the tithe of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania be extended ten minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BARNEY. I object. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman thirty 
minutes of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman from New Jersey 
{[Mr. HowE.L] is a member of the committee and yields me a 
part of his time. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey claims sixty minutes, and yields thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr.Speaker, under the present laws 
an immigrant is inspected by the Commissioner or Superintendent 
of Immigration. eis inspected on Ellis Island, or supposed to 
be. That inspection takes — in our country. My proposition 
is to inspect him in the old country. 1 can see no reason why a 
man should be brought 3,000 miles before he can be inspected. 
My bill is for the benefit of the immigrant. If heis ineligible itis 
fair that he should be told that before he starts from home. It is 
not only impracticable, but it is a great hardship on the immigrant 
to encourage him or allow him to convert his little property into 
money and expend it all for tickets for himself and his wife, we 
will say, to come, perhaps, 4,000 miles, and then be told that he is 
ineligible. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the statement of my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. TRACEWELL] has just been made that Ellis Island is to-day 
overcrowded with people who have been ordered to be deported. 
This is not difficult to understand. They are crowded into the 
steerage of vessels. The average amount of money brought into 
this country by each immigrant is only $16. They are poor people. 
They go and sell their little property and invest it in tickets and 
come across the water. They come here after they have been kept 
down in the hold of a vessel, without light and without a proper 
amount of air, with food of the coarsest quality and most insuffi- 
cient quantity, and then when they land at Ellis Island they are 
like all other people. A man who has crossed the water in the 
hold of a vessel can attribute any illness he may appear to have to 
seasickness. Ifthe doctor who feels his pulse or looks at his tongue 
tells him he has got this or that disease, his ready answer is that 
he has been on the water and that he is seasick, and common 
sympathy admits him. 

These men who inspect them have sympathies like all other peo- 
le. They admit nearly all the immigrants. That is what is 

lling up our poorhouses and our jails. Now, why bring him all 
this distance? ‘‘ Well,” you say, ‘‘ we did not invite him to come.” 
I know; but he is being invited. We know that the steamship 
companies have thousands of agents in the old countries selling 
tickets and soliciting foreigners to buy tickets; that millions of 
dollars have been expended in the construction of these great 
vessels that bring from 500 to 1,000 immigrants ata load, and that 
they have their agents and their solicitors scattered all over 
Europe soliciting these poor immigrants to purchase tickets. The 
railroads carry them from New York City out on the Western 
prairies for a dollar apiece, and the men who own the stock in 
the railroads pretty generally own the stock in the steamship 
companies. And within the last few years they have built great 
steamers, and to-day are engaged in the business of bringing poor, 
helpless people into this country, people who are ineligible to come - 
in under our laws, and that is what [ wanttostop. If youdonot 
do it immediately, it is only a question of a few years. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to his 
colleague? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; if it is only a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to know if you have made any provision 
in your bill for the extra work you propose to put upon the con- 
suls of our country? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply put into my bill a pro- 
vision that the Secretary of State shall form such regulations as 
are necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must goon. If you do not pass a restrict- 
ive measure to-day, you will do it in the next few years. It is 

inz tocome. Here we are accessible from both sides, from the 
Pacific and from the Atlantic. We are a raft put within reach 
of a wreck for drowning men to get on. In many countries emi- 
gration to this country has only been thought of in the last few 
years. We have got to do something. We have fot to stop it or 
we cease to be what we have ever hoped to be and have supposed 
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we were—an American nation. In a few years, if immigration is 
not restricted, this country, of which we are so proud as Ameri- 
cans, will be over nar country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ill the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. For a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What reason has the to expect 
that the duty which his bill imposes upon the consuls will be per- 
formed in any other than the perfunctory way in which the same 
consuls perform the duty of certifying invoices? That certifica- 
tion is a mere form which amounts to nothing, and which is al- 
ways made whenever the $2.50 fee is paid. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I expect, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill, if it passes, will furnish a very good reason and occasion for 
renovating our whole consular service. Thers is no reason on 
earth why a consul of the United States in a foreign country should 
ue —— his duty as well as any Government officer performs 


uty here. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not the gentleman know that the certifi- 
cation of invoices, a somewhat similar duty to that which this bill 
im poses, is universally as merely perfunctory, and that 
you find the certificate in full and form in cases where the 
officer has never seen the inside of the invoice or the merchandise 
that he certifies to? ; 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not admit that the duties are 
similar. They are very dissimilar. 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the eman permit me a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. 8TO Ican not yield, Mr. Speaker, for 
~~. more questions. 


wan a iS. The only way we can get at the merits of this 
is.by asking questions. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Go ahead. 

Mr. ADAMS. What possible knowledge can the consul at a 
seaport have of an emigrant who comes from a place 300 miles in 
the interior, and how can he possibly obtain any trustworth 
information upon which to certify intelligently, truthfully, an 
correctly to the standing of such an emigrant? How is the con- 
sul in such a case going to know ee about the emigrant? 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, The usion from the gentle- 
man’s question is that if the emigrant lives 300 miles away from 
the consul the information necessary for certifying may not be 
accessible, but that if the emigrant comes from a place 8,000 miles 
wway from the inspector, then the inspector can properly certify. 
That is how the business is done now. i come from 
places more than 4,000 miles away, and the inspector has no know!l- 
edge whatever of them, yet he undertakes to inspect and pass 
them. Surely it would be easier for the consul to obtain trust- 
worthy information about an emigrant living even 300 miles 
away from his ety than it is for our i to obtain such 
information 8,000 miles away. I admit t in some instances 
this bill, if it were a law, might work hardship to some emigrants, 
in requiring them to come 300 miles to obtain their cates; 
but surely it isa great deal better to have them come 300 miles 
than it is to have them come 3,000 miles before they are inspected, 
as they do under the present system. 

Mr. ADAMS. In answer to that objection I will say that if a 
United States consul performs his duty now under the statutes of 
the United States he has all he can attend to, whereas the immigra- 
tion agent here has this specific duty to perform and can take time 
to examine into any given case. I object to this extra duty being 

see the United States, because if they attend to 
eir duties under the laws they have all they can do. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, 


to increase the consular 
Mr. ADAMS. No, it is not. 
Mr. WATSON of Qhio. The gentleman, as I understand, pro- 
ee en ene ee 
fore he is subject to examination and inspection. 
Mr. W A. STONE. It is oneargumentin favor of my 
BORO Seppe 
2. a of tte How is ee to ascertain intelli- 
y facts? Ww ou to accom- 
Se oer object in tant t? a 
ame on ilctes ino senna ia stationed it ~ ye vay dine 
or itisa 
for him to ascertain the facts. - 
Se eee of Ohio. But suppose the emigrant lives else- 
w. : 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Then let him furnish the neces- 
pary evidence. 
as ATSON of Ohio. In other words,the consul is to do the 


© can. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. And bear in mind that 
the fact that the em t brings a certificate does not neces- 
Sunnie 0 Tag upon hian, the uoulgeatiariamniates ation. ee 

a upon ; 
reaches this side, will still have the right to bar him out. This 
simply provides an additional protection to the country, an ad- 


well, it is a very easy matter 
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ditional remedy against the influx of undesirable im 

And, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to the fact tran 
consuls of the United States do already orm this or similar 
service. Under the quarantine bill which we passed in 1892, we 
provided, in the second section, that no vessel should be per- 
mitted to leave any port when it was defective or when any dis- 
ease Was on until a consul of the United States had made 
an inspection and had given the vessel a clearance. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania sits 
down I wish he would inform the House as to whether or not the 
Bureau of Immigration makes any objection to his bill, and if so 
what the objection is. I ask merely for information. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that in the last Con- 
gress, when this same bill the House and went to the Sen- 
ate, the Bureau of Immigration did object to it, mainly on the 
ground that it created a dual service between the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of the Treasury. As I have said, the law 
of 1892, which regulates quarantine service, already imposes a 
similar duty on our consuls. There is no use in sending out ad- 
ditional “Depa into foreign countries under direction of the 

'v A 
t 


Treasury t; none whatever. is service can be per- 
formed by the consuls under the State 
if 


; r it, and the only 
real this bill is that it does restrict immigration 
iu » definition of the words. It does throw obsta- 
cles in the — of immigration; it does put restrictions on immi- 
gration. is one of the Iam trying to do. 

Mr. HYDE. Is it not one of en against the 
measure that it is not restrictive enough, but is only restrictive to 
a very small extent? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, it does not restrict anybody 
from coming to this country whois not already restricted under 
thelaw. It provides for the enforcement of the present law; it 
provides an additional means of enforcement. It does not repeal 
~~ part of the present law. 

it is said that this measure is going to work hardship; that it is 
going todeny worthy foreigners the privilege of coming to this coun- 
try and citizens. Sir, I can see no hardship upon any- 
body in subjecting him to an examination on the other side of the 
water when under the existing law he is subjected to a similar 
examination on this side. If it is charged that this bill will oper- 
ate to keep out any eligible person, that is another question. 1 
does not do so. I claim that it will operate beneficially to the 
immigrant as well as to this country. the man proposing to 
come to this country is eligible, is capable under our laws, he 
ought to know it before he converts his property into money and 
invests it in a ticket. Why, sir, these ip agents pervade 
the whole extent of foreign territory, soliciting anybody to come 
to this country. They have solicited people to come who were 
excluded by law, but who succeeded in passing the examination. 
And such persons will always the examination so long as the 
only examination they undergois the one on this side of the water. 

ow, Mr. 8 , | wish to reply to a challenge which will bo 
made here. I wish to give an answer toa question of my friend 
from Texas [Mr. Savers] in reference toGermany. [| have tried 
very hard to ascertain whether there was any real opposition to 
this measure the Germans, inasmuch as it has been charged 
that there was. I have a large number of German-Americans in 
i wspapers there published in Ger- 

man that have opposed this bill, one in particular, the proprietor 
of ry teen tas man who furnishes the money to veente — and 
has been ee ee nt, selli ickets to per- 
sons who wish to go to Europe te the friends of those who 
i received a telegram from him 
dated 7, to which I His telegram and my reply were 
not only in his , but in nearly all the principal 

of vania, from the time of that publication 

ever written tome or telegraphed me or in any 


manner to knowledge raised objection to the restriction 
of imunigration certainly not ono Germs. Lask the Clerk to 


Prrrsrure, Pa., May 7, 1896. 
Wiriw1aM A. Srons, M. C.: ; Pa 2 
You are aaeteing, ti batloving thot German-Americans favor your bil. 
Only recently of section, numbering over 5,000, adopted 
ouiitote to Mr. BARTHOLDT, and protested against restrictive 
VOLKESBLATT. 


REPRESENTATIVES, U. 5., 
Hoven o7 RuraPishington, Bay 7, 1506. 
GENTLEMEN: Tam in receipt ane ee favor my 
hirer fm — mre mncmp dy — 
: proprietors of the Volksblatt, as 
cate eeengraiate Eine eps 
can aie low, uated Oe x Or the vi and other papers simi- 











honest Germans are led to o 
immigration, but Ido not believe that the majority of the intelligent Ger- 


larly interested, many the restriction of 
of this country desire to see the shipping of such large num- 

basoet undesirable jenunigente into this country continue. The Germans 
ares saving, hard-working class, and make good American citizens. 
The pauper laborer from southern Europe enters into direct com- 
petition with the German laborer as well as others here and giuts the labor 
“market. This is what keeps the price of common labor down and puts it at 
“ with Bo others who have been working to restrict immigration, am of 
German descent, and have a common right to speak for the German-Ameri- 


cans. Those in the business of bringing cheap labor into this coun- 
tay showy restrict immigrati they will so frighten the two great parties 

t on they so frighten the two great parties 
in this a that they not dare to a restrictive law. They have 


that if such legislation fails in this Congress it will be be- 

a the German-Americans are believed to be against it, and to that end 
the V and some other German ne rs have succeeded. I do 
not believe that the German-Americans are stit. While there are many 
district, the Volksblatt has so far made the only protest to 
su and I hereby invite the German-Americans of 
my eerict and of the State towrite tome and to other members of Congress 
giving their views upon this question. I would like to know if they are 
'y opposed to restricting immigration 


. 


Very truly, yours, WM. A. STONE. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I wish the Clerk to read 
pure ateers which I have received. ’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


oursof April 4, 1896, tohand. I amataloss how to answer your inquiries in 
ars the po ees or feelings of the Germans on the question of immi- 
tion and the pending bill. Ihave heard very few comments or expressions 
Se regard to the passage of such a law. There are always different opinions; 
some favor and others but I believe—not saying more than I.can 
answer for—that a ny ono : 2 ware A — of our coun. 
+t heart are'n any would restrict and more safely 
ss that would be adetriment to the interests of our 
country. Iam wellaware that there are many Germans who are hasty in op- 
posing every attempt at legislation of this kind, as though there was a feeling 
Ofhatred against thet nationality and areviving of the bygone nativism. lam 
unable to anything in the roposed that would as far as the Ger- 
man element is concerned, a hardship, preventing them from emigrating 
thiscountry. Inregard tothe German press in our section, they have not been 
saying very much about the proposed legislation. The German Turnverein 
of the Pittsburg district, at_a meeting held last Sunday, a resolution 
the Stone bili and passed a vote of thanks to Congressman 
ion to the measure. This resolution was printed 
. TheFreiheits Freund, of last Monday, giv- 
the proceedings of the Turnvereins, makes no mention of the resolution, 
that some law should be passed that will prohibit such immigration 
that not be a gooe country, but not closing the doors against ad- 
mi allthose who make good and faithful citizens. The bill presented 
to the House of Re tives by WILLIAM A.STONE appears to me to be 
It will have effect of notifying the countries from where the immi- 
gration comes that those who wish to come to our shores must prove them- 
selves worthy and be such as comply with our laws. 
Yours, respectfully, HENRY GERWIG. 
> 


F 


GREENVILLE, Pa., May 14, 1896. 


Dear Sir: Do you remember me as pastor of the German Congrega- 
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tion at Warren, Pa., over twenty years ago? Well, the Pittsburg Times of | 


y 9, 1896, contained an article, reply to the Volksblatt. As far as I know | 
Americans 


- are infavor of restricted immigration judiciously man- 
aged. Asfaras I know you personally and your standpoint on this vita] 
so far I would indorse your position. Educated Germans oppose 
fanaticism against fore 

or education, to wait twenty-one years before 


p foreigner. veot 
he can ceded We do not want to be classed with the vilest Huns 


or italians. If the law be made with good judgment, discriminating between 
honest and educated men and the uneducated and immoral people, then you 
will have the indorsement of every loyal German-American. During our 
civil war one-third of our Army of foreigners. I, too, took part in it. 
We resent ee > the Order of the United Workmen of America. A 


hundred years ago more the Government's friend sent a good-for-noth- 
ing fellow to which then used to be regarded as the garden spot for 
just such people. thisis no longer the case. Since quite a number of 


zoees Se German Government has restricted immigration. Practically I 
a mistake has been and is being made. The consulates in the differ- 
attend to all requirements for restriction. No 
be allowed to land anyone on the soil of the United 


ent 
States ee ae ecanel that district. 
How much I would like toconverse with you on the subject! 


b=  pparnenermg out a host of Ste ind chy peopl t 2 oe ~ 
a us ie to ate t 

, often under false Thousands have been diawp- 

; no to return with. This mean business of pa 

worst. c 


ought to be stopped at once. American gree 


an Wiri1aM A. Stowe, M.C. ae 

oltiald be defer eat pad om tg Pla inform 

= . Will the gentleman allow me one minute? 

Me ——. Pee eae aD 

Sees alstrictcommitie acacia protons 
wilt and make arguments 








igners and so-called knownothingism, compelling | 





Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. 
question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I have received no such letter. I 
suppose my answer settles that point. I presume that if I mis- 
represent the Germans in my district I am the one who will 
suffer by it. I will take the chances on that. I say that while 
some Germans may be against my bill, | have had no intimation 
from them, except through the Pittsburg Volksblatt, to which I 
have referred, which is owned by people engaged in the steam- 
ship business. 

Mr. KIEFER. I have heard that statement denied. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I have just heard you deny 
it. It does not change my conviction of its truth. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the broad statement that the Germans of 
this country are opposed to restricting immigration is a libel on 
the German citizens resident in our country. No more loyal, pa 
triotic class of people exist within the borders of the United States 
than our German population. They are not opposed, in any 
sense of the word, to restricting immigration in a proper way. 
And I claim, sir, that while it may be that sympathy or public 
sentiment may be worked up in some localities in opposition to it, 
the Germans as a class are not opposed to restricting immigration 
to able-bodied, self-supporting foreigners. That is all 1 claim 


Has the gentleman finished his 


ought tobedone. That, I think, the country will demand shall be 
done. 

But incidentally let me mention the fact that, as will be seen by 
the statistics compiled by Senator Hun, which is a feature my bill 
does not take up—none of the bills do except the Corliss bill—under 
these statistics, which are not denied, but which are reported 
by this commission on investigation in this country, there was 


sent from the United States in the year 1893 to Italy alone, by 
men who came from Italy to our land and earned wages here, 
between twenty-five and thirty millions of dollars of their earn- 
ings. Every year this country and the industries of the country 
not only support the laboring people of our own land, but the 
laboring people to a large extent of the whole world. Our wages 
go to Italy and toall foreign countries; and if this country to-day 
should cease its industries, if it should suspend its manufacturing, 
its mining and railroad building, and all the wheels of industry 
be suddenly stopped, it is a serious question whether these foreign 
countries who receive so much money annually from the United 
States, of wages earned by their citizens, would not suffer from 
it nearly as much as we would. 

Now, sir, our people are suffering. There is more competition 
to-day in common labor in this country than in any other busi- 


ness. Common labor stands right where it did twenty years ago. 
You put a tariff on a machine to keep it out of this country, so as 
| to force its construction within our own borders and give the labor 
| upon it to the laboring men of this country. But you put no 
| tariff, no obstruction, no protection on the able-bodied worker 





from abroad. He may come incompetition with our labor. You 
let him come here with his tools, set himself down, and come into 
direct competition with our own labor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He is a consumer. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. He is a consumer! Why, Mr. 
Speaker, nearly a hundred thousand men come annually from 
Canada alone into this country. They are men who are called 
‘**birds of passage.” They work for a season and then go back 
home, taking their earnings home with them. I tell you this coun- 
try is not only supporting to-day its own laborers, but to a large 
extent the laboring people of the world. 

Now, sir, this bill does not aim at curing that condition of af- 
fairs; but I warn you that this question will never cease until 
you give to our laboring people that protection which you seek to 
give to the capital of the country. [Prolonged applause. | 

Mr. BARNEY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss], reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I shall address myself to the 
amendment which I propose to the original bill, offered by the 
chairman of the committee. 

This measure is intended as a protection to American labor. 

It seeks to preserve the fruits of our labor for those who carry 
the burdens of American institutions and stand ready to defend 
the honor of the nation. 

It does not affect any man, woman, or child who now lives in 
this country, nor does it prevent a person from seeking and 
securing a home on American soil and enjoying the blessings and 
advan of the labor markets of this country. 

It is estimated that from 50,000 to 100,000 human beings every 
year leave their homes and families in foreign countries and come 
to the United States with no intention of making this country 
their permanent home, and engage in competition with our labor- 
ing men during the most active business periods and building 
seasons in all the avenues of labor, and at the end of the season or 
pr us period return to their foreign homes and there spend 
with their families the fruits of American labor, 
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mission to investigate and report what changes were deemed nec- 
essary in tke rules and regulations in force with reference to 
immigrants, and I find on page 40 of that report the following 
recommendation: 


Your commissioners would respectfully suggest that Congress should by 
appropriate legislation enact laws for the fol pwing ad meg 

1. A law regulating immigration into the Uni ta trom contiguous 
foreign countries by water or land carriage, which will protect our workmen 
from the importation of transient cheap labor across the frontier. 

Provision should also be made therein to exclude aliens coming year after 
year to perform labor in the United States with no intention to settle therein. 


I desire to say that in my ju ent the present administration 
of the Immigration Bureau is the one bright star in the unfortu- 
nate Cleveland Administration. It stands out as the one depart- 
ment of this Government seeking earnestly and faithfully to exe- 
cute the laws with reference to immigration; and I want to con- 
gratulate my Democratic friends that they have, in this department 
at least, worthy and efficient men. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for the information of members of this House 
I will ask the Clerk to read two letters, one of them addressed to 
the Commissioner-General from his subordinate officer at Sault 
Ste, Marie and the other from the inspector at Boston, with refer- 
endée to the very subject lam discussing. I want to say that every 
inspector of immigration in the United States has appealed to the 
Commissioner-Genera! for a correction of this evil. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


Unirep States IMMIGRATION SERVICE, 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., April 29, 1896. 

Sin: While we on this side of the border of Canada are praying for Congress 
to relieve us from the influx of alien labor, at the busy peri of the year 
here, the Canadians (not by any legislative action, but actuated by a hostile 
feeling toward United States citizens) are discharging and excluding our 
mechanics and laborers from their country very effectually. For example: 
A few days ago a Canadian steamer was fitting out at Owen Sound, Ontario. 
One of the firemen, engaged for the season, was discovered to be a United 
States citizen, and was romp ey discha , for that reason ay, 

Again, directly o te this city is situated the town of Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ontario, where a elphia syndicate are ee water power. 
The syndicate built a wood-pulp mill there last year and have last week leta 
contract for the building of another mill. The contractors will not and do 
not employ any United States citizens as bricklayers, stonc masons, or labor- 
ors. On the other hand, Canadian carpenters, masons, and laborers flood our 
home market and, as they work cheaper, take the work away from our resi- 
deuts, Even the Uni States Government public work is being done by 
dredges, drills, and tugs manned almost entirely by aliens. The above isa 
mild statement of the situation, for [ have said nothing about the numberless 
clerks, stenographers, school-teachers, and bookkeepers, both male and fe- 
male, who annually invade the United States. 

If consistent and in your opinion p: r, I should like this statement of the 
situation to be laid before ttee on Immigration of the House of 


Representatives, 
Respectfully, CHAS. ©. WILLIAMS, 


Immigration Inspector. 
Hon. Herman Stump, 
Commissioner-General of Immigration, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF UniTED STATES COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 
No. 70 Long Wharf, Boston, May 13, 1896. 

Dear Str: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 11th instant, 
requesting me to write you, giving the evil effects. as observed in this section 
of the country, in consequence of the lack of restriction of ees af- 
fecting what is known as “ birds of passage.” parties seeking ad: on into 
the United States with no intention of maa it their permanent abode. 

In reply, I beg to inform you that about 35,000 passengers arrive at this port 
from Helifax and Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, annually by water, all of whom 
have to pass the inspection of the immigration officers under my direction. 
Of this number about 25,000 are aliens, some of whom are permanent resi- 
dents in this commey. returning home after visiting their native country, 

From February 1 to May 18, inclusive, of this year 4,792 aliens arrived at 
this port by these two lines, bout 75 per cent of whom would come under 

; “birds of passage.” Their occu 
and 8! 


armers, carpenters, masons, h 
and who have no intention of making their abode in the United States, and 
who come in direct competition with our native-born citizens and those who 
have adopted this country as their permanent abode, and whose has 


coming 
a tendency to reduce the rate of wages, especially employed in the 


building trades. 
They come year after year in the spring and return in the fall when the 
season is over. This class of men thoroughly understand the contract-labor 
laws of the Unitec States and know how to evade them upon their arrival. 
A number of others who are classed as American citizens come here an- 
nually, having taken out naturalization papers for the purpose of get em- 
ployment as masters of American, vessels and at other occupa’ which 
none but American citizens can occupy under our navigation laws, whose 
families are domiciled in Nova Scotia and who have no permanent abode in 
the United States. This has become a common practice, and is a menace to 
our citizens. In addition to the above, large numbers of these classes come 


to this section of the country by rail. 
y, yours, THOMAS F. DELHANTY, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. Jonn B. Coruiss, A. C. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, those letters indicate the opinion 
of men who have had experience with reference to our immigra- 
tion laws. I hold in my hand copies of resolutions certified to by 
the president and secretary of every labor organization in my 
city, embracing a mansoni of 15,000 American citizens who 
have asked this Congress to adopt this icular measure for 
their protection. They ask it for pro to American labor. 


"hic class of competition with American labor is not confined 
to the subjects of Canada, , 
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Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a com- 


They come from Italy, Austria, Hungary, and o : 
countries. They bring with them nothing but physical fore 
pable of ——— work upon the low standard of other coun. 
tries, and prey upon the labor markets until they have accumu- 
lated a ape Ae for a laboring man in a foreign country, and 
a ew mee oe eae canoees. , 

ile here they add nothing to the value, prosperi 6 
or genius of the people of this nation. " rity, Progress, 

In advocating this measure I desire to most emphatically dis- 
claim any intention to prevent any capable, honest, industrious 
law-abiding person from seeking a home on American soil and 
obtaining the blessings and advantages of this country for himself 
“The associat f life have bee: 

e ons of my life have m among an admir 
foreign-born and native citizens. ” ae 

My affiliations in social, business, and secular life have never 
been determined by any test of nationality. 

Many of my closest friends and companions are of foreign birth 

I believe our foreign-born citizens who have come to this coun. 
try and adopted it as a home for themselves and their families are 
as loyal to the flag of their adoption as the man who was born 
beneath it. [Applause.] 

The foreign born have added to the material wealth and pros- 
perity of the nation, and, what is of far greater value, they have 
contributed to its moral and intellectual welfare. x 

In my judgment the genius of the American people, the pros- 
perity and liberality of American institutions, and the superiority 
of the American nation has been achieved by the association of 
one best physical, moral, and intellectual men and women of all 
nations. 

But the sad e ence of our people in want, idleness, and mis- 
fortune d e = three years under the free-trade provi- 
sions of the Wilson bill has demonstrated the wisdom of the Re- 
publican principles of protection. 

Protection not only to American manufacturing industries and 
farm products, but protection to American labor. We have al- 
ware contended that the protective tariff maintained high wages 
and benefited the a as well as the capitalist. If that 
be trne—and I am one who believes in the principles of protec- 
tion—then we should assure the laboring men of our fidelity to 
their interests by the adoption of this measure. 

By this law we would stop the skilled mechanics and laborers 
from annually coming into the os along the Canadian 
— and competing with our in the building and other 

ades, . 

This bill in no way affects the Canadian who has or may here- 
after come to this country with the intention of making it his 


home. 
I recognize the value and in mce of the Canadian people 
and hope that our country may be blessed with more of them. : 


my best friends and business associates Ameri- 


In the city which I have the honor to represent, there are many 
thousands of noble men and women born in Canada who are 
loyal American citizens, and by their thrift and natural genius 
have become successful merchants, bankers, lawyers, doctors, and 
mechanics, and in tion of their value as citizens many of 
them have been hon by my city and State with public office, 
and one of them to-day honors my State as a Senator of the 


ve barrier that is erected by this country for the 
people 7 to advance the spirit of freedom that 
hearts of the Canadian people. 


bracing the most wise provisions of 
therein by the plumed genius of this age, 
y forcing the Canadian —— 
the influence of England. 
The election of 1892 and adoption of the free-trade Wilson 
to the Canadian 


law has lumber and farm 


t economist, ‘‘ Show 
the condition of its 

been demonstrate 
effects of the Wilson- 
by the people 


ns have heretofore 
the degraded classes 
cork sn animate likened to the effects 


into its depths 
of our large 








river unobserved; put in time the people along such streams will 
begin to find amon the rocks and stones on the bottom and along 
the shoresadark,unhealthy, fungous growthcontaining dangerous 

; ife will be gradually exterminated from such waters 
and disease and death will at last arouse the people to action and 
compel a remedy for such evils. Already a measure is pending 
in Congress looking to the investigation and correction of these 


ae much more important is it to preserve the human blood 
and manhood of the American character by the exclusion of de- 


human —— 
Per a eaer, I believe in a pedigree not only in the animal, but 
in the human family, and I hope to see some day a law enacted 
prohibiting of any person who has been convicted of 
a heinous crime or who is afflicted with an incurable or hereditary 
blood disease or insanity. : 

Why is it that we find the prisons, asylums, and almshouses 
tavagnow our land filled to overflowing? Why is it that these 
menial institutions have been flooded with unfortunate humanity 
in recent until the maintenance thereof has become a burden 
to the cities, counties, States, and nation? Why is it in all our 
large cities we find a increase in the beggars, paupers, and 
criminals preying upon the people and demoralizing by their 
influence and association the character of American manhood? 
In my judgment it is because the Old World has been forcing upon 


ev uper, criminal, and degraded human being that was 
within me Set to control, and using this fair and enlightened 
country as a dumping ground. 

. , [most heartily favor the educational test proposed 
to be ad this Congress. In this country we maintain pub- 
lic schools and in most States compel the education of all children, 
and thus elevate mankind by the most powerful means known to 
civi 


lization. 
In my judgment the enlightenment of the people, the liberality 
of the vate institutions, and the power and prosperity of the 


nation are y due to the associations of the best blood and 
character nations under the elevating influence of the free 
public schools of Ameri 


ca. 

I do not believe in upholding the maintenance of foreign mis- 

sions. My method is to foster, care for, educate, civilize, and 
the people of America, and thereby so exalt the Amer- 
ican character and the American nation that by its enlightened 
e and the noble character of its citizens it shall civilize and 
by example and contrast the people and nations of 

the earth. fa, meee 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat, that I believe in the principles of protec- 
tion to American industries, protection to American labor, and 
also protection to American character and humanity. I would 
not weaken the power of the Republic by the adoption of mo- 
narchical laws and customs. 

I would not injure the industries of this nation by opening its 
commercial doors to the gm of the manufac products 
of labor of f na 

I not reduce of our working people by longer 
permitting the transient of passage from other countries to 

Mr Speakon 


: 


est the labor markets, steal its fruits, and return 
with the bounty that belongs to American labor. 


a sage I would - God that = a number of wht 

who yearly Europe and spend an av o > 
000,000 in recreation eveghout European countries, thereby fos- 
tering the of the other nations, adding to their wealth, and 
taking the that is needed toconduct the business affairs of 
this nation, be en ea from such pleasure and recrea- 
tion for a of at three and induced to expend the 
same amount of money beautiful scenery, examining 
the vast resources, and exp! the wonderful na advan- 
tages of our and give to the people of this country the bene- 
a such for the prosperity and happiness of our 


this country has vast uncultivated 
resources, and boundless undeveloped 
with pe i bv = gon — 
population and there oy greater 
barriers of protection love been torn 
humanity peek Tet, [A ant aT 
es for relief. pplause. 

conditions and unwise laws the laboring 
being driven into idleness, want, and misery. 
brokers and money lenders are stealthily obtain- 
and a a measures in their interests 
. e the devil of bankruptcy is gradually 
of the business men, and driving the work- 
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Laws should be enacted for the elevation of the masses and not 
the classes, laws that will destroy special privileges in the hands 
of the favored few and level them to the slate of equity and jus- 
tice to all humanity. 

The people of this country love courage and action upon honest 
conviction,and with divine charity forgive an honest error of 


judgment; but, sir, they despise a coward, a straddler, or syco- 


phant in public life, 

Oh, ye representatives of the people, I beseech you to pause; 
hark! put your ear down to the ground and listen to the tramp of 
the footsteps of the army of honest, industrious people wandering 
through the streets earnestly seeking employment. [Applause. } 

The primary cause for this idleness is not, in my judgment, the 
invention of new mechanical devices, labor-saving machinery, 
overproduction, or overpopulation, but rather the bad effects of 
evil legislation and want of good laws. 

Mr. Speaker, the test that should be applied to every human 
being seeking a home = American soil should be: Does this 
human being possess a character and mind sufficiently honorable 
and intelligent to become amalgamated with the spirit of Ameri- 
can institutions and American manhood? 

We want no half-baked characters—human beings who are 
seared and scorched by contact with hot, withering sin, who are 
blasted with blood taints, cradled in degradation, or cursed with 
hopeless ignorance. [Applause.]} 

Mr. Speaker, when the Lord commanded to ‘‘ love thy neighbor 
as thyself” He evidently had in mind a man who had some respect 
for himself and love of his own character, intelligence, and man- 
hood; otherwise the love for the neighbor would be unworthy, and 
in my judgment the Grand Architect of the Universe never in- 
tended that this divine doctrine should be extended by the enlight- 
ened people of this nation to the hopelessly ignorant and depraved 
human beings of all the world. 

Mr. Speaker, the destiny of a nation must depend upon the char- 
acter of its people, and our greatest duty is to preserve by wise 
laws not only the honor and prosperity of the nation, but the intel- 
ligence and character of American citizens and American works 
men, and the adoption of this measure is a noble step in the progress 


of humanity. eee) 

Mr. BARNEY. r. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Morsk]}. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr.Speaker, I have never seen a parliamentary 
tangle like the present during my service in Congress. 

It seems to me as though the Committee on Immigration had 
made a serious error in bringing in three bills here to be voted on 
at the same time. 

If we desire to pass any of them we must concentrate on some 
one of the pending bills. Undoubtedly they all have merit, but to 
divide between all the bills offered means the passage of none. 

It seems to me as though the friends of this important measure 
should concentrate their votes upon one measure to save any of 
them. Which measure shall it be? 

Iam sure the McCall bill will command more votes than an 
other. I trust, therefore, that the House will vote down all amend- 
ments and that bill. 

Mr. Speaker, in these closing years of the nineteenth centu 
we are witnessing an influx of ayy ocr nations, and tongues suc 
as the world never saw. Fully half a million of immigrants, 
enough to people a large city, are yearly coming to these shores, 

Wise, thoughtful, and patriotic men are justly alarmed at this 
wholesale immigration, which many believe to be a menace to 
our free Government and free institutions. It is important to 
notice that the voice of the people has found ay pe not only 
on the rostrum, in the pulpit, and in the press, but political con- 
ventions as well in many parts of the country have repeatedly 
memorialized Congress upon this important subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not words that the country wants upon the 
subject now under consideration, but it is action. I believe there 
is a loud, long, earnest, importunate demand throughout the 
country for ical legislation for the restriction of immigration, 

The substitute now under consideration for the bill (ER. 9), 

known by the name of my honored colleague, Representative 
McCaLu of Massachusetts, was introduced early in this session 
by Congressman McCa.u of Massachusetts and by myself De- 
cember 6, 1895—H.R.168. It originated with the Massachusetts 
Immigration Restriction League, and at their request we both 
introduced it. 
The bill is the result of much careful and thoughtful considera- 
tion which that society has given the subject, after exhaustive 
examination and extensive Srevemsnaenee, and was thought by 
the officers of that society to be the most feasible and practical 
method, and one that was likely to succeed if it should reach con- 
sideration in the House. 

One has only to examine the statistécs of the class of immigrants 
that are now coming to these shores—enough to create a large and 
first-class city every year—to be convinced of the necessity of the 
pending legislation. 

The Fourth of July orators in my boyhood used to declaim 
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about this giorious land of liberty and asylum for the down- 
trodden and oppressed of every land; but in these later years it 
has come to be the dumping ground for the scum of God's 
creation. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we have as many Mormons, com- 

mutists, anarchists, nihilists, bomb throwers, paupers, idiots, 
lunatics, criminals, and illiterates as we can digest at present; 
and it is believed that the Na Luodwe MoCell bill, aad contem- 
plated in what is known as the bill, added to the 
existing en, SS ee momen. would exclude a large 
nomber of these u ts. 

There are grave reasons why this legislation for the further 
restriction of immigration dh be had. A fountain will not 
rise higher than its source, and under our free republican form 
of government the citizen is the ruler, and the character of 
the citizen depends the character and stability of the govern- 
ment; and surely it is a question deserving the serious attention 
of the patriot, ae and statesman as to how much 
a our country cam go in page ae yen Pn into its ane we — 

orant, criminal, dangerous, and hostile elements that 
ar sing emptied upon these shores. 

All history confirms the lesson that our form of government 
can not continue to exist except upon the basis of caieation 
and intelligence of the people. 

The experience of France, Sp Central America, the South 

Republics, and Mexico, w republics have ently 

6 down in blackness, enn blood, and shame, where 
the chronic state of many of these countries is revolution—I 
say these illustrations admonish us of the foes of the Republic 
and that our form of government can not long continue with an 
ignorant, criminal, vicious, and 

The Apostle Paul said that “He who to provide for his 
own household was worse than an infidel and hath denied the 
faith.” What is true of the famiiy, the individual, is true of the 
community, the town, city, State, and nation. 

And that brings me to my second argument in favor of the re- 
striction of immigration; that is, we owe this legislation to the 
country for the protection of the ane re for the protec- 
tion of inedens labor from the com of the pauper labor 
of Europe as well as the Mongolian la Of Ohine. 

It is a beautiful theory that all the world is a band of brothers, 
and free trade and unrestricted immigration would be a good 
pee’ trine if the ene. — living necessities of all peoples, nations, 


Sie not. {A Chinaman can live on a little rice a day; 
an Ttalian can live on a piece of dry bread without meat or butter. 
The American labor. been accustomed to wholesome food, 
education for his children, comforteble raiment, medical attend- 
ance when sick, and ten thousand comforts and luxuries that are 
ee eee 


When the wants and mode of living of these foreign immigrants 
has reached the American standard, then it will be time, and not 
till then, to throw down the bars to unrestricted immigration. 

On the one hand, it is argued that the Stone bill, which pro- 
poses consular i inspection and certification before the immigrant 
starts, would prevent his being turned back thousands of miles 
aiter reaching this country, and he would know before he started 
whother he was a or not, 

‘On the other hand, it is claimed, and I think with a good deal of 
force, that the consular inspection would give notice to foreign 

Sedliaitaa: secheailagne ead bemtnernasedin 
prevent ng country, 
and thus deprive us of the best and most desirable class of immi- 


So, on the whole, eee ee on the 


i 


of success and expediency, oS prac- 

tical restriction upon objectiona eee 
Sn chal ae Slkseen aubtane the the 

educational test as a measure to restrict undesirable immi- | 
i. Reandnies the e we wish to exclude; i. e., those who 
' of their own and of any 
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ents emigrate, 
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tn aiken te eeiededien or eae and therefore 
11. It does away in 
and with a temptation to a = seancabeee 
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ants. can tell before 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 
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ight otherwise be entitled to by two 
ly come to themind of the Amevican- 
— himself a foreigner, his 

ee ais dass oe ouded, even unwittingly, 
which he y may feel for those who, Tike 


the 

country. The other is that his natural Revelian, 

Sringing Som te teint of Mos blood, may 

pee ee heneen 

try of ms adoption. Felecia 

- hasize the yeep and the fact that if there is any citizen 
of America who values the glory and the 

grandeur of our citizenship itis the foreign-born cit, and the 

it not as a matter of right, but by the 

grace of the ee United 

—— Applause. | 
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of and dread that Pyr- 
= ee presented that 
laboring men are clamoring 
ms about to be impaired and de- 
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oats to this land. I will not weary 
of this country furnishes 
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flect for a moment, ——, - that Setar eet of one hundred 


the original population 
1790, has increased twenty-one fold, 
institutions, withoutd 
ment of our ’ standard 
is 5 more than the good of the 


, which was 3,000,000 
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out detriment to our 
oie, without impair- 
education and of civilization—I say there 
behind the argu- 
to exclude poor and the labor 
ie of other countries, a like ourselves and yourselves, 
the Atlantic the rising star of the West. which bids 
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nm from Michigan 


the said: ‘* We need send 
ae friend ” True. I tell you, sir, that American 


tened American principles of humanity— 


enligh 
together—will enmxanci the world. And those 
the tiie Sis that you speak of—those Italians, Hungarians, Poles, 
Russians, or whatever they be—ma reap here the benefits of a 
civilization which is for them as well as for you and forme. [Ap- 
plause. } «America for Americans” is all well and good; but it is 
a barbaricheresy. ‘America for the world” is what Washington 
and Jefferson taught. We are big enough to take in all who want 


Mr. Speaker, this Leyecnoar spr eee the way, cee 
liam Garrison sa “no o racter”) is aimed at 
— . My friend the tleman from 
(Mr. BaRTsoupt)|, whose argument I admired and 
with intense interest to see how he would apply his con- 

his reasons, said that there may be a just judice 
the Germanic and the Latin races. No; there is no prej- 
the heart = eee geass against the ity, 

aspirations, of any people; 
of the nations of world it would be 
Italy and Hungary and Poland and 


ee 

matter 

those Slaps } have uced specimens of the highest 
in their possibilities to the greatest 


to reason from special cases. 

intensify It is a paradox in the his of the world 

that the two great Republics, France and the United States, 

have furnished the assassins of Presidents who were the chosen 
of the people. Yet would it occur to any man to 

gay that the Americans are a nation of assassins because a Lin- 

soln and aGarfield and e Carter Harrison died by the hand of the 

assassin? 

There is no just 

of pri 


i but 


way to look at this question except by the rule 

Why should we depart from that and inaugurate 
<P eemineting legislation of educational tests and consular 
inspection? ae let us be candid. Let us say at 
once that the people are great h unto themselves; 
that they are ready to defy the providence of and say: “ This 
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cile that with the proposition that the several Democratic States 
of the South impose an educational qualification upon their own 
citizens, who are born and reared on the soil, before they are per- 
mitted to vote? 

Mr. BUCK. The question of citizenship is one thing, and the 
question of immigrationis quiteanother. And whateversentiment 
may exist with reference to the question of which the gentleman 
speaks, or whatever political conventions may have declared, Iam 
now stating my own sentiments before the House, 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that an educational test accomplishes no 
purpose. the immigrant is educated, so much the better; if 
not, he still brings his labor and his honest purpose, and these 
have their value. However ignorant a man be, provided he be 
healthy, sensible, and willing to work, the statistics show that 
he is worth to this country $800 on an average. It has been cal- 
culated, as nearly as it is possible to calculate such things, that 
the 200,000 or 300,000 immigrants that came to this country in 
1895, for instance, represented a value to this country of $285,()00,- 
600, and those of the half century over $6,000,000,000, twice as 
much as the products of the gold and silver mines of the entire 
country. Andas toeducation, do these poor men who have grown 
up under systems of European oppression live forever? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, they rapidly pass away or assimilate them- 
selves with our population; and if not, their children do. These 
go into our public schools—our public schools our grandest insti- 
tution—the workshop that turns out the great American citizen; 
and in these schools, which are great enough and big enough for 
everybody, they imbibe an infinite love of country and an admi- 
ration of its institutions and of its greatness which breeds in 
their heart.a loyal patriotism that perhaps does not exist so keenly 
in the heart of the native citizen—for to the foreigner citizenship 
involves at once duty, consecration, and gratitude. 

It is said our prisons and our charitable institutions are taxed 
for the criminal and the needy of other countries. 

America is great in her material industries and in all the devel- 
opment that make upan advanced civilization, and she is as great 
in her charities as in her power. These charities are the growth 
of her humanity; they have made her the great civilizer of the 
world, the vanguard of all the nations of the earth. 





In doing this 


ona belong to us alone; we want no others to feed upon | ‘‘ charity,” gentlemen, do not forget, when you cast your votes on 
our and clear our forests and build new railroads; we have | these measures, that you are following out and realizing the logic 
enough of all.” There is an absurdity in the very statement of | of history. 
the You are but paying your obligation to mankind. It is true 
relations of the American laborer and the different classes | that the Declaration of Independence went out from American 
of labor wes. You want thescavenger in the streets | soil, but it is equally true that its spirit goes far back into the 
as well as the skilled secretary and the a and the tele- | history of the world. It is equally true that the emancipation of 
graph . You must have them all. hey are all “logical | the human race began after the light of Christianity was thrown 
necessities,” as has been said, in the various stages of our civiliza- ' on the world; when A2rminius defeated the Roman legions in the 
tion. man will find his place; each one will take his | German forest; and it grew from the valley of Runnymede, in 
station according to his ability, according to his light, according | England; it had found its most emphatic expression when a Ger- 
to his environment and his opportunities. man monk in the little village of Wittenburg posted on his church 















fone So us. Is there danger to any of you or to 
Are you not so far above any such con- 
bound to confess that what you talk about 
that it is what you think and not 
laborer! There is one way to 
greater than that of keeping out his 
he himself does not ask. The honest American 
he sympathizes with his brother wher- 

from, and history and statistics prove it. I deny 
‘the assertion made here that the laborers of the United States of 
America demand the restriction of immigration because it im- 
livelihood, their opportunities in the race 


er 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
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door the theses and philosophy of the liberty of human thought. 
[Applause.}] You have it not all from yourselves. Do not forget 
those from whom it came. 
The Congress of the United States sits twice every twelve 
months, and if a great wave of migration should come and 
threaten to engulf us—in other words, if ‘‘Pyrrhus reaches the 
gates of Rome”—it will be time enough for us to close them. 
{[Applause.] If the flood comes, if we ever see cause enough to 
withdraw the hand we have extended to the whole world, we 
shall have time, right, and power to say, ‘“‘ Now let it stop.” But 
to stop at this time for no urgent reason but, as the committee 
tly and delicately express it, in honor and “‘ regard for a pub- 

ic sentiment,” what kind of statesmanship is that? Public senti- 
ment may be as wrong as it may be right. Vox populi is vox Dei 
only when the voice comes spontaneously from some great demand 
of human heart. [Applause.] It is an evil and treacherous 
sophism when it comes up as an appeal to selfishness. [Renewed 


a. 
have setained from wearying the House with statistics and 
. They prove nothing. 

I have shown that the history of the nation is an argument 
greater than all statistics, and the facts before our eyes providean 
ar; t which we can not ignore—which duty to our fellow-men 
and to humanity forbid us to ignore—that this country, with a 
faculty of absorption and assimilation of which the history of the 
world knows no Mel, and furnishes no similar example, has 
grown great by onder more than forty million of foreigners 
who came here after 1790—I may say after 1520—because foreign 
immigration up to that period was substantially insignificant. 

A nation that could do this, a manhood that combines within 
its great heart and its brilliant intellect the facultiesof the Ameri- 
can , is great enough to absorb more and grow in the ab- 

. Do not believe, as has been said, that contact with so- 

inferior races will degrade the ior. They are not 
inferior races. They arelower in the dof intelligence and 
the measure of actual achievement, but they are not lower in the 
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sibility of development. The very moment the light of your 
Eberties and the phi — of your great promises and teachings 
enter into their hearts, there are born upon these shores new men, 
new beings, with new aspirations and new hopes. 

Do not cut them off. There may be failures as there are every- 
where. There are failures in great families and in great nations. 
The laws of God are miraculous and inscrutable to us, and many 
who stand to-day in the pride of intelligence and achievement 
may mourn in their own decendants a decay which is inexplicable 
to us, but which for some wise Ss is put there to place us 
upon our guard and put a check upon the pride which otherwise 
human nature would arrogate to itself. it is a panorama of 
progress and of decay. It is a constant ascending stage, ever, to- 
ward which all in this world who have the instincts of humanity 
aspire. In God's economy this Western Continent was given to 
the world by Columbus, the compatriot of those whom you say you 
would exclude, as if to open not only new fields for br and 
meat but the avenue of a new civilization through which the 
millennium must come of a regenerated anda enfranchised world. 

The gentleman says we need no missionaries, but you do send 
them abroad. You send them to Africa and to China and to Per- 
sia, and everywhere to preach the Gospel in obedience to the 
command to spread the Word of God “ among the nations of the 
world.” How inconsistent is it, if you do that, to do no charity 
and no missionary work at home by ——- to receive into the 
bosom of your family those whom you should help to elevate and 
those whom you should help, not with your own, but with that 
which has come to you through the efforts of centuries and the 
ambition of men like yourselves before you. 

I know, gentlemen, that this is perhaps merely an appeal to senti- 
ment, and it may have little effect upon the final vote; but prac- 
tically an educational test is absolutely valueless. I do not think 
there is a man upon this floor who values more highly than I do 
the benefits of an education; but I am willing to enter the library 
and the domain of statistics and contend with any man upon this 
floor and prove that the great crimes of the world, the assaults 
— civilization, are committed not by the ignorant, but by those 
whose vicious tendencies and natures are made more powerful by 
the light of knowledge. Not to speak of the anarchist and the 
socialist and those ‘“‘ unhinged,” pee whoare highly educated, but 
who have that education which only furnishes a dangerous power, 
I appeal to my friend the gentleman from Missouri if it not 
his experience, as it is mine, at home, there is barely a week, not 
to say a day, that some genteel, educated , who has his 
knowledge of Latin from the gymnasia, and ——— has been a 
teacher or a professor, comes and pleads that he is in poverty and 
want, because he finds no employment suitable to his education 
and condition? Heis a pauper and a Nn until charity finds 
a place for him in some church or parochial school. Those men are 
the most miserable of the people who come here. 

The man who expects nothing, who comes with nothing but 
his stout heart and his strong arm, gets work upon the streets if 
necessary, and makes a beginning, from which he and his de- 
scendants at once grow into American life. 

Mr. § er, I believe that pandering to this so-called senti- 
ment which requires the restriction of immigration will turn out 
a fallacy and a misfortune, because in the first place it is wron, 
and no wrong can ever lead to good. If it could be demonstra 
that immigration is practically injurious, that it does threaten 
the labor or the — or the morality or the civilization of the 
United States, I should not have one word to say; but how is 
it that when immigrants came to these shores at the rate of 
400,000 and 500,000 a year, nothing was ever said or done, and 
there were no fears abroad that the liberty of the country or the 
morality of the — were in danger? It is a mere sentiment. 
It isa mere notion, impracticable, injurious to the interests of 
the country, and hostile to the spirit of our institutions and to 
the civilization of the age. 

I wish to say but one word more. I am told that this is not a 
party question. True, it may not be, and I have no desire to 
offend the most delicate sensibilities of any man upon the floor of 
this House, be he upon that side or upon this; but the fact is, and 
Iasa Democrat, and a German-American Democrat, must bear 
witness to the truth of history, that under Democratic adminis- 
tration and Democratic government the shores of this land have 


always been open to the foreigner, and he has come here ever | the 


since the day that Thomas Jefferson in his great and ificent 
fight against the ‘‘alien and sedition laws,” under the Adminis- 
tration of Adams, established the ple in this country that 
the foreigner was welcome, and a probation of five years 
should be entitled to the privileges of American ci ; 
Under that privilege you have grown great, and you can not 
deny it. Therefore I say it is wrong in principle, and for that 
reason must be bad statesmanship, to legislate against the course 
of Serene of the history which has See ; 
made , and promises to make it ter—so t 
ing in the his Sen congas 


tory of the human race can compare with or aspire 
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to it. Thisisnota merecompliment. {[t isa 

logic of events. ‘This continent, with all its rosso rom the 

by os chairman of the committee to be sufficient for a billion of 
Wo 0 


returned to Athens from his voyage among the E 
only compliment he gave to his countrymen wes, “Athenians — 
are yet children.” ce 
tory of but a century, is not still in its infancy? 
cripple its ——. _ its 
oO tuni ‘or good to the whole human rac $i 

Pe ee of a) e by closing the 


one’s own ability to undertake the task. 
on the gallery of Castle Garden in New York and saw these poor 
families—fathers and mothers, with their little ones huddled 
about them—having left the home of their birth, left the memo- 
sep outh and childhood, coming here to this great God's 
nd o 
was to them a be climax in the history of their 
forced them, the o 
their little ones, to come 
sand was soon to run out; but they saw for their children a fu- 
— and a hope which they never could realize or couldexpect at 
ome. 































ts resources, as sho 


le, is yet in its infancy. 
When Herodotus, in the very prime of Grecian civilization 


0 will say that this country, with the is- 


d who would 
t, enormous, and unbounded 


s bounteous, God-gifted land to the oples of the 


earth who wish to come here to benefit thomselves! And let me 
say, too, in conclusion, of those — who do come, be they 
Italians, Polanders, Hungarians, Russians, the sturdy Swede or 
Norwegian, or the patient and industrious German, no matter 
who they may be, they are, as a rule, of the stuff of noble man- 
hood. Tmagtn 


ne yourselves in the condition of thinking of emi- 


grating from your homes, from the memories of your childhood 
and the surroundings of a lifetime, to look for your f 
new destinies in foreign lands! P y ortune and 


It takes a stout heart and a strong will and a faith in God ana 
stood some years ago 


. Wasit pleasure to them? Was it sapeinnt It 


ives that 
d — not for themselves but for love of 


this country. They knew that their 


I say, therefore, that as to criminals and beggars and paupers 


the laws are already sufficient, and properly so, to exclude them. 
But for the rest, Mr. S er, thei 
have done in and for this country, and it is a testimonial and ob- 
ject lesson that can not be forgotten when the vote is taken on this 
question. What they have done shows the p 

came, and the spirit which animated their so 
arms. They came to give work, and work is the highest capital 


r work proves what immigrants 
for which they 
and nerved their 


of the human race. ork is the dignifying grace and crown of 
the 


the efforts of mankind; work in all avenues, low or high, 
in which man ms to be cast. And he who fafthfully cleans 
the streets of W gton and is honest and honorable is as worthy 


as the man who cashes bank checks or keeps the Treasury of the 
United States of America. da ’ 

Work is what these people came for. ey did not come to 
beg. There are unfortunates among them, but they came not to 
beg. They came to work, and came to be made men, because 
they have of our manhood; have learned of our country; 
they know its promises and its greatness,and they came to us and 
are grateful to us for having received them; and the foreign citi- 

ip of this country has proved this from day to day and year to 

year as the waves of progress have rolled on and the principles of 
government have developed and the manhood of America has be- 
come grander and more exalted than that of all the nations 
of the world; and we have the a and the breadth and the 
ooepe to continue, to d , and b, and yet retain and 
id up a characteristic vid embodying within itself 

the ultimate and greatest possibilities of the human race. I thank 
the House for its attention. [Loud and long-continued applause. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


from the President of the United States 

resentatives, by Mr. 

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 

the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions 

«eee des 8: 
On May 18, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; 


An act (H.R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmas- 
ter at Le Iowa; a 
Joint (H. Res. 167) authorizing f exhibitors at 
Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to in Nashville, 
Tenn., in SO; Se Being to ils eonntey Siege Tebecers from their 
ve countries for the for and making 
thelr exhibits, and etlcies tajorked frten foreign coun- 
tries for the sole exhibition at said tion to be im- 
Py, under regulations by the Secretary 





1896. 


An act (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storagein District 
of Columbia; 


An act (H. R. $448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Terri- ; 


of ma, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
house and jail at the county seat thereof; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 


Henry T. : VETO MESSAGE, 


EAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ee of the President of the United States, 
"ine Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn herewith without approval House bill No. 1139, entitled “An act 
granting @ to Caroline D. Mowatt.” 

The be: mentioned in this bill was married in 1858 to Alfred B. 
Soule, who served as major of a Maine regiment of volunteers in the war of 
the rebellion from September 10, 1862, to July 15,1863, when he was muster 
out of the service. ie died in February, 1864, and in 1866 » pension was 

ted to the beneficiary as his widow at the rate of $25 a month, dating 
| the time of her husband's death, two years before. 

The widow continued to receive the pension allowed her until June 17, 1869, 
when she was married to Henry T. Mowatt, which, under the law, termi- 
nated her pensionable right. It appears, however, that a small pension was 
allowed two minor children of the soldier at the time of their mother’s re- 

which continued until 1876, more than seven years after such 
when the youngest of said children became 16 years of age. 

In 1878, nine years after he became the second husband of the beneficiary, 


Henry T. Mowatt died. 
-seven have passed since the beneficiary ceased to be 
ty soldier, and though she has been the widow of 


— w of the d 
ja T. Mowatt for eighteen years, it is proposed by the bill under con- 


sidera again place name u the pension roll “‘as widow of Alfred 
B. Soule, late major of the sweaty ird Regiment Maine Volunteers.” c 
Of course the of the law which terminates the pension of a sol- 


m ow w Ffemarriage will not be questioned. I suppose no one 
ont eee renewal of such pension during the lifetime of her sec- 
ond husband. Her pensionable relation to the Government as the widow of 
her deceased husband, under any reasonable pension theory, abso- 
lutely terminated with her remarriage. 

If she is to be again because her second husband does not sur- 
vive her, the has more the complexion of an adjustment of a 
governmental insurance on the life of the second husband than the allow- 

ofa on 

of this 


ance and reasonable grounds. 
Ketafion oft o : Tr oe a prooeiont wile 2 will 
cult to disclaim, whic ollowed, can not fail to le 0 abuse. 
” GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcuTIVvE MANSION, May 19, 1896. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the message and bill 
be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message and accom- 
panying bill will be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that may had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 


lo : when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 
A bill (8. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; 
A bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 


granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie E. 


& 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 

§. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith; 

ts. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 

8. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 


§. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 

8. Ht a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 

8.1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

8.739) an increase of pension to O. E. Phil- 
of brook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 


granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 

alte Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 

* bill 1) granting a pension ~ cwanes peer . 
granting a elen M. Jacob; an 

A bill 5 125 the et of Hheateth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 

phia, County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. 

REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the several bills reported by the Committee on Immi- 
the reports thereon, as they seem to be exhausted, 

tleman from Maine asks unanimous 
several bills reported from the Com- 
and the reports thereon. Is there objec- 


nance and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 
A vil (8. 2514) Mrs 
wi * 


% 
A 
A 

ball 


bill 
bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
A bill 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was discharged from the further consideration of the 
= H. R. 7044; and it was referred to the Committee on the Public 

ands, 


REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have sent a joint resolution to 
the Committee on Printing for a reprint of the several bills now 
under consideration, and have asked that committee to have a 
mesting, if possible, so that the matter will be privileged in the 
morning. 

BOARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. STEELE, Mr. 
Cousins, and Mr. McCLELLAN as the Board of Visitors to West 
Point. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D, O, 


Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, presented the following report: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having had under consid- 
eration the joint resolution (S. R. 126) requiring the roof of the new post- 
office building, Washington, D. C_, to be fireproof, report that the roof above 
referred to, as now being constructed, will be practically fireproof when fin- 
ished; that the expense to the Government of changing it toa metallic or 
noncombustible roof would be, as estimated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, appronnastany $300,000, and that the change in the construction contem- 
plated by said resolution would cause a delay of at least six months in the 
completion of the building. We therefore report that the resolution ought 
not to pass. 


On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, the joint 
resolution was laid on the table. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Crisp, indefinitely. 

To Mr. HILL, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Goopwyyn, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Bowers, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. W1LL1AM A. STONE was then agreed to; and 
the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) adjourned, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 1722) entitled ‘‘An act to approve and ratify the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company,” 
eepertes the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 1883); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1726) entitled ‘‘An act to approve and ratify 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River, between the 
States of Arkansas and Texas, at a point above the town of Ful- 
ton, in Arkansas, on said river, built by the Texarkana Northern 
Railway Company, but now owned and operated by the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company, and to authorize the 
latter company to maintain said bridge over said waterway, sub- 
ject to certain stipulations and conditions,” reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1877); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2978) entitled ‘‘An act to provide an American register for the 
steamer M: ” re the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1885); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7569) author- 
izing the issue of patents to the Swan Creek and Black River 
Chippewas and the Munsee or Christian Indians of Kansas, and 
for the sale of their reservation in Kansas, and for other purposes, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1892); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
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Affairs, to which was referred House resolution No. 340, request- 
ing the Secretary of War to transmit to the House a list of publi- 


cations to the a — campaigns near ooga, 

Tenn., and Cinckamanga, Ga the same without amend- 

ment, accompanied by No. aaa which said bill and 
ouse Calenda 


report were aon 2 the 
Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred House bill No. 791, reported in lieu thereof a bill 


(H1. R. 9098) to amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
certain ee — lands and to provide for the payment 
of certain patie lands mney, and commissions paid on said 
entries of 


blic lands,” "cacompaniel by ar eport (No, 1905); 
which said yin and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LAOEY, frora the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.2593) entitled ‘‘An 
act grauting the American Invalid Aid Society of Boston, Mass., 
the abandoned Fort Marcy Military Reservation, in New Mexico, 
for the purpose of s national sanitarium for the treatment of pul- 


monary diseases,” se the same with amendment, accom- 
sane by a report “R o. 1907); which said bill and report were 
referred to the © of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
several! from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
caeeat to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(8. 1500) ) entitled “An act for the relief of Edward H. Murrell.” 
(Report No. 1878, 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (House Res. No. 347 ) to refer the bill (H.R. 597) for 
the relief of Charles Waterhouse, with all accompanying — 
to eee Se reported in lieu of House bill No. 

rt No. 1879.) 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 

iin Geweis Eno ents SS ees 

wi ying papers, to the 

Boi ser — , reported in lieu of House bill No, 8638. (Report 
0.1 

y Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Ciaims: The 

ba R. 2489) for the relief of William Moseley, jr., adminis- 

trator of the estate of Mrs. Temperance Moseley. (Report No. 
1881.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3398) for relief of A Tuller. oes No. 1884.) 

By Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on a Affairs: The 
bill (El. R. 3876) to correct the naval record of G K. Knowlton, 
Ne ek ee 1888. ) 

Mr. ANDREWS, from 4h the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (8. 1611) entitled “An act granting a pension to Clarissa 
Hobbs.” = No. 1889.) 
mn gage te te ee 
Mr. of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
ae The bill (H. R. 6765) a the pension of David 


« No. 1891.) 
ot LAYTON, from the ae on Invalid Pensions: 


bill (H. R. 7 pension to James W. 
eta ce ee eon ee ree ee 


BI 


oflefi P.” te 
ve 
gece oab 
| 
pe 
att 
i 


at 
cn 
| 


7 ra an ea er No. ee 


te of Melancthon MoCoy, 
as 2 bron the pain forty-eighth Illinois Infantry. 
By Mr. et er from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Ke Lan (H. R. xe tay the military record of Collin P, 


a IN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
ae ants) granting on tecseaneat pension to Hottie a. 
om el ar R. GeUT) to tuomense the pendion of Caroline. Eng- 


ay 
rife 


~ 


ie 


lish, Fa rt No. 1900. 
By KPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


: The bill (H.R. : 
Me. 1051) 4287) granting a pension to Edward Stanley 


By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid 
The bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension o one: 
sore. 0. 

y Mr. {Report No ID, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions: The 
bil CH. R. 6877 a on to Grace 
No. 4908) ) granting a pensi Gudgell. (Report 


os 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, her BISHOP, from the Committes 


on Military Affairs, reported Report } <4 188¢ 5 
(S. bil) entitled “An net for the relief of McDania 


which said bill and report were laid on the _— 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XX1II, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 


— 
ain . WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 9072) to authorize 
tler and Pittsburg Railroad Company to construct a bridye 
ome the Alleghany River—to the Sania on Interstate and 


ae 
. HENDERSON: A bill (GH. R. 9078) providing for t) 
onli ‘of an addition to the United States custom- ioe and 


post-office in the of Du Iowa—to the 
aimee ayeveny & ~~ ati iaeeemee A e Com- 


cae KULP: A bill (H. R. 9074) donating 4 condemned cannon 
= 4 Post, Grand Arn of condemned ie Bie to een W.H. Ent 
rand Arm Repu (Pa Monume ental 
ate ietemitiee aaa 
—a. Mr. FENTON: A bill (H.R. 9097) for the relief of telegraph 
operators who served during the war of the rebellion—to the Coin- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. GRISWOLD: A joint resolution (H. Res. =) relating 
to lake levels—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbo 
By Mr. ODELL: A resolution (House Res. No. $46) authoriz- 
ing the Postmaster of the House of Representatives to employ two 
additional laborers in that department for the distribution of 
seeds—to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A resolution (House Res. No. 
of the Treasury certain informa- 
coins—to Committee on 


Cainage, W —_ ts, and Measures. 

t. MONEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 350) to allow 
ues several Executive Departments to lend material in their con- 
trol to the Southern States exposition at Chicago for a short time 
pele expense to the Government—to the Committee on Ways 


By Mr. LINTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 351) to compen- 
sate W. W. Blackmar for services on the Committee on Ventila- 
tion and Acoustics—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 a Xx, — bills of the following 


Oy Mr! f Mississippi: * bill (H. R. 9076) for the relief 
0 or the rene 
of aos estate of Richard D. Fielderof County, Miss.— 


to the Committee on 

By Me ARNOLD of Pi : A bill (H. R. 9077) grant- 
teste — and forty: th Pennsylvania v iis te the 

e hun olunteers—to the 

Committee aight 

By Mr. CURTIS Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9078) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Cockrell—to the on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. B.9079) to place the name of 
Emma H. Wood on the pension roll at the rate of §75 per month— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R.9080) for the relief of William H. 
Ww: the Committee on Affairs. 
By Mr. HUNTER: A bill ) to correct the military 
record of James W. Senne on Military 


Also, a bill a pension to John Stilts—to 
Py seer pay she sear 
nomen Beccwall | Soe 9083) for the relief of R. G. Potter—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCOALL of Tennessee: A. Sill ee a eee ol 

in certain members of Col. Frank W. ‘s regiment of 

Wet Tenmeee recruits and f0 grant, them an honorable > 

aie Dill (11. Ht 9000) tp tnoreene the pension of Elisha Tato— 
a 

tc thee Unabendiine-on Exvolie Parcoans. 

















tate of Maria Cine, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.— 
ar ; 
MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9087) granting a pension to 


usan W. Newell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
8 = PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9088) granting a pension to 
Patrick H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. (H. R. 9089) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, @ bill (H. R. 9090) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
oe ; 


on Invalid a. . 
bill (2. R. 9091) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Bi avr he Gommitiec on invalid Pensions. 
‘Also, a bill (H.R. 9092) ting a pension to Adra A. Spauld- 
ino—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ing Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H.R. 9098) granting a pension to 
Andrew R. Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WA of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of 
Peter Kramer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9095) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lelia Seaton Welder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ween re (H.R. ae = remove — charge of 
rtion — mili record of James Sullivan, late of 
Conan . _nrlic orgy? Sarme Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and Troop K, Second United States Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Pied- 
mont and Montevallo, Ala., asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Diinois: Petition of residents of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter postage to 
1cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 

By Mr. : Petition of citizens of Dodgeville, Mont- 
‘ort, Hillsboro, and Prairie du Sac, Wis., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, proposing amendments to the postal 
laws—to See ane on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. : Petition of citizens of Ludi and Ben- 
Mich., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 
566, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post- 
By Mr. BLUE: Sundry petitions containing a total of 1,048 
of citizens of the State of Kansas, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 


to 1 cent per 


half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- | 


pay Seen amma matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Lasalle and Woodford 
Ill., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Sundry petitions of citizens of 
Congressional district of Missouri : i, praying for favorable 


postal 
Roads. 


By Mr. of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Delmar, Lone 
Tree, and asking for favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 888 and to amend the postal laws—to the 
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Also, petition of citizens of Pullman, Spokame, and Ritzville, 
Wash., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of R. G. Shaw Post, No. 580, Grand 
Army of the Republic (colored), of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of 
House bill No. 6851, to aid Wilberforce University, located in 
Greene County, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petitions of citizens of Alva, Kildare, Newkirk, 
Okardel, Oklahoma City, Pawnee, Perry, Shawnee, and Ponca 
City, Okla., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of certain residents of Evanston, I11., 
praying for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter postage 
to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of J. R. Sovereign and others, in 
favor of House bill No. 6119, relating to the limitations of the 
hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon 
the public works of the United States and the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Athol and Orange, Mass., asking for the passage of House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petitions of citizens of Whitehall, Gale, 
and Arcadia, of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage 
of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the 
amendment of the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Greeley, Greene, 
Janesville, Fairbank, Waterloo, Cedar Falls, New Hartford, and 
Union, State of Iowa, asking for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Davis City, Mount 
Ayr, Mcravia, Lamoni, Hamburg, and New Market, Iowa, ask- 
ing favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Oak- 
land, Cal., recommending the passage of a uniform law on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee.on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union, 
composed of over 1,800 men, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 3618, to organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel 
of the Navy, etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Washing- 
ton, D. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 6119, for a non- 
partisan labor commission—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of citizens of Long Lane, Mo., 
favoring a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also (by request), sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
Missouri, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 98, of 
St. Paul, Minn., favoring the nationalization of telegraph lines— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of the Toledo Produce Exchange, 
against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 
2967, amending the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEISENRING (by request): Remonstrance and peti- 
tion of 61 citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., urging the immediate 
removal of the Pére Marquette statue from Statuary Hall—to the 
Committee on the Lib ; 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
Temple, Tex.; also of citizens of Perry, Mich.; also of citizens of 
Syracuse, N.‘Y.; also of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., against 
the continuance of the Pére Marquette statue in the Capitol— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of citizens of St. Charles, Unionville, Waconsta, 
and Vernon, of the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating to postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of B. A Campbell 
and other citizens of the State of Minnesota, for the prohibition af 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. W. Baker and 16 other citizens 
of Columbia County, Ark., protesting against the passage of House 
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bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Democratic State conven- 
tion at Lincoln, Nebr., favoring an exposition to be held at Omaha, 
Nebr., during 1898—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of George L. Houghton, of Aber- 
deen, 8. Dak., praying that he may be allowed an investigation by 
Congress for a redress of grievances—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Also, petition of citizens of Wakonda, 8. Dak., for favorable 
action on House bill No. 5213, to amend the laws relating to tax- 
ing and re ting the sale and manufacture of filled cheese—to 
the Co ttee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of ci of Bridgewater, Sioux Falls, Brooking, 
Aberdeen, Wilmot, Madison, Volga, Chamberlain, De Smet, Es- 
teltine, Gettysburg, Groton, Hurley, Irene, Meiller, and Rapid 
City, 8. Dak., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- 8. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of citizens of Madison, Sun 
Prairie, and Portage, Wis., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the _— laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Moses Taylor Council, No. 
151, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Scranton, Pa., 
unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Carrier Mills 
and Cairo, Ill., asking favorabls consideration of House bills Nos. 
888 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of citizens of Ubly, Pigeon, Sand 
Beach, Elkton, and Minden City, Mich., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of the United Pres- 
byterian church of Utica, Pa.; also of the Presbyterian church 
of Utica, Pa.; also of the Methodist Episcopal church of Utica, 
Pa.; also of the Methodist Episcopal church of Rockland, Pa., 
fav the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Colum to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petitions of citizens of Dexter, Hayfield, 
Eyota, and Kassua, Minn., favoring the passage of House bills 

os. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Yost-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petitions of citizens of Nashville, Hastings, 
Constantine, Centerville, Bangor, Pow-Pow, and Otsego, Mich.. 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 4566, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petitions of citizens of Arrow Rock, Sedalia, 
Springfield, New Franklin, and Nelson, State of Missouri, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petitions of citizens of Concordia and Kan- 
sas City, Mo., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and P: ; 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers toaccompany House bill for 
the relief of Peter Kramer—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Eli Comp- 
ton, of Cherokee County, .—to the Committee on War Claims, 

« Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Knights of Labor of 
Wallace, Idaho, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial committee to investigate the labor problem 
and suggest remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Boise Typographical Union, No. 271, of Boise, 
Idaho, praying for Government ownership of telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Fo Commerce. 

Also (by request), resolution of the d of directors of the 
Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of California, relating 
to the soe fhe of convict-made goods, and favoring the pro- 
tection of free labor from competition with convict labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, ae 
ing the of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, to 
amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Wardner Assembly, Knights of Labor, for the 
passage of a bill to provide for the better manning and equipment 
of vessels on the Northwestern Lakes—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petitions of citizens of Marshall, Casey, and 
Sumner, Ill., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 


888, amending the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Rend mage 
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WEDNESDAY, May 20, 1896, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miizury, D. D. 
_ On motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read. 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed wit}, 
VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, palitc duties that I can 
not control make it impossible for me to discharge the duty as. 
signed me as a member of the Board of Visitors on the part of tho 
Senate to the Naval Academy at Annapolis. Whilst I very much 
regret this, I feel impelled to ask the Senate to excuse me from 
service on that Board, in order that the Vice-President may jy(jj- 
cate some other Senator to take the place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Kentucky is excused. 


CAROLINE A. HOUGH, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives di to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline 
A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Houg , and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and accede to the conference asked for by the House 
of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Gac- 
LINGER, Mr. ViLas, and Mr, CANNON were appointed. 


STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size 
for dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
— and accede to the request of the House for a con- 

erence, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
_ the conferees on the part of the Senate,and Mr. McMiLLay, 

. Bacon, and Mr. PRITCHARD were appointed. 


LICENSING OF BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives di to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and request- 
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the House of Kepre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
ot the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Proctor, 

. Harris, and Mr. WETMORE were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The ha ecg 2 semen a petition of the Union Con- 
gregational Church, of J ville A raying for the speedy 
tion as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 

for om; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) An- 
nual Conference of the Methodist —— Church, Praying for 
the enactment of a. Sunday-rest law District of Columbia; 
= — oe to the ees gang aoe: * 

© presen a petition timore > nnué 
of the Methodist 


Conference Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the of consent from 16 to 15 
in the District of Columbia and the ee which was re- 
Columbia. 


(Md.) Annual 

ra for the 
vi anti- 
bling by telegraph 
mail and ex- 


ties provided for Stes and 


; which was referred to the Committee on 


He also presented a memorial of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, remonstrating 








1896. 





the on of money for sectarian institutions; 

w was to lie on the table. 
“Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Local Union, No. 59, of 
, W. Va., praying for the Government ownership and 
control of the Setegragh Eines; which was referred to the Commit- 
‘ost-Roads 


Post-Offices an . 
ealee ted a petition of Bridgeport Council, No. 30, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Bridgeport, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
was retorreh to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. TURPIE ted a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Indianapolis, Ind., pra for the Government control and 
ownership of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. " 

Mr. CANNON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Utah, 
remonstrating the passage of the bill (H. R. 4566) to 
amend the ws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was re to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the Anthropological 


Society of W: , D. C., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1552, relating to vivisection; which was referred 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of Senate Dill 
No, 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 2 ‘ 

He also presented a memorial of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, relative to the price of 
gas in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 

ble. 


He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, relative to party walls in 


_ the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the memorial of Dr. Walter Wyman, Super- 
vei Surgeon-General Marine-Hospital Service, relative to Senate 
bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. My fae Abting Shexetan a anes a Charles W. 
Dabne ep re o ic . ing attention 
to corte Oe of the bill (S. 1552) for the further prevention 
of cruelty toanimals in the District of Columbia. I move that 
the communication lie on the table and that it be printed asa 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
and directing the 
cannon and con- 
certain posts of the Grand Army of the 


Reis it without amendment. 
. JO of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


to whom was referred the bill (8. 1529) for the payment of arrears 
funds, reported it without amend- 

rt thereon. 
. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 423) to amend section 7 of the act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1883, asked to be discharged from its further 
and that it be referred to the ttee on Civil 

Retrenchment; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
en bill, the amendment authorizing 
Soin W, Rou, Inte postmaster bt Washingtoa, D.C. with the 
. a as. 7 Us e 
sum of $141, and moved that it be printed, and, with the accom- 
referred to the ttee on Appropriations; 


to. 
GER. On the 8d day of December, 1895, a resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
in reference to farmers and truckmen in the city of Washington. 
The committee have ven consideration to the =e, one ae 
written with an accompanying j resolution, 
which they recommend for adoption. me 
The joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C., was read twice by its 


Mr. aeons from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


if 


= 


which was 
Mr. @ 


F 


was referred the (H. R. 4910 a pension to Cyrus 
Thomas, Seported 4 without amendment, and sabeniteed » report 
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Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who 
marr the same in good faith without notice and for a valua- 


le consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents 


on such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall 
take effect from date of settlement, and not from date of entry, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a —— thereon. 


r. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R.7919) granting a site for the erection 
and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss., 
reported it without amendment. 


r. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of 


Charles W. Reinhardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 


VICTOR HUGO M’CORD. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting in response to a resolution of December 18, 1895, a 
report of the Secretary of State, with the accompanying corre- 


spondence, in relation to the arrest and imprisonment of Victor 


ugo McCord at Arequipa, Peru, reported the following resolu- 
tion; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Be it resolved, That the President is hereby requested to continue the inves- 
tigation and efforts heretofore made by the United States in the matter of 
the claim of Victor Hugo McCord, a citizen of the United States, against the 
Government of Peru, to the end that such an adjustment of said claim may 
be made as may be warranted by the facts in the case and by the law applica- 
ble thereto. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLEN. I introduce a bill which I ask to have read at 

length and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
_ The bill (S. 3179) defining the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
in the determination of constitutional questions was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act no bill or 
— resolution that has passed Congress and received the approval of the 

sident and become a law, or that has become a law by not being returned 
by the President with his approval to the House of Congress in which it orig- 
inated, within the time prescribed by the Constitution, or that has become 
a law by Congressional action, notwithstanding the President's veto thereof, 
shall be held or adjudged to be unconstitutional by the Supreme Court ex- 
cept where all the Totnes concur in an opinion to that effect. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3180) relating to the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (8.3181) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie J. Bassett, widow of Lieut. Com- 
mander Wesley W. Bassett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
. Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. NELSON (for Mr. HANSBROUGH) submitted an amendment 
intended to be on by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; whie was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


BIOGRAPHY OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Benjamin Durfee be, and he is hereby, directed (in addition 
to his other duties and without extra compensation) to prepare an alphabet- 

phy of Congress from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time. 

Mr. MORRILL. The dictionary of Lanman was brought down 
to 1876. Since that time some person in New York, I think, has 
published a later edition, a copyrighted edition, but there is no 
necessity to have a copyrighted edition, as all or nearly all the 
biographies have been published in the Congressional Directory 
from year to year. The resolution proposes to authorize a dak 
now in the employ of the Senate to compile this work with no 
addition to his salary, and when it is completed all the cost will 
ey that of having it printed at the Government Printing 

ce, 
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Mr. HILL. I ask that the resolution may lie over for the 


present. 
a Ta The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed ‘to 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the pow be, and penaiter is, requested to 
transmit to the Senate the report of t he commission under the 
resolution unanimously adopted by the Board of rane the United States 
Navel Academy, '895, x to examine and re upon the condition of the 
grounds and buildings and sanitary condi of said Academy,” and that 
said vopert. when received, together with the report of the Board of Visitors 
to the (United States Naval Ac: for 19%, and appendix thereto (pages 
61 to 74, House eo 2 -_ 3, y-fourth Congress, first session), be 
printed as a Senate docum 


ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. GORMAN. Some weeks ago I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (8S. 1404) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to enlist additional men for serv- 
ice in the United States Navy, and for other purposes. I desire 
to have that motion now taken up and agreed to so that the bill 


ae ee 
CE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ‘ 
Mr. SHERMAN. What is the object? 

the ‘bill authorizing an in- 
crease in the number of the a Since 
then the naval appropriation bill provided for an increase of 
1,000 enlisted men and 500 marines. I desire to have the bill re- 
considered, that it may £° on the Calendar to a —— up later. 
If it over does come up consideration I want to discuss it and 
to offer some 


posed the Senator h 
pee centteees 3S Sa ne 
Jong intended to make upon . This is a very important 
ameasure. I believe it ought to be made a 
statutes. 


Mr. GRAY. The bill has passed the Senate? 
Mr. CHANDLER. It has passed the 
sidered the Senator knows very well 
there will be to give it consideration 
sion. It seems to me the Senator ought 
tion earlier. 
Mr. GORMAN. I did not 
for an increase of men 
of. Greene clicetalbanets 


on the Calendar. 
Mr.C 


the bill the Calendar. 
The ‘RESIDENT. Without 


PROPOSED SUNDAY-REST LAW, 


annuities om dhe Gumhay-aaat bil eeteosahee Caamettiee se tie 

on the 
District of Columbia were transferred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. Eecnenel ts tee ann 


West diferent a” here were two oer that those 
latter order 


mittee on the District of Columb 
Mr. FAULKNER. We have two bills on ee sub: 
Committee on the a of voir we: and ee c 
ers of the District as to the propriety of passing sucha bill. Ihope 
the — to reconsider wili be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion to re- 


Mr. mT KYLE T move, then, the adoption of the second order as 
Pee ee 

Mr. MILLS. What is the order? 
Mr. KYLE. ‘To transfer all petitions relating to a 


rest bill that are now in the ihce ot tee taarstary of tes Seame 


to the 


Committee on Education and 
Mr. MILLS. T wish to edi whether anybealy tus ever petitioned 
ea or a Tuesday-rest bill or a Thursday-rest 


Mr. KYLE. The bill is before the Committee on Education and 


| have been 

. | authorizing t 
to discuss, and I wish to offer some amendments to it. Itrust 
there will be no opposition to having it reconsidered and pat ee 


I shall not object to a reconsideration. Let |e 


objection, the vote by which 
the bill was passed will be reconsidered, and the bill will be placed | 
on the Calendar. 


Mr. MILLS. I just wanted to know why it is tha 

been set a oe oo oe for a rest bill. Erin 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will request the Senator 
from South Dakota to state again his motion, so that it may be 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 


none, and it is so ordered. 
COURT ROOM AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. Imovethat the Committee on Public Buildin:; 
and Grounds be discharged from the further consideration of ¢\i5 
joint resolution (H. Res. 174). permission to the circnit 
— county courts in » Va., to occupy the 


court room in Harrisonburg, Va., and that it be ferre: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. _— 


The motion was agreed to. 
W. R. AUSTIN & CO. 


Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bil! 
(5. 1822) for the relief of W.A. Austin & Co. 


strike out the initial “A” and insert the initial “R”; in line 5 5. be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“thirty-five”; and in line 7 to strike out the initial ar and | insert 
ees anne ko smn ttn MENS 


be, and heis hereby, 


the 
Austin & sam of $35,000), out 
for materials fur 


awh heat Be for use in th: 
the same ‘to be in full for all eaid 


Sacco toe to W. 
am Me Boe Baek. 


The bill was reported t to the ieee amended, andthe amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “ A bill for the relief of 
W. R. Austin & Co.” 

MOBILE AND OHIO RATLROAD BRIDGES. 

Mr. BACON. There are three little bills on the Calendar which 
orted favorably from the on Commerce, 

Mobile and Ohio Railroad to build bridges across 
in rivers in Alabama. There is no objection to the bills, and 
will be no debate them. ieee aeegreneny taken 
een it is ‘important that the 


objection to the request of 
2 The Chai homes mone, and the bills 


their order. 
ea abridge across 
oy th ee ——: Railroad Company 


reported frm tho ee... Commerce with 
at the end of the *bill-the following addi- 


i “An act to 
dae nese the Warr, iE bersky - 
to. 
' the'Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and ic Asides 


The bill oy Re to authorize the 
across the vet, a aay a the Mobile and 
Company was of the 


F was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendment, to add as an additional section: 
% Oo au- 
Bao. 10. That the.nct apeoved Bobrenry ti. 2008, entitied © .—y County, 
Seton: Teneieete cal Meanie wees te hereby © 


amendment was agreed to. 
neers to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


Sear anneal Ges edigtinell Ste ‘third reading, read 
Saas, Gail ema. r 








1896. 


The bill (S. 2945) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, en- 
titled ‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River,” was considered as in Committee of the 


eta was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 





ovDhe first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the words 
cca hundred and eighty-eight,” to insert ‘‘ together with all 
the duties and conditions thereby imposed”; in line 9, after the 
word “ hereby,” to insert ‘‘ taken from the said railway company 
and”; in line 10, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike out “and”; and 
after the word ‘*in,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘ and imposed 
upon”; so as to the section read: 

ivil anted to the Alabama Great 
2 yey Com a the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
authorize the construction of a ge across the Alabama River,” and ap- 
proved August 6, 1888, together with all the duties and conditions thereby im- 


A, the same are taken from the said railway company and 
fh all respects extended to, v in, and imposed upon the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
“time,” to strike out ‘‘ within which said railway company was 
authorized to complete” and insert ‘‘ for completing”; in line 3, 
after the word “of,” to strike out “said” and insert “the”; after 
the word ‘‘bridge,” in the same line, to insert ‘‘ authorized by said 
act”; and in line 4, after the word “‘ begun,” to strike out ‘in ac- 


cordance with the of said act”; so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

2. That the time forcompleting the construction of the bri author- 
et by said act, which construction hasalready been begun, be, and the om, 
is hereby, extended for three years from the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 


agreed 
The next amendment was to insert, as an additional section, the 
following: 
Src. 3. That section 3of the said act is hereby amended so as to read as fol- 


“See. 3 That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, 

such and map and other information, and upon 

built on such plan and with such accessory 

wor oe amaee ‘orm to ~ preneseed i of this 

to notify company approves same; and u receiving 

= notification the said company may proceed to an erection of said bridge, 

approved plan and location, but until such notifi- 

eS as «shall not 7 poomaeses or vy pw should 
material change made o ge or said accessor 

works during the progress of the work thereon, such change shall be likewise 

subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. The Secretary may at any 


; 
i 
EE 


time, in his necessary, require the company owning or - 
Sain etl to change the sams in any respect, or to entirely remove 
the structure, a such changes or the entire removal to be at the expense of 
said company. 

The amendment to. 


agreed 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Alabama River by the Mobile 
Ohio Railroad Company.” 
WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Ap ria- 
to call up the fortifications appropriation bill, at the 
uest of the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. Harris],I yield to 
call up a bill which I am will give rise to no de- 


HARRIS. Iam greatly obliged to the Senator from Cal- 
had risen to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to amend act entitled *‘An act to incor- 

Falls Electric Railway Com- 
I not think it will lead to any 

I think a statement I can make im two minutes will sat- 


of the of the bill. 
VICE-PRESID _ 2 of 


ere objection to the 
the Senator from ? The Chair hears none, and the bill 


Will be read as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HARRIS, Beforethereading of the bill, I will make a brief 


B 


preee 


é 


EE 
i 
is 
AE 

ft 


The bill proposes to amend the charter heretofore granted to 
known as the Washington and Great Falls Electric 


Rail 
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The bill was referred to the War Department and amended in 
many respects by the engineers of that Department looking to 
the care of the Conduit road. The bill is reported in the exact 
form in which the engineers of the War Department returned it 
to the committee. 

That much I deemed it proper to state. 

The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the amendments reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia may be acted upon as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was, in section 1, line 18, after the word ‘‘route,” to 
insert ‘‘exterior to and”; im line 19, after the word ‘‘ road,” to in- 
sert ‘‘except in the vicinity of Washington Aqueduct boundary 
stone No. 31, as hereinafter described ”; in line 4, on page 3, after 
the word “road,” to strike out “on grade” and insert “at right 
angles and on the grade of this road”; so as to read: 


Section 1 shall be amended to read as follows, commencing with the word 
“beginning,” in line 17: 

“Beginning at a passenger station to be erected and maintained on the 
square bounded by Prospect, Thirty-fifth, M, and Thirty-sixth streets 
west, as hereinafter provided for; thence westerly along Prospect street to 
or near Thirty-eighth street northwest; thence westerly and northerly on 
land to be acquired, except at street crossings, by said company, toand across 
the Foxhall road; thence westerly along the top of the bluft on the north side 
of the Canal road, and outside and south of the southern boundary of the 
land of the Washington Aqueduct pertaining to the distributing reservoir, to 
a point on said boundary not more than 600 feet from the western boundary 
of said land; thence across said land, but at ng point less than 200 feet from 
the outer crest of the dam of said reservoir, tosaid western boundary; thence 
westwardly on a route exterior to and on the south side of the land of the 
United States pertaining to the Conduit road to the land of the said aqueduct 
pertaining to the receiving reservoir; thence through said land to a point on 
the land of said aqueduct near the westerly foot of Dalecarlia Hil); thence 
westwardly on a route exterior to and on the south side of the land of the 
United States pertaining to the Conduit road, except in the vicinity of 
Washington Aqueduct boundary stone No. 31, as hereinafter described, to 
Cabin John Creek, returning thence along the same line by return tracks to 
the place of beginning, with the privilege of constructing a branch line, with 
a single or double track, from the Conduit road lands south toChain Bridge, 
and a branch line north, beginning and connecting at a point on its main line, 
about opposite said Chain Bridge; thence running northerly on land to be 
acquired by said corporation to the Conduit road: thence across the Conduit 
road at right angles and on the grade of this road.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 13, after the word 
** and,” to strike out: 


For that purpose said railroad may run over and across any of the lands of 
the United States, or any accessory works of the Washington Aqueduct, 
upon such conditions as shall be approved by the Secretary of War and ac- 
cepted by said company. 


And insert: 


The said railroad may cross, under such conditions as the Secretary of War 
may impose, the lands of the United States at Chautauqua, between Wash- 
ington Aqueduct boundary stone No. 31 and a planted stone south 36° 43’ 
west, and distant 206.5 feet from Washington Aqueduct boundary stone No. 
67, at which place the inner rail of the tracks shall be not less than 65 feet 
from the middle of the paved portion of the Conduit road. 


So as to read: 


The inner rail of said Washington and Great Falls Railway shall not, atan 
place on the line of said railway, be less than 100 feet from the middle of the 
paved portion of the Conduit road, except in the county of Montgomery, in 
the State of Maryland, in which county said inner rail shal! not be less than 
50 feet from the middle of the paved portion of the Conduit road; and the 
said railroad may cross, under such conditions as the Secretary of War may 
impose, the lands of the United States at Chautauqua, between Washington 
Aqueduct boun stone No. 31 and a planted stone south 36° 43’ west, and 
distant 206.5 feet from Washington Aqueduct boundary stone No. 67, at 
which place the inner rail of the tracks shall be not less than 65 feet from 
the middle of the paved portion of the Conduit road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “‘or such other sum as the Secretary of War 
may deem proper”; so as to read: 


Said company shall, before commencing work on said railway, deposit with 
the Treasurer of the United States to the credit of the Washington Aque- 
duct the sum of $5,000, or such other sum as the Secretary of War may deem 

roper, to defray all the expenses that may be incurred by the United States 
eo connection h the inspection of the company’s work on the lands of the 
United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 18, after the word 
“State,” to strike out: 

And the said Washington and Great Falls Railway may cross the rojec- 


tion of the United States land at a point on the south side of the Conduit 
road just west of the distributing reservoir. 


So as to read: 


The provisions of this act, as far as applicable, shall apply to any extension 
of this railway in the State of Maryland that may be granted by said State; 
and the provisions of section 15 of the act of Congress approved February 28, 
1891, entitled “An act to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


; north 
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Company, of the District of Columbia,” shall control and er all the privi- 
leges granted by this act to the Washington and Great Falls Electric Rail- 
way Company, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the word 
** across,” to insert ‘‘the Conduit road or”; and in line 19, before 
the word ‘‘ road,” to strike out ‘‘ other”; so as to read: 

And the said Washington and Great Falls Railway Company shall, where 
its tracks run on or across any street or road which is under the jurisdiction 
of the Commissioners of the trict of Columbia, or across the Conduit road 
or any road outside of the District ‘ft Columbia, pave the same between the 
rails and sets of rails and 2 feet outside thereof, with such material and in 
such manner as shall be approved by such proper authorities, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 9, line 23, after the words 
“United States,” to insert ‘‘and also at such places along the 
Conduit road as the Secretary of War may deem necessary”; and 
on page 10, line 1, after the word “suitable,” to insert ‘‘ cattle 
guards”; so as to read: 

The said corporation shall erect and maintain, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War, at its own expense, a neat, wellguinted and sub- 
stantial fence, 4 feet in height,on each side of its tracks, through the 
lands of the United States, and also at such places along the Conduit road 
as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, with suitable cattle guards, 
openings, and crossings for roadways, and at such places as the Secretar 
of War l consider to be requi tor the safety of the use of said road- 
ways. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 9, after the word 
“which,” to strike out ‘‘it shall pass” and insert ‘‘ the railway 
shall pass and such other points along the  iacsoaee route as the 
Secretary of War shall direct”; so as to read: 

That the said coments shall, at its own expense, maintain electric lights 
during the hours ar nightfall that its cars l run, and at least until 12 
o'clock a. m., which lights shall be located so as to light all roads on and 
across which the railway shall pass and such other points along the proposed 
route as the Secretary of War shall direct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 18, after the word 
**act,” to insert: 

The crossings over the Conduit road shall be made to conform to all 
changes of grade of this road. 

The amendment was agreed to, ; 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 8, after the word 
*‘apparatus,” to insert: 

Efficient signals, by gong or bell, shall be made by every car before and 
during the crossing of the Conduit road, and, if the Secretary of War shall 
deem necessary and so direct, every car shall, before crossing this road, 
be brought to a fuli stop. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 12, line 7, after the word 
‘¢Foxhall,” to strike out ‘ road” and insert “‘ and Conduit roads”; 
so as to read: 

The said Commissioners shall also have the power to make such regulations 
as to the rate of ak the use of tracks, the removal of ice and snow from 
off the tracks, as the public interests may require; failure to comply with 
any such requirement or regulation, or failure to stop cars before 
the Foxhall and Conduit conte, shall subject the company to a fine of $50 for 
each such failure, which fine may be recovered in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend by the addition of a new sec- 
tion, as follows: 


That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

Sxc. 3, That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Tennessee to the provision of the bill on page 4, where it is pro- 
vided that ‘‘ matters in dispute between the companies respecting 
railways on the Canal shall be determined upon the — 
tion of either road to any court in the District of Columbia having 
competent oor. The road runs into Maryland. Is the 
ane War to have authority to determine questions arising 


in a 
Mr. RIS. This road is to be constructed under a charter 
granted by Congress out to the District line, and the remainder of 
it is to be constructed under a charter granted by the State of 
Maryland. I have no objection to an amendment that questions 
in dispute may be referred to any court in Maryland upon that 
ong of the road in Maryland, and think such an amendment would 
proper; but if any controversy arises between the companies 
occupying the same line of road within the District, of course it 
would be referred to the District court. If the Senator will sug- 
gest some amendment which will refer to a court in Maryland any 
questicnu that occurs in that State, I shall consent to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. I would suggest tosimply strike out the w 
‘*whether,” on page 3, line 25; and also is weeds or in ior. 
land,” in line 1, on page 4. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let those words be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 25, after the word “ same” 
it is pro to strike out ‘‘ whether”; and on page 4, line 1, aftcr 
the w ** District of Columbia,” tostrike out “‘ or in Maryland.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
The bill x aye ey be engrossed for a third 

e was ordered to e ora reading, re 
the third time, and passed. — 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FRYE. * Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California (Mr, 
PERKINS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that I will yield the floor for a 
time, but I want to premise that by saying that the senior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], who has taken a deep interest in 
the fortifications appropriation bill, will be obliged to leave the 
city this afternoon, and we wish to consider the bill before he 
leaves. Therefore I trust Senators will not call up other pills 
until we si of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I submit the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill, and ask for its t consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine, to save 
time, that the — be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. ere is no necessity of that. I think I can explain 
to any Senator who desires to make an in — about any particu- 
lar item in the report, and I do not wish the de — printing. 

Mr.GORMAN. The only reason I have in making the sugyes- 
tion is that the fortifications y yee bill is now before the 
Senate, and for reasons which Senator from California {Mr. 
PERKINS] pave, but which perhaps the Senator from Maine did 
not hear, I should like very much to have that bill disposed of 
to-day. I suggest, therefore, that the conference report on the 
river and harbor bill be printed, as its consideration may consume 
considerable time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can not hear what is said on the other 
side of the Chamber, but I suggest that the conference report 
had better be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no need, let me state to the Senator from 
Ohio, for printing the report. Two-thirds of the amendments are 
mere amendments of form, and I can explain to any Senator if he 
desires to make a ee as to a particular ee ement. It 
is very vo t conference report should be promptly 

Mr. 8. MAN. Ido not want to delay, but only wish to ex- 
pedite it. I think the report should be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. The conference committee has disagreed and there 
has to be a further conference, and I want to dispose of the amend- 
ments as to which we have —s 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to make an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand, there is a necessity for a 
further conference. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be a necessity for a further conference, 
because we have as to some i \. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to make an 

lanation as to how far the conferees have agreed. _ 

. FRYE. The conferees have agreed as to everything except 
the San Pedro continuing contract, the Senate amendment in rela- 
tion to Santa Monica, and the item for a further survey of Wil- 

is agreed to with the exception of 


ornia’ 
Mr. FRYE. Those in California. It is all really the Santa 
Monica question. 
Mr. . As I un it is a disagreement as to the 
matter of the inner harbor at San Pedro? 
Mr. FRYE. A disagreement as to that. 
a ee And even as to the proposed survey there is 4 


disagreemen 
Mr, WHITE, “Tha thing to say at t 
. ve no resent. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, Ido not ieew what time would 
best suit the convenience of Senate and the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, but if my information 
is correct as to one item upon which the conference committee 
has agreed, certainly ask the Senate that I may be heard 

I simply make that statement 
chairman of it as a mere matter of form. : 

Mr. 0; what I said was that there was no necessity for 

ting the report, because whatever any Senator desired toknow 
to any particular amendment, in my opinion, I cou 











to the amendment of which the Senator speaks, 
in relation to that. So there is no need of print- 
ing Pg a -— ee ray 4 f printin Be nye it is 

very important ill sha , if it is goin 
= before a t while. :. a 
. BACON. Ishouldv much prefer not to have the report 
taken up to-day, if I can avoidit. I had no anticipation that such 
would bethe ion given by the Commerce Committee. I sup- 
the action taken by the Senate Committee on Com- 
the action of the Senate that the provision made for 
bor would be very strenuously maintained on the 
of conferees representing the Senate. As it is a matter 
of extre portance to my State, not only to the immediate 
harbor of Brunswick, but to the State at large, I shall ask to be 
heard at = onit. Ihave not had the opportunity to gather 
the data which I wish to present to the Senate on that subject. I 
it as very much more than a matter of form. 
course, if the Senator from Maine insists upon going on with 
to-day, I shall ask to be heard; if he does not, I shall 

ask to be heard at such time as the report is taken up. 

Mr. FRYE. It seemsto meto be my duty to insist on going on. 
Every Senator here knows why this bill ought to be di of, 
without my sa it. 

y i —— va f the — pee which relate to 
this bill relate to all others on the question of expedition. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I think not. 

Mr. BACON. There are other important bills beside vhis one, 
and it ought not at any time, if the Senator from Maine will par- 
don me, to be disposed of improperly. Why ought the Senate be 
called upon to dispose of it until it shall have opportunity to judge 
of whatispropertobedoneinthematter? I do not understand that 
there isany ao public —iyer. or private interest, as de- 
mands the te and hurried adjournment of this session of 

before it shall have properly discharged the grave duties 

Ww devolve upon it. I understand, of course, that we all have 
vate interests, which make it important that we should ad- 
journ, and we also have some public interests which make it de- 
sirable that this session should not be unnecessarily prolonged, and 
they vary in in the cases of different individuals. But at 
the same time, I do think that in a matter which relates to the 
in my State and to one of the best harbors on the 
coast, one which has commercial relations with 
oo commercial harbor or city upon the Atlantic 
think that it ought not to be di of hastily nor 

as a mere matter of form, and I think I ought to have the oppor- 


The Senator is misquoting me. I said two-thirds 
of the amendments made to the bill were mere matters of form, 
remainder I could inform Senators if they 
what disposition had been made of them. I never 
amendments were matters of form. I do not under- 
amendment to which the Senator from Georgia 
tter of form. 
I do not recall the Senator's language, but that 
made upon my mind. I donot know that this 
im: t than the fortifications appropriation 
in of the notice which has been given by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] as toamend- 
ments which he intends to offer to it. I simply ask, as this isa 
matter which I understand the conference committee have agreed 
upon adverse to the interests which I have the honor to represent 


, that I may have a reasonable opportunity to present it to the 
te. Ican not very well do that to-day. I do it, how- 


ever, if E 
Mr. FRYE, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
_ tion of the conference 
The VICE-PRESID . The Chair submits to the Senate the 


motion of the Senator from Maine that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report on the river and harbor 


E 


= 


Ba 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 


18; no vi . 
The VICE-PRES ENT. Noquorum having voted, the Secre- 
will call the roll 


Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to names: % 


Allen, Gatien, Lindsay, . 
Bacon, Sewell, 
Baker, Dabots, McBride, ors 
Faclnner Smith: 
’ ‘ Mills, Smith, 
Gallinger Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
, rT, 
% . M Th 
: key 
, Peffer, Walthall, 
Perkins, Warren, 
= = 
Ark. Proctor, Wolcott. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the Senator from Maine to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report indicated by him. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as a number of Senators are now 
present who were not present when this matter came before the 
Senate at the time the previous vote was taken,I beg leave to 
again state briefly my reasons for asking that this conference re- 
port be not taken up to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that this questionis not debat- 
able. I do not care to intervene, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the motion is 
not debatable except by unanimous consent. Is there objection 
to the Senator from Georgia proceeding? 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall not object to the Senator making his re- 
marks, but I do not want a general debate on this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 





ceed. 

Mr. BACON. When this conference report was presented sev- 
eral distinguished Senators, those who are recognized as having 
as much experience as any other Senators present, suggested that 
the report printed. The Senator from Maine objected and 
asked the Senate to proceed to its immediate consideration. The 
fact is, as I understand it, that the usual course is to print these 
en and there now lie upon our tables two or three reports of 
other conference committees which have been printed. 

The purpose I have in asking that we do not proceed with the 
immediate consideration of the report is that the conference com- 
mittee have agreed to strike out that portion of the bill which re- 
lates to the harbor of Brunswick. It isa most important matter, 
not only to that immediate locality, but to all of the commercial 
interests of my State. It is a matter of considerable complica- 
tion; it is a matter which I wish to have the opportunity to pre- 
sent to the Senate; it isa matter which, if improperly determined 
now, is going to Very eneney affect not only that particular 
community, but a very large part of the State of Georgia. I do 
think that it is not an unreasonable request which Imake. I had 
no anticipation up to within a few hours that such would be the 
case; certainly not until late yesterday afternoon. There is a 
great deal of matter which I wish to present to the Senate to 
show the importance of this work. I want to show its feasibility 
and its practicability, and I want to show that it is to the interest 
of the country at large that the work should be done. I can not 

roperly do it to-day. If forced to proceed, I must do the best 
can. 

I have not the papers, I have not anything with which to go 
before the Senate on this question and contest with the distin- 
guished gentlemen who have had it under consideration and who 
are entirely familiar with everything upon their side. I have 
nothing here except such as I can use in the way of recollection 
of what I have seen and heard and read and know. 

Why should this thing be rushed, I want to know? What is 
the great controlling reason why this bill should have precedence 
of all other bills? What is the great controlling reason why this 
Congress has the urgent necessity to break up and rush away from 
here before it has discharged its duties? Is there any reason? I 
ask is there anything in the way of emergency which stands above 
the obligation to properly discharge the duties of this session and 
to properly dispose of important questions which are before us? 

1 do think that with this great bill, which we are told has dealt 
so liberally with all commercial ports and rivers, there should 
certainly be no haste. Itis as important that proper considera- 
tion should be given to one interest as to another, and I hope that 
Senators will extend this courtesy to me personally in order that 
I may properly present to the Senate the interests which I have 
the honor here to represent. I can not do it properly to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senate is willing, I will consent that the 
report shall go over until to-morrow morning, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BACON. Meanwhile to be printed? 

Mr. FRYE. If Senators desire it to be printed. 
need of printing it, however, not the slightest. 

Mr. BACON. So far as lam personally concerned I care noth- 
ing about that part of it, but there are other Senators who do. 

Mr. FRYE. y am entirely willing that it shall be printed, only 
it is a waste of money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine indi- 
cate his request? 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill may be taken up to-morrow morning, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: Do I understand that the con- 
ference report on the river and harbor bill has gone over and is 
to be printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conferencereport will be printed 
in the REcorD, the Chair will state. 


There is no 
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Mr. BUTLER. It is to be printed in the Recorp to-morrow 
morning? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask, as it will not delay the 
matter, that the report shall also be se in pamphlet form, so 
that Senators may see exactly what been done. Nearly every 
Senator is interested in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina make that request? 

Mr. BUTLER. I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the conference report upon the 
river and harbor bill be printed as a separate document. 

Mr. GORMAN. And in the Recorp also? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And in the Recorp also. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

he report is as follows: 


' CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 7977) making appro. 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for i ney eee, having met, after full 
und free conference have agreed to and do recommend to their 

sctive Houses as follows: 
+ the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, 
69, ai 80, 83, 104, 118, 126, 138, 139, 142, 157, 168, 160, 172, 207, 208, 222, 223, 250, 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of 

the following: “And ro 

Secretary of War shall not o te the Government ‘oon in an 

year, beginning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent the whole amount 

authorized to be expended *; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 45: That the recede from its 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the 


following paragraphs: 
“For the pu Z ning and im 


rpose of strengthe 
along the property belonging to the estate of J. P. 
th el kno G Creek Channel, 


t 
to the same with an 
en out insert the two 


from 
470 feet from the southerly side of Bryant street 
de of Dourt atweth, amd said bulkhead shall then continue 
westerly parallel with the ows bulkhead to a point distant 45 feet from 
the present easterly line of the pier at present the estate of J. P. 
Robinson, and extending thence southerly in a straight line distant 45 feet 
a pier line to the present palbhend leceentinned, adistance of about 
ew 

“ Improving Gowanus Creek Channel, New York, by deepening the same to 
26 feet at mean low water, from the foot of Percival street to its junction 
with the Red Hook Channel, $25,000." 


the 
to the same. 

Amendment num 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the ame t of the Senate numbered 50, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language st out insert the fol- 
lowing paragraph: 


aR 
“Improving harbor at RB. Z Continuing improvement, in 
acoortante with report t  Ohict of Rughwon, 1887, $10,000." . 


And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 7l: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an 

proposed insert “ $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,000,000"; and 
strike out the words “recommended in "; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
arnendmentas follows: Strike out the word “ report,” proposed to be inserted; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 86 and 87: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86 and 87, and agree to the 
same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of thesum insert 
and strike out all the remainder of the 
ing amendment numbered 87; and the 

Amendment numbered 0: That the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
amendment as follows: After the word “ 
of the paragraph, strike out the word “fifty and 
after the word “ million,” in the seventh 
words ‘‘and fifty thousand”; and the Senate 

Amendments numbered 107, 108, 109, 110, and 
trom its disagreement to the amendments 


Sat the ontire paragraph at as follows: Strike 


Pend ae: 
ing the and g- 


aww pentose sear 5° channalat the ine 
eretion e Secretary ’ on such former 
ations are hereby repealed.” “ppropri- 
And the Senate to the —, a 
t of the Senate numbered 128, is aoe 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum * $20,000, *: and 
the Senate agree to the same. mi. 
Amendment numbered 136; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 196, and agree to the same with 
an amendmen $ to be stricken out, 
> and th > Ben. 
the ; e Sen- 


agree to 
Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with 
: From the language to be stricken out 
thousand dollars”; agree to the same, 
bered 167: the House recede ts disagreement 
same with 
e “a to 
» @0d insert 
fourteenth line of said proposed 
to the next Con- 


in lieu thereof the word “ until 
and Somkie ine thereof the words “ to the Secretary 
¥ uu w " of War o: 8 
first Monday in December of the current year"; and at the end of — 
9 proposed insert the following: 

oe the of War is hereby authorized to carry out the reco. 
mendations of said and to the t contract, if necessary. 
and adjust any loss with the contractor the Visions of this 
act, and to pay the same out of the Ww the said con 
tract wan seawes also to expend the sum of $25,000, in his discretion, 
for such as may be poceaeecy for the maintenance of channels fro 
the mouths of the ver and Blackbird Creek to the channe| 
of the Delaware River the dike now constructed from Reedy 
Island to Liston Point for the improvement of the - 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 185: That the Heuse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and same with 

amendment — In lieu of the sum “$10,000”; and 
agree same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum $20,000"; and 

to the same. 

: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
to the same with an 
be stricken out, and 

“dams” and in- 


necessary”; and . wa es 

ma we “river,” i 

the following line, strike rds “such as may So maces- 
” and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘and”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its disagreement 
of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same with an 
: After the word “ otherwise, to be inserted, 
as may be néces- 


as may be necessary”; and the Senate agree to the 


Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 259, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” at the end of the first 
proviso, insert the words “exclusive of the amount herein appropriated "’; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate n and agree to the same with 

: ” next preceding the 

to be inserted, insert the word “ultimately”; and the Sen- 

the same. me 
me 


disagree 
Se. re eerie 
efter the word " Comuuiesiom ag nee Drone following: 


we insert J 
the channel erosion of the 
at Omaha and Coane 


or so much thereof 
exceeding or so much thereof 
for 


shore line above 

head of Harrisons 
may- be necessary; at 
necessary; at St. 

be Becessary: at 

not exceeding 

‘banks of the river 
at each of said 

City, not ex- 

Simhat the 


ent 


same with an 
*; and 


ves 
oe 














also a 
, made, a ‘h. 
whether favorable for ——. or unfavorable, and date of report, cane 


Eee beginning July 


Betas caginens ts change tote caper? the 
ee July 1, 1898, amount nt reer we for each project 
by ar bogie Jay 1 rs, where 
report of each project is oan: atibmnnet toe the 
amount of the the credit of each project July | — 


ts appropria heretofore for 

et thetivers and the total amounts here- 
forthe tand maintenance of harbors in each 

river harbor act; also the vont amount of appropriation, by States, for 


the reese 
waiber ene That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 324, and to the same with 
an follows: In lieu of the language stricken out insert the fol- 
“The e of War is Gtrected to cause to be made accurate 
examinations estimates of the 


ship 
cnmninstee Sie voate, wenclly within the United Sts from the Great 
Lak Bi albus capeluy to 


ent 
360, and agree to the same with an 


Serer! i ot aa: oy to be inserted insert 
ee aware River, withe view obtaining a channe 1 600 feet wide and 90 
feet deep from a at or near a city of elphia to the deep water of 
And the ” to the same 
Ssnd the Bonstougren’te the mame t the House recede from its disagreement 
trains numbered 375,and agree to thesame with an 
amendment as follows: In addition proposed insert the fol 


to 
eny, near © and all the dams on 
eee Watebon ‘boro, inthe Conewango 
@ Allegheny itiver.” 
eS 
B76: "That the House recede from its disagreem 
numbered 376, and agree to the oa 
to be inserted insert 


its disagreement 
and cate to the same with 


a eee 
Infieu thereof the word word “from,” before the eoMaed east 
in word “for”; and the Se Senate agree to the sume. 
Amendment mumbered 886: That the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 386. Sen and narente thee etn 


a 


crendmonts mabe 1 
‘numbered 182, and 342: The committee of conf 
have been to agree Yan auauniimasuin of tee Genntewnntveved 10, 
TR, and 3a. 
Ga. SEst. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Ww. 


G 
T. C. CATCHINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


PORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bili (HI a nn Sn nnn nee Sea 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


oe in an 
‘the Senator from California yield to me 


ap ion bill is now be- 

fore the Senate. I gave notice several times that I should call up 
fytemoonecee we Congress tT heve gi re 
L ven way on 

account of privileged before the body, the Du Pont case 


the conclusion of the tion 
‘District bia I should call up this con- 
What is the bill? 
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the consent of Congress, in about those words. 
lines 1 


acon 
tional right which, without any constitutional warrant. 
surrendered. 
bill, but I will give way now and give another notice 
ately after the conclusion of the fortifications bill I will ask the 
Senate to take up the bill I refer to. 
bill will be disposed of to-day. 
whether it wil 


of the Se 


0447 





Mr. BUTLER. To prevent the further issue of bonds without 
The bill is two 
ong, but very important. 

Tintended under that notice to call up the bill this morning. The 


Chair has recognized the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINs], 

and he has called up the appropriation bill. li 

displace it, because I understand there are several Senators who 
are interested i in'the fortifications bill who agree with me; but I 
feel that I have given way in this matter, which is very important, 

long enough. 
Treasury of the country is more important than the fortifications 
referred to in the fortifications bill. 
dram upon our Treasury, with nothing to show for it, before we 
make defenses against a foreign enemy when there is no enemy in 


sight. 


I dislike to move to 


1 certainly consider that the fortification of the 


We certainly should stop the 


The newspapers tell us that over a million dollars in gold went 


out yesterday. ‘We all know that another issue of bonds is just 
ahead of us if we do not stop this proceediny 
issue of bonds, but an issue of bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress—without Congress being consulted as to how they shall be 
rooonee oo whom they shall issue, at what price, 


, and not only an 


and for what 

There is nothing before the people more important than 
uestion. It is the duty of Congress to take up the constitu- 
it has 
I feel it is more important than the fortifications 
Immedi- 


I suppose the appropriation 
I ask the Senator from California 
not he? 


Mr. PERKINS. Probably. It ought not to take more than 


two hours, but of course I do not speak advisedly in that respect. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then, atthe conclasion of the fortitfic ations bill 


I shall move and insist, and I will not give way if an appropria- 
tion bill comes up unless the Senate by a vote so decides (and there 
is n> appr 
the next billis 
that the Senate take up the bill (8. 1341) to prevent the further 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress. 


iation bill before the Senate except this one, because 
still before the committee and has not been reported), 


TRIAL FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT. 
Mr. HILL. I give notice that at the first lull in the considera- 


tion of appropriation bills I shall move to take up the bill (S. 2984) 
in relation to contempts of court. 


MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF FILLED CHEESE. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I take this opportunity to give notice that 
after the fortifications bill is disposed of I will ask the attention 


Senate, if possible, to what is called the filled-cheese bill. 
Mr. VEST. The minority of the committee had leave the other 


day to file a minority report in the case, and I have been endeavor- 


ing to get time to prepare it, but I have been a conferee on the 
river and harbor bill all the time, and I have actually not had the 
time or the strength to do the work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state tothe Senator from Missouri that 
the majority of the committee did not write out a report. They 
have taken the report of the House committee and will no doubt 
use it as their own report. 

Mr. VEST. Iso understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the Senator from Missouri wants any 
reasonable time there is no objection to granting it. I think it is 

rtant, however, to have the matter disposed of as soon as pos- 
sible—in a day or two—and I will postpone the notice. I donot 
want to take advantage of anybody. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not be prepared to have the bill taken up 
to-morrow, I will tell the Senator from Ohio, for I have not had 
time to examine the papers that came from the other House, which 
are quite voluminous—the testimony taken there and the report 
of the committee of the House. It isan important question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has no desire to object to the 
bill being taken up? 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. I merely want time to look intoit. I 
have been so engaged that I could not doit. One or two of my 
colleagues have spoken to me about the report and have asked me 
to prepare it, and I have had to say to them, as I now state pub- 
licty, that I have actually not had the time to do so. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(5. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the 

ae Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895. 

message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
h (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 
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A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Wheteel, of Louisville, Ky.; and 
A bill (H. R. 6488) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Walker. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 1887) — a pension to Ellen C. Ewing, widow 
of- Bvt. al Gen. Thomas Ewing; 

A bill (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of California; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) to amend section 4181 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, to improve the merchant marine engi- 
neer service and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval 
Reserve, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relative to guaranties on proposals for naval supplies; 

A bill (H. R. 4824) autho me te Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, DL, and for other pu : 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to coal section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) we, Pca year’s residence in a Territory a 
prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 

a bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 
arrott; 

A bill (H. R.5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into my 
locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any roc 
or other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the Indian Ter- 
ay ty? and for other een 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland; 

A bili (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation, in said State, 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of — through the 
oo —— and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Col- 
orado; an 

A bill (H.R. — declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River, in T tchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, and for other purposes. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


with, PERKINS. Now let the appropriation bill be proceeded 
th. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, which had reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations with amendments. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee amendments be acted upon 
as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 
aun VICE-PRESIDENT. thout objection, it will be so 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Gun 
and mortar batteries,” on page 1, line 9, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ $1,885,000” and insert ‘$5,000,000”; and in the 
same line, after the word “dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That contracts may be entered into, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, for materials for construction of fortifications, to be paid 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, to an addi 
sum, in the aggregate pot to exceed $3,375,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of fortifications, $5,000,000. 


Mr. GORMAN, I wish to call the attention of the Senate, so 
that it may understand pomp, we are doing with this pro- 
vision, to the fact that as the came from the other House it 
appropriated $1,885,000 for the construction of and mortar 
batteries, and authorized contracts to be made for a sum aggre- 

ting not to exceed $3,875,000. The committee recommend strik- 

ng out the provision for contracts and appropria’ around sum 
of $5,000,000 on this account. It will unquestionably be 

to the Government to have a direct ap: 
will greatly facilitate the work. At the same time it will not em- 
barrass the Treasury to any greater extent than the provision as 
it came from the other House, and because of that fact I for one 


‘have agreed to the amendment. 
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May 20, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair) 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on App peeiens was, on 2, to increase the 
appropriation for sites for fortifications and seacoast defenses 
from $250,000 to $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Armament of forti- 
fications,” on page 8, line 4, after the word “caliber,” to strike out 
“and forgings for one t 16-inch gun”; and in line 8, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘three hundred and thirty- 
two” and insert ‘‘ninety”; so as to make the clause read: 


Oil-tempered and annealed steel for -power ine 
10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, in an conforming to speci 
uta —— on a each manufacture, and including all 
Mr. PERKINS. I will state, in explanation of the amendment 
proposed in this clause, that the committee, after hearing the tes- 
timony of the Chief of Ordnance and the Chief of E eers, United 
States Army, decided that it would be expedient to defer the build- 
ing of the 16-inch gun until some i Theestimated cost 
of the forging is $115,000. The Chief of Ordnance, after reviewing 
the estimates for the forgings which are necessary for the con- 
struction of these guns of various caliber, decided that he could 
reduce the figure $127,000, which he did, making the total reduc- 
tion $242,000, redu the amount from $1,332,038 to $1,090,038, 
The PRESIDING CER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That no contract for oil-tem: and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns and mortars be made at a price exceeding 4 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call attention to this proviso. It is 
a very important one. Heretofore the of War and the 
of the Navy have been authorized to make contracts 
- the zara of tem: annealed steel thom purposes, for 
© purpose of man guns as well as for armor and ships 
and #0 on. To the naval bill the Naval Affairs 
Committee an amen t limiting the amount which 
was to be d for armor,and limiting it,I think,to a point 
where possibly we will not be able to procure any first-class 
armor. 
In this case it a ,as Senators will find in the copy of the 
, that we love heretofore for steel for the manufac- 
ture of these guns, in 1889, 30} cents a pound. In 1895 
the price went down to 27.3 cents. Now, the committee propose 
an amendment prohibiting a contract being made for a price ex- 
ceeding 24 cents a pound, which I thinkis very liberal. So far as 
I am concerned, with the best information I could get, I would 
have limited the cost of it to 22 cents a pound. But strange to 
say, we could not a from the Department which 
showed the cost of the like character of steel in any other country 
during last . It is due to the officers to he they were 
a" to have any limitation whatever upon the 
ce. 
I merely wish to call the attention of the Senate to what is be- 
—— in this matter. I think it isa liberal provision. As I 
a moment ago, I should be prepared to reduce the amount to 


22 cents a pound. 
Mr. PERKINS. I simpl ent that which has 


desire to 
been #0 well stated bby the Renator from land (Mr. Gorman} 
that we absolutely had no official data whereby we might limit 
the f of these It is a secret, 
so to speak, which man do not give to the public. 
But we ascertained the fact that when the guns were manufactured 
in years gone by at a cost of 30 cents d for the steel forg- 
ings delivered to our Government, an at 27.3 cents average 
cost, the steel billets or steel were worth from thirty to 
thirty-five dollars per ton. At t time it steel is Sell- 
ing as low as $17 a ton. Labor is from 10 to 15 per cent less. 
ts neds eae 124 5 out, ae teRection in | the 
cen : uction 
ag Sore eae in : a a eee steel and also 
labor, averaged fully cen 
The on that ne a seaetion the ~ 
partment wo able to secure rice 
We tains 


even at a lower figure. trust that the 
crenkictaed yoenesil ber the teemeiiten eal ties the approve of 


on made, and it | the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the ttee on Appropriations. 


eee ee 
The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 1, after the 
word “million,” tostrike out ‘eight hundred and ninety-six thou- 
sand two hundred” and insert ‘‘six hundred and fifty-five thou- 


sand”; and in line 5, after the word “fortifications,” to strike out 
‘« yp to March 1” and insert ‘‘for the fiscal year”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

In all, $3,655,076: Provided, That the following sums, which are estimated 


meet the necessary expenditures for the aforementioned objects under 
oes of fortifications for the fiscal year 1897, are hereby appropriated, 


namely: 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state, in explanation of the amendment, 
that the bill as it came from the other House only provided for anex- 
penditure of money > the ist of March. It has been the cus- 
tom of Congress heretofore to make appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30. The comniittee believed we should not de- 

from that well-established custom and “nee of Congress. 
They therefore asked the Chief of Engineers and the Chief of Ord- 
nance to make an estimate of the amount required for the four 
monthsfrom MarchitoJuly1. This is an increase for that period 
of time. Had we not done this, when Congress shall convene 
next December it would be necessary for us to supply the defi- 
ciency. We believed it better to dispose of it at this time. The 
committee were unanimous, and we trust their views will meet 


the approval of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 9, after the 
word ‘10-inch,” to insert ‘‘and”’; in the same line, after the word 
“12-inch,” to strike out ‘‘ and 16-inch”; and in line 13, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred and ninety” and 
insert “eight hundred and fifty”; so as to make the clause read: 

ed steel for high-power efe oO 
shh Diem an eects, Seen ence ek ES 
su na 8s of manutfactt and inciud- 
Foe cient each caliber, $50,000. mo 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 15, to increase the ap- 
for carriages fur mounting seacoast guns of 8-inch, 
0-inch, and 12-inch caliber from $680,000 to $875,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, to increase the ap- 
for steel breech-loading mortars of 12-inch caliber 
$216,000 to $426,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 21, to increase the ap- 


for carriages for mounting steel mortars of 12-inch 
arte $168,000 to $250,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


cegeuitiaben = t was, on 5, line 2, to increase ~ = 
or expenditures in armament of fortifi- 
cations from $1,729,000 to $2,576,000. 

The amendment 


was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 14, to increase the ap- 
—— for 8, 10, and 12 inch guns manufactured by contract 
the of the fortifications acts approved August 18, 
= <= 24, 1891, from $497,449 to $1,000,000. 
to 


was , 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 24, to insert: 


For machine guns, including $15,000 for purchase of machine guns of 
peeved nateniben af Lateinne onaubestene, 900.000 ot 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 7, line 11, before the word 
_ ” to strike out “sixty-six thousand five hundred” and 
insert “ ”; so as to make the clause read: 

For projectiles, including shrapnel, for issue to the service, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 20, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 


And the duty in W disbursin 
aha ean eB Sra” Vea Sak a a 

The amendment was to. 

The pane 10, line 10, to increase the 


next amendment was, on 
of Ordnance and Fortification 
purchases, experiments, and tests, 


to. 


Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
oe cree Booreees by Commodore <- A. How- 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
licensee of said Howell patents for said 








ich shall be constructed acco to the plans and 
said J. A. Howell, and said aad bo cua 
the details of said plan may be modified, 





respect to ease of maneuvering, rapidity of firing, of traversing, and raisin 
tothe firing position, and that it shall operate tothe satisfaction of the Boar 
of Ordnance and Fortification before payment is made therefor; and the sum 
of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for 
the purchase of said Howell 10-inch carriage, including the erection of foun- 
dations and platform, the expense incident to its mounting, and the ammuni- 
tion for its test. 


Mr. PERKINS. I offer in behalf of the committee an amend- 
ment to the amendment. I move tostrike out, in lines 15, 16, and 
17, ‘‘and that it shall operate to the satisfaction of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification before payment is made therefor” and 
insert after the words ‘‘ for its test,” at the end of the paragraph, 
the words: 


Eighty-five per cent of the amount herein appropriated shall be paid in 
partial payments as the work progresses, and the remainder upon the com- 
pletion and test of said carriage by the Board of Ordnaace and Fortification 
and the work found to be done according to contract. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, after line 22, 
to insert: 


That in the act making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes, approved February 18, 1893, the 
paragraph beginning with the words “Of the $110,000" and providing for 
terms 34 om for the 12-inch elevating gun carriage to be contracted for 
with A. H. Emery under the provisions of said act be, and is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Of the $110,000 to be paid for the carriage and its foundation, & per cent 
shall be paid in “> ments as the work progresses, in accordance with 
the pro sals submit xy A. H. Emery to the Board in his letter of Janu- 
ary 21, 1893; and no bond shall be required for the return of this money if the 
carriage is not accepted, nor shall the said Emery be required to return the 
money paid, and the carriage shall belong to the United States when the tests 
are completed. The balance of the $110,000 shall be paid as soon as the test is 
completed and the work found to be done according to contract. Of the $20,000 
to be paid for the testing of the carriage, three-eighths shall be paid the con- 
tractor when the prelim tests are completed, and the other five-eighths 
shall be paid to him Py ort aneny as the 530 rounds for proof are furnished. 
And the Secretary o' ar is hereby authorized and directed to enter into a 
supplemental contract with the contractor for this carriage for the supply 
by him of a loading apparatus to go with and belong to the carriage and to be 
furnished therewith asa part thereof; and the carriage shall be so constructed 
that a part of the work of recoil can be used for the horizontal traverse of 
the carriage and the working of the loading apparatus; and the payment for 
the work so furnished under this supplementary contract shall ‘be $20,000, 
which sum shall be due and payable when the carriage is erected, to make 
which payment the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 11, to insert: 


To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
8-inch caliber high-power gun and one sample 12-inch steal mortar, cast in one 
jiece, on the plan of R. J. Gatling; and the Secretary of War is hereby author- 
zed and directed to contract with said Gatling for said gun pe | mortar 
without advertising, which gun and mortar shall be constructed according 
to the plans and specifications prepared by said Gatling and under his super- 
vision, and to be subjected to the same test now applied to the built-up gun 
and mortar of the same caliber, and the sum of $65,000 is hereby appropriated 
to pay for said gun and mortar, and in the following proportions: Fifty thou- 
sand dollars for said gun and $15,000 for said mortar, of which sums & per 
cent shall be paid in partial payments as the work progresses, in accordance 
with the contract to be entered into between the Secretary of War and the 
said Gatling, and the remainder upon the completion and test of said gun and 
mortar: Provided, That before said contract is entered into the plans and 
fications for said gun and mortar shall be deposited with the Secretary 
of War, which plans and specifications may be modified, in the discretion of 
said Gatling, from time to time as the work progresses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I gave notice when we had the naval appropria- 
tion bill under consideration that in view of the condition of the 
Treasury I should propose an amendment to this bill providing for 
the issue of 3 per cent certificates to pay the indebtedness of the 
Government as it may be due from time to time. I desire to have 
now read an amendment which I propose as an additional section 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Add as an additional section the following: 


Sec. —. Thatin order to provide the moneys not supplied from current 
revenues and miscellaneous receipts, and necessary for the execution of this 
act and necessary for the execution of any act, or all the other acts passed or 
to be passed during the present Congress appropriating money to be paid 
out of the Treasury for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and also in order 
to provide the moneys necessary to be d out of the Soeeeary on account 
of appropriations heretofore made for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1804, 
June 30, 1895, and June 30, 1896, and not covered into the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with the approval of the President, be, and is hereby, 
authorined to, from time to time, borrow on the credit of the United States 
such sums of money as may be necessary to meet said expenditures, and to 
issue, sell, and of, at not less than par, for lawful money of the United 
States, such an amount of certificates of indebtedness, payable tothe bearer, 
of the denominations of twenty. fifty, and one hundred dollars, or any 
multiple of $100 not exceeding $1,000, as may be needed for said purposes, 
bearing interest at the rate of not exceeding 3 per cent per annum, payable 
semiannually, and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after 
three years from their date; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, with the approbation of the President, to cause such portion of 
said certificates as may be deemed expedient to be issued by the Treasurer 

yment of warrants in favor of public creditors, or other persons law- 
fully entitled to payment, who may choose to receive such certificates in 

payment at par. 
d the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, under rules and 
to be prescribed by him, sell and dispose of the certificates herein 
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emthorised at designated Gepositeries of the United States and at such t 
omicen an ies mony oe’ iho Rocncteny saith Sap Te eneve eee for 
@uch certificates for herein and fornone other 
wided, That the total amuamt of such shall not exceed 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 
President—— 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. 

Mr. MILLS. I raise the t of order on the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to saya few words. I have notyielded 
the floor. Senators will have ample time to make all the points 
against the amendment that they desire, 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. . President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate five minutes in this matter. I have heretofore stated very 
fully my views upon the condition of the Treasury. I have called 
the attention of the Senate to the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury asking that this identical ision might be 
made to enable him to ide for any deficiency. I have at- 

to show, and I think I have shown, that with the appro- 

iations which we have made and which we are ing, with the 

ills pending before Congress which are likely to become laws, if 

the executive t carries out the will of Congress and 

disburses the amounts i there will be a shortage in the 
Treasury before July, 1897. 

I foal hat i have Aieseanen® my full duty, Mr. President, as a 
Senator in calling the attention of the Senate to these facts. I am 
perfectly well aware that we on this side of the Chamber are not 
for the result of the legislation. 1 have submitted the 
amendment to the committee of this body in charge of the appro- 
priations. The majority of that committee did not vote for the 

as 


g 


a ee Oe eee 
m dual proposition. single objection ora point o ie 
which tures or Sour of my telunte-ano wands to makeat once, will, 
of course, exclude it from consideration. Senate may doter- 
i i , and each of us must take our 


Mr. ALLEN. I make the point of order against the amend- 


The PRESIDING OF FICER. The Chair recognizes the Senator 


from Texas. 
Mr. MILLS. I made the point of order the amendment. 
I only wish to submit a remarks. is very trae, as the 
from land . GORMAN stated, that our defi- 
ciency is growing, and that we shail be able to meet the neces- 


and 
iwency should arise when #t is not po 
EEscrsen beantng! Soecmeny netes tu Gee ieler & aaiiaeane of 
noninterest-bearing n over a oO 
that kind, but no excuse of that sort now exists. ‘We are here, 
both branches of 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, now made is 
an extremely important one, suddenly t to the attention of 
I we to havea quorum. I wish to say 

upon it. I do not think that Senator ought to be 


Se Sosy i ‘ 
called the and the ing Senators an- 
ae roll, following an 


Aldrich, Chandler, eye: Sherman, 
Allisan, Clark, Lig, aoa 
Been ry —— Mills, feller. f 
Bate, Pasco, Thurston, 
Berry, Raallver Peffer, Vest, 
a a 
an. Gorm, — wae” 
a a S i 






The PRESIDING OFFICER. -six Senators having 
sponded to their names, a quorum of Senate is The 
— is on the the amendment by the 

from Mary [Mr. Gorman], upon @ point of 

Tac Chats i ready to Tule won tee Pout a es 
e r eu e t of fe . 
Senator from 7 ale t the 


Ohio desire to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will waive what here to say until after 
a oe of order has been settled. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment being a propo- 


sition to money to out appropriati ines 
im the bill, it is the opinion of the Ohair that the amendsnernn st 
Mr. MILLS. ere Seen i Sean ot hee Chai. 


from the decision of the Chair. The question before the Senat,. 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of ¢}> 
Senate? Upon that question the Chair recognizes the Senato: 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I doubt whether in the his- 
tory of the United States such a proposition as this has ever jeon 
made to meet current deficiencies in a time of profound peace. 


Here ae to issue not exceeding $100,000,000 of 2 per 
cent certificates to be issued merely to at current expenditures 
the two Houses of Congress at a time when the Goyern- 

the United States is amply able to pay enongh money 
collected by taxes to meet the current expenses. There is 15 
question about that. Icould name, andsocould any Senator hi: 
a reasonable tax could be levied that 

the manifold tions made by the present 
{000,000 of certificates to be 
deficiencies is, as I said, un- 


these 
of our re 

It seems to me that we have arri ata time and that we are 
in a position when Senators, laying aside all influences or 
all party divisions, should make provision in ordinary way by 
an increase of taxation for the expenses of the Government. The 
condition of affairs which now confronts us comes from the absv- 
lute want of sufficient revenue to on the Government under 
the law, under the law was only recently passed, 
and which been tried, and under which there have been ac- 


cumin Setencies occurring every hour, every day, and every 


gress to furnish sufficient revenue to carry on 
the Government led to a political revolution in this country only 
a year or two ago, which t into the House of Representa- 
tives a two-thirds majority a. party to the existing 
law, which was a warning from the of the United States 
that they would not be content to support and live under a law 
ane of which would year increase the public de)t. 

the House of convened it passed a bill 
the terms of which I do not care to discuss, for I do not approve 
of that bill in — of its details nor in the general proposition on 


name, 
would cover 


which it is f and yet the House of Representatives did feel 
it to be its among first acts of the t Congress to 
pass a bill in my would su sufficient money 
to prevent the i i accrued and are accruing 
day by day. that bill does not go far enough; it does not 
go so far as I like to have it According to the state- 
ment of the that bill had become a law 


it would have yielded revenue to the amount of forty 


or fifty million dollars, and the r _— by 

show clear that Ww create a 
<apaees of at ak 000 a loon the measure sent 
to us by the House Bepeasatelives would probably not create 


revenue enough to fill that vacuum. 


By the Con- 
forum in 
ion. The Senate 


representatives of the peo- 
ple. All we can do such a bill is to amend it according to 
of the occasion. 

Sir, isno remedy for revenue except to levy 
taxes sufficient to meet the expenses of the Government, ania 
Congress would be cowardly that would this duty. But 
instead of providing for taxation and for the payment of 
debts, tha hennhe saahetiad Anat. ‘o such occasion as that hal 
ever before arisen in the of our country. The House of 
Sanaa have sent usa bill which has met a harsh and 

refusal in this Senate Chamber. Instead of taking u) 
taxes or diminish- 


z 
: 
et 
i 
5 
g 


s 


es eee a measure for the free coinage of 
the whole of the bill was stricken 


£ x ey eee 
oe “iy nip agape aS aE 
ee eas ri 








provision made for the free of silver as a substi- 
out, ani would not have provided additional revenue, The 
silver on hand could not have ppt fer thet panpeen, be 


not 
yer dollar in the Treasury is now y 
cn oustanding debt of the Government of the United States, and 


is on every silver certificate that there 
ped prey in tho reasury of the United Statesto cover it 
and provide for the payment that silver certificate, and yet the 
position which was adopted here hastily in the Senate would 
ave violated the express obligation of the Government of the 
United States, w. is on every silver certificate now 
ow . We have no more right to take that money pledged 
for the redemption of the silver certificates to pay the current lia- 
pilities of our Government than we have to take any other fund 
which is onceally pledged for another purpose, and yet that was 
to be done. 


It seems to me in the Senate of the United States we have come 
to that condition where the two great parties in this country 
should solve this question without oe to ae minor considera- 
tions. It doesseem to me now that the House bill is still pending 
in the Senate, True, it has been practically defeated for the time 
being rom rider provi for a rey - ee but there 

; Ww. our ng up that bill, going over its 
ietails, writhdes the amendment which has been proposed, 
which defeats the w bill, and then making provision in that 
bill for sufficient revenues to carry on the Government. 

Iam wi to take that bill as it came to us from the House, 
and if it is sufficient to supply the necessary revenues, let us 
add a tax on tea, a tax on coffee, or a tax on anything; for, as I 

; , I would vote for a tax on anything; I 
would take the last shirt off the backs of the people of the United 
States rather than to violate the public faith of the Govern- 
ment. ik 

We have ample resources. Our country is rich beyond expres- 
sion. Every member of this body knows that a bill can be framed 
which will all the deficiencies produced by enormous ap- 

ropriations. condition in which we are now placed ought 
fo teach the Senate a lesson that they can not increase appropria- 
tions without providing ee Se meet them. When appropria- 
tion bills come to us from the House of Representatives they are 
uniformly increased here and large additions are made to all of 
them in many details. We have no right todo this. We have no 

ight to impose obligations upon the people of the United States 
also upon them the burden of taxation so as to 


it is simple and clear that the Senate, freed 
feeling, should take up the bill sent 

ives, a bill which comes from 

create taxation, and enlarge the sphere of 
bill, and, if you please, add to it other 
in that bill which are so obnox- 

ws they will not consent to them, 


> the other House has not taken the 
of taxation, let us take the proper subjects of tax- 


wa ES 
lf: 
E 


i 


aE ila 
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aa8e 
gee ss 
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to propose amendments to prevent the 
from ing unreasonable bills or im- 


i 
¢ 


unreasonable taxation. e have no right to originate tax 

as I have said . If every Senator here will discard 

his sense of party obligation and will meet the duty of the hour 
to provide revenue to meet these various expenses, such a bill can 
So Panes Se See er Sine days. There can be no difficulty about 


that we are now making do not commence 
. Before the ist of July, and even before the 


_ legislation which would relieve us from 


ies hereafter. ae ae 
done; Congress 0 ni tates 
in this respect. I have faith in the Presi- 
although he belongs to a party very 
hough I do not sym with him 
, if I were in his place I would do as I 
he will do, namely, refuse to spend one dollar of these sums 


which are seaneuriotes here if there is not sufficient money in the 


for The a eee na are merely permis- 
tre Hlay aro meriysuthor Mo executive departinent to 
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use money for such and such objects, and the President 
is not bound to expend the money if he has it not, nor ought we 
to undertake to issue notes, certi of deposit, of credit, certi- 


fying to our inability to pay the current expenses of the Govern- 


Sir, we are not so poor'as that. The people of the United States 
Were never so rich as they are now; they were never better able 
to bear taxation; and the public voice of our countrymen will be 
SS 

' , Whic 

jena levied inthe form of tari data.” bill as it 
, 0 wu as it was 
Teferred to th ody as it stood be- 
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fore the riders had been put upon it, and then make ample provi- 
sion to meet all the expenses authorized by the laws of Congress, 

Unless you do that, our country will be practically embarrassed, 
will be practically bankrupt by expending more money than its 
income, and borrowing money to meet the ordinary current ex- 
penses of the Government, a position of shame and degradation 
which I believe that no country in Europe, not even the feeblest, 
would allow itself to be placed in. In the Parliament of Great 
Britain they would not ‘allow a single increase of expenditures 
without providing some necessary taxation to meet them; and 
a would know precisely the amount of the expenditure over or 
under the taxation provided for by the proposed law. 

Therefore it seems to me that not only this point of order 
should be sustained, but from the very fact that the question is 
presented in this form of no appropriation or no taxation, or the 
issue of more paper money, more certificates, I think it is far bet- 
ter for us at once to go back to the proper position and make pro- 
vision for these accruing appropriations. I should myself like it 
to be understood that the bill which is still pending before the 
Senate may be taken up, and then that we shall proceed in the 
ordinary way to make such additional provisions as are necessary, 
beyond the possibility of doubt, to cover all expenditures. 

Why, sir, from the close of the war until the beginning of this 
Administration there never was an hour or a day or a year when 
the revenues did not exceed the expenditures. Only at the end of 
one year during that time did that amount fall to $2,000,000; but 
during every other year from 1865 to 1893 there was a surplus of 
revenue, the surplus during that period exceeding the sum of 
$1,700,000,000, and the lowest during any one year was $2,000,000; 
and now, at a time when the people of the United States are as 
flourishing as ever they were, when we have untold riches piling 
up around us and our country is growing with marvelous rapid- 
ity—more rapidly than any country in the world has ever grown 
before—for us to propose to expend large sums of money, and to 
issue in a single year certificates of $100,000,000 indebtedness, it 
seems to me is a shame and a reproach, not so much to those who 
offer such propositions as to those who have made it necessary to 
apply such remedies. 

do not wish to say anything more about this matter, but I say 
I would tear up every appropriation bill pending in this Senate 
and refuse to appropriate the money rather than issue $100,000,000 
of certificates of indebtedness in a single year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at 
the opening statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. nk “that this is a most extraordinary provision” 
which I have offered, ‘‘one never before heard of in legislation.” 
The memory of the Senator from Ohio is defective. Less than 
four years ago, when the party to which the distinguished Sena- 
tor belongs was in power, during the last year of President Har- 
rison’s Administration, the Senator from Ohio, speaking for the 
great Committee on Finance, of which he is a prominent mem- 
ber, reported to this Senate, and actually obtained its adoption 
on an appropriation bill, a provision almost identical with the 
one which I coe offered except as to the amount. His proposi- 
tion provided for the issue of $50,000,000 of short-term bonds, to 
meet a deficiency in the Treasury under that Administration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. At the 
very time of which he speaks, at the close of President Harrison’s 
Administration, there was a surplus in the Treasury. The 3 per 
cent bonds then proposed by the Committee on Finance were not 
to meet deficiencies. There were no deficiencies up to the close of 
that Administration. That provision was for the purpose of re- 
ducing the rate of interest on bonds which were issued for the pro- 
tection of the resumption fund, and for nothing else. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, again the Senator is at fault. 
The then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, a distinguished 
resident of the State of Ohio, cazue before a committee of Con- 
gress and said that it was necessary for him to have an increased 
amount of money to meet the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. On the face of the reports made then, as now, there was 
an insignificant balance in that year of about $2,000,000; but the 
fact confronted the Secretary of the Treasury then, as it does 
now, that after the passage of the McKinley law, the law which 
the party of the Senator from Ohio threatens the country with 
again, that law did not furnish enongh revenue to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government, and the only way in which a 
balance could be shown was by the Treasury Department refus- 
ing to expend the amount appropriated by Congress in 1891, 1892, 
1893, and 1894, to the extent of $296,868,547.41. This amount 
included the sinking fund; but after deducting the amount due 
the sinking fund for those years there still remained unexpended 
balances of about $189,000,000. It was before the Presidential 
election of 1892, before the country knew that the Democratic party 
was to succeed, that that shortage occurred. It was not officially 

resented to Congress, because the executive branch did not believe 
it was wise to present it to the country pending that Presidential 
election. The accounts then, as now, did not show the entire in- 
debtedness of the Government. I say there can be no question 
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about this fact. I have before me the statement made by Mr. 
Foster himself before a committee of the other House, where he 
appealed to them for aid. The following inquiry was put to him 
by a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. TURNER: 
et —_ consideration all these conditions which you anticipate, what 
r ju ury 


in you gment would bea fair conjecture of the condition of the Treas 
at the end of the next fiscal year? 


Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GORMAN, I will give it to the Senator. It was Febru- 
ary 25, 1893, before the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland. The Dem- 
ocratic party had not touched this question at that time. 

This was the reply of Mr. Foster: 

Secretary Foster. I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the next fiscal year, which com- 
menced on the ist of July, 1893? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President; but that was under the 
McKinley law and under the operations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment when it was in the hands of the Republican —_ , the 
President and the Senate being under their control. The Bene 
cratic party had nothing whatever to do with it. Here is more 
of Mr. Foster’s testimony: 

Mr. TuRNER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all the 


data accessible to you? 

Secretary Fosrer. I will only say this, that if I was to have the manage- 
ment of the Treasury I should t upon an increase of revenue to the ex- 
tent of $50,000,000. 

Mr. Turner. In order to meet those conditions which you rtitenist 

apeceiary Foster, Not only those conditions, but the gold conditions as 
well, 


* * 7 « + 
Secretary Foster was asked by Mr. Wilson: 


Did I understand you to express a general opinion awhile ago that in addi- 
tion to the present sources of revenue the revenues of the Treasury Depart- 
ment ought to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year? 

Secretary Fostex. Yes, 


Mr. McMi..in. Would you make that for one year or a permanent increase 
of revenue? 


Secretary Foster. As things are g now a permanent revenue, for two 
reasons. 1 would increase the gol 


reserve at least $25,000,000 if I had the 
money to do it with. 
Mr. TurNER. But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 


Scehacee Fostrrr. I think an annual increase of $50,000,000 would make the 
Treasury easy, and if I were going to manage it I would want to have it. 

The response to that pane from the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was the action of the Senator from alte = an appro- 
priation bill, as I now propose to do, $50,900,000—to owhat? To 
pay the current expenses of the Treasury; to pay amounts which 
the Government owed, and only incidentally to protect the gold 
reserve. Mr. President, there can be no question as to this fact.. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What Secretary Foster said was absolutely 
irue. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it was not to meet deficiencies in the 
current expenses; it was to maintain the sinking fund and also to 
maintain the fund for the resumption of specie payment. The 
sinking fund is expressly stipulated for, and the $50,000,000 al- 
luded to by Mr. Foster, as shown over and over again by his state- 
ment, is to cover the oe fund. The sinking fund had fallen 
until the surplus, in July following the incoming of Mr. Cleveland, 
was still in excess of our expenditures $2,000,000, but the sinking- 
fund provision had not been complied with. 

Mr.GORMAN,. Mr. President, the sinking fund had never been 
taken into account at all by Mr. Foster in this matter. He paid 
on the sinking fund in 1891 $44,006,111.37, and in 1892 he paid 
$37 574,179.98. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Leaving a balance of $5,071,190 in 1891 and 
$11,488,934.34 in 1892; and from that day to this there has been 
acarcely anything — upon the sinking fund. It was not the 
sinking fund for which he wanted the money, but he wanted the 
money to pay the ee which had been made by Congress. 

is point the following table as to the sinking 
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Mr. President, during the Administration of President Harri< 
we appropriated nearly $300,000,000 more than the whole Sovenum 
ot the Government derived from the McKinley law. The fact 
remains that the deficit goes back, and during dent Harri. 
son’s Administration Y toon McKinley law cut the revenue down 
$50,000,000 a year, and your ropriations increased nearly $75, - 
000,000, The actual payments by the Treasury during 1891. jx): 
1688, antl 1904 were im excess of reosipta $119,219,213.72, ° 

r. MAN. we a us of $2,341, 5 
of July, 1898. surp. $2,341,000 on the ist 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, and you left unpaid when Preside ‘ 
rison went out of office $189,000,000, the greater part of wink 
had to be paid under this Administration. 

I desire to be entirely fair about this matter, and I will say that 
following the advice of the Senator from Ohio, Secretary Foster 
and his predecessor and Secretary Carlisle have acted as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says they ought to act, as patriotic men, and when 
they have not money to pay the debts of the Government thay 
should refuse to expend money appropriated. That is what has 
been done under your Administration, and it is precisely what is 
occurring under this Administration. 

Now, in order to meet the obligations of the Government and 
no longer to make its creditors wait for their money, I propose 
that they shall have 3 per cent certificates, so that they may pay 
current expenses and avoid in future, if we can, the use of long- 
term bonds bearing a high rate of interest. e 

Mr. SHER I have before me a table taken from the last 
statement of Secretary Carlisle, which shows that in 1893 the re- 
ceipts of the Government were $385,000,000—I leave the odd num- 
bers out—and the total expenditures were $383,000,000, leaving a 
surplus on hand of $2,341,000, which goes to show that 2+ ‘hat 
time the Me yng oc of the Government were paid and there 
was still left this balance of $2,000,000 after the McKinley law 
went into operation. 

Mr. GORMAN. To what year does the Senator refer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The year 1893. 

Mr. GORMAN. Sa 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Fg ending June 30. 

Mr. GORMAN. June 30, 1893. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. At the end of that year, which was 
four months after Mr. Cleveland became President of the United 
States, the excess of revenue over expenditures was $2,341,674. 

Mr. GORMAN. That was a book account. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Another remark which the Senator makes is 
that this amount did not cover outstanding liabilities. It did 
more than cover all outstan liabilities, for in the next year, 
when the Senator = they paid $100,000,000, the expenditures 
were only $356,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the end of the year 1893, to which the Sen- 
ator refers, in which he says there was a balance of $3,0(0,000— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two million dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. There was due the sinking fund that year 
Seieeehanes br Commmrese tating ha Whitle of Mc. Harrisons Ad. 

y g the whole 0 r. rrison's Ad- 
sinieteédion, besides the sinking fund, there were unadjusted 
a Jn the which, if they had been paid, would 

ve 


red ae $200,000, 000. 
Mr. LER. ill the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 
Mr. TELLER. I suggest that in the month of October, 1892, 
there was a deficiency. The expenditures for that month were 
more than the revenues. same was true of the months of 
November, December, and February following. [For the four 
months preceding the 1st day of March, 1893, there was a defi- 
ciency of over $4,000,000, com with October. 
Mr. SHERMAN. In other words, the moment Mr. Cleveland 
was elected the deficiencies 
began before Mr. 


commenced. 
Cleveland siected. ay «oe my Rew dh not 
was an 6 was 
elected until November. ; 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, let us see what further Mr. 
Foster says about this matter. Mr. Cleveland was not then Pres- 
ident. This was in February, 1893. Mr. Wilson asked Mr. Fos- 
ter this question: 

Mr. Wiison. Did I understand you to express a opinion awhile 

sources 


that in addition to the of revenue the revenues of the 
Treasury Department ough to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year! 


This was under the McKinley law. 


Secretary Vosrm. Yes, sir. ‘> 
Mr. McMrii1n. Would you make that for one year or a permanc® 
Secretary Fosrsn. As things are newt @ yormenen’ revenue, for two 
Coen. POE renee the reserve at $25,000,000 if I had the 
Mr. ‘ But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 


Secretary Foster. I think annual increase of $50,000,000 would make the 
ee ee omnd if I cove going to mahage it 1 would want to have it. 
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There is no sinking fund referred to here, and 7 Secretary Fos- 


ter wanted $50,000,000 of revenue more than he had; and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Republican Finance Committee of this 
body and this Senate voted to give $50,000,000 of short-term low- 
interest bonds to meet this deficiency, because it was impossible 
at that time to _— a revenue bill increasing taxation. 

The Senator Ohio and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son} and all those in charge on the other side of the Chamber held 
at that time that it was improper, that is to say, it was outside of 
the intention of Congress in the passage of the act of 1875, author- 


Unexpended balances of appropriations, exclusive of sinking fund and Indian trust funds, at close of years 1885 to 1895. 











izing the issue of those bonds to keep up the gold reserve, to use 
the proceeds of the bonds for current expenses of the Treasury. 
Everybody on both sides of the Chamber desired to avoid that, 
and it was because of the shortage of revenue, stated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at $50,000,000, and to prevent the use of 
the proceeds of the sales of 4 and 5 percents, that we placed that 
provision in the bill. 

I append a table showing the unexpended balances of appro- 
semen exclusive of the sinking fund and Indian trust funds, 
rom 1885 to 1895, inclusive: 














vil es i - : ; 
Fiscal year— CF ao | ers oo ea Indians. Pensions. Total. 
} j 
$22, 725, 925. 28 | $10, 248, 855.65 | $4,602,270.73 | $1,573, 564.64 | $21, 787,167.17 | $60,987,783. 47 
20, 726,016.11 | 6,793,214. 49 6, 495, 358. 54 1, 690, 065.96 | 23,954.659.69 | 59,659,314. 79 
26, 416,191.85 | 15,714,848.36 | 20,916, 771.55 1, 848, 164. 87 4, OBS, O15. 54 68, 984, 802.17 
22, 501, 707. 83 9, 924,377.90 | 17,876, 717.89 2, 065, 937. 68 6, 800,802.00 | 50,250. 543.390 
32, 020,100.14 | 27,479,872.42 | 27,190,202. 24 5, 618, 950. 00 7, 401, 863. 96 99, 711, O87. 76 
29, 622, 850. 01 16, 242, 476. 64 18, 760, 979. 27 2, 185, 923. 45 806, 614. 44 67, 708, 843. 81 
88, 818, 366. 67 40, 405, 305. 69 19, 574, 608. 58 9, 320, 808. 27 8, 924,627.48 | 112,043,711. 64 
28,098, 207.45 | 26,491,821.05 | 22, 760,731.74 7, 261,324.88 | 11,596,316. 84 96, 208, 401. 96 
30, 429,419.56 | 47,835, 064. 49 16, 981, 282. 48 4, 368, 213.56 4, 459, 261. 98 104, O74, 002. 07 
24, 020,969.74 | 26,260,678. 90 7, 258, 161.21 4, 027,054.90 | 28, 067, 409. 97 89, G20, 274. 72 
26, 655, er 39, 208, 700. 22 9, 123, 145. 89 5, 311,618.20 | 35,986,519.71 | 116,285, 126. 23 











Now it comes, in the course of time, when the Democratic party 
is in power; and Ifrankly admit, as I have before, and I think as 
the Senator from Ohio and those who agree with him on the other 
side should admit, that neither the McKinley Act nor the bill we 
recently passed produces revenue enough to meet the expenditures 
that ete has directed the Executive to make. th sides 
should *¢ these stubborn facts. It is the manly way,in my 
ju t, tomeetthiscase. It is adeficiency. It occurred with 
you use you placed your rates so high as to prohibit the im- 
tion to a great extent. It has occurred with us because we 
ve placed the duties possibly too low or placed too many items 
upon the free list. It has occurred with us because of a most ex- 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
from our revenues from thirty to fifty million dollars 

that have accrued under the income-tax provisions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from land charges a defi- 
ciency of revenue to the McKinley Act, and yet the Democratic 
year. Se mement it came into power, reduced largely the revenue 
from imported goods by an act I believe they would be 


we oe rid of. 
; Does the Senator from Ohio mean it reduced 
revenue or reduced duties? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we were msible for g a bill 
which left a surplus of only $2,000, 


5 


a year, they have a 
which creates a deficiency of from thirty to fifty wittion dol 
larsayear. That is the difference. 

Mr.GORMAN. I am trying to deal with this question from 
oe tere ore I was ene i - I ar 
Senator from 0 opposing any proposition looking to 
relief of the Treasury. The Republican party, as I have tried 
to show, by the McKinley Act and by the appropriations made 
when you were in power in another branch of Congress, aided to 
about this condition of affairs. The present law is ineffi- 
l admit. We want to meet the condition and apply the 
. The Senator from Ohio talks of the McKinley Act and 
produced. During the first twelve months of its existence 
ced $371,932,536.81. The present act during the last 
ve months uced $320,379,654.66. I submit a statement 
Seen of the receipts under the two acts for certain 


F 


aye E 
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Receipts under the McKinley and the Wilson tariff acts. 
Under the McKinley tariff act: 

the first twelve months....................-...00---- $371, 982, 536. 81 
LER A RT 316, 661, 099. 01 

Bept. 1 1804, to Jane 90, 1895 $237, 088, 627.57 

ek iciccce ss v veneee 29,009, 697. 89 

far Ampees, 1008..................... 28, 952, 696. 70 
ring first twelve months....................------ 061, 022. 16 
Recdinte ea: ie eS ee Sor re abt. o8 


If there had not been stricken from the Wilson Act the provision 
known asthe income-tax law, that act with its present rates would 
have produced more revenue than the McKinley Act. No man 
will question that who will look at the igures. That 
con ee ees owla not contro t now the 

confronts us. shall we do? You will have ap- 
Congress, when we shall have finished, 
fiscal year, besides your contracts of 





from seventy to eighty million dollars. I have not the exact fig- 
ures now, because the bills are in process of passage through both 
Houses of Congress, but it is safe to say the direct appropriations 
and the obligations will be $600,000,000. 

What is to be done? Can you by any method of taxation meet 
that deficit? It seems impossible. What do youdesiretodo? To 
spend the money that is in the Treasury which came from the 
sale of 4 and 5 per cent bonds? That will follow unless the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government will go to a greater extent 
than ever heretofore by simply thwarting the will of Congress 
and refusing to expend the money you have directed them to spend. 

I propose by the amendment not to use a dollar of 4 per cent or 
5 per cent long-term bonds, but to issue short-term certificates in 
20s, 50s, and 100s, and a them on sale at post-offices designated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, or to pay them out for the cur- 
rent expenses. They would not be legal tenders, but any creditor 
of the Government would be glad to have them. The taxpayers 
would be delighted, in my judgment, to see such short-term cer- 
tificates issued, redeemable in one or two or three years, as Con- 
gress may provide, so that when we shall have revenue enough 
they may be taken up and not remain a mortgage upon their 
industries for the next twenty years. 

The Senator from Ohio says meet it by taxation. I once before 
suggested to the Senator and to the Senate that the bill that came 
here to increase taxation satisfied nobody; that it never was in- 
tended to pass. The authors of it, its sponsors and supporters, 
knew that it never could become a law. 

Mr. GRAY. It would not have produced the revenue if it had 
become a law. 

Mr. GORMAN. And if it had become a law I do not believe it 
would have produced revenue enough to meet the requirements 
of the Government. 

The Senator from Ohio and his friends on the other side of the 
Chamber know perfectly well that a bill which comes here to 
increase the prohibitory rates in the McKinley Act never can 
have the support of any Democrat. It can not now, but I sug- 
gest to the Wester from Ohio that if he and his party are in 
earnest to relieve the Treasury let us agree to do three things. 
Let us repeal that provision of the present revenue law which piles 
up claims on account of alcohol to the extent of a million ora 
million and a half a month; that nobody defends; that got in by 
an accident by way of an amendment offered from the other side 
of the Chamber that is incapable of being executed. It only em- 
barrasses the Government. Let us save the Government $15,(00,- 
(00 a year by repealing that provision. Then let us put atax upon 
tea, which everybody should agree to; a revenue duty of 10 cents 
a pound, which will bring in $20,000,000 a year without adding to 
taxation a single cent. Let us place a duty upon coffee, which 
will not increase the cost to the consumer anything. With those 
three items we would give the Treasury from thirty to forty mil- 
lion dollars a year and save these claims of twelve or fifteen million 
dollars a year. 

Now, if the Senator from Ohio will agree toa nonpartisan prop- 
osition as this is, one that does not trench upon the Republican 
idea of high protection or interfere with the Democratic idea of 
low taxation, we can unite, in my judgment, or at least I will be 
glad to unite with him to relieve the Treasury. if you will do 
that, with this provision which I propose, to be used only in case 
of emergency, used as the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual 
report says he ought to have the power in case of emergency, the 
Treasury will be in condition to meet any ordinary demands. 
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Look atit, Mr. President. From the day the McKinley Act went 

into operation and the bill known as the Sherman silver law was 
ut upon the statute book down to this gold has ceased coming in 

ar customs duties, the revenues have run down, the expendi- 
tures have increased, and whenever the balances have been ata 
low ebb there have been raids on the Treasury for its gold, and 
more bonds have been sold. When the Treasury has been strong, 
as it is now, the gold reserve is apparently safe,and there is no 
demand for the redemption of greenbacks. 

T call upon Senators on the other side of the Chamber to 
some act for the relief of the Treasury. The distinguished g en- 
ator from Ohio, if -we are to believe newspaper reports, is soon 
to be the great premier leading another Administration which is 
pledged to prohibitory duties, which is pledged to protection until 
it excludes; whose a in this Congress seems to be pledged to 
vote all the money that can be put into appropriation bills, a party 
of high protection, of extravagance in expenditures. I call upon 
Senators on the other side to make some effective provision that 
will make it unnecessary to sell more long-term bonds. 

Mr. President, I have no more interest in these matters than 
any other Senator upon thisfloor; but Ihave had only one view of my 
duty, and that is to vote for sufficient revenue to pay the current 
expenses of the Government. When we have found a deficiency 
in that regard I have advocated a reduction in the expenditures. 
T have been unalterably opposed to the issue of bonds to pay the 
current expenses in time of peace. I have labored to the best of 
my ability in that direction. But so far as cutting down expendi- 
tares is concerned I admit I have failed. 

The appropriations stand to-day greater than ever before. If 
the present Congress adjourns without making provision for the 
Treasury, whether by taxation or by some suc ovision, the 
responsi iy must be with those who control legal ation in both 
branches of Congress. If youattempt to escape ps us that 
we voted against the revenue bill as it came here from the House 
of Representatives, I say, “Yes; we voted against it.” We are 
es to go to the country upon that vote. It is a bill which 

not satisfy Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 
Gistinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. CartEer] has rendered 
- the country a service by the manly sh he made e i 
bill, It is unfair in its structure. It wonld not produce revenue. 
It was drawn to antagonize the Democratic thought, and I am 
delighted to know that it antagonized the liberal Republicans 
who want fair dealing in the. matter of taxation. 

Mr. STEWART. . President, I like the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] with a slight modification. 
We have in the Treasury impounded some over $100,000,000 
of current money, mostly ee which is the world no 
good. It is a surplus. a or the use of 
that surplus, and I wish the Senator Maryland would modify 
the place of the $100,000,000 of greonbacks that are impounded, 

of the 000,000 o: are impo 
eulnartully asIcontend. That would do something toward reliev- 
ingthe country. But I am opposed to 
ing interest on it for the purpose of producing contraction and 

mes. 

Iam totally at variance with the Senator from Ohio . SHER- 
MAN] in his assertion that this country is rich and be able to 

y taxes than ever before. Never in the history of this country 
4 it been so difficult for the people a as it is to-day. 
Never in the history of this country were increasing 
as they are now. ‘s report for the last three 
months, and it presents an alarming situation as to bankr 
suicides, insane e, criminals, i 
distress in the country. 

That we are on the road to bankruptcy is to me as clear as day. 
We are traveling the road that Turkey traveled before she reached 
the goal of insolvency. Weare in aft mew any ae while she 
was spending her patrimony. We are follo example of 
bankrupt Italy. e are ing to deliver when we have 
not the gold to deliver. eare borrowing gold to payinterest on 
obligations as those nations did. It will be but ashort time before 
we arein the same situation. We are issuing bonds not, they say, 
to carry on the Government, not for the p of raising reve- 
nue, but there are two things to be accom ed by the issuance 
of bonds. One is more debt, more taxation, more inability to . 
The other is less circulation, more h . There o 
some way to get that aah ok Se eee I know of no 
way except by liberal room ween ee Now is the time a 
your appropriation bills to ve thecountry, and put $150, 
of idle money into circulation, We ha other way of d 

But to those who think that we are not on the road to bank- 
ruptcy let me point to the situation. mated eng 
Giligehions are estimated, at the Se ae ee. e 
are not enough of our commodities to pay for what 
we buy al We did not do so the last year. How are 
we to meet the fixed obligations ann By more debt. The 
Government is borrowing money to pay its portion of these obli- 


Ths | shifts the 
xposing the | go 


borrowing money and =, Em 


-_ 


gations and to supply gold to the gold gamblers. Priva, 
rations are borrowing money. We are piling up this ‘ace ee 
nually, and no man points out any whereby the people 
of the United States can get out of ‘hie difficulty. The Senator 
from Ohio says more taxation, Will putting more money in tie 
Treasury relieve us of our foreign obligations? On the contrary 
it will make it more difficult to peng obligations, becans: 
there will be less money in aude with which to do business. 
If you retire the greenbacks and winte ce yy rp as suggested, if 
you buy them with rca ay i , it will increase your 
gold obligations, if you pay in gold. It will not diminish them. 
if the gold stan inte hommeiabebedhthene will be $15,000,009 
more a year, The Government has no means of obtaining gold 
unless it legislates to send gold to a premium, for whenever t}), 
Government of the United States demands gold in payment o¢ 
taxes instead of other money, gold will be at a premium, When 
ou demand | d for customs duties gold will go to a premium. 
hen you did it once before you sent gold to a premium the very 
next day. You will doit nowif you make the discrimination, 
Everybody knows it. 

The Government has no means of getting — except by bor- 
ro it. If the Government is redeeming creen- 
backs by converting them into gold obligations, into bonds, it 
will have to borrow to pay interest on the gold obligations 
which are out. Then how are individuals to get gold if they can 

Treasury? How are the corporations, who 
have unfortunately entered into gold obligations, to get gol: 
They have foreign o The Government of the United 
States has none. But they have entered into those obligations, 
The gold can not be got out of the Treasury. Individuals must 
raise it, and they have to So ay 0 png The only way 
to maintain the gold standard is to refuse to pay. Bankruptcy is 
the = way to maintain it, for whenever you struggle to get it 
you send gold to a premium. . 

When the Government of the United States ceases to sell bonds, 
when it can do that no longer, gold will go toa premium. If it 

the '’ if it sells no more bi mds, 
revenue in gold, and gold will 
ing to the Treasury 


t be ledged 

t viduals who owe gold must have it. Ww will they 

get it? By —— it at a premium or they will repudiate their 

obligations. only way that the gold standard can be main- 

tained is by universal . You must refuse to pay. 

oe ceases to sell money a hae gold, and if 

pay gold obligations, go m gotoa 

gold standard means y. Bankruptcy 

premium. that eb 

t struggle 

bankruptcy. That is what the gold standard 

ae : Ma eg oe in - other oo Sane is 

what it mean y, in Spain, in the Turkish 

pire. Gold standard means rot nape, Teal is no doubt 

about that, and here we are higgling about getting the money out 
of as coe ore 

Maryland would put out green- 

greenbacks retired, so as to let busi- 

he would do deal of good. I 

amendment extent, But 1 wish 

the standard can not be main- 

, for the attempt to cet 

send to a premium. 

goaround. It is ible for us to 

million dollars of gold in the 

hundred million dollars of it are in 

are in Russia’s war chest; that $15).- 

reserves of Austria, and that $900,000.00 

from France, because 

in silver as well as gold, 

to do business. She 

accumulates gold, You can not 

that reason and for another. If you attempt 

can not get it awry 

can not get 


$600,000,- 

The $100,- 
wing, 

e are the only 
of all the 

and pay 

dard for 

year after 


recognized 
They say if 


fr a 


bak had 
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yable in Treasury notes. It would have two good effects. One 

that it would certainly effect the payment of the debt, and the 

other is that it would give the _ le that much more currency, 
er 


I move that the amendment I o inserted at the proper _. 
I have not a copy of the bill by me, but let the amendment follow 
the amount of money ae riated, whatever it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFI 
Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

Payable in Treasury notes to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
from time to time as they shall be required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from lb 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not care to discuss the amendment at all, 


and so far as I know no friend of the amendment does propose to 


discuss it, but I am anxious to see how the Senate feels about it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquires of the Sena- 


tor from Kansas to what a eae appropriation in the bill he 
1e 


desires his amendment app 

Mr, PEFFER. Where the Senator from Maryland proposed 
to insert his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 16, at the end of the 
bill, the clause reads as follows: 


For one-half of said sum, to be supplied by the United States, $3,425. 
Mr. PEFFER. No; there is a specific sum appropriated some- 


where. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last appropriation in the 
bill, the Senator will notice, is a specific sum of one-half of $3,425. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let the amendment be read — 

The SzecretTary. It is proposed to insert the following: 

b 

Mmm Cm 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention of the Senator from Kan- 
sas a moment. I suggest the propriety of modifying the amend- 
ment so that it shall read ‘‘ that all appro riations made under 
this bill” or “‘ by virtue of this bill” s be payable in legal- 
tender notes. 
wan a I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 

ebraska. 

The - Sgcgrecopseal G OFFICER. Theamendmentas modified will 


read. 
Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the amendment be inserted at 


the end of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be inserted at the end of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. That will do. I thought there was a Cc 
sum appropriated by the bill, and I desired my amendment to be 
inse immediately after the amount stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KYLE. I have not heard the amendment read yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The Secretary. Add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That all appropriations made in this bill shall be payable in Treas- 
ury seeban to ho bummed’ vie Secretary of the Treasury from time to time as 
they shall be required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
= — to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 

FFER]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and Mr. ALDRICH an- 
swered ‘* a 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I call for the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Senator 
from Indiana that a name has been called and a response has 
been recorded at the desk. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the proposition read 
which we are to vote upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the amendment 


= _— read, 
eP IDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the roll 
call will be discontinued. The amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That all a 
ury notes te be issu 
shall be required. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALLEN. The question is not debatable pending the roll 
call. Lrise to a point of order 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
will state his point of order. 


tions made in this bill shall be payable in Treas- 
y Secretary of the Treasury from time to time as 
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ae ALLEN. The roll call had been begun and one response 


been fs 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, By unanimo } 
cai cian dianiiened. y us consent the rol] 
Mr. ALLEN, By unanimous consent the roll call was discon- 
tinued at the request of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrig) 
t the of the amendment, and no further. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska js 
mistaken. The Chair understood the Senator from Indiana to 
request that the question be divided. It is in order to call for q 
division of the question, if the Senator from Indiana desires to 
do so. Will the Senator from Indiana indicate how he desires to 
have the amendment divided? 
Mr. TURPIE. 1 did not ask fora division of the question: I 
simply asked to have the amendment read. : 
r. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to make the point of 
order that the amendment is new legislation. 
Mr. PEFFER. I submit that it is too late to raise a point of 


order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the point 
of order is made too late. The roll call will be resumed. 

The Sonaeey resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLan]. [ do 
not know how he would vote if present. 

Mr. BURROWS. _ I think my coll 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then! will wi 
present, I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr, GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, 
I should vote “ =" ” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HansBROUGH’s name was called), 
I again announce the of the Senator from North Dakota | Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Pamer}. 

Mr. (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I make the same 


would vote “ nay.” 
oldmy vote. If he were 


transfer of m as before and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. PR D (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLancnarp]. If he were 


present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Proctor’s name was called). I 
desire to again announce the pair of the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. PUGH? with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cat}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. More@an]. If he were present, 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. N (when his name wascalled). I have a general 
a with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN}. 

he were mt, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” : 

Mr. TE a his name was called). I am paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis}. As he 
is absent, I withhold my vote. ; , 

Mr. hen his name was called). I am paired with 
. BRICE]. 

The roll call was uded. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the negative). I have 
already voted. I to announce the transfer of my pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKiNs] to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 43; as follows: 


Allen, Daniel, a Roach, 
Butler, George, porter, Stewart, 
Cameron, Kyle, Pettigrew, Vest. 
Aldrich, Chandler ne Gray, Sewell, 
Allison, Chilton, * Hawley, Sherman, 
Bacon, Clark, Hill, Shoup, 
Baker, Cockrell, ones, Ark. oot . 
| Dubois, Fodge.” Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, rth all, 
Burrows, nr Wal 
Cannon, Gibson, Perkins, white 
Carter, Gorman, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—#. ‘i 

Blanchard, Harris, ’ Til'man, 
Davis, . N Palmer, 

ev. * 

Pritchard Wilson, 
gear. Medien, — Wolcott. 
_— Oreg. Quay, 

So the amendment was rejected. 








Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted | imperfect form by the Government of Brazil; and we are putting 


after line 9, on page 14, to come in after the amendment reported 
by the Committee on oo. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. — 

The SECRETARY. After line 9, on page 14, it is proposed to 


the Board of Ord d Fortification to procure and test one 
oO nance and Fortifica ( 
oie torpedo of the t patented by Lieut. Nicholas J. Halpine, 


tates , the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 

pipes hon | nat vlyit licensee of said Halpine patent for said torpedo, with- 
t advertising, which shall be construct according to the plans and 
specifications repared by said N. J. Halpine, and the etails of said plans 
may be modihed. changed, and improved, in the discretion of the con- 


sum or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
a moe rcehase and experiments of the said Halpine torpedo. 
mo completion and teats of the Halpine 


pon the o herein referred to, a 
port shall be made to the Secretary of War at the next session 
a oe said tests, in which shall be stated in detail the performance 
of this of fecpoee in maneuvering and firing and the merits and defects | 
of the same and the 


‘= rice on Bangs waht ey eee = ae pum 
ve e same. er wi 6 price for whic oe 
bore, and tes patents may be obtained. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if this proposed amendment has received the approval of any 

mmittee? 

“ur. LODGE. It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
= ALLEN. Only the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. LODGE. It was referred to that committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I make the point of order on the amendment 
that it has not been mete by any committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
makes the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only desire to say a few words 
in regard to the point of order. I wish to express my surprise, 
after so many hundreds of thousands of dollars have been appro- 
priated for so many other torpedoes, that this amendment, which 
only carries an appropriation of $9,500, should have been rejected 
by the committee. : 

Of course, if the point of order is made, I do not propose to dis- 
cuss the merits of the case, although I will state to the Senate 
that I feel perfectly able to do so. Ido not, however, desire to 
delay the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to hear 


from the Senator on the point of order as to whether the amend- 
ment has been a committee or is otherwise in order. 
Mr. ALLEN. If the will permit me to interrupt him, I 


would state that, under the peculiar circumstances of the case, I 
will withdraw the t of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn; 
and the question is on the adoption of the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, as the Senator from Ne- 
braska has been kind enough to withdraw the point of order, I 
ill say a few words inregard to the amendment, which is framed 

yon same manner as the amendment reported by the 


Committee on ee in regard to the Howell carriage, 
which is in the usual form 


The amendment relates to a controllable torpedo, a most im- 
portant device, if it can be obtained, for modern warfare, and it 
calls for a small a tion. The committee have appro- 

ited $50,000 for the a oe caroan pore 4 hon A. H, 
gun carriage, an or the test o e Gatling gun 
and the amount asked for in the amendment as to the 
t $9,500. Some of those for which the com- 
has ted these large sums for experiment have 
hardly got the stage of drawings—the ifications, I 
think, are y made in some cases—whilst the Halpine torpedo 
has been passed favorably by nine foreign boards, and has 
been already ect by one foreign Government. 
even to put the Government to the expense of 
this extra $9,500 if the committee will admit it by name in the 


ee 


i 
2 


general er for torpedoes. I should be entirely content 
with that; I think that device deserves an examination by the 


Government, and there is no other way of securing that examina- 

tion that I am aware of except by a provision in this bill. If the 

Senator in charge of the bill o ects to making the additional ap- 

ow the Halpine torpedo to come 

eee tine 16. If he would agree to insert, 
e 


words ‘‘including the Halpine 
cover the aes 
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in the bill $150,000 for schemes which have hardly got beyond 
paper, and yet will not allow $9,500 to go into the bill for this 
torpedo, which has been tested by practical experiments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lieutenant Halpine appeared before the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations, and made a 
lengthy and exhaustive statement. The committee were favor- 
ably ne with his device. While we had some technical 
knowledge of electricity, and propelling vessels through the water, 
yet we thought that the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
which has been created by an act of Congress, far more cx mpetent 
to pass upon the utility of his device than a committee of the Senate, 

Mr. LODGE. Then, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. PERKINS. In one moment; but I will anticipate, I think, 
what the Senator is about to say. 

We were favorably Soaeeues with Mr. Halpine, who is an edu- 
cated gentleman, educated by the Government at our naval 
school, who, with many others, appeared before the committee, 
and they saw only their own inventions through their own glasses, 
being color-blind as to the merits of all other inventions. But 
the committee, as I said, though favorably impressed with that 
and other devices which were presented to them, thought it proper 
to leave it to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which, as 
is well known by the Senator from Massachusetts, is composed of 
the Commanding General of the Army, the Chief of Engineers, an 
artillery officer, the Chief of Ordnance, and a distinguished civil- 
ian. The committee therefore recommended the increase of the 
appropriation that was placed at the disposal of this Board from 
$100,000 to $150,000; an the Senate to-day has concurred in the 
recommendation that the amount be increased $50,000. Lieuten- 
ant Halpine will — before that Board, I assume, in due time, 
will there present his device to them, and if the Board believe it 
superior to any other device of the kind they will undoubtedly 
adopt it; but if we place in this bill the name of Lieutenant Hal- 
pine, we should also place in it the names of a dozen or more 
others who desire their inventions to be tried. 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely the point I was going to make. 
The committee have picked out certain persons and made appro- 
priations for certain devices. If you will refer all these devices to 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, strike out these amend- 
ments for specific inventions that you have now put in, I should 
not have one word to say; that would be all right; but you pick 
out three inventions and you make appropriations for them, and 
then you exclude another. Let them all go to the Board or else 
direct the Board as to those which it is desired to have examined, 

Mr. PERKINS. The three cases referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts are entirely different from this. As to one of them 
especially, that for the creation of a gun carriage, the inventor has 
rendered valuable service to this Government in years past; and 
perhaps through the testimony he gave to our committee or the 
committees that preceded it in other Congresses we have been 
enabled to save the Government a large amount of money. 

The Howell gun carriage was recommended to the committee 
by the Chief of Ordnance, with the statement that the Board 
would like to try it; that they believed it had intrinsic merit; and 
that if provision was made in the bill they believed that they 
could build one carriage, and that satisfactory results would inure 
from that. But this 1s ey an invention for propelling a tor- 
pedo through the water with a man astride of it. When I asked 
the inventor where the man would be in an engagement he said 
‘Humanity does not shoot a man in the water.” (Laughter. | 
Well, perhaps not; but experience in naval warfare refutes that 
statement. . 

I do not, however, wish to go into the details about this matter. 
We believe this invention has merit, and the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification have the money to purchase a dozen of these de- 
vices if they desire to do so; and if the inventor can show them 
that it has the merit he claims for it they will undoubtedly accept 
the invention of the friend of my friend from Massachusetts, and 
it will become a part of the armament of this great Government. 

Mr. LODGE. I only desire to say that the gentleman in ques- 
tion is not my constituent. He is the son of Halpine, who was 
well known as a writer some years ago under the name of Miles 
O'Reilly. He has been a naval officer, was educated at Annapolis, 
and retired on account of the failure of his health. He showed 
me his invention, which does not require a man to ride astride of 
it, as the Senator from California stated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Pardon me one moment. If the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, after the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has traced the genealogy of this distinguished gentleman, 
will agree to admit the provision in the bill without any appropria- 
tion I shall not object that it be recommended for trial. 

Mr. LODGE. Say ‘‘including the Halpine torpedo.” That is 
all I desire to insert. I ask for no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his amendment and submits another amendment, which 
the Secretary will state. 
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The Secretary. At the end of line 16, on page 9, after the 
word ‘‘ torpedoes,” it is proposed to insert “including the Halpine 

ado. ” 

r. ALLISON. As the Senator from California [Mr. Perxivs] 
in charge of the bill refers to me, I think I onght to say that the 
comunittee expended as much time as they could expend upon this 

oung lieutenant of the Navy, and we all agreo that he had a most 
inyentons invention. Of course we knew very little about its 
effectiveness. We aleo inquired, as I remember, of the Chief of 
Ordnance respecting it, but he had not made such investigation 
as would enable him to express an opinion regarding it. I have 
no doubt that the Board of Ordnance and Fortification will test 
this torpedo, If they find on looking it over that it has merit, 
and certainly if it be true, as stated by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that nine foreign governments have already tested and 
adopted it, I should think that our Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 
cation would be derelict in their duty if they did not also test it. 
I should think, however, that this young officer, if he has such a 
valuable invention, could himself afford, or in some —_ his 
friends to assist him in making a to o, 80 that it could be tested 
without expense to the Government. But I have no objection, I 
will say to the Senator from Massachusetts, to incorporating the 
amendment in the way he now proposes. 

I want, however, to say one thing as to the criticism made by 
the Senator from Massachusetts in ree to three special appro- 

riations which are made in this b 

ore Howell, who has inventeda disappearing carriage, which he 
regards as of high value, and the Chief of nance stated that he 
also regarded it as valuable, and therefore expressed a wish that 
it should be tested. 

The next provision is one for Mr. Emery, a well-known inventor 
of the highest. attainments, who had secured some two or three 
years ago an appropriation for $110,000 for the erection of a 
12-inch disappearing carriage. That appropriation was made 
under such conditions and limitations as it impossible for 
him to proceed with the construction of that carriage. 

The other is an appropriation providing for the test of a gun 
that is proposed by Mr. Gatling, who is a well-known inventor, and 
who has invented many valuable guns fer the Army. 

Mr. PERKINS. A gun and a mortar. 

Mr. ALLISON. A gun and amortar. Our me guns and 
mortars are being made of steel. Mr. Gatling believes that he can 
make a gun of a composite character which, as to its value, will 
far exceed those now being manufactured, and which can be made 
at a much less expenditure. 

Mr. PERKINS. One-half, he says. 

Mr. ALLISON. At one-half the present expenditure. 

These three ee are made for the purpose of testing 
the chief element in the cost of our fortifications. Two or three 
years ago we made appropriations for what were known as lifts to 
elevate high-power , at an expense of $225,000 each, the gun 
itself only costing ,000 or $70,000. Then, there have been a 
number of people who _ been e po —— invention of dis- 
appearing carriages. e officers 0. nance Department 
enue have made and tested a disappearing carriage which 
was satisfactory to them. 

Senators will remember that we have by this bill entered ac- 
tively upon an expenditure for our f ms which will, if 
carried out as here proposed and as by the ordnance and 

officers, —= — than $100, a and of noneneee guns 

gun carriages e appliances ¢ ose and gun car- 

will amount to or sixty million ines Therefore it 

was ae the committee believed eee sn to make ~ 
expenditures specifically, yas expenditures were to 

made for eed grea acre of ao and of the most 

dis inventors of our country, who have hitherto demon- 

str: their ability as inventors by making i i 

So I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not think that 
we have inserted these amendments in the bill merely for the pur- 
pose of pl this, that, or the other inventor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no objection in the world 
to ths appropriations for the specific 
ator from i 


torpedoindeed. Iha ; Sep Sian tataoaannotiodon at 

o ve no mo 

for experiments in all these important implements of war; It 

they are right; but here are men in this bill, whom the 

Senator from Iowa has just described, who have had thousands 

and thousands of dollars; and when a young man comes along 

with an invention, which seems a reasonable one, in the most im- 
rtant implement of war now being considered, the controlla- 
e torpedo, it is asked why he does not his 

for its construction. I can say to the from Iowa that 

small savings which that you 


er < San Soe ve 


. The first is for Commo-. 


atone agg deny eg egg oy ae ag 

eign governments. sa passed by nine diffe 
foreign boards, passed with bation, and also the torpedo in 
vented by him, in its first most Pe form, has been pur- 
chased by the Government of Brazil. It is s to be a con- 
trotlable torpedo, not ridden by aman in the water, as the Senator 
from California described it, but controlled b electricity. I am 
not an expert in those matters: I have mn the faintest idea 
whether it is a device that is likely to succeed or not; but [ do 
think that there is no reason why we should not spend a f.w 
thousand dollars in experimenting with this device when we «yr. 
very wisely expending $150,000 in experimenting with the devices 
of odore Howell and Mr. Gatlingand Mr. Emery. It see). 
to me that that is the only way we shall ever get such impo. 
ments of warfare as we desire. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I intended no reflection on this young officer 
of the Navy. I only meant to suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that if this invention has the merit which he ascri}j.s ¢) 
it, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification will have sense eno; 
to see it, and we have provided ample means to enable this you) 
officer to test his torpedo, without naming him specifically, 211 
if the Board of Ordnance and Fortification should realize, as yo 
have a right to suppose they will, the merits of his invention, t})on 
it would cost but a small sum to manufacture this control!,})!¢ 
torpedo by the inventor himself, whereas, as to these other pro- 
visions which we have put in the bill, they involve large expendi- 
tures which can only be made by the nt itself. 

Now, I want to say, as I said in the ning, that I have no 
objection to inserting the name of Mr. pine, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to have his name inserted, but I only 
wanted, so far as I could, to vindicate the committee as to tho 
charge of their failure to mee ron oes in this smal! invention, 
costing only $9,500; but instead of the committee proposing a yen- 
eral sum of $50,000, to cover this and others like it, making the 
amount altogether $150,000. That was the point I made. [ desired 
only to reply to the criticisms of the Senator from Massachuseits 
as to the liberality of the committee in one direction ani its 
economy in another. 

Mr. LODGE. [have no desire to criticise the committee. I 
merely desire that this shall be tried by the Board. I 
have great for the opinion of this Board. I have no doubt 
that it is an excellent one. I have not any question of that what- 
ever, and have no doubt that they are great experts; but stil! th. y 
are not infallible. Boards of experts in the Army and Navy are 
not infallible, and everyone who is familiar with the history of 
the Monitor knows that the naval said it would never do; 
and if it had nct been for the civil ent of the Govern- 
ment it would never have been tried, and yet the invention of the 
Monitor revolutionized naval warfare. ‘ore expert boards 
are not always right, t they are right in a great majority of 
cases undoubtedly. But is no reason why Congress should 
not recommend to them, as it has done substantially in hundreds 
of other cases, a device which it thinks worthy of trial. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question before he takes his seat. 


Mr, LODGE. . 
Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator’s amendment make it mandatory 
are authorized to do so. 


to make the experiment 


. PERKINS. Inasmuch as my friend from Massachusetts 
challenged the correctness of a statement which was made by me, 
pss an extract from the testimony taken before the com- 


by for- 


Senates Pena. ‘Have you practically demonstrated the utility of your 
entertain lcs nen Seated that’yon can guide it wherever 


you please? 

jpammnengs Macatee =e that is the we sent to Brazil. 
Senator Where is man who operates the apparatus 
that guides the 


ALrine, Ho has this board in his hands 


the . Here isa 

] After the man gets 
fresh om sod gets 

a mile range of the ves- 
turning this little rear 

. he is riding there. 


tor Fans What is there to protect the man from sharpshooters 00 
Licutenant HALPINE. Humanity does not shoot a man in the water. 
to satisfy the Senator that I was correct in my 
former statement on this ’ 
. he question is on the amendment 
Massachusetts. 


the Senator from 
being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 


"i f 


- y - ie tie >, a, ee " 
z an & Bens voy thd. to “Ft 
Me eee ee PT TANT. ae ee oh 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the Sec- 


retary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Aldrich Calin, conse, Ark. b 
Bon. Lindsay, gene 
Dubois, Lodge, oup, 

fate. Elkins, Martin, Squire, 
Berry. eee, a Sewart, 
= Bellinger, Pasco, Thurston, 
Burrows, Gear, Peffer, Vest, 
Butler, George, Perkins, Walthall, 
Cannon, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Carter Gray. Platt, White, 

. Hawiey, Pritchard, Wilson, 
Chilton, Hill, Pugh, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to 


their names. A quorum is mt. The question recurs upon 
the amendment Fabmitted the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LoDGE}. 

Mr. GO . On that let us have the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am 
with the senior Senator from Michigan 
not know how he would vote if present. 


“ne ad 
vr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I make the 
same transfer I made on a previous rll call. I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. ELKiNs] to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. Voornees] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from [Mr.Gorpon}. If hewere present, I should 


vote “yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. ManTLe}]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his mame was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana {[Mr. BLancuarp]. If he were 
present, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
Senator from husetts (Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean}. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the janior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. TrL1- 
maN}, but with the distinct understanding that it shall not apply 
to questions which have no possible political significance. On 

‘ote “ 


paired 
on ee I do 
f he were here, I should 


I am paired with the 
I am paired with the 


this motion I v yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Tuurston} that we exchange our pairs. I am paired generally 
with the Senator from eo: MiTcHELL]. Let the Senator 
from Orezon (Mr. MiTcHELL]} d paired with the Senator from 
South Mr. Truman]. en the vote of the Senator 
from — . THURSTON] may stand and the pair will be 
observed. 


— THURSTON. Generally, during the absence of those Sen- 
a 

Mr. VILAS. That will relieve the question in any case. 

Mr. THURSTON. Very well. 

Mr. W ALTHALL (when hisname was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CamERon]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). 


Lam paired with 
the Senator from 


[Mr. Brice]. If he were present, I should 


concluded. 
Mr. TURPIE. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. oon. He being absent, I withhold my vote. 
Mr. L inquire whether the senior Senator from New 


ithe Vice PRE te has not voted. 


Mr. DUBOIS, I am paired with the senior Senator from New 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows: 


i 


Aldrich, 
’ Shoup, 
McBride, Saaire, 
=a r Pettigrew, Thurston, 
Cannon, E Bowell, Wilson. 
Allen, NAYS—27. 
Gray, Pasco, 
Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Liieey, Vest, 
——— 
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NOT VOTING 338. 

Bacon, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Smith, 

Blackburn, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 

Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morrill, Tillman, 

Brice, Harris, Murphy, Turpie, 

Call, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 

Cameron, Irby, Pritchard, Walthall, 

Davis, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Warren, 

Danais, McMillan, Pugh, Wolcott. 

Elkins, Mantle, Quay, 

Gear, Martin, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Loffer an amendment to come in on page 10, 
after line 19. 

The Secretary. After line 10, on page 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The sum of $50,000 to be appropriated for the purchase of the 
and position finder: Provided, That the Government shall have t 
of buying the exclusive right for the United States to this iny tion. And 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to purchase at once 
said range finder to the amount of this appropriation. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this ques- 
tionatanylength. I wish merely tomakeanexplanation. I have 
in my hand a copy of an extract from the report of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification dated February 7, 1896, in which it is 
stated that the Board approves the findings of the range-finder 
board and recommends that the Lewis depressed range finder be 
adopted. It also recommended that steps be taken to acquire the 
right to use this invention by appropriating such sum as may to 
the Secreiary of War seem just and equitable. The report is 
signed by General Miles, president of the Board, and by the re- 
corder, and it is approved by the Secretary of War. : 

l believe it is important that we should havea larger number of 
range finders than are in existence in this country. We are pro- 
viding in the pending bill for the purchase of a large number of 
high-power, long-range guns; we are providing for a large pay- 
ment to the Bethlehem Iron Company under the contract already 
existing, and we are providing for the manufacture by the Gov 
ernment of 48 additional direct-fire guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, an: 
12-inch calibers, besides many 12-inch steel-rifled mortars durii 
the present year. All these great guns are to be for harbor 
defense. 

It is well known that the range finders are essential in ascertain- 
ing the vosition of a ship inaharbor. It is also well known that 
harbors «re laid out in artificial squares, charted. This plan of 
defense is illustrated in the report of the Chief of Ordnance, show- 
ing how the shots fired from the steel mortars in depressed pits 
and sent a mile or two high can be so aimed by the use of the 
range finder as to come down on the deck of an attacking vessel, 
The range finders are necessary in ascertaining the position of a 
ship, only a few seconds being required for that purpose. I un- 
derstand that there are very few of them now on hand. I do not 
know the exact number, but [ do not believe there are as many as 
six 

Mr. PAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Washington whether 
the Ordnance Department do not think they have as many now as 
they have need for? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not understand that the Ordnance Depart- 
ment are indisposed to acquire a further number. I do under- 
stand that the Ordnance Department are not disposed to ask for 
any very large number now, but I think we ought to have at least 
a few more; and that is the reason I reduced the amount named 
in the amendment below what the Senator from Florida proposed. 

Let me say by way of explanation that I introduced this amend- 
ment in-the absence of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL], who 
gave notice of his intention to propose the amendment, and in his 
amendment the sum fixed was $250,000. He being absent to-day, 
I have, by request, introduced the amendment, and I have cut it 
down from $250,000 to $50,000, because I think we ought to have 
a number of these range finders provided for in the pending bill. 

If you are going to spend all this money for fortifications (I be- 
lieve we are right in doing it; I believe the Senate is acting just 
right in this respect); if we are going to spend this money for 
guns and projectiles, we ought to have range finders, not ail that 
are required for the future, but let us have a reasonable number 
provided. 

I hope the committee will be disposed to accept the amendment, 
but if they are not willing to make it $50,000, let us make it 
$30,000. know we have some of these range finders. It is not 
fair to the service that it should be without a reasonable comple- 
ment of the range finders that have been amply tested, and such 
as have been in the service for three years. It seems somewhat 
neglectful that, in such a liberal bill as this, we should omit to 
provide for the purchase of a single range finder, the range finder 
that has been recommended and adopted by the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the fifth report of the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification there is quite a treatise upon range finders and 
locators. There are some three or four different ones mentioned. 
The Lewis range finder is yet in its incipiency; that is, they are 
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trying three of them, one on a low altitude, one upon a high alti- 
tade, and one upon a medium range. They think well of them. 
In New York Harbor there is also another new range finder, and 
they are experimenting with it. We already have three Lewis 
range finders, for each of which the Government has paid about 
$2,000. If all our fortifications are constructed on the lines pro- 
posed by the Board, we would haveonly about 60 batteries, and there 
is no necessity of purchasing any more range finders at this time. 
Let us first construct the mortars and the cannon, get them in posi- 
tion, and then it will be time enough for us to experiment with more 
range finders. It will require but from thirty to sixty days to 
make one of them, and when we want them we can choose them 
from all the different designs. I donot want to weary the Senate 
at this time, but the testimony of the Chief of Ordnance was that 
there was no necessity at this time for making any appropriations 
other than those we have already provided for in the general bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE, By the courteous invitation of the subcommit- 
tee on appropriations it was my privilege to be present at the 
hearing before the subcommittee in its consideration of the forti- 
fications bill. Iheard what the Chief of Ordnance said. I do not 
understand that he is actually antagonistic to any ie grr 
for this, but he did not think it was necessary to accumulate any 
large number of the range finders at the present time. That is 
the reason why I have reduced the number proposed to be pur- 
chased to only one-fifth. It occurs tome we ought to provide for 
acertain small number. I should be willing to reduce the amount, 
if the committee think best, and make thesum appropriated twenty- 
five or thirty thousand dollars instead of fifty thousand dollars. 
There ought to be a small number of range finderssecured. It is 
probably an inaccurate statement that they can be prepared in 
thirty days. Everybody who has been in the business of manu- 
facturing knows that it can not be done unless these machines 
are made by hand. Then it would probably be impracticable to 
supply any considerable number of them, duly tested and accepted, 
in nas than six or eight months. 

Mr. PERKINS. neral Flagler’s testimony is here, and I wish 
to read his testimony as taken by a shorthand writer. He said: 

In my ju ent it is not at all improbable that.a better range finder may 
he arrived at than the one under consideration. If so, we donot want topur- 
chase that right and be confined to that particular one. The $250,000 ought to 
buy. at least 150 range finders. 

nator ALLISON. Where you need only 60? 

General FLAGLER. It ought to buy 150, and we may not need more than 60. 

Do you regard it important— 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] asked— 
that we should make an appropriation on that subject now? 

General Flagler replied: 

I do not. ‘ 

Upon that testimony and upon the report of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification the committee declined to recommend 
that any sum should be appropriated for range finders. 

Mr. SQUIRE, The Board of ce and Fortification—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. i make the point of order. 
foo aah And I have their report here—— 

r. 


DRICH. I make the point upon the amendment that a 


it is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an amendment a new item of ap- 
pregelatton to the bill; it is not recommended by any committee, 
and it is not included in any estimate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair sustains the point of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. — granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; and 
Walker (H. R. 6488) granting increase of pension to Thomas D, 

er. 
CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” ved March ®, 
1885, having met, after full and free conference have to recommen 
and do recommend to their res ive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its t to the tirst amendment of the 
House and to the same with an amendment as follows: Also, in section 
1, line 7, strike out the word “for” and the word “ have "’; so that the 
phrase shall read, “ seal’’; and the House agree to the same. 

i meres the second amendment of. 
saree same ed to read as follows: “Also eentinu- 
said venth and M streets north on Eleventh street to the south 
line of East Capitol *; and that the House agree to the same. 
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That the Senate recede from its t 
axmqn mente of = House — agree pepo ae Oe Sw Taare and fourth 
Tha @ Senate recede from its disagreement to the fifth ame oO 
the House and agree to the same with an amendment so that — ¢ shai 
"TAESL tee portions of the comguan’s trom Congress 

” e ons oO e com routes 
Heights to Shepherds Landing and the Harrison street branch east to tho 
ie, line shall be completed within ewe ype Dem ee passage of this 
act: ’ 
vided for iy ce section, and a ailure ase complete the eden on 
enth street east, operate to repeal the au to ions, 
and shall not re ahs carter of said company.” — -_— 
And that the House agree to the same. 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
par a 8 on the part of the Senate. 
Sites b Riemann, 
c SON, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 


or Pencote 


The ee was concurred in. 
i Cc re I move round the — os ag to the consid- 
eration 0 e erence re on the legislative, executiy 
jeticlel eagromiation 6." ea 

Mr. D . Lask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me 
~e "SULLOM I yield to the Senator from Vir 

Zz ; e e r from Virginia, but 1} 

no other Senator will’ call upon me to yield to him, oe 


COURT ROOM AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. I am instructed by the Commfttee on the Jn. 
diciary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 174) 
pane permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 

unty, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 
burg, Va., to report it en 
_ Tam also instructed to ask for the immediate passage of the 
joint resolution. I will state, in explanation, that the county of 
ham contemplates building a new court-house and asks 
on, during the time of its construction, not in any event 
exceed three years, for its courts to occupy the Federal court 
room at that place. The cities and towns in our State have always 
granted like comity to the Federal Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no debate upon the joint resolution, 
I shall aot to its present " 

Reon on . There will be no debate upon it and I think no 
objection. 


y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third , read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ee I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me for 
a momen 
Mr. CULLOM. Iyield to the Senator from Connecticut, and 
in view of the lateness of the hour and the di tion on the part 
of many Senators to call up unobjected bills, I am inclined to let 
the report go over until to-morrow morning, if it is agreeable to 
the Senate, but otherwise I should like to go on with it at once. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 


KATE EBERLE. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to call up the bill (H. R. 485) for the relief 
of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman. 

I desire to state that a similar bill passed the Senate and the 
House at the last session, but it did not get to the President in 
rey to receive his signature. I think there will be no objection 


to 
we might have some 


‘ae Blin etore anybody 
is disposed of — 
of them. 











ted from the tribe, and therefore was prevented from re- 
caving her pro rata share, to which she would have been entitled 
under the provisions of the treaty if she had remained with the 
tribe. She was ignorant of her rights and did not rejoin her tribe. 
She is now old and poor, and the committees of the two Houses of 
have formerly thought it no more than right that she 
should receive from the fundsef the tribe her fair share as an 
Indian and as a member of the tribe. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following report: 


committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
ase amendment of the House to the bill (S221) for the relief of settlers on the 
orthern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That in lieu of the Senate bill and the House amendment thereto the fol- 
lowing substitute be passed: 
“An act for the relief of settlers on ae Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity 
s. 


% 


* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in ssassembled, That those persons, their heirs, or legal rep- 
resentatives. who, between the 15th day of August, A. D. 1887, and the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1889, settled upon and made final proof and entry, under the 
homestead or preemption laws, of lands within the so-called second indemnity 
belt of the Northern Pacific Railway Company’s grant in the State of Minne- 

which entries were afterwards, without their fault, canceled, m es- 
these facts before the register and receiver of the local land office, 
such mode and under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
Interior, shall be allowed to make final homestead entry, and receive a 
therefor of a ee ot land of any of the unappropriated public 
nited States subject to homestead entry equal in ac to 
and ente’ in the said second indemnity belt as afore- 
to make any settlement or improvement upon 
so entered prior to such entry; and those persons, 
their heirs or legal representatives, who, within the period aforesaid for 
the space of six months settled upon, improved, and cultivated any of said 
indemnity lands with a view of entering the same under the homestead or 
precuston aves, Sone competent to make such entries, and who were not 
permi to such entries, upon establishing these facts before the 
ro and receiver of the local land office, in such mode and under such 
as the eS the Interior may prescribe, shall be allowed to enter, 
laws of the United States, a quantity of land of the 
uneaprepeseted eee the United States subject to homestead entry 
in t to the land settled upon, improved, and cultivated, as afore- 
homestead entry so e shall, when making proof and 
os the settlement, improvement, and cultivation 
z pom -_ ity nas ———— eres, That the mer in 
‘orce commutation of homestead entries shall a to 
tng deol under this section.” 7“ 
That those who are entitled to make the homestead entries pre- 
the section nay make such entries of any of the cul- 
tural the — of an act entitled ‘An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ 
1889, upon condition of paying for such lands the price 


the right of homestead entry conferred by the provisions of 
this act shall not be assignable, and no conveyance, sale, or transfer of the 
so entered shall be valid or of any effect if made before patent has 


THOMAS H. CARTER, 
FRED. T. DUBOIS, 
J. H. BERRY, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN F. LACEY 
EDGAR 


WILSON, 
0. W. UNDERWOOD. 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


ge 


i 
& 
E 
g 


i 
i 
i 
H 


| 


Fe 


The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DURHAM, N. ©. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call up the bill (S. 1338) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Durham, in the State of North Carolina. 

proceeded oe e sonaiter the bill” hi in had ommend 
e , whic n 
bari ore a — Se “—_ an 
amendment, on page e 13, ore the word “thousand,” to 
strike out “ fifty” and insert “twenty-five”; so as to read: 


That Beery o the Treasury be, and he is hereby authorized and 
airected to acre purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and to 





a suitable buil , including fireproof vaults. 
Sonate a es, for the use an 
ce and other Government offices 


Durham and tate of aes Caves the cost of ae and 
: mp not to queeed the cum. ot ees 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN, 3%. DAK. 
Mr. KYLE. I ask leave to call up the bill |3. 105) for the eree- 
oie objection Sin, the Sensto, in Committee of the 
no > nate, as 0 
to consider the bill. It directs the Sec 
to purchase or acquire, by condemnation - 
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ings or otherwise, a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fireproof vaults therein, for the accom- 
modation of the post-office and other Government offices at the 
city of Aberdeen, 8. Dak., the plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for the building to be previously made and approved accord- 
ing to law, and the cost for the site and building complete not to 
exceed $100,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
be read. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read vhe report submitted by Mr. Squire on the 
11th instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 8. Dak., 
have considered the same and recommend its passage 
_ Appended hereto is the report from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
is adopted by this committee and made a part of this report: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1896. 

Srr: In compliance with the request contained in letter dated December 7, 
1895, from your committee, I have the honor to submit the following report 
upon Senate bill No. 105, introduced December 3, 1895, by Hon. JAMms H. 

YLE, to provide for the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a 
suitable building, with fireproof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 


»st-office and other Government offices at Aberdeen, 8. Dak., at a cost not 
0 exceed $100,000. 

Upon receipt at this Department of a copy of said bill, letters were written 
to certain Federal officials for information in regard tothe past, present, and 
—_ future needs of the different branches of the public service at Aber- 

een, the estimated value of land for site, rents paid, population of city, ete. 

The Postmaster-General states: 


Is there a report in that case? If so, let it 


“Gross postal receipts, year ended June 30,1885, $6,451; net receipts, year 
ended June 30, 1885, $3,831; number of persons employed, including postmas- 
ter, 1; gross receipts, year ended June 30, 1895, $13,2/9; net receipts, year ended 
June 30, 1895, $5,610; number of persons employed, including postmaster, 7; 
present allowance for rent, per annum, $600." 

The postmaster states: 

“ Receipts for 1885, $6,435; for 1895, $13,279; estimated increase for the next 
ten years, at 25 per cent; number of employees in 1885, 2; in 1805, 4; number 
of boxes and drawers in use, 931; floor area now occupied, 1,500 square feet; 
annual rental paid, $900; population in 1885, 3,000; in 1895, 4,500; price of land, 
$1,500 to $3,000 for lots 25 by 145 feet.” 

From Comeutestone made, based upon the data received, it is estimated 
that a suitable site, 134 by 140 feet in size, and which would allow for the 40 
foot fire limit required by the bill, and also allow for a 90-foot extension to 
the building in the future, can be secured for about $13,000, and that a build- 
ing two stories high, with basement, about 84 by 60 feet in size, with a total 
floor area of 10,080 square feet, which will allow 3,000 square feet for post-office 
= es, 5,000 square feet for United States courts, and 2,000 square feet for 

he United States land office, built of brick, with stone trimmings, fireproof 
or nonfireproof construction, as may be determined, and including heating 
apparatus, vaults, and approaches, can be erected for 


Estimated cost of site (six lots, at average price, $2,250) ................ $13, 000 

Estimated cost of building (fireproof).................-........sss0.---- 06, 000 
i ieidibineisLsddidengmabaddcasoneteend decaceeste dedene 109, 000 

or— 

a I a ence deiennginddneunnbed 13, 000 

Estimated cost of building (monfireproof)............................... 74,000 


Respectfully, yours, 
8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
United States Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TAXATION OF ALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to 
add at the end of the bill the following as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. That all agreements hereafter made for the persfase of tie unal- 
lotted lands in any Indian reservation shall provide a fund for the payment 
of taxes upon inalienable allotments in the manner provided by this act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There isa report in that case. Please let 
it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, February 10, 
1896, and read as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs report the bill (S. 265) extending relief to 
Indian citizens, and for other purposes, with an amendment adding a section 
to the bill, as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That all agreements hereafter made for the purchase of the un- 
allotted land in any Indian reservation shal! provide a fund for the payment 
of taxes upon the inalienable allotments in the manner provided by this act.” 

And with the recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 

This bill has been twice reported to the Senate from this committee, and 
there is every reason of justice and equity why it should become a law. 

The attached papers are made a part of this report, including the report 
made by this committee to the Senate in 1892: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
fashington, February /., 1896. 
Sir: Senate bill 265, entitled “A bill extending relief to Indian citizens, and 
for other purposes,” submitted with your letter of the 24th ultimo, with 
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request for a statement of the number of acres allotted in each State, and 
my opinion as to the expediency of the bill, was referred to the Com- 


missioner of Indian Affairs, and a y his report with its inclosures, is 
transmitted herewith. -" 


Mr. HALE. Iam informed that the bill will give rise to de- 
bate. So I must ask that it go over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say with regard to the bill that 
I shall make an effort to get it up regularly and have it discussed 
and passed before the present session closes. I shall undertake to 
do it to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to such a course, but I was 
told that it would gr rise to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to take up from the table House 
bill 3237, in reference to the duties of Solicitor and Judge-Advocate- 
General of the Na There is no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consi of the bill (H. R. 3337) amend- 
ing the act of June 8, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Pres- 
ident to appoint an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps to 
perform the duties of Solicitor and J Advocate-General, etc., 
and to fix the rank and pay of such officer,” and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. HALE. . The bill has been already read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was a bill of that kind to which some 
Senator objected who is not now present and whom I can not 


Mr. HALE. All objections have been withdrawn to the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. the bill be read again, so that we may 
know what it is. 


The ary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER] will be stated. 

The Secrerary., Strike out the proviso at the end of the bill 
in the following words: 

Provided, That this arhendment shall take effect from July 19, 1892, the date 
on which the present incumbent entered on duty, and that the amount herein 
appropriated shall bs payable from the appropriation “ Pay of the Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. That amendment is not insisted upon, and I ask 
to have it voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to. It is disagreed to. 

The bil) was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 520 on the 
Calendar, being the bill (S. 1996) amending the act of June 8, 
1886, entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the President to appoint an 
officer of the Navy or the Marine Co to perform the duties of 
Solicitor and Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and 
pay of such officer,” and for other purposes, will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN W. BRANHAM. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 

§. 1484) for the relief of the legal representatives of John W. 

anham, late an assistant surgeon in the United States Marine- 

Hospital Service. 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bil. Ht propose to pay to the 
e, consi e t pro to pay to the 
representatives of John W. Branham, late an assistant sur- 

geon in the United States Marine-Hospital Service, who died of 

llow fev his post of duty A’ 1893, the sum of $4,160, 
ra the amount of salary and allowances for two years. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendinent, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER FORCES, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of an act 
provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the volunteer forces. 
There being no — Se Senet, 56 oe 
Affairs with an amendment, to 
That any person who was or 
of the vob : we 
beh mae Tnieor service during th Wa a = end 
be and considered to have been 


= Save 
aera 
of the United States in 


aed te her ne ie 
u n the 

or oned; or if not so performing such duties th... 
he shall and considered to have been mustered into and to be 
entitled to the benefits of such muster from date of rank 
his such duties: 
may have 

t reason of wounds, or in disabi s 

ceived in the service in the nee ; his pam 
grade to which «: 

benefits to which |,. 

actually performing: 

or commissioned at «i: 

See Tee Be a Only in those 
20, or after that 
of the persons appointed or commissioned we). 
by then existing laws and regi |,. 

en extended. cies tne act shall 1. 

y : 8: l be 

any person whose muste 
and under the terms of this act 
of pay and emoluments due and th. 
if , authorized by law, for the to which recognition s)a/! 


use of any 
or grade in which each 


it with the provisions of 
ill the Senator from Connecticut state the object 


ae by taking the case 


was up to the limit, 
started from Albany 
The mails were irregular. 


Lasers he was in a hospital 
hands, and the mustering 


5 except 

im his pay 

as captain during the time he was actually captain, though he fad 
not received his commission. 

A law to provide for such cases was first passed in 1884, which 
was amended and extended —— uent acts, which finally ex- 
pired by limitation on the 3d day of June, 1895. It was supposed 
that all entitled to the benefits of these acts would have presented 
their claims by that time. ignorance of the law and 
from other causes they did not, however, and a number have 
since a Sor this equitable t, and now we propose 
to extend the law for that purpose. orth has gone 
very carefully over the subject in an elaborate report and drawn 
this substitute, which puts no limit upon the time. If we puta 
limit of five years on it, somebody will come ene after a while 
with a ill. The number to be provided for is not large 
now. are but few left. The bill has been carefully drawn, 
and I do not think any one man can get this pay who is not fairly 
entitled to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. } 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to de for the 
relief of certain officers and enlisted men of the teer forces.’ 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREG. 


Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
oe eo Aaagdh ay (S. 2394) to provide for the construction of a 


as in Committee of - 

bill. poe eee riate 

purchase a eed the erection 

the accommodation of the post- 

office and other Government offices at the city of Saiem, in the 


withont amendment, ordered 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass. 
OF THE ESTATE OF A, L, BURWELL. 

John S Bur- 

= oo in Committee of the 


prepa toent to John 
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such sum tary bey exceeding $1,499.56, as shall be shown to | ing at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, for tho 





the satisfaction Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have | use and accommodation of the United States courts, the post- 
been expended him, or by Thomas and John Peale as agents for | office, and other Government offices, with fireproof vaults extend- 
him, in of tobacco stamps used to stamp tobacco held | ing to each story; the building to be completed according to plans 
by said for him and inventoried according to law; but the | and specifications previously made and approved by the Secretary 


is to be satisfied that the tobacco was manufactured | of the Treasury. 
rior to July 20, 1868, and that the internal-revenue tax imposed | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


by law to that ee ae peenany Seen. peed — at to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
was reported mate without amendment, orde . ain we 
an : i the third time, and a. WILLIAM J. BRYAN. 

third reading MM. MASE AND OTHERS. Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


: sideration of the bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan. 
Mr. WARREN. med phe a vee consideration | There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the bill (S. 1500) for the — . > one eeperemaatan, Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to allow Wil- 


. liam J. an, late postmaster of the post-office of San Francisco, 
fin, George W. a and Charles W. Riner as sureties upon his State of Califorma, in settlement of his postal money order fund 
as in Committee of the 


| 


account, a credit for $9,601.73, being the sum now charged to him 


the as postmaster for moneys received for the sale of foreig vy 
to consider the bill, which had been reported by a0th \ Gemtemsier. 1000. end th, na dee 
Tee Eel aii te am Peak Reade with an deneen (on ers between the 30th day of September, 1889, and the 22d day 


v of March, 1890, by one James 8. Kennedy, late a clerk at the 
to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: imternational desk in the money-order division of said post-office, 
That the reeeipt by the ry of the full amount 
of all 


a eiaeber chs thee ee ull amount | whose duty it was to receive, safely keep, and account for the 

‘ the administration of the assets of said bank, | Proceeds of the sale of foreign money orders, but who embezzled 

upon the claim es ee 7 ae ee of said Yen ee and appropriated the same to his own use, and has wholly failed 
United oO erica, upon ol 


to account for the same; the defalcation and misappropriation 
a postmaster af Cheyesne. W'yo.. shall ceaso and determine as to and having been committed without the fault or negligence of William 


J. Bryan, late postmaster. 
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time it doors and ceased to do business and went into the The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
hands of the receiver: ee > _nat nothing in this act contained | +. be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


as arenas 
any to the United States which may have been incurred by said NICO BROS 
acting as postmaster at Cheyenne, other than as to the amount so BICOLA! BROS. 


FE 


deposited and on deposit in said bank as aforesaid. Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
The amendment was agreed to. eration of the bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ment was concurred in. . Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Commis- 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | sioners of the District of Columbia to grant permission to Nicolai 
the third time, and passed. Bros. to use the pipes heretofore laid by them under a permit 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. dated December . 1893, along I street southeast from Half street 
to South Capitol street, South Capitol street from I street to K 
Mr. errs re Grats os entewinn ere street, K street from South Capitol street to corner of K and Half 
of a bei the Red River of the North. streets southwest, under such regulations and rental as may be 
There or objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the made by the Commissioners with regard thereto. 
Whole 40 consider the bill. - The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
The b was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, ; AUGUSTUS BOYD. 
DISTRICT COURT IN MONTANA, Mr. QUAY. Iask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 594) for the 


: relief of Augustus Boyd. 

on cen SEE Wed The act to seneide ter ene By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
, of court in the district of Montana,” approved July 20, 1892 Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 

There being no objection, the Sen te. as in Committee of the from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in line 
Whole seeded to consider the bill which had been reported | 10, to insert “and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments, in sec- | 27° suspended for this purpose only”; and after the word “ con- 
tion 1, line 6, after the words “Gallatin County,” to insert ‘a and”: firmation,” in line 1 +, to insert ‘‘ and that thereafter no pension shall 
and in the same Hine, after the words ‘‘ Deerlodge County.” to accrue or be paid to him”; sc as to make the bill read: 
strike out “and Jefferson County a so as to make the section Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized to nomi- 


7 nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint and 
read: place on the list of retired officers of the United States Army the name of 
That the embraced within the following counties in the district | Augustus Boyd, with the rank of captain of staff, this being the actual rank 
of Montana, to County, Madison County, Silverbow County, | in the Regular Army held by him when, in the service, he received the injury 
Granite County, County, Gallatin County, Deerlodge County, | from which he suffers permanent disability; and the retired list is hereby 
shall hereafter constitute and be known as the southern division of the dis- | increased in number to that extent, and all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
of Montana, Semmes terme of the circuit.and district courts of the | herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, That no pay or al- 
for may be held at Butte, Mont., on the first Tues- | lowances shall accrue or be paid to said Augustus Boyd under this act prior 
in the first Tuesday in September of each year; and the | to his confirmation, and that thereafter no pension shall accrue or be paid to 

80 at Butte shall have and exercise the same jurisdiction | him. 


civil actions, pleas, or pro ings and in all prosecu- 


aT ation ro = The amendments were agreed to. 
laws on the district and circui of the United The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
one or more defendants + cause shall posite in ments were concurred in. as 
one such, comme © out o The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
Psi detrit, tom the Pint may ft a action | yyy time, and passe 
The amendments were to. DAY LABOR ON MUNICIPAL WORKS. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
ments were concurred in. eration of the bill (S. 3008) authorizing the employment of day 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | labor in the construction of certain municipal buildings or works 
the third and in the District of Columbia. 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. | There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Mr. 
Od Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ART. I pean te Senator will not press that motion. | The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
Let us afew to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





Mr . I feel compelled to withdraw the motion, ALFRED BIGELOW. 
r Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
be OFFICER. gedaan withdrawn. 8.3001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, in tho 
PUBLIC BUILDING COMA, WASH. tate of Nebraska. 

Mr. SQl I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
163) for the erection of a public building at the city of | Whole, led to consider the bill. It proposes to place the 
Tacoma, in State of Washington. name of Alfred Bigelow, late of Company A, Nineteenth New 

RO the as in Committee of the | York Cavalry, on the ion roll at the rate of $18 per month. 
to consider the bill. proposes to The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


the purchase of a site and the completion of a + | to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr, THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of 
the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in sec- 
tion 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ to,” to strike out “ transfer and turn 
over” and insert ‘lease at a nominal rent”; and in line 12, after 
the word “said,” to strike out “‘ transfer” and insert “‘ lease”; so 
as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, when Fort 


Crook, near the city of Omaha, Nebr., is ready for occupancy by the troops 


of the Army of the United States, to lease at a nominal rent to the State of 
Nebraska the sion of Fort Omaha Military Reservation, containing 
about 80 acres, with all the beings, appurtenances, and improvements 
thereof; the said reservation being the same tracts and parcels of land here- 
tofore donated to the United States by the citizens of Omaha, Nebr. The 
urpose of said lease isthat the said Fort Omaha Military Reservation shall 
used by the State of Nebraska as a place of rendezvous and school of in- 
struction for the National Guard of said State of Nebraska and is made con- 
ditional upon its use for that pu , and that the adjutant-general of said 
State shall aunty epee to the Secretary of War in detail the uses of 
seid reservation. e said State of Nebraska is privileged to establish on 
said reservation a State military school, with not less than two military 
instructors. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SEWELL, the title was amended so as to 
read: *‘ A bill to provide for the lease of Fort Omaha Military 
Reservation to the State of Nebraska.” 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that the Senate request aconference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the confereeson the part of the Senate; and Mr. WARREN, 

. SEWELL, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


PROTECTION OF DRAMATIC COPYRIGHTS, 


Mr. HILL. I ask the Senate to a the bill (S. 2306) to 
amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revi Statutes, relating to 


ome 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Patents with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ compo- 
sition,” to strike out ‘‘ operatic” and insert ‘‘ musical”; in line 9, 
before the word ‘‘composition,” to strike out ‘‘ operatic ” and in- 


- gert “musical”; in line 14, to strike out “‘ and if it be determined 


that such unlawful Pema ent and representation was willful 
and for profit, in addition thereto” and insert “if the unlawful 

rformance and representation be willful and for profit”; and in 
fine 18, after the word “ and,” to strike out “liable to imprison- 
ment” and insert ‘‘ upon conviction be imprisoned”; so as to read: 


That section 4966 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 


rson publicly performing or representing any dramatic 
posithon for which @ copyright has been obtained, Withous the 
weigen, chall Us lathe for damnyen the refor, such damages i Senet 
or ns ie for e su n all cases 
be assessed at such sum, not less than $100 for the first and for every sub- 
uent performance, as to the court shall ap) to be just. If the unlaw- 
ful performanes and representation be willful and for profit, such person or 
rsons shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction be imprisoned 
ter a period not exceeding one year." 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 21, before the word “‘ judge,” 
to strike out ‘‘any” and insert “‘a”; and in line 23, before the 
word “composition,” to strike out ‘ operatic” and insert ‘‘ mu- 
sical”; so as to read: 

Any injunction that may be granted by any circuit court of the United 
States, or by a judge thereof, restraining and enjoining the performance or 
representation of any such dramatic or musical composition may be served 
op On rere “ whom such injunction may be granted anywhere in the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 31, before the word “ composi- 
tion,” to strike out ‘‘ operatic” and insert ‘‘ musical”; and in line 
82, before the word ‘“‘such,” to insert “upon”; so as to read: 


But the defendants in said action, or any or either of them, may make a 
motion in any other circuit in which he or may be engaged in perform- 
ing or representing said dramatic or musical composition to dissolve or set 
eens the said injunction upon such reasonable notice to the plaintiff as the 
cireuit court or the judge before whom said motion shall be made shall deem 
proper. 

The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT ST. CHARLES, MO, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and motor 
bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word 
‘* That,” to strike out ‘“‘ Theodore Bruere, Henry B. Denker, A. F 
Mispagel, O. J. Marten, C. W. Prosser, W. F. Bloebaum. B. 1, 
Emmons, L. Ringe, A. Runge, J. F. Rauch, and Henry F. Pieper” 
and insert ‘‘the St. Charles and St. Louis County Bridge Company 
a corporation duly created under the laws of the State of Mis. 
souri, its successors and assigns”; in line 17, after the word “said,” 
to strike out ‘‘ parties” and insert “corporation, its successors or 
assigns”; in line 18, before the word ‘‘approved,” to strike out the 
words ‘‘to be”; in line 20, after the word *‘ said,” tostrike out‘: par- 
ties” and insert ‘‘ corporation”; in the same line, before the word 
** successors,” to strike out ‘‘ their” and insert “its”; and in line 29 
before the word ‘‘successors,” to strike out “parties, or their” 
and insert ‘‘corporation, its”; so as to make the section read: 
duly created unter the laws cf the Siate af Miemarh tie fas 

s,are hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and ap- 
> thereto across the Missouri River, between the city of St. Charles, 

o., and St. Louis County, Mo., at a point to be selected consistent with the 
interests of river navigation. Said shall be constructed to provide for 


the passage of vases and vehicles of all kinds, street-railway cars, motor 
‘00! 


cars, animals, foot passengers, and for all road travel, for such reasonable rate: 
of toll and under such reasonable rules and regulations as may be Seaacribek 
and approved from time to 

corporation, or its 


ar, to ins 
a sufficient distance above <M below 
erat anfly under said Beidge® Proved farthor What the ‘ald <ory'rrait 
its successors and aha maintain on said m sunset to sun: 
rise, such lights and other signals as the Light-House shall prescribe. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, before the word 
‘** successors,” to strike out ‘‘ parties or their” and insert ‘ corpora- 
tion, its”; and in line 11, before the word “ successors” to strike out 
‘parties, or their” and insert ‘‘ corporation, its”; so as to read: 
That said bridge shall not be built or commenced until the location and 


lans have been approved by the of War as hereinafter provided 
or; and any Sane the construction or any alteration of said bridge and 


wor 
or War . 

ccessors and assigns; 
interferences with the securi 


the 


constru 
and convenience of navigation of said river 
ect the said corporation, its successors and 
tary of War, for his examination and ap- 


bridge. 


agreed 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word 
‘** built,” to insert ‘‘ either”; in line 2, before the word “ bridge,” 
to insert “or low,” and after the word “‘ bridge” to insert ‘‘ and 
if built as a high bridge it shall be”; so as to read: 
That said shall be built either as a high or low bridge, and if built as 
a high bridge it be with unbroken and continuous spans. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 8, after the word 
“river,” to insert: 
ffording t 
ms apuctage onc oo a fact each whch testo es 
over the main channel of the river at an and navigable point, 
be not less than 300 feet in length 
not be less than 10 feet 
of said bridge shall 
with the river: Provided 
permease ss cect 
corporation, its @accessors and 


expense, build and maintain, under the direction 
the en War, when so required, such wing dams, 


work to the channel within the draw- 
and shall at thelr own expense, maintain a depth of water 
wspan not than now existing. ssunown by the records 
Department, at the point where said bridge may be ocated: Ar 
‘ ‘That anid corporation, tie mnceaneses ant sesigne, shall main- 
sunset to sunrise, such or other sig- 
House Board shall hb 


to. 
in section 4, line 6, after the word 


and directed, upon 
satisfied that the 
act, to notify the 
of the same; and upon 
or assigns, 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ee 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 


ion was agreed to. 

Ee meninoes consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
Quay, and Mr. NELSON were appointed. 

SALLY HARDMOND. 


Mr. BURROWS. _Iask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise syproprt- 
ha A. Boywell. executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, the sum 
being the balance due said Sally Hardmond on account of her personal 
services a8 @ nursein the Bureau of dmen, Refugees, and Abandoned 
ds, district of V and for rent of a dwelling house in the city of 
ichmond, in the State of Virginia, and for one house hired by and used for 
the purposes of said Bureau, and for money expended by her in and for said 
Bureau. 
The amendment was agreed 


to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


to 
ment was concurred in. 3 ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REMOVAL OF PENSION DISABILITIES. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.901) amending section 4716 of the 

vised Statutes. 
ae HILL. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the bill? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from North Carolina explain what 
the bill proposes to An fi a a. law and can 
not tell exactly what the amendment pro is. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that under the act of June, 1890, the Commissioner holds that 
any person who in the Confederate army and subsequently 
joined the Union Army is not entitled toa pension. The bill sim- 

y amends the act so as to enable any party who served in the 
te army and subsequently joined the Union Army prior 
to the Ist day of 1864, and was honorably discharged, 
receive a . That is all there is in it. 

Mr. LER. Provided he served in the Union Army for 


what length of time? 
Mr. . Provided he served in the Union Army for 


ninety nO : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I the Senator from North Carolina will 
forgive oe, Na I wish that the bill might lie over a day, as I 
would like to look at it a little. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will state that the matter was before the 
Committee on Pensions and was thoroughly considered there. I 
first the bill so as to repeal the section entirely. I believed 
I now believe it —— to be repealed 

Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER 
to entitle only those who joined the 
day of September, 1864, to partici- 
leunte will let the bill pass, be- 
has been done to the people of the South— 
were compelled to go into the Confederate army 
and afterwards at the first opportunity joined the Federal Army. 
ted the service of these peo- 
diers—as they did in every 
should pay them a 


will assist in it up after a day. 
Mr. PRITCHARD, if the Semaine from Connecticut will per- 


y passed a bill dur- 
hich absolutely repeals this 
whatever. The only objection 
was Te on Committee was that these 
men went the Union Army after they saw that the South had 

i against that class of = 
in the man who joined the 


ederate army 


tal ty went 

trp age the lines and fought in behalf of the Union. 
on earth who ought to 
the nerve and the manhood 


, having been coerced into the Confederate 
’ Tia thelr lives and ge und fightin defense of the Union 
5 - What is the ? The ist of Septem- 


i 


s 


: 


z 
& 


& 
e 
& 
H 
Z 
H 
BE 
25 


Mr. PRITCHARD, The Ist of September, 1864. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut whether we could fairly have accepted the services of 
those men, enlisting them in the Union Army, without condoning 
any prior service in the Confederate army. Could we make any 
distinction? Can we to-day make any distinction between the 
men who were enlisted? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is very great force in that view. I re- 
member very well, not to say much about my own personal expe- 
rience, that men came over with a considerable degree of rapidity 
in the latter part of 1864. A number of them asked leave to go 
into the United States Army provided they could go off west of 
the Mississippi, so that they might not be caught by their old com- 
rades. I think the date is hardly early enough, but I shall not 
fight against the bill. I would rather have the date earlier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as fol- 
ows: 


“Sec. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person who in any manner 
voluntarily en d in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States, except to such persons and the widows of 
such persons as before the Ist day of September, 1864, voluntarily, or as a 
substitute for any other person, and without a bounty or the promise of a 
bounty for so doing, enlisted in the service of the United States and actually 
served for ninety days.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thi: 1 reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Pensions re- 
port to strike out the preamble. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment striking out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


SETTLERS UPON UNSURVEYED PUBLIC LAND, 


Mr.CARTER. Icall up the bill (S. 2284) for the relief of home- 
stead settlers in Gregory County,S. Dak. The bill is on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. It has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in all cases, including those arising on ceded portions of Indian reser- 
vations, where persons duly qualified te enter land under the homestead laws 
have heretofore or may hereafter settle, improve, and continuously reside 
upon unsurveyed public land with the bona fide intention of entering the 
same under the homestead laws when surveyed and o 


upon presenting final proof as required b 
dence, improvement, and cultivation 


ned to entry shall, 
law, be entitled to credit for resi- 
© prior to the approval of such sur- 
vey and the acceptance of filings. All acts and parts of acts in conflict here- 
with are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill for the relief of 
hom settlers on unsurveyed public land.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 21, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 20, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. CoupDEn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 


——. E 
e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing having had under consideration resolutions 
providing for the reprinting of 500 copies each of House bills 58, 7864, 741L, 
and 874, with the reports thereon, for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, having considered the same, recommend that the same do pass. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Representatives 


500 copies each of the bills H. R. 58, 7864, 7415, and 8474, with the accompany- 
ing reports thereon. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. BICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 
CONSIDERATION OF BILLS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, [ offer the following privi- 

leged report from the Committee on Rules. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred resolution No. 318, having 


had the same undey consideration, beg leave to report the following substi- 
tute therefor: 


Resolved, That Thursday and Friday next shall be allotted to bills from the 
Committee on Labor, as follows: 
Thareday, May 21, isos, the House shall, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of House bill 6119, entitled “A bill authorizing 
the appointment of a nom isan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend ion to meet the problems presented 
ture, and capital,’ and that at 4 o'clock p. m. on the same day 
mitteo | shall rise and report the bill, with 
nm ado to the House, whereupon the 
sidered : ordered the amendments to t 


as upon 
further, that on , May 22, after the 
H Sea ee ive Ubsalf teen Oomemithen the Whole House on th< 


neas, the House oO! 

evate of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 268) entitled “A bill 
concerning carriers one in interstate commerce and their ree 
and at 4 o'clock p. m. on t day the committee shall rise and rt the bill 
to the House with such amendments as shall have been adopted, and there- 
upon the question shall be considered as ordered upon the amend- 
ments and bill to the passage: Provided, however, That nothing in this reso- 
lation shall be construed as interfering with general appropriation bills and 
confurence reports. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Iask the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the order. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 
Mr. HENDERSON. I will explain briefly to the House the pur- 
of the order, as all present may not have observed its reading. 
tt gives two days to the Committee on Labor for the consideration 
of the two bills named in the order, Thursday for the consideration 
of what is known as the commission or Phi bill, and Friday, 
after the disposal of the unfinished business, to the consideration 
of the arbitration bill, known as the Erdman bill; to-morrow to 
be devoted to the disposition of the commission bill and Friday to 


the arbitration bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What! desired to ask the gentleman was, 
if ke will permit me, whether the adoption of this rule setting 
apart Friday will not, in his opinion, do away with any consider- 
oles of bills or the Private Calendar? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will do awa 
bills on the Private Calendar, except the unfinished business. 
There are about 21 bills—— 

Mr. RICHAKDSON. Pension 

Mr. HENDERSON (continui 
the Committee of the 


bills? 
uing). Pension bills, 
ole, which will be first d of. 
Mr, RICHARDSON. The gentleman does not think, then, that 
the war claims would have any chance whatever on Friday if the 


reported from 


rule is ted? 
Mr. HENDERSON. I think not. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I only wanted the House to understand 


Mr. CANNON. Dol understand the gentleman has reported a 


al rule? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman if election cases are 
to be taken into consideration? I am not on any one of the com- 
mittees, and have no authority to speak for them, but I under- 
stand that there are a number of cases ready for disposition by the 


House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We do not make provision for them this 
week, I will say to the gentleman, but they will be given the right 
of way at the proper time. 

Mr. MA . Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON: We felt that labor ought to be heard 
before this House, and at once. 


from . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me toask him 
® question? I believe he is chairman of the Cummittee on War 


’ | stituents. 


with the consideration of | that 


Claims. I want to ask him if that committee have on 
oe of bills reported by them more than eae”: 
is Congress? ? 

Mr. MAHON. We have had about an hour and a half. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is that all the Committee on War Clai:, 
have had accorded to them during this ? - 

Mr. MAHON. About an hour anda ; 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask my friend a question 
Does he believe that if all of to-morrow were devoted to the oo, 
sideration of bills relating to war claims there would be a si).-),. 
one passed? . 

Mr. MAHON. That is not the question, Mr. Speaker. Thi, 
to have an opportunity to either pass these bills or 


. STEELE. That is true as to every bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Ia to all the members of this House who 

have bills upon this Private Calendar for claims due to their con- 

his is oe to me + If you do not want 

to have a hearing in this House, why, passthis order. If you hay 

bills om the Private Calendar, and you want to have a hearing 0 
them, then vote itdown. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a further question? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 


_ Mr. RICHARDSON. I donot want to the gentleman 
in his argument, but I should like to ask him a further question. 
How much time has the Committee on War Claims devoted to the 
consideration of measures from that committee and now 
on the Calendar? Have you any meetings of your committee? 

Mr. MAHON. We have had two meetings every week during 


the whole session. 

Mr. IN. Have you reported measures that are on 

oe . * 
. MAHON. Yes; a greatmany. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have 
oe to caek anions Cane ttee >: — I know the 
” pressure upon committee to con- 
sider various bills; but I want to serve notice on this House that 
at the next session of this , and in the following 
, three or four of this House intend to relieve 
the of that constant annoyance to which he is put every 
¥ requests for unanimous consent. We propose to 
force this ouse to consider bills on the Calendars of the House, 
under the rules of the House. [A 
Now, I say that I have no reflection to ly. Iknow 
to the of this House it is one of the greatest annoy- 
ances to which he is put. We have three or four hundred 
ivate bills here, and have never touched the Calendars of the 
either the Calendar of the Whole House on the state of the 


House ough’ 
ject them. 


by unanimous consent to get 

days; for you will not get 

because we intend that after tho 
order shall be called. There 

from these committees to call for 
after the reading of the Journal, 
by this House, they must be 

not by unanimous consent. {Ap- 


some other method. We 
House to recognize 356 

It creates a feeling of injustice, 
hereafter, in the next session 
ened through this 

House, and not 

tlemen 

it. aoe, if you 

Private Calendar 

want to go to the 


Pennsylvania 
session? 











Friday; but I to call the attention of this House to the sneers 


that are visited upon the chairman of the Committee 
ot re O ims by the leaders of this House when that commit- 
tee seeks to have the debts of this Government honestly paid, or 


considered in this House. 
at ast House has been growing worse and worse for years in re- 
fusing to consider claims conceded to be due to citizens of this 
country. Wes can sympathize with Cuba, we can sympathize 
conn Veuennala, but we can rob citizens of this country; and 


w some of us who have constituents robbed by this Govern- 
ment seek a day for consideration, the gentleman from Penn- 
lvania [Mr. Davee.) the tleman from Missouri [Mr. 
KERY],and the Maine (Mr. DinGLey] can 
move to paaioeen Friday until Monday. Theycan throw 


time of this House, instead of treating private citizens 
ae I want to say that if God spares m ‘ite and my con- 
stituents return me to the Fifty-fifth Congress, thing 


(App ee Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


ill end. 
RDSON. 


ion? 
Ieee VALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield to a question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
the honor of being chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. I willaskhim if any measure reported from that com- 
consideration 


in the morning hour or on any spe- 


jal da 
a. WALKE of Massachusetts. I want to say, in answer to 
that, in view the Presidential election, there is a disinclination 
sid ew. 
finance or ba cing. = applause. 

Mr. RI . I hope the gentleman will not include 
this side of the House in that suggestion. _ ; 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is the feeling which 
pervades both sides of this House and the leading citizens of this 
country who are interested in these questions. And let me say 
here that the contempt and contumely that is visited u men 
because they take some interest in public affairs, because they hap- 
pen to be known as politicians, is miserable and contemptible on 
the part of those who visit upon them such characterization. 
Mr. . Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I must have a few minutes 
We may condemn politicians as much 
as the only men who have any interest in pub- 
No oeiae etaaw Teas oe the country. The bankers are not poli- 


ticians. Bankers will do anything in the matter unless they 
are at the same time politicians; and they are not going to do any- 
thing in the matter in view of a Presidentialelection. But let me 
tell you and the country that the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency will be heard from in this Congress yet. 

In the second session of this Congress and in the next Congress 
the rules of this House will either permit us to do the business of 
the private citizens, or there will be no business done. We have 
got toa place where reform in our rules is necessary; and there 
are some members in this House who are going tohaveit. I want 
to say to the three or four men who are ruling this House with a 
rod of iron that their peculiar rule will end at the end of this Con- 
ee eres ot us hall be retarned to 

next Congress, better rules must be had. Members who have 
been eight and ten years here have been unable to get honest 
claims considered by this House. It is v to sneer at these 
private citizens who are being robbed by the General Govern- 
ment, men whose robbery is perpetuated and smiled upon, and 
ern oe nwo lenders of thin House when 
ea their bills. As long as I have been 
cut off from making this motion, I have made my protest; and 
there are fifty men in the House of the aang. not cheap 
Se een ne ahoapecshen ere for buncombe 
their homes, men striving strenuously to 

do the business. 
Mr. I move to recommit. 
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mittee on Immigration have the time that has been allotted it 
will not be questioned. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
@ question? 

r. HENDERSON. Inamoment. Now, we of the Commit- 
tee on Rules are not here as dictators. We are assigned to com- 
mittees, as the gentleman from Massachusetts is assigned toa 
committee, and our obligation is to discharge our duty to this 
House as best we know how. 

Everybody knows the situation of this country in respect to 
payment of claims. Even before the present business condition 
came upon the country, the other side, when in control of this 
House, did not dare to allow claims to be passed and sent to the 
Treasury for payment. 

Mr. MAHON. The Republicans always did. 

Mr. HENDERSON. When you know, gentlemen, that the 
money is not in the Treasury to pay these claims, and when we 
have work to do which will tell in benetit to the country, why 
spend the time of this House in considering claims that you have 
not the money to pay? It is not a theory, it is an absolute condi- 
tion, that confronts us, and I believe, with all due respect to every 

tleman—and there is nosneer or taunt in anything that I say—I 

lieve that the judgment of this House on both sides is against 
spending our time in the consideration of private claims or war 
claims in this period in the history of the country. 


Will the gentleman permit 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. If lam going to yield at all, I will yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, who first made the request. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman why the leaders of this House can adjourn over day after 
day and day after day, and thus consume time, and then tell us 
that we have not time to consider these claims? And I want to 
ask another question on top of that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. One at a time, please. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. This country has all the 
money that there is in the country to pay its honest debts [applause |, 
and this Congress is culpable, and both parties are running neck 
and neck in the meanest business ever engaged in by legislators, 
cheating citizens who have just claims against the Government. 
[ Applause. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I did not yield foraspeech. The gentle. 
man from Massachusetts refers to the adjournment over Satur- 
day. The leaders of this House can not adjourn the House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. They can, and they have 
doneit. [Laughter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I donot know what the gentleman means 
by “leaders.” Heis chairman of a great committee of this House 
and one of the leaders of the House on questions of banking and 
currency, but the leaders can not adjourn this House. One man 
can make a motion to adjourn on Saturday, but it takes the 
**leadership” of 356 members to adjourn this House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is nonsense, [Laugh- 
ter. 

ite. HENDERSON. Donot pleadthe baby act, gentlemen. If 
you are in your seats, this House can not be adjourned without 
the consent of a majority of you. But why have the majority 
adjourned over Saturday? You all know perfectly well that to- 
ward the end of a session it is difficult to get a quorum to do busi- 
ness on Saturday. Frequently that day is devoted by members 
té bringing up their Department work, which the business of the 
week has forced them to neglect. Frequently members go home 
and stay over Sunday. 

Mr. WALKER of Messasbusctts. ** Do not plead the baby act.” 
[Laughter. 


Mr. HENDERSON, Iam not pleading the baby act. I never 
plead the baby act. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, Well, 1 do not plead the baby 
act either. 


Mr. HENDERSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am 
tired of this talk about “leaders.” I for one am willing to be- 
come a bumper, if you please, for people to hit and sneer at, but 
I will continue todo my duty the best I know how, and if the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency will do the 
same he will retain his own self-respect, even if other people do 
sneer at him, which I do not know of their doing. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is exactly the business 

‘ou are en in now. [Laughter. | 

. Mr. HENDERSON, ew. it is true that this country is rich. 
We have money, but we know perfectly well that we are mort- 
ing the country and that the absolutely necessary appropria- 
tions of this Government, which are being given with courage 
and with wisdom, great as the folios from the Committee on 
Appropriations are—we know, I say, that the absolutely necessary 
tions to carry on the Government tax us, under present 
conditions, as far as we ought to be taxed in the judgment of the 

people of the country. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
el. if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a word or two. 
I think that when the record of this session of Congress comes to 
be made up, taking into consideration all the surroundings, it will 
be found in efficiency and wisdom second to that of none other of 
recent years. With a great membership of 356, it is impossible to 
do all the business that ought to be done. We have had much of 

msion business this session, yet with all the time that has been 

evoted to it the Pension Office, when under proper administration, 
could in three days have done the same business; could do and 
ought to do in that time more business than this Congress—both 
House and Senate—will have done at thissession. So with claims. 
If we should undertake to consider and dispose of all the claims 
that are pending there would be no time for the public business. 
Now, I want to say —_ that the matters of complaint from time 
to time among ourselves—and I do my full share of complaining 
and ‘‘kicking ”--arise out of the system. The country has grown 
to be so t, that it is practically impossible to do the public busi- 
ness in the time of a session of Congress, let alone the business 
that individuals are interested in, and it taxes and it will tax the 
best wisdom of Con to devise some means to dispose of claims 
and all that class of business with justice to the claimant and to 
the Sent other than the methods which have been hereto- 
fore applied. 

Mr. DANIELS. In view of the gentleman’s statement, and in 
view of the large number of private claims before the House, does 
he not think it would be wise to assign an evening every week, as 
we do to poets to consider and dispose of those claims? 

Mr. CANNON. Possibly so; yet even by that method you 
would not make any great impression upon that class of business. 
Private claims, depending upon the action of Congress, I take it, 
can not in the future receive due attention under existing condi- 
tions, and while gentlemen may chafe at it, as we all do chafe at 
it, there is the fact, and the best way is to keep our temper and 
devise some proper general legislation by which this business can 
be done outside of Congress, with justice to the claimant and 
safety to the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON, If I have time; I have but a minute. 

Mr. MAHON. I wish to ask you this question: Whether we 
can pass oer eee claim bills or not, do not you think the 
aa way is to go to the Private Calendar instead of proceeding 

y unanimous consent? 

Mr. CANNON, I am poanty content; but unanimous con- 
sent means the consent of every one of 356 members, and the ne- 
cessity for resorting to it in some cases is obvious in view of the 
crowded condition of the Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER of New sist gamete The gentleman has referred 
to the necessity of a tribunal outside of Congress for the adjust- 
ment of these claims. When that has heretofore been done, has 
a aay cage on Appropriations appropriated the money to pay 

em 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, such findings under the law were referred 
for the further consideration of Congress, and under the rules of 
the House the Committee on —— has no jurisdiction. 
The Appropriations Committee, I will say, have done their work 
to the of their ability in se measures for the consid- 
eration of Deegan under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But they have given no 
cone unity for the consideration of these claims when reported 


Mr. CANNON, The Appropriations Committee are the serv- 
ants of the House under the rules made by the House. Let us 
— our heads, gentlemen, and go ahead and orm our business 
under present conditions. With a House that is Republican, with 
a Senate that is not a but worse than Democratic [laugh- 
ter}, and with a President whom the Democrats in part repudiate, 
it is im ble to enact economic and financial 1] ation. 
Let us keep our heads and do the public business as best we can— 
and we are doing it, so far as the House is concerned, —— 
pone) —and let us ap to the le for complete power, 

ouse, Senate, and President; and with power, let us bring to 
our duties clear and wise heads, and adopt proper legislation to 
cure ills. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. H ERSON. Mr. 8 r, let us understand about the 
time. The tleman from Illinois . tea ape myself 
have spoken in the time in favor of resolution; other gen- 
tlemen in ition to it. How much time have I remaining? 

The SP. Seven minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. How much time is there on the other side? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve the residue of my time for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair the tleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. eile Sei nite 


Mir, W. of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am not com- 
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plaining of the record of this Congress as it is made up: | ; 
say it will not compare favorably with the record of ae 


0 not 


I am complaining that there is a design upon the ne 


gresses. 

the leaders that has been executed with an unrelenting hand ; 

four enor of which I have been a member to hinder and 

prevent the consideration of the honest claims of private citizens 

to whom this Government is justly indebted, and the postpono. 
em 


ment of whose claims is brin ent and injury to 
those citizens. The leaders of this House on the Republicin sido 
and on the Democratic side, whichever ey be in the ma. 
jority, have been determined that those claims should not he eon. 
sidered and should not be paid. Whenever under the rules even 
there have been days assigned for the consideration of such claims 
means have been taken to continue useless and frivolous debates’ 
with the distinct purpose of defeating consideration and action 
upon those claims. 

It is conceded that ares isa badone. Certainly itis; put 
it is continued Congress after Congress by the leaders of which. 
ever party may be in the majority, to their discredit. Shall it 
never end? § men be answered by saying they are losing 
their heads because they demand that this villainous system shalj 
end? We are here giving notice now that in the next Congress 
rules shall be devised that will give fair consideration to bills of 
this character. We knowthat bills which have this House 
at one session and then the Senate, and for want of time 
failed toreceive the President’ssignature—bills which have passed 
committees of the two Houses unanimously session after session— 
receive no more consideration, have no more chance of passage, 
than bills that are brought into this House for the first time and 
by a divided committee—by the vote of a bare majority. Bills 
that every committee of this House, every committee of the Sen- 
ate, every member of Congress whose attention is called to them, 
session after session, say oughtin justice to be passed, have no prece- 
ne, nae no standing, have no Migr enw And the lead- 
ers O parties connive against passing them to keep down 
pa nts a ter Why? Because they say we have not money 
eno in the Treasury. we have paying off our pub- 
lic debts by hundreds of millions, we have no money for the hon- 
est private citizen of this country who is the creditor of this 
Government. 

I want to say, as I have said before on this floor, with as cool 
a head as any man ever had, that it is a burning shame that this 
Government should present to the world a tacle such as no 
other government presents of abusing and robbing her own citi- 
zens. And Representatives on this floor can get no chance for the 
consideration of honest claims due their constituents. If there is 
any love of justice in this House, if there is any genius for legis- 
lative business, why not so fix our rules that these claims can be 


considered and paid? No —s ! There is al- 
ways m in an honest man’s to pay an honest debt, or 
else he is to compromise like an honest man, and not deny 


the existence of the debt and put off his creditors, saying, “(o, 
a to-morrow I will pay, when thou hast it by 
thee,” w every man and condemned by 


very vo 7 hongen ae) 
e e 0 b 
Mr. ERSON. Peielt residue of my time to the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania . DALZELL], my colleague on the 
Committee on Rules. “eRe }, my 
Mr. MAHON. How much time remains to the other side? 
The SPEAKER, Fi utes. 


Mr. DALZELL. I Sep 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I will make no complaint. Iam 
standing here simply as the chairman of a committee demanding 
the rights of that committee. That is what I am asking at the 


make a motion to recommit this resolution with instructions 
to strike out pepe A oy, me Sin insert “‘Monday.” I have 


no inclination to deprive the Committee of the right to con- 
sider important measures which it has ; but I want to 
emphasize the fact that there are upon the Private Calendar bills 
for the payment of by 


ea ae this Government to its 
by officers of the Army of the 
on the field or in camp; for 
property, too, taken the war closed, which has gone to sup- 
pl ae Seca ae eee of the Government. 

i the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKFR] 
a mepetices a 
bills of over 000 for the payment of these 

Maielicen Congress 


ever re u- 








1896. 





it by unanimous consent is an outrage upon two-thirds of the 
members of this House, whose constituents are absolutely denied 
a hearing because we can not reach the Calendar. 

I make no complaint of anyone. I have been treated with as 
much kindness as any other member of the House by the presiding 
officer. But I want to say as a member of Congress that this 
method of securing consideration for private claims is distasteful 
to me; 1 do not like it. I feel in such a case that I am trespassing 
on time that belongs to others, and that I am making myself 
an annoyance, and possibly a nuisance, to the presiding officer of 
the House. I believe that we ought to insist that the rules of the 
House should be enforced and that all bills on the Private Calen- 
dar should be considered and passed in the regular way and not 
as individual bills singled out and by unanimous consent. 
I give notice now to you gentlemen who want Friday appropriated 
for the consideration of these private bills that I shall make a mo- 
tion to recommit this resolution with instructions to strike out 
“Friday” and insert ‘‘Monday”; and if you want your bills con- 
sidered, vote for this motion; if not, vote against it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not name Tuesday instead of Mon- 
day? Monday is set apart by the rules for other purposes; it is 


istrict day. 
Tr. MAHON. Ishould have no objection to naming Tuesday 
instead of ments Personally, I have nointerest in this matter; 
but I say we should do justice to these people to whom the Govern- 
ment is ibted. Wecan pass bills here converse $70,000,000 
for rivers and harbors; we can pass other bills running into the 
millions. Why not do justice to private claimants? If it is said 
we have not money to pay these private citizens, then let the Gov- 
ernment borrow money from people who are glad to lend it, and 
with the proceeds pay the honest debts due these claimants, who 
have alread toon bs t waiting far toolong. [Applause.] We 
may as wal tauoben to pay honest indebtedness of the Govern- 
ment due to private citizens as provide in that way for general 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. a, it must be apparent to every 
fair-minded man in this House who is not carried away by his 


temper—— 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. To whom do you allude? 


Laughter. 

4 DAL ELL continuing). That the Committee on Rules 
can by no possibility have any personal interest in this matter. 
The members of that committee are not the leaders of the House 
in the sense in which that term has been used here to-day, but 
servants of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are the controllers so far as legislation 
concerned, 


F 


Mr. DALZELL. They are the servants of the House, to see 
that its business is carried on in an orderly manner, and the con- 
troversy here to-day, if there be a controversy between any two 
is a controversy between the Committee on Labor seekin 
pass on demanded by the interest of both capital an 
labor in country upon the one hand and the gentlemen who 
seek consideration of private claims on the other hand. 

Mr. WALKER of husetts. That d ogy will not go. 

. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will not suffer myself to be 
a by the impudenee of the gentleman from Massachu- 


I say that the controversy that you tlemen are to settle, if 
there be a controversy, is between the Committee on Labor and 
those who desire the consideration of private claims. Now, what 


does that con amount — How much : involved in — 
question about w! we are having a tempest in a teapot? Two 
hours, and only two 


All that it is poe to give to this 
committee y is what may remain of that day after the 
unfinished business shall have been di of. I venture the 


isposed 

assertion that it will not amount to two hours. And what would 
if this resolution be not adopted? 
I to members of this House who have had experience 
ee you mean to say that in those two hours of Friday you 
“yee am tnything with the Private Calendar? Do you 
say is any possibility of ing a single bill upon 

is ility of any — thing. = 
ropose to w: we propose 
the laboring men of this country. 
Suppose we yield this matter; suppose the House, instead 
Committee on Rules, in these the closing days of the ses- 


&@ programme; then what are 
of importance that yet remains un- 


: 
: 
[ 


i 


aa business 
on of? Judiciary Committee will require at least one 
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So I end, asI began, with the statement that the controversy is 
one over only two hours that we propose to utilize and you pro- 
pose to waste. It is a controversy which, if carried against the 
Committee on Rules, means simply that you and not they must 
arrange the programme of business for the balance of the session, 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that this order gives to-morrow 
and what is left of Friday to the consideration of bills from the 
Committee on Labor. That precludes the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions from having any more time this session, does it not? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, the committee will have Friday nights, 
I suppose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well; Friday night! 
and 300 members clamoring for them 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why not substitute Saturday for Friday in 
this order? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because another bill has been provided for 
consideration on that day. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is that? 

Mr. DALZELL. To repeal section 61 of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we generally find ourselves on Saturday 
without enough members to transact business. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If you repeal the whole of that bill we will 
be glad to give all the time necessary. 

Mr. DALZELL. And we would be very glad to do so if we 
could, I can assure the gentleman, though, that when the next 
Congress convenes we will proceed—in special session—to do so. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Do you suppose the Senate 
would pass that bill if you did? 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the resolution 
to the Committee on Rules, with instruction to substitute Tues- 
day of next week for Friday, so that it will read Thursday of this 
week and Tuesday of next week. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry, 
Is the rule subject to such a motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, 

Mr. MAHON. That will have the same effect; it will give the 
committee two days. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I move to substitute whatever days the gentleman wants 
next week—Tuesday and W ednesday—for the Committee on Labor, 
and that Thursday of this week be assigned to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will not be in order, 

Mr. PICKLER. Why? 

The SPEAKER. Because you can not accomplish by a motion 
to reconsider what could not be atcomplished by an amendment, 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to recommit, with instructions to substitute Tuesday next for 
Friday in the order. 

Mr. DALZELL. That will cut out the consideration of an elec- 
tion case if adopted. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Manon, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 128. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
question for information. If this rule is adopted, will it prevent 
another day from being given to the consideration of private pen- 
sion cases? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; undoubtedly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota says 
“ves,” and the Chair says “no.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It will not prevent the committee from hay- 
ing another day, provided the House under proper circumstanees 
shall choose that way. Otherwise it will. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is notin order at this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. My amendment is similar to that offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
mit can be entertained. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, the 
Speaker announced that it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

CHANGE OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, in the first place, to sub- 
mit to the House some changes in regard to eonferees. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ee one of the conferees on 
the pool-table bill, desires to be excuse from serving, and if there 
be no objection his request will be complied with, and the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] as asubstitute. 





There are 800 bills 





But one motion to recom- 
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On the bill H. R. 2648, the tleman from Missouri Joy] | laws against 
desives. to be excused. Without objection, the salt wilt b He Under contract to degrade American iahor snd lessen —s wages but we ca 
granted, and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. MURPHY] will be | {sdustrious and worthy of foreign lands. eo the 

ted in his stead. eager re es any of these bills now before this 
was no objection. body that is in contravention of that principle of latform 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. adopted in 1892. Nor, Mr. ee this question to be solved 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | by appeals to sentiment. It to talk of liberty. The ve ry 


the mt consideration of a resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's de 


desik. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be read. 

Mr. KEM. I call for the regular order. 

a The gentleman from Nebraska demands the 

nlar order, 
. GROSVENOR. This will only take a moment. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] in- 
sists upon the regular order. The Chair understands that there is 
a conference report to be submitted, 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr, BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the confer- 
ence report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The conference report was read, as follows: 

Thecommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
pm eg eet oe —— muy," approved March 2 1s 

incorporate Capital Railwa mpany,” approved Marc 
SE uunenrnneabtescumwenss have 7 to recommend and 
reeommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the House, ¢ and agree to the same withan amendment asfollows: Also, in sec- 
tion 1, line 7, strike out the word for” and insert the word “have,” so that 
tite pirase shall reed," bave'® comaicm seal ; and that the the House agree to the 


That the Senate recede from its eaoteeene the second amendment of 
acm ere and agree to the same amended to read as follows: ‘Also continu- 
from said Elev enth ‘and M streets, amie on Eleventh street to the — 
pa nanst of East street’; and that ae to the sam 
nat the Senate recede frem os the Foal fourth 


amendments of the House, and 
That the Senate recede from fi anapecmeny to oo fifth amendment of 
t, so that section 4 shall 


the House. Seseupeste the same, with 


perate to the anthori to build said por- 
tions, and shall not repeal the charter of said company.” 7 oe 


And that the House agree to the sane. : 
&. Me CURTIS.” 
Sams D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
eee ee FAULKNER, 


PROCTOR 
anaes om on the part of the ‘Senate. 
The conference was 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a lait reconsider the vote 
aaa the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
ie. 
IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I call for the regular order, the considera- 


gt gg lp 
‘The The question before the House is the bill re- 


lating to immigration. e gentleman from South Carolina ‘ 
es is recognized, = 


Tha eobieet inatell 

in. its and in its 

eee a ot nee eee 
e ho oO ans. an 

tion is ieadieh beabinhepaanet of the standard of American citizenship 

and the me re American labor. 





name of it is music to the ears of every child on our soil; but 


when it to lure us from the truc path that we si ld 
take in legislation it loses its melody, and becomes the voice of the 


Why, Mr. Speaker, ne to read here in this connection, 


ee ees t ) 
i . Rood, in the Forum, volume 14, page 11 _— 


When a visits the anthracite [ot ose he is fille: 
we ene Se Se pore San ae po yoy oo ee 


in the extreme. He is amazed at the way the fore 
are - eee oy et 2g heart he t in that land will show h 
no ow tender- 


n rs. sla for 80 or 90 cents per day. sees the Am. ke 
cans their children ten livin in decent 
to be cleanly and to wear elothing. ao. s 


the former, content to swarm in 
scurvy by a steady dict of ee cheapest salt 
pork, te wathty sees open ant hedine maities tnas baw & tow el and washtu) 
endure typhoid fever rather than undergo the expense of the most primitive 


apparatus. 
nate that is the class in whose behalf liberty is apotheosized! 
Why, Mr. Speaker, if we are all sensitive to appeals made in the 
, every high impulse in us prompts us to sym- 
poor and oppressed and to pity fallen, the 
cnt tae ctndnal, but that is all we can do. We mivht 
peg pe the coagraee pastime of children chasing shad- 
oun aa pursuing the flitting thinking that on this 
— t earth there should be some spot where the weak, 
heavy laden, and the ‘might find an asylum; where 
the decreait, the worthless, the thriftless, the degraded, the out- 

cast, the disc from should find a refuge or a ro- 
; but I do not there is man on this broad 
a ‘who —s as fo a country such an 
There a liberty belongs our own yple, a 

liberty to earn an honest livelihood here. ey 

aoe Mr. Speaker, there are times when it is appropriate to 
a liberty, beneath the folds of the Star Spangled Banner, 
fanned by the breezes | that sweep ‘from the ocean that roars to 
the ocean that sleeps,” while the plays ‘“‘Sweet Marie”; but 
assembled for the purpose of enacting leyisla- 
tion for the benefit, the advantage, and the preservation of the 
t is not place for sentiment. 
e must deal, and are Metta altace aoeaall reality. We have 
facts facing us. We have a condition presented to us that 
2 thi ron, wi the lek to week, the closing scenes 


of 
e 
* 
Gy 
: 
Fy 
f 
: 
ti 


of this session, within ae two weeks, oe at last accorded 
the of placing @ bill which. if adopted 
by Senate, will be Seal @ source of un- 
told joy to thousands of 2 inbensens eavat woltiones for employment, 
and to whose hearts every gale that — Ellis Island 
brings the sad tidings that ¢ ren to be made more miser- 


lessened, and their wages re- 
worthlessimmigration that is tlow- 


Soean us? betes) do ant say that this bill 
assert that eS enough and 

I say it is 

ilo wo = ofall I nie ‘th yu- 
throughout great 

domain waddle teacumenendate hundreds of 
. a8 & practical mat- 


: 
gE 


al 


: 
+ 


st 
ae 


i 


tr of fact, they do not go there, "Thay do nok 

ter of fact, they do not go They want to go there. 

oh come across the ocean | mereney thousands and hundreds 

of pecan geen ag ae 
Now, in view of Sooke nies eae remaining for 


remarks in ete to 


give an ae oe but before I 
take my I wish to a few figures for the information of 
the House. I haveculled pba ttn Fifty-eight 
ee Geode the cities. 
He Now ecb narchaaenae acaimees. That section also 
n 

contains cent of the total of the Union. 
In 124 of the principal cities of the States 29 per cent of 


fi 
fd 
ov 












States. Of 1,000 immigrants landing at the port 
three days of last December, 90 cent of 

_ = on Atlantic oe and dur- 
ear since the 1st of January, 95 per cent of those immi- 

ing i have the same section of the country. And 
we are told not to put up the bars against this 


_e because there is plenty of room in the great West! 
That iineraliy true, but, for all practical purposes in the con- 


orth Atlantic 
x New York @ 
the illiterates 


sidera of uestion, the t West might as well be in the 
peso asour Northeast, because these immigrants 


Mr. Speaker, there is another thought which ought to be brought 


to the attention of this body. It is that if there is a country any- 


where on face of this globe that should deliberately guard the 
admission of foreign elements into its citizenship, into the citizen- 


ship that goes to make the character of its people, it is these United 
States, because this beyond all other countries is most wholly de- 
ndent apon the character of its citizenship for the character of 
its Government. itis nota little thing that every year and every 
week and every day we are admitting into our ports this scum of 
Europe which 1s pouring, like numberless rivulets, into the stream 
of our national life and polluting it from its source to its mouth. 
And the effect has been already seen, Mr. Speaker. as 
This is not an idlefancy. Itisnottheorizing. I am dealing in 
facts. The records here show that our prisons and our poor- 
houses and our asylums are largely monopoliaed by this class, 
imposing an additional tax upon our people and giving an idea of 
how the life of the great body politic is being poisoned by their 
admission. One-third of the insane are foreign-born immigrants. 
One-half of our criminals and our paupers are foreign born. 


And 
yet we are told, in the name of Liberty, that we must admit these 
classes 


Gentlemen say, “Let not this great country raise the | 


against any of the poor sons and daughters of 


a it 1s an almost criminal enlargement 
idea of liberty to say that the laborers of 


flag of — 
Eve.” y, Mr. 
and perversion of 
honest li simply because, in the name of Liberty, we are 
invoked to allow every son and daughter of Eve upon this earth 
to come in. 


for it. The commission 
have made the in 


igation and submitted their report. 
seven States have 


wenty- 
immigration, such as this bill proposes to exclude. Of those 27 
States, these 11 want no labor immigration at all: California, Idaho, 
Illinois, lowa, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Nebraska, New York, 
North Dakota, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. Of the remaining 
14 States there is only 1 that wishes the undesirable immigration 
that I have consisting of Italians, Poles, Austro- 

and Russian Jews. Of all the States of this Union 
that have made response to the inquiry addressed to them, Oregon 
alone desires laborers of that kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will the gentleman state 
who answered for the State of North Dakota? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 1 will tell the gentleman later 
can take the book and ascertain for himself. He will 
a 

q . ere is no demand anywhere 
in this comment this classof laborers. Now,Iam not inveigh- 
of immigrants into this country. I 

a as was said here ray have made 
country. e are all immigrants or descendants of im- 
no objection to the introduction or the ad- 
of farmers, of those who do not come in 
erican labor, or of those who do not con- 
upon the resources of this country by 
prisons. 


is 


BE 


our Our best citizens, many of them, are 
immigrants who have landed here and made their homes amo: 
Us, have that their destiny is to be linked wi 
about the restriction of that kind of 
Where is the objection toit? To suppose such an 
@ man of straw. 


should be deprived of the opportunity to earn an | 


answer to the inquiry whether they wanted | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 





471 


vert that fact. It is impossible to get statistics, because the cen- 
sus does not touch upon that topic. What we have been able to 
do is to take the statistics from one or two States. Massachusetts 
in 1893 took a census on this subject, and the result showed that 
29 per cent of the males in that State were unemployed. We all 
know that in every State of this Union, in every city, perhaps, 
there are numbers of persons unemployed. 

As long as that state of affairs continues how is it to be relieved, 
whatremedy is to be applied under the present condition of financial 
depression and distress throughout the country if we are to con- 
tinue to admit without limit this stream of pauper labor from 
Europe? Every industry that we can think of—mining, manu- 
facturing, and all the avenues of life where labor finds its employ- 
ment and makes its living—is filled to overflowing now. Yet every 
day, as the newspapers show us, as the reports authoritatively 
tell us—every day is bringing thousands of Italian, Polish, Hun- 
garian, and Austrian laborers to this country to come into com- 
petition with the labor already out of employment. 

Mr. Speaker, the one danger to this country, in the 
every writer who has given his forebodings as to th: of the 
Republic, consists in the surplus of labor, which, when it can find 
no other avenue by which it can support itself, will resort to 
violence. And we are admitting this turbulent, lawless, violent. 
dangerous class of people, reckless of the future, and the attempt 
that is now made to put a bar against it is characterized as a 
ogee veataee of liberty to those who are entitled to it wherever 
iving. 





judgment of 


We are told that immigration does not decrease wages. We 
were told yesterday by the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee that the Commissioner's report so states. Well, sir. I have 

| seen the Commissioner's report, and it distinctly states that wages 
have been lowered in those localities where there has been con- 
gestion of Italians, Hungarians, Slavs, and Canadians—the very 


class of people against whom this bill is directed. 

Now, the inquiry has doubtless occurred to some members on 
this floor, why am I interested in this matter? Well, sir, aside 
from my general interest in the country at large, bec: what- 
ever affects any section of the country affects the South and af- 


feets me, I am particularly interested that that fair land, with 
If this country wanted immigration we would hear a demand 
inted to investigate that question | 


its boundless possibilities, should not be made the dumping ground 
of this class of labor which has proven so injurious and destruc- 
tive to the labor interests of the North and the Northwest. Th 
far we have been free from it. We have a contented class of ag- 
ricultural labor, perhapsas good as the world has ever seen. We 
do not wish that labor to be brought in contact with this lawless, 
violent, anarchistic element of Europe. Onur factories, which are 
growing to be such a marvelous development of industry in our 
Southland, and other labor-employing institutions, are operated 
by a class of people who are our bone and sinew, who come from 
our midst, whose lives are linked with ours, who make an excel- 
lent class of labor, and who are entitled to the protection of the 
laws of the country. We do not want that labor brought in 
competition with the pauper labor of Europe. 

I have no hesitation in saying, Mr. Speaker, that while we have 
stood the devastation of war, while we endured eight years of 
negro domination, misrule, and corruption, while we have sur- 
vived the cyclone and the a and the earthquake, yet we 
do not wish to be subjected to the trial of having this mass of Eu- 
ropean corruption dumped upon the land and into the factories 
and workshops of our Southland. If for no other reason, I would 
ask those of the members of this House whose interests are simi- 
lar to ours to see to it that the wall is erected against such a ca- 
lamity. This is the only protection we shall have, becwuse in a 
few years this mass of labor that is now surcharging the cities 
the North and the Northwest will turn its way southward, and 
then will come the avalanche from which there will be no pro- 
tection, unless there be some restrictive legislation adopted by 
Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, has the time come for us toadopt restrictive 
legislation? 1 want to give the House some figures to show how 
rapidly this evil is growing and with what fearful strides it is in- 
creasing. I want to show you that the deluge is almost upon us. 
In 1892, 2,801 immigrants were debarred out of a total of 579,663; 
in 1893, 1,630 out of 440,739; in 1894, 2,389 out of 288,020. 

Under the present laws only 2,211 were debarred or returned, 


us 


of 


as follows: 

Debarred as likely to become paupers -.................... 1, 833 

Debarred as imsame -_-.-.---- Te Lb asl i nee aenteineial 4 

Debarred as contract laborers .................-.-..se.0- 765 

Returned within one year after landing__................- 109 
On enon ascmsneuneetiimneelddaiic 2,211 


Now, of this number, 2,211, debarred or returned last year as 
inadmissible under the immigration laws of the country, Austria- 
Hungary, Italy, and Russia contributed, as likely to become pau- 
pers, 1,087; insane, 2; contract laborers, 626; returned within one 
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year, 27; or 1,742 in all from these countries—making from all the 
other nations of the world combined only 469 who were inadmis- 
sible to land in this country under the laws now in existence, 
showing the class of labor that now comes in and is so objection- 
able under the existing laws of the country, and showing how ut- 
terly impossible it is to prevent the influx of these people under 
our existing laws. 

We admit the families of immigrants already here, and of the 
229,804 steerage passengers arriving during the last year 84,339 
were admitted as going to join their immediate families. From 
July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895, Austria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia 
contributed 85,984, who were admitted as going to join their im- 
mediate families. 

From 1821 to 1890 the total immigration to this country was 
15,427,667. Of this number 5,246,613 came between 1881 to 1890, 
or over one-third of the total number. From 1890 to June, 1895, 
2,658,797 more have come; and of this last number nearly one- 
haif, or 1,002,183, came from Russia, Austria-Hungary, Italy, Po- 
land, and Turkey in Europe. 

Prior to that the immigration was as follows: From 1861 to 1870, 
24,064 only; from 1871 to 1880, 180,082; from 1881 to 1889, 926,116; 
or for these three decades, 1,131,162. The last five years have in- 
troduced nearly as many of this class as the thirty preceding 

ears. In 1861 they were 0.51 per cent of the total population; in 
870 it numbered 1.44 per cent of the population; in 1880it reached 
8.88 per cent of the population, and in 1890 it had increased to 7.5 

r cent, which shows the rapidity, the tremendous increase of 
a gration of this very undesirable class of people, and I believe, 
Mr. 8 that riend from Louisiana [Mr. Buck] and my 
friend from Misso [Mr. BaARTHOLDT], in their opposition to the 
bill in behalf of their German friends, are unwittingly g 
against the best interest of their own friends, because the Ger- 
man element of the country is just as much interested as anyone 
else--as any other class of the —- people of the country— 

pau 





in the exclusion of the worthless class labor with which 
they must come in competition. Anything that affects the labor- 
ing element anywhere in the United States affects the German 
element as well as any other; and this legislation is directed 
py tempeorg bear gata rege coef SO tl 

iw re? In the s . Now, if any gentle- 
man here Soak see one of these great ships, with 800, 900, or 
1,000 ae packed away in the hold of the vessel like so many 
cattle; if he could see some of these miserable specimens of hu- 
manity, which by reasonable calculation it will take sixteen gen- 
erations of American civilization to develop into reasonably fair 
specimens of humanity, and would consider that every ship that 
comes into this country unloads hundreds of these creatures on 
our shores, he would realize the tremendous strain that is being 
ee to bear on our body politic, and the outrageous imposi- 
tion that is being practiced on the labor of the country in being 
forced to compete with this neg s element. 

Who them here? The ships. Are the shipowners inter- 
ested in the liberties of this country? Why, Mr. Speaker, the only 
liberty they worship is that which is engraven upon the almighty 
dollar. They are not concerned in the character of American 
citizenship so long as they can k these — away in the 
holds of their vessels and get a head for bringing them over 
here. They are those who are interested in opposing this legisla- 
tion, as explained by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Wu. A, Stongj yesterday. 

I believe, Mr. Geunker that the commission appointed to inves- 
tigate this matter should have an opinion worth something, and I 
find in their report the following statements: 


Through the United States consul at the latter place (Libau) Mr. Stum 
valuable confirmatory information, and learned that the principal 
ta 


obtain: 
steamshi nee lenin Waengnents See ea eeet ts engaged in so- 
lici oe ess there. He learned firm in Ham pears roma ag 


raship lin most reasonable terms per capita. 

From Li the United States has ved the immigra- 

paar here d the nt All were most carefull: 
pected upon arri and many were ordered deported and returned. i 
large proportion of them, however, were , it appearing that they were 
to fath or well-to-do relatives y here, 

who were able and A mae ve them t. 

umbers came on ets W! were in the United States 


pond | pret bone fo ment . Aman for his wife and children 
contract with an t here to pay a few d each week until the 
Soetbere of Laken te Drocure transportation, sdlen, sal sees Ionia af eae 
or uM an 
installment seer wore be em! , arriving here destitute and penniless. 
Inn bl uds were practiced upon the inspectors by persons pretend- 
land tection, while a 
few, ety. urned who have been t were unable 
to oatablish eir right to do so to the satisfaction of the United States immi- 
gration officials. 
‘ . . a . * * * 
the investigation of Pats eubtect the Senate 

tion (Senater Aus. chairman) Suny, it was 
Gon ofan A us money can nt be cpuriohene Loupe 
, inasmuch as the work done by those who have earned it bas added in 
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army of unemployed. 


tions for the p 
laborers upon other countries, we, 


ing in outraged indignation and 
to its rescue. Why, Mr. S I 





some measure to its wealth. Nevertheless, the net result would be ve i 
ferent were the same work done rsons perman ry dit. 
country and spending their money an = ently residing in this 


The Italian laborer comes now, not under direct contract, 4 
the knowledge that he need only go to the Italian quarter eres mat 2 
val to get work, as his coun en have done before him. Once in +s2 
Tear — falle under the neces of the rone, ae pewentter is at his 
‘ ua gran , 
they please, and it is thus et possible for a contractor to feos 


few hours any number of A Tages 
to 50 per cent below the American standard. This is an injury as so;\,,)- 
portage even more serious, to the latter than direct importation, bec tsi of 
he greater ease and quickness with which their labor can be supplante.° 
* » + . * * . 


The constant influx of foreign labor is naturally and undeniably one of the 





chief causes of labor depression in this country at grgoent. It is a well-known 
fact that this importation of the lower classes of Huns, Slavs, and Italiang 
has moon Ltn ay cause of violence and dissatisfaction, as every 100 im- 


y force a corresponding number of United States citiz, 
to either accept lower wages or go on a strike and join the already ti > hen 


While other countries have their Disc Prisoners’ Associa- 
unloading 


harged 
this class of criminal and pauper 


ies, have agents soliciting the 7 f ene ciate 
panies, 80 ee on of these people int 
our country. No wonder that labor all over this eoumtr is i. 
upon Congress to come 
‘ ve that even thus late in 
the session, when perhaps it is too late to get a bill enacted, this 
Con should heed that cry of labor; because they of all the 
people of this country are most dependent upon the laws for their 
rotection. They are entirely de t upon us to establish the 
ar that no other power can establish for their protection. 

How does this bill pro to do it? Lintended to present to 
the House the enstlevatiee 1 legislation of the country as it now 
stands. It would be trespassing too much upon the time of the 
House, and I will incorporate it in ae remarks. 

The excluded — now — di ee women, contract labor- 
ers, persons morally, men ,or physically diseased, paupers, 
polygamists, and assisted ts. + 

ow, what does the bill of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
a McCa.u], reported by the chairman of the committee | Mr. 

ARTHOLDT], —- to do? It has been found that this class of 
immigration to w. there is such objection, lower Europe. as it 
is called, has a percentage of illi 
cent, as will be shown by tables which I 

Of the classes that wabedend citizensin this country, the north 
of E , the Irish, the Spanish, in those countries the illiteracy 
does not amount to over 3 percent. So this test will be a practical 
application of a bar to the very races that it is our desire and our 
interest to keep from our shores. We can not mention them by 
name, by statute, on grounds of public cy and of comity be- 
tween nations, but we can the provided in this act, 
which will ecco the same purpose. 

Now, the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Wi1- 
LIAM A. StonE] does not add any other class to those who are 
already barred. It simply. provides for the enforcement of the 

ve—to for the on in Europe instead 

of inspection in our If a man is a worthy immigrant, if 
ceieex ditions as aaeiies emmieangere Win, No damnaze 
. on can urehim. No damage 

can be done to the friends of my friend from Louisiana [{ Mr. 
tleman Missouri [Mr. BarTHo.pr}. 

the Stone bill provision. Provision 

, if it had been in force during the past 
2,147 I immigrants would have been denied 


port of New York. : 

I do not see how anyone can ob: to the McCall bill, because 
when my friend from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], the chairman 
of this committee, comes in reports it as his bill, I think 
everyone else ought to be satisfied with it. He vouches for it, 
and the remarks which he has submitted in = very careful and 


unreasonable re- 


ing from 57 to 30 per 
insertin my remarks, 


eee oe 

can not see how any serious objection can be made to the 
Stone bill, for it simply provides for the enforcement of laws we 
already have on the statute books, and we certainly all wish that 


is clei tongued tagen Se, eer ee com 

ote Canntion lamowe who resides in chea Canada, 
works at reduced wages and takes his 
him. 


. 
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APPENDIX. 


[Containing documents and tables referred to in Mr. WILson’s remarks. } 
IMMIGRATION LEGISLATION. 

$, 1882. Imposes a head tax of 50 cents upon each immi- 
gran te — ws Veosel bringing him or ner. This was mperenaee 
1304, powers Secretary of Treasury with mak- 
fo 9 by secments with Btate commissioners to prevent the landing of and to 
deport foreign convicts (nonpolitical), lunatics, idiots, and persons liable to 

pu 


beeen vieee of Treasury to make rules and regulations to carry 


Second act, June 1884. Exempt passengers on vessels exclusively em- 


trade between the ports of the United States and of Canada and 
Brezio unt immigration laws are extended to land carriage. 


February %, 1885. Prohibits prepayment of transportation, or 
the amitaoe ot encouragement to immigrate. of ny alien under any kind 
contract vo rovides a penalt 
of con! = the transporter hives kaowldpe ot 


and 
tract. Exempts professional persons, and personal and domesti 
servants, and any member of the family or any relative or personal friend. 


Fourth 28, 1887. Empowers Secretary of Treasury to secure 
the of aliens in violation of the contract labor law of 1885. 
Ne ack, October 19, 1888. Authorizes such deportation within one year 


Sixth March 3, 1891. Declares the classes excluded (in addition to the 
Chinese} to be ‘dicts insane paupers, or persons likely to become a 


persons, 

blic persons suffering from a loathsome or a dangerous contagious 
Fisoase, those convicted of a felony, or other infamous crime or misdemeanor 
invol (but not political offenses), polygamists, and any- 
- ee — = tt of another, ores oe poem 
shows that he does ne one e above classes an not acontract 
laborer excluded under the act of 1885; but persons living in the United States 
are not ted from for a relative or friend who is not of the 
classes, under rules regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 


eae the act of 1885 (contract-labor act) by removing the exemption in 

favor of “any relative or personal friend,"’ and by extending the exemption 

Pa men. Seer” — - assistance or 

importa or ion of any alien by any promise 

of either orally or by Sain except by State a im- 

advertisement, and any alien coming in consequence of 
advertisement is to be treated as coming under a contract. 

Prohibits from immigrants except in the usual commercial 

the sailings o: 


letters, etc., sta the vessels, the terms, and 
kind of transportation. 
Punishes by fine of not more than $1,000, or imprisonment not more than 


aiding in bringing into the United 
for of an alien coming in violation of law, or likely to 
become a public within one year after arrival 
Seventh act, March aires each 


commander of vessels to make 

himself and surgeon, giving name, age, 

or occupation. ak to read or write, nationality, last 

on Sn in United States, destination, whether having 

a — such = bly pons paid py Renae or by ors, 

amount of money on hand if under 0 join relative, name an - 
dress; whether ever bef fos. if 








;W ever before in United Sta so when and where; whether 
ever in or or supported by charity; whether a pol ist; 
under labor express or implied; condition mentally and 
: WHAT OUR IMMIGRANTS ARE DOING FOR US. 
Prisoners. 

The Census of 1890, Part 169, says: “ Taking into account only the 
et x known, 43.19 per cent of © CO! tted 
by w persons in the United Statesis chargeable to native white; 56.81 per 
cent to foreign element.” 

Cae of | Conse of 

eee Ee 59, 255 82, 329 

| eee sar| ia 
i Midiih ongeccesedinbdccenccce a4 q 

ET a 12,917 15, 982 





By Census of 1890, Part IT, page 182, number of native-born white convicts 


in penitentiaries was ; number of foreign born or with foreign pm 
age was 15,508, or 54 cent of the total. us a foreign-born and reign 
parent Ww is 38 per cent of the total white population, furnishes 
over of the white convicts of the United States. 


Insane. 
[Not including feeble minded and idiots.] 





in 1880, 28.8 per cent of total insane gereme were foreign born. In 
1890, cent were foreign born. So that a forei -born popul tion, which 
is Ganns the population, fu one- of all the in- 
sane in States. 
Paupers. 


census of 1890, Part page 174, says: o tnking inte socpunt on} 
whose na’ a is known, 41.56 per cen of white inmates in 
= es of the United is native white; 58.44 per cent is of for- 








Thus in 1880 37.4 per cent of total white paupers were foreign born. In 
1890, 41.5 per cent were foreign born. 

Thus a foreign population which is 17 per cent of the total white popula- 
tion furnishes nearly one-half of the white paupers in the United States. 





Immigrants from Aus- | /@migrants from United 
tria-Hungary, Italy Kingdom, France, Ger- 
Poland. and Russia.’ | ™&™y, and Scandina- 

’ ssia. 

















Year. | via. 
: . Per cent of . Per cent of 
Number. total. Number total. 
8,515 0.9 | 260, 083 73.8 
86, 812 8.5 | 202, 008 64.5 
Dib enncnictteks 4 | 
EE Dicimcmesiend ws S88, 748 |..........- 
14, 873 | ot 262, 749 | 57.7 
222, 020 39.6 202, 050 52.1 
250, 067 44.8 312, eR 53.9 
188, 149 42.7 212, 169 | 48.2 
122, 834 42.6 | 137,217 | 47.9 











* Cholera year. 





+ Panic year. 

In 1869 the immigrants from Austria-Hungary, Italy, Russia, and Poland 
were about one one-hundredth of the number from the United Kingdom, 
France, Germany, and Scandinavia; in 1880, about one-tenth; in 184, nearly 


egualtoit. In 1839-18 the former class amounted to 1,057,229, or 38.8 per cent 
of the total immigration. 





Percentages of illiterates, by nationalities, arranged in order of percentages. 





Percentage 
of illiterates 





Percentage 
| of illiterates 











; : in total im- —e tee in total im- 

Nationalities, migration | Nationalities. migration 

fromeach | from each 

country. |} country. 
OD citiipibiitmeiinesdel a cent | 8.71 
tind illite ie 62.96 || Ireland ................ : 7.27 
Galicia and Bukowina. .. 45. 68 l IE & cncircheaiine Sieg 8.58 

I intl ii metstiatnaiaiiin 39.82 || France (including Cor- 

SE, dttiiemeriecences NE os enemcncion 8.50 
Ru (proper).......... 36. 42 || England...... 8.49 
Other Austria............ 32.70 || Netherlands . cielecindias 3.38 
I ld ciitentincnidnmas 25.18 || Scotland ............... 2.83 
Roumania -............... 17.75 |} Germany............... 2.49 
aces ae i SN «cs cokucncneseccce 1.@ 
Turkey in Europe....... oe ntanseecen 74 
ie tiie a nhineth ie 10. 43 || Switzerland. ............ .60 
Bohemia and Moravia. -. 8.98 || Denmark................ .49 








Number of illiterate persons among those excluded in 1895 under the present 
law by reason of their.being public charges, contract laborers, convicts, and 
diseased persons. 























Public Contract) | Public (Contract 
Country. charge. laborers. || Country. | charge. \laborers. 
| } 
Austria-Hungary Te ey re 1 ie ditin 
Other Austria. .... 104 | 193 || Turkey in Enrope 2 enenée 
Hungary..........- BR 13 on pbiecaiies @ bscastdbins 
Belgium ........... 1 | 4 || Ireland .......... DF denies 
he cscnsn 13 | 8 || Turkey in Asia | 
eee 34y 198 || (Arabia and | 
Roumania -.... DB incamenenas RN 26 | 1 
Russia proper. 216 ——$$§_|-—____. 
Finland -.. | ea" BO sn. cucs 758 | 505 
Poland ...- 1 | 


Of the 32,557 illiterates who arrived during the year ended June 30, 1895, at 
the port of New York, there were from— 





ak eine oakk cbcnccadbees bases escacs csvessocce 1,440 
Other Austrian countries (except Bohemia and Moravia) ...... coccee «38,088 
tid i ih einnestuadggendedunedéeces cosusadconcececnesecssesesa 4, 159 
te chee cidade sswdeeid Seacteccubancedousentimases 8, 125 
ti sibines nied bck shensadncoraenstonsnnwat scabeensenerenceuion 14, 742 
I i a initia whimhane dalnninn Canemicutecddadmnnames 6, 308 
Dh pbdnbacitegunaset shethnteenteounanedevess jpheadhonbeneaues 1,445 

i Jiriiinbededeikbntsbebenciiepebbedaaitiommadoseces dees 30,710 


PRACTICAL ILLUSTRATION TO DATE. 
Total arrivals of Italian immigrants at the port of New York. 
(From figures furnished by Assistant Commissioner of Immigration.] 





Total ipectepetin, January 1 to April 30, 1895__.................. ce 58,565 
Italian imm tion, January 1 to April 90, 1895 ............-.... inatnaaiiy 11, 806 
Per cent which Italian was of total immigration....................... 22.6 
Total immigration, January 1 to April 17, 1806 _............-..-.---.-- . 66,290 
Italian imm tion, January 1 to April 17, 1896 ........................ * 19,946 
Per cent which Italian was of total immigration -....................... 30.0 
Italian immigration, January 1 to March 31, 1806_...................... 13, 46 
Illiterate [talians, January 1 to March 31, 1806...... 22... -.........-... 7,001 
Per cent of illiteracy among Italians...........................+.--+---- 5.2 
Approximate number of Italians who were already on the way or z 
about to embark for the port of New York on April 18, 1896 7,77 
Approximate number of Italians who will have arrived at New York, 
OT aa sae ghades 27,000 


*The number from April 1 to April 17 was approximately 6,000. 
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Illiteracy of Italian immigrants. 


From manifests of 3,174 immigrants over 14 years of age arriving at the 

ia of New York during April, 1896, on four steamers from Genoa and 
Me les. This is not the total number so arriving during the month, but is 
believed to present a fair average of the entire Italian immigration. ]} 

‘otal immigrants examined 

‘ercentage of males........... 
Percentage of females . rau 
Saintes, cient sik gs denen noha eneiainecokenhagndisbapeddtamed 
Per cent of total immigrants who were illiterate......................- 
Percentage of maie illiteracy 






Percen of female rae Oi in De achcetmiilibmmiplingi 
Number debarred under existing laws ................-....-..--.-.--.-. 197 
Percentage debarred of total imm Oe i ie 
Number which would have been debarred by the League's bill........ *2,147 
Or a percen SURLAiy « delilined aitha aes Edin dicthine pedaahuimerncoes * 67.6 
Percentage of those who have been in the United States before....... 27.7 
Percentage of total immigrants who were laborers...................-- + 85.8 
Destination of Italian immigrants. 

a a a sg eae a lt ell Cell 150 

Se IIR onc. obtintmcnn anda tubstebillip ss deetemidnesednwescon wu 
SN FEI ne ckistnettiid vase ts esti dips ciadewetes cenbse wade 184 

Tie an eenebabcneibie nasa cnennetendur eatin eNeteeecdnebseonoesen 
NE ne cats enintiodminepaatiacdupeietmegebamnitinneeessssamenaee 88 
BIS edie ce ceccupedenetnessconvedbpethdwertvedetescuteteéwscentes 85 

‘otal New Saget Ahlan Roan sone den HomninemnEedEnsetson 
ee ey ME, CUT ccovinowarcesctodcecedecesccnecsneduusanawneitedenee 2, 276 
EY LC Kins cudausedbdelenphigntsitsewmdagenadeplontnn Giibibebiewebiies 7 

BIEED 0500 venet cnawatesss sbewewscsenasews Ve etectecstaueieenteduen 137 

SE SNE nonce dbieuntinsnntth dinmanerehissieindeniadediialie-mubanhdimatiin’ 176 
incereéendsuced Gales shbagtabaclicttinesnoe 313 
petty ae bode cenhéeekibbatinsiasnsihimiauddbedtnssbhcdohunstesaeudoen 45 

Lp bl wind n MaRUOCaNetinin noscewinnetdeatiteya bundsewntttesatedse ot 

sellin ieeeetinenbbibialastinibimeinanslepldahiamnliatatattieninn snpmienatubannd 10 
sn cctgenbnie wien awit eeRebIbS coptstunmbesaaeeoosinnes 44 
eiwasitpn .ckaiientemantiieaGee keraeedinwmedmedueqsne 62 
sitapitinne ushiiaisibamamandeilimibiiin sosdes pubmbineaiaaneies sina 8,174 

were bound either to the 


mi centers, Thus, those destined for 

tate were going to or ay: aromas Butfalo, Syracuse, 

eto. Itis probable that a small ber of those giving New York City as 

destination are ultimateiy buted to other places. 

a one sore tants © pecans St 95.3 per cent were destined for New 

Eagpend, New York, New and Pennsylvania. 

those destined for “ other " 31—or less than 1 per cent—were bound 

to States west of the ver, and only 11 to tes south of Penn- 
only 3 were going to the Southern States 


JANUARY 11, 1895. 


cutting = fora Mr. Addison, of 
r. 
Lr Minny Nama. At atte be wenacerenpehed tf eas 
ork or Monday, Jan : e he was accom 

all of whom hed been under his direction in cut cane at 
the ‘or the said Mr. Addison. Mr. informed 
us that he was in supplying Italian laborers in any num- 
done; that he was prepared now 


Italians, for work of any nature; that hecould 
or 20m of ailment any of the building cose 


ew York, each one 
havi laborers whom they in a measure 


In the employment of these men in sugar-cane , Mr. Desabadia 
that the before- 


Of 118 Mulberry street, New fork, to secure for him & 
Fence cael suns ec ome pease 
salary 


sale of the tion 


son a of & per day as foreman. of the work these 
poen all revere eat ork, o— Dm. F., eS 
talians, Mr. had perf amoun 
street and road tor a New ook frm. ss 
Respectfully su 
e STIRLING 
SRE unaEroms 
Mr. Epwarp F. McSweennry, 
Secretary Immigration Investigating Commission. 
A instance of the of the has been thor- 
Shs Ercan ‘80 Arone ersten 
contract at Brunswick, Ga. 





ordinance for the 
the contractor was ready to resume 
he offered the local laborers onl how a, : 


every two week or in scrip on were 





ee 


*Very few arriving were over 6 years and small number is 
included in the above oa ~ 


of those not laborers were and the bal- 
ters, shoemakers, and barbers. aia 





ance chielly 
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take the scrip, which, on being presemted fo the local traders, was found t 
be worth but 0 to 9 per cent of its face; that is, the of those paid in 
One of thee cori ee 


os eres See than 80cents per day. orders 
eemable a’ r cent discount, was , 
‘is Commutation, abl s tnestuatle in athathed horeses 7 8 Trem ative of 


SSeS ret er eerie an ote 





HERBERT TATE. 

This system naturally caused and, althou i 
was declared, many stopped : fact ao = 
wae ector Wael to seaalior ans aan ee to $1.25 per , the 

refused t any @ could get 
plenty of Italian laborers at same * even a cheaper : 
se a Oesdine the Ccccuiden ees 
a num i 
: . vee about to be sent to ee an Ttafian banker €Belian 
or anda was on eX 
of Woveusber, when the first ee le Dares 5 “ 
number, each of them employment. 
oe reer one temporary 
of otra for money, $7 per 
advanced were She -4 from wages. ao thus 
company &: tenes ne ant 


on the passage tickets was not 


November 5 the men were landed at Brunswick by the banker's agent and 
in nine negro huts of three rooms each on outskirts of the city. 
store by theagent. For the 


aan neato 
fo Rs guarscrs fs thee scent tna Sear ace 


his month, yi= 
Sies al tobe boughoat the aguatle teste, the penalty ter Mockedions b”, 


tables show the food prices current in Brunswick and the 
the agent: 


| 











Prices paid 
by Italians 
for supplies. 










wevasevecsss eccves ceneccacesenweorse GP loath. . 
-per pound... 


eee ee meme w nee 


10 
*l0to 2 
3 


” 
eee 


7 


era eee 





was 4} cents per pound. 
too as Pur- 
: , and at t e end of each 


* The price for this meat at 


chases tered book by the 
ase were, cntered in a pana book bY 


™ for this eriod 
ave arma. The banker still farther profit by sending money 
to Italy for men. - re 

The native borers this displacemen 0 eir 


had come to ——_— country especially 
for this work, and not only these but many citizens were obliged 
elsewhere to find employment forthe winter. The 


to go to Savannah . 
fedling the of the Italians was very bitter among all classes in 
the city, but particularly among the business men. (For further facts re- 


the see EB. 
ter’ to inte Louk that © ntler patrons apatom exits among Fc 
Heagiciens, Hoes, Armenians, Preeti te hardships have 
come to laborers in several the tion thither of 


s a far more 
Deen able to make, 
attention it deserves. 


Mr. MAHANY, Mr. Speaker, I have half of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.v] and I desire 
to be notified if, in the course of my remarks, I should trespass 
per hilo Hetonine saaeaine to the eloquent and inspiring add 

and inspiring address 
of the gentleman ae Leen [Mr. Buck], the distinguished 
—— a Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. DinaLry] 


me: ee es eae cel h of 
gentleman from are correct, why should we not 


? If our citi- 


people the Chinese be 
thet ee San ie deeded 1 tative 


I pre Tam si nothing or to the members 
ober human eererenian. 
Fi eae bei. connie aaa branches of the 
nee ee Oe ee ee , the Slavic, 
and the Celtic. I say, some pride in the race from which my 
forefathers it was the race which first pushed 
its way the of beyond the table- 
lands of central Asia. the banners of advance- 
ment and human progress came the Italian or Romanic race, 


» 
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which we have heard so many accusations and criticisms 
in the course of this debate; a race that produced the foremost 
man that ever walked this earth, the great democratic soldier of 
antiquity, J ulius Cesar; a race that gave us the Renaissance when 
heananity seemed to have fallen into utter wreck and ruin; that 


ve us @ Angelo, a Raphael. and a Dante. I wish to 
say, in passing, that the Celtic race, although it needs no eulogy 
from me or any other source, has, 
tion, given five 
upon point of us another. 

F - See of the Italic or Romanic wave of emigra- 

con came the Grecian or Hellenic wave, which gave us—and let 

me say to the tlemen who object to immigration from the south- 
ern shores of Enrope that those people and their kindred who col- 
onized southern Italy and Sicily belonged to the Hellenic race— 
gave, I say to art the sculptures of Phidias; to government the 
states of Pericles; to pure reason the philosophy of Soc- 
rates, and transmitted to us in the best sense the noblest elements 
rf modern civilisati 

From the standpoint of popular development we owe an equal 
obligation to the Secunda race, which formed the fourth wave 
of emigration in the great western march of the Aryan family. 
From Rooue communities of that race we draw, from the 
principles of their councils, those democratic ideas which 
are the historic foundation of this very House now deliberating 
on this question. Weare indebted to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Buck} for he raised this discussion above the domain 
sail 


: 


into its proper sphere as a great 

consideration. We are not here as aldermen of a city or 

i of a ward. Weare here legislating for the foremost 

+ of history, a government not for Americans merely, 

,according to the very i established by the fathers of 
the trustee of liberty for all humanity. 

I have no patience with that kind of statesmanship which regards 


ae 


a point of order in the ure of this House as superior to a great 
and ever-living . The Committee on Immigration re- 


parted for the consideration of the sraaranatioes = —_ floor 
bills, but, by an injustice upon whi ill not elaborate at 

~~ bill wasexcluded. We have three bills now 
which restrict, in one direction or another, the 
immigration that is seeking larger possibilities and nobler oppor- 


an educational test. I would like to 
are upon the floor of this House whose 
to this Republic if that bill 

the time of their advent upon these 
not a Representative in this Chamber but in his 
district has numbers and numbers of constituents unable to read 
in the great Pe of human liberty, 

to the , firm in the faith of this Republic, substantial, 


raised against all civilization who would not be able to pass the 
Massachusetts toattempt to monopolize an Seitinens a an oa 
i e patriotism and direct 

the possibilities of this country. It is futile for a few people in a 
culture to imagine that they 
can bind with hea bn their theories the forward 
Se ma a Oa my knowl , because 

ic halls of Harvard University, 
familiar with Massachusetts conditions. I have stood 
Bunker Hill Monument, amid the glorious 
memories of the Revolution, and wondered how, among such asso- 
of Massachusetts should prefer to be New 


old American. [Applause.] The assum 
of neon has @ mon y 

like the attempt to corner 

It must necessarily fail, be- 


League 
ie i Sate 





in the first or second genera- | 
Presidents to the United States, and seems now | 





Mr. Speaker, I think no more sweeping condemnation of the 
Stone bill was ever penned than is found in that sentence of 
Chairman Hirt, because a consular or diplomatic officer who would 
_—_ &@ mercenary advantage to influence his public action would 

», by the essential theory of the State Department, a useless and 
a discreditable official. This bill would open the door to all sorts 
of corruption among dishonest consular officers. It would place 
@ pecuniary premium upon evasions of the laws. On the other 
hand, if you do not establish some compensation for the con- 
sular or diplomatic officer so empowered to give certificates, you 
heap upon the already overworked and underpaid consular and 
diplomatic corps a new and onerous burden utterly out of propor- 
tion to the compensation they receive. I do not believe it neces- 
sary to speak further upon the Stone bill. I think the simple 
statement of these propositions, aside from the consideration of 
the enormous expense involved for the establishment of the nec- 
essary machinery to carry out the provisions of that bill, suffi- 
ciently proves its futility and absurdity. 

The Corliss bill in its inception was a valuable measure. But 
under the action of the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization a section was incorporated which seems to me to destroy 
the usefulness of that bill. 1 will say here, in order that I may not 
seem to be inconsistent in opposing a measure which originally 
had my support, that the committee, contrary to my vote, incor- 

orated also in the bill introduced by me and favorably reported 

y that committee a similar provision permitting the lake ship- 
owners by a kind of special license to hire foreign seamen to man 
American vessels. The plea for this proposition is that, owing to 
the alleged scarcity of American sailors, it would be a serious 
disadvantage to the merchant marine of the Great Lakes to insist 
upon the exclusive employment of American citizens on American 
ships. In regard to that let me say that the demand and the ne- 
cessity will produce the service. If we insist upon Americans 
manning American vessels, we shall soon have a seafaring class 
which in time of war might be of the same value as those who in 
1812 upheld the supremacy of the United States upon the seas. In 
the present condition of the Corliss bill, it is brutum fulmen. Its 
purpose is good, but its provisions weak. 

It is a pity that these bills have been jumbled together in what 
seems to bea hopeless confusion. Had deliberation commensurate 
with the importance of this subject guided their presentation, 
I believe we could have evolved out of this tangle of immigra- 
tion theories some measure that would have been of benefit and 
utility to the American people. 

Let me say briefly in regard to the bill which I introduced that 
it had and has the united indorsement of all the American asso- 
ciations and federations of labor. It does not create any new class 
of excluded immigrants. It simply aims to enforce existing laws 
by the imposition of penalties for violations of those statutes, 

At this point I desire to observe in regard to the immigration 
bureaus at the various ports of this country, and especially in 
New York City, that I agree with the statement made yesterday 
by the gentleman from Michigan {[Mr. Cor iss} that if there is 
one bright spot in the dark gloom of present Democratic misrule 
it is the administration of the immigration laws. But, under the 
wording of the present statutes, United States district attorneys 
refuse to arraign violators of these enactments, and the bill which 
I presented for consideration provides a remedy for that condition 
of affairs and enables the district attorney to carry out in spirit 
and letter those provisions of immigration statutes which protect 
American labor. And, Mr. Speaker, I say tothe Republican party, 
as a loyal member of that party, that these laboring people of the 
United States do not ask for the exclusion of any new classes of 
immigrants. They simply ask for the bettér enforcement of the 
existing laws. They came to a Democratic Congress and asked for 
bread but received astone. It remains for the Republicans of 
this House to say whether this Republican Congress shall treat 
them with the same indifference and neglect. 

We have before us the most important subject that has been 
presented at this session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. As the 
gentleman from Iowa {Mr. HepsuRN| said, it is the only question 
that has assumed the dignity of a plank in two Presidential plat- 
forms. It remains for you, gentlemen of the House, to determine 
whether we shall go before the people in November next and say 
to them, ‘‘ We have done nothing for your interests; we have passed 
the McCall bill to exclude your friends and relatives, because un- 
der the tyranny of European governments they have been beaten 
down into ignorance, from which they are struggling to emerge” ; 
or whether we shall tell them that ‘‘ under the provisions of the 
Stone bill fantastic requirements will impede the path of those 
whose st are toward the morning”; or whether we shall take 
up this labor measure, presented here by the united indorsement 

labor in the United States, and pass a bill which, while it ex- 
cludes the unworthy and unfit, throws wide the doors of our 

blic to every immigrant honestly desiring to cast in his lot 
with the great forward march of human liberty as exemplified in 
our national progress. 
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Gentlemen, this is a question which you can not decide upon the 
basis of pleasing this or that vote. It must be settled on the 
broad plane of highest American thought, which, while conserv- 
ing our interests, recognizes our strength, understands our possi- 
bilities, and is true to our mission and our destiny. A measure 
framed in this spirit will exclude none who are worthy to share 
in the unequaled benefits, the glory, and the grandeur of this 
Republic. ae.) 

r. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understood that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Manany] was to yield to me 
half an hour. 

Mr. MAHANY. I yield half an hour to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not stand 
here to claim that the bill which I had the honor to introduce will 
exclude all bad men from this country; I do not claim that occa- 
sionally a good man will not be kept out and a bad one let in; but 
I think it is a rational and on the whole the best test that we can 
apply to the conditions that exist to-day. 

am perfectly well aware that there are some people in this 
country who do not believe that we should have any restrictions 
whatever upon ey ee They would be entirely willing that 
this country should made even a penal colony, which is the 
obvious and one of the first uses to which newly discovered coun- 
tries have been putin the past. I shall not attempt to convince 
such persons. I shall assume that when a people have conquered 
a new country, have reclaimed it from the wilderness, and have 
set up therein their institutions and their laws, they are under 
some obligation to the body politic into which they are organized. 
I shall assume that it is their right to protect themselves against 
the intrusion of hostile or alien or inferior races and to prevent 
their entrance to an extent which may degrade their citizenship 
and impair their civilization. Otherwise the destruction of the 
savage men and the savage beasts which they supplanted would 
be absolutely inexcusable, if they were to permit their civilization 
and their country to be tamely given over to the first race that 
came along, however degraded it might be. SoIsay, Mr. Speaker, 
that I shall take that for a starting point in what I have to say. 

On the broad  rinciples laid down in this debate, we should 
admit every immigrant, no matter what his character might be 
or how our own power of assimilation might be overtaxed. On 
these principles the exclusion of the Chinese was a wanton outrage. 
I, however, believe that even if our ancestors did come from 
abroad, having set up a government for ourselves, it is our 
duty to look out for its welfare just as much as if we had sponta- 
neously sprung from this soil. To say that because we are a na- 
tion of immigrants, as nearly all other nations have been, weshould 

no restriction on i tion, is a good deal like saying that 

use Rome was founded by bandits it should therefore forever 
have been an — for the criminals of every nation. Weare 
to do all those things which are necessary to preserve our liberties 
and cur civilization. Even if we are, as might be inferred from 
some of the broad principles laid down here, a great charitable 
orgenization, an in ational soup kitchen, for the benefit, pri- 
marily, of the rest of the world, we should yet do what is neces- 
sary to keep our charity shop running to the best advantage and 
not adopt such utterly loose and unbusinesslike methods as would 
speedily make us the a. and not the dispensers of charity. 
Syme But while I believe, Mr. S , that what is best 
or this nation will broadly, and in the long run, be the best for 
the world, I shall not waste time to vindicate my action from an 
international standpoint. It is enough for me that I sit in this 
American assembly, mting with you the interests of the 
American people, and I am willing to leave to others those lofty 
flights into the affairs of the universe, excepting the United States. 
I think we should try to keep our feet y planted on American 


soil. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to this educational bill, which, 
ee it may be eS ae i honor to a 

was princi prepared an n voca 
the leanierattion Mestvistion e of en te some eee: 
terous statements have been made in this Capitol concerning this 
league, perhaps I should say a word about its composition. Its 
 aangmares is John Fiske, of Harvard University, whose name is 
own and honored among scholars the world over. Among its 
other officers are Samuel B. Capen, Hon. James R. Dunbar, Hon. 
George F. Edmunds ee 8. Hale, Henry Lee, Richmond 
Mayo-Smith, Robert Treat Paine, Robert Treat Paine, jr., Hon. 
Henry Parkman, Thomas F. Ring, Nathaniel 8. Shaler, Robert 
De C. Ward, and Prescott F. Hall. A more reputable set of gen- 
tlemen were never associated together for the promotion of a 
great public end. In this list of names both of the great political 
es and the Protestant and Catholic churches are represented. 
ese men freely have given their time and money to secure the 
most careful and scholarly investigation that be made of 
the immigration question, and as a result of their labors they have 
adopted as the most rational and effective measure the educational 


bill which I had the honcr tointroduce, Icome now, Mr. Speaker, | tem 


to the reasons for the bill. 
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During the first century of our existence our immigratio 
almost entirely made up of the races kindred with ours ~ Neha 
dred with the men who established the independence of this coun. 
try. And at the end of that century we furmed a compact and 
homogeneous people admirably adapted to our institutions. But 
at that particular time a great c was seen to take place in 
ourimmigration. In 1869 substan y three-fourths of our immi- 
grants came from Great Britain, France, Germany, and Scandina- 
via, while less than one one-hundredth of them came from Austria- 
Hungary, Italy, Russia, and Poland. But in 1880—between 1469 
and 1880—a space of ten years, this immigration had grown from 
less than 1 per cent to nearly 9 per cent, while in the same time 
the immigration from the other nae of countries to which I 
have referred had diminished an e down from 73 to 64 per 
cent. In 1890 the Hungarian, It , Polish, and the Russian 
immigration had increased to 34 per cent, or 35 times as much as 
in 1869, while the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, and 
Scandinavia had declined to nearly 50 per cent. Thus from one 
set of countries and from one class the immigration was rapidly 
increasing—running up; and from the other the immigration in 
the same proportion was ru down. 

Mr. Speaker, we can see that this immigration comes in com- 
petition not merely with our own people, but these immigrants 
come in competition with each other. If we open our doors broadly 
to the Chinese, on the principle that they are a law-abiding peo- 
ple—which they are—or on ee that they are skillful and 
ee ee they are—then the laborers from the higher 
civilizations, which oe more to support and maintain them, 
can not compete with them; and in the proportion as you admit 
more Chinese or more of the cheap-labor races you thereby dimin- 
ish the immigration of or exclude the better races. And this law 
is demonstrated practically and clearly in the working of the fig- 
ures which I have cited, so mathematically and so scientifically 
that it can not be denied. 

Now, the figures show that the races that are so well suited to 
our institutions and civilization have been in the last twenty-five 
years becoming less and less factors in our immigration, while 
the other nations, those races which are not suited to our civiliza- 
tion, which are soradically different from us in education, habits 
of life, and institutions of government, are taking their p!ace and 
have been coming in more and more. Let us see how the educa- 
tional test would work on these conditions. It has been believed 
by the people of the United States, at least until within a short 
time, that our republican institutions and our republican form of 
government rest upon the intelligence of the — as one of the 
main pillars on sc them. I know that there has been 
within a few days a different doctrine promulgated in this country. 
A distinguished citizen in my own State has put forth the doc- 
trine that we are in more danger from the literate classes than 
from the illiterate classes. I do not think the line of illiteracy 
will divide the morally good from the bad; butif that dis- 
Se will only make effort to have his ideas 
pao in the platform of the to which he has the 

onor to belong, and to which I do not the honor to belong, 
and have it proclaimed as a of v that we shall 
establish illiteracy as the sovereign test tizenship. and that 
only the man who can not and can write shall be per- 
mitted to vote, while those who can read and write shal! not be 
tted to vote, then we may possibly see the spectacle of a 
great Republic established on ignorance and witness the result of 
s beautiful theory of his in actual practice. [Applause. | 
- Mr. Speaker, that we have “ge on the a 
telligence was necessary to tenance of our 
the State of Massachusetts, in a single year, 
$10,000,000 to be ex- 
hools. That is a per 
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capita which is almost equal to the capita tax on the people 
of this country to maintain our national expenditures. e not 
merely thereby for the education of the rich and well-to- 
do, but every who desires an education has access to the 
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in the Netherlands 3.38, in Scotland 2.8, in Germany less than 24 


t, in Norway 1 per cent, in Sweden three-fourths of 1 per 
pert, in lawiteerland six-tenths of 1 per cent, and in Denmark less 
than one-half of 1 per cent. 


So we see a clear line of demarcation between these peoples. 
We see that the Anglo-Saxon races are able to read and write, and 
that this bill will practically not apply to them. We know that 
they are the e out of whose loins this nation sprang; that our 
institutions will be adapted to them, and that they will be supports 
to uphold it. On the other hand, we see that the immigration 
from the Mediterranean ports and from those nations which, how- 
ever excellent their characteristics may be, have yet peculiarities 


very different from ours, is in the main illiterate, and that this 
bill will y apply to them. 
Mr. , as , a8 adverse as these facts are which I have 


been citing, an examination of statistics as to recent immigration 
will show that the degree of illiteracy is even greater among those 
races than it has been heretofore. In the first three and one-half 
months of the present year, according to statistics furnished by 
the Superintendent of on there arrived in the city of 
New York more than 19,000 Italians. One year ago there were 
11,869 Italians who landed between the ist of January and the 30th 
of April. This year, from the 1st of January to the 17th of April, 
there were 19,946 Italians who landed. Basing the computation 
upon those who had already embarked, and the probable number 
that would arrive by the 30th of April of this year, the total num- 
ber for the four months of this year would be 27,000, as against 
less than 12,000 during the corresponding months of last year. 
Now, let us see how these er ame are on the question of illiteracy, 
and how they would be affected oy the bill which I have introduced. 
Three thousand one hundred and seventy-four of these immigrants 
The test was actually applied to them. They 
were not taken, a few from this ship and a few from that, but they 
were all of the immigrants upon four steamers that sailed from 
Genoa and Naples during the month of April last. Of these 3,174 
ts there were 2,147 who were absolutely illiterate. That 
is 67.6 per cent, ormore than two-thirds of this immigration which, 
ascom with last year, has more than doubled, were illiterate, 
and would have been kept out under the pending bill. And of 
those who came we find this significant fact, that 28.7 per cent 
had been in the United States before, showing that they do not 


: 


come here to become citizens and cast their lot with us, but that 
they come here like birds of passage, in great flocks, to pick up 
whatever may be able to get and bear it back with them 
again across sea. 
. Speaker, this is not the worst of this class of immigration. 
We have oe saying to us that we need ple in this 
country, we have vast areas of unoccupied territory in 
Texas and other States, and that we want those territories to be 
filled up with new settlers. But the great difficulty is that this 
class of immigrants do not go to Texas, do not go to 


, but they settle down in our large cities, 
6 iy add to the labor problems that 
o 


{| 


vexing them, and most em go into the dangerous slums 

of our Eastern cities. The destination of these particular 3,174 
immigrants of which I have been speaking to you was taken. 
One hundred and ar of them were going to Boston. To other 
— of there were 34; to the rest of New England 
were 180. To New York State and New York City there 
were 2,276; to New J , 79; to Philadelphia, 137; to Pennsyl- 
vania, 176; to Chicago, 34; to other parts of Ilinois,10. And 


whole number were destined for the other portions 
r Canada. Of those that were goin 
outside of the city of New York nearly al 

, Brooklyn, Syracuse, and the other 

ose destined for the other States, 31, or less 

bound for States west of the Mississippi 

11 to States south of Pennsylvania and the Ohio River, 

8 were going to the Southern States proper. 

our friends from Texas are not particular about the 

of their immigration, then I do not think I should ob- 

it , if they insisted upon it, with these 

is that when we admit them to New York 

the of our immigrant ships the statistics 


that aalies on go to Texas, and that they have 
unoccupied territories. 

illustrated, too, by the labor statistics from the 

States Commissioner of Labor for 1894. 

the population of the slums of Balti- 

; of Chicago, 90 per cent; of New 

91 cent were of foreign 

so shows very ifi- 

ions. In the city of ti- 

of the total tion came from this 

Poland, and Russia p of countries. 

but two one-h ths of the popula- 

yet 12.72 per cent of the population of these slums 
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is composed of them. Six times as great a percentage of these 
people live in the slums as they bear to the population of the whole 
city. 

In the city of Chicago this first group of nationalities contribute 
6.41 per cent to the total population of the city, and they have 
44.44 per cent of the slum population of the city. About seven 
times the proportion of them live in the slums that live in the 
whole city, and practically every one of them who lives in Chicago 
lives in the slum precincts. On the other hand, of the immigra- 
tion from the United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Scandi- 
navia 80 per cent of the total population of Chicago is made up of 
them, and only 10 per cent’ of the slum population comes from 
them, showing that less than one-third of the proportion of this 
group of immigrants live in the slumsof that city. In New York 
about 9 per cent of the total population is from the first group of 
races to which I alluded, | yet 51 per cent of the slum popula- 
tion is their record there; while of the other group the United 
Kingdom, France, Germany, and Scandinavia give 31 per cent 
of the total population, while of the slum population they are 
only 8 per cent. I say that these statistics idenmstoate beyond 
any question whatever that the immigration that this bill would 
keep out congregates in the slums of our great cities, where resort 
those dangerous, festering, and explosive elements which more 
oe anything else threaten the destruction of our whole social 
abric. 

The danger of the slums was eloquently portrayed by Lord 
aw in his speech upon “ Reelection to Parliament,” when 
e said: 


* * * In the very heart of great capitals, in the neighborhood of splendid 
palaces and churches and theaters and libraries and museums, vice and ig- 
norance might produce a race of Huns flercer than those who marched under 
Attila and of Vandals more bent on destruction than those who followed Gen- 
seric. 

I say that the slum problem, made so formidable by the condi- 
tions to which I have referred, may yet sadly justify the predic- 
tion of Lord Macaulay that as Rome was destroyed by the Huns 
of the fifth century so this great Republic may be destroyed by 
the Huns of the twentieth century, except that the Huns of the 
twentieth century would come from within and be engendered by 
our own institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another very high authority upon this 
question of the undesirability of having alien races who do not 
speak our language, who do not care to become and remain a part 
of us, and who are not accustomed to our institutions settling down 
by themselves, living by themselves, and forming separate parts 
of our community. When this nation was established we had an 
immense territory and few people. Wehadnolargecities. There 
was every inducement to encourage immigration, and the wisdom 
of that far-sighted statesman who established this Republic and 
who was the equal in practical statesmanship of any man ever set 
to watch over a state, was never more conspicuously shown than 
upon this very question. In his letter to John Adams of Novem- 
ber 27, 1794, George Washington said: 

My opinion with respect to emigration (immigration) is that except of use- 
ful mechanics and some particular descriptions of men and professions, there 
is no need of encouragement, while the policy or advantage of its taking 
place in a body (I mean the settling of them in a body) may be much ques- 
tioned; for by so doing they retain the language, habits, and principles, good 
or bad, which they bring with them. 

We see here developed to its full extent precisely the very con- 
dition which George Washington saw with the eye of a prophet, 
and in the slums of our.great cities can be found hundreds of 
thousands of people of alien races who settle there with no inten- 
tion of becoming American citizens, who maintain separate and 
apart their habits of life, and as far as possible their laws and 
institutions, and who constitute a great menace to our civilization, 

Mr. Speaker, this situation, so clearly shown by the statistics, 
is also attended with other great practical dangers, and it brings 
up for our consideration a question which is of vital importance. 
I can not present this point better than by this illustration in the 
report of a special investigating commission sent out by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, which was printed a few months ago: 

When a stranger visits the anthracite regions [of Pennsylvania), he is filled 
with a for the poor Italian and Slav. He considers the American 
residents heartless in the extreme. He is amazed at the way the foreigners 
areregarded. Buta single year spent in that land will show him the truth 
no matter how tender-hearted he is. He will then know that disgust should 
take the place of surprise. He sees a thousand idle Americans, and a like 
number of foreigners slaving for 80 or 9) cents per day. He sees the Ameri- 
cans sending their children to school, supporting churches, living in decent 
houses, trying to be clegmly and to wear ge wey tonne: clothing. He also sees 
the scum of Dasape taking the place of the former, content to swarm in 
shanties like hogs, to contract scurvy by a steady diet of the cheapest salt 
pork, to suffer sore eyes and bodies rather than buy a towel and washtub, to 
endure typhoid fever rather than undergo the expense of the most primitive 
sanitary apparatus. 


Mr. Speaker, that is something that every man in this House 
who has observed anything at all has noticed in the section of 
country in which he may happen to live. With vast numbers 
already out of employment, we have thousands more added by 
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the competition of immigrants in our overstocked labor market, | Houses thereon, and had Mr. 
and ate aum for wages upon which an American can not live. | Mr. Wrermore as the alee the cen al a , and 


i DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I say that it is the duty of the men ——— for the govern- 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 


ment of this country to protect our civilization against any such 
a destructive competition, and if we shut our eyes to this condi- Rouse’ aie te he ’ i 00 the tt 
oncon Senate amendmen © 
ap ope for the District of Columbia—— 
r. 


tion and permit the degradation of those millions of our fellow- 
citizens who labor with their hands, and are to-day the pillars RICK. I ob Mr 
upon which our institutions rest, then I say we are false to our object, Mr. 
trast. We owe it to those who are here and to the millions who 
are to come to us in the future to maintain the high character of 
our civilization and to preserve this country for the institutions of 
America. 
Mr. Speaker, this bul which I have introduced will not forever 
solve the problem of immigration, but I think it will meet the 
resent situation, and if we pass it we will have taken a substan- 
step. 
If I may be permitted just a moment more, as my time has ex- 
red, I will close what I have to say by as from one of the 
adest-minded men who ever lived, and one who never uttered 
& word that was not instinct with the love of liberty ana of his 
fellow-man, Bishop Phillips Brooks, who said only a short time 
vefore he died: 
N t has ht to take of a choice bit of God" 
garth eae r from its reciente fe oun live mane om 
‘ortably and be a little more at peace. But if to this particular nation there 
bas been given the development of a certain part of God's earth for universal 
oe -osos; if the world, in the great march of centuries, is going to be richer 
‘or the development of a certain national character, built up by a eet rpe 
of manhood here, then for the world’s sake, for the sake of every na’ that 
would pour in upon us that which would disturb that development, we have 
aright tostand guard over it. We are to develop here in America a type of 
nations! character, we believe, for which the world is to be richer always. 
It may be the last t experiment for God's wandering humanity upon 
earth. We havea to stand over the conditions of that experi- 
ment, letting nothing interfere with it, drawing into it the richness that is 
to come eg © entrance of — from many nations, and they in sym- 









Speaker, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ‘ 
tleman that this is a privil matter. iw te ome 

Mr. HENDRICK. I withdraw the objection, 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the District of Columbia 
ees bills and oo for a ae 
' The pore. ere Objection to th 
of the tleman een Vermont? : oe 

Mr, objected. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the District of Columbia 
er tion bill and ask for a conference. 

Mr GROUT. Take itt granted 

r. : it for , Mr. Speaker, th: 
amendments will be printed. ee ae 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
on the Indian appropriation and, in order to expedite’ the 
matter, I desire to say that this is the same report that was adopted 
the was ted here it t fe the Ge el 
wen © Senate and w 
iiecsaekabtcaane of a single item. That item has aon 
been left out, and we come back to the House with the same re- 
port that has once been adopted here, omitting that particular 


pathy with our Constitution A Memeprr. What is that? 
[Loud applause. } _Mr. SHERMAN. That is in relation to appointing commis- 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. sioners to a the a oo rw with regard to 
: " , | their reservation. . Speaker, I move be adopted. 
4, m Srous the Canaie, ty Mr. Fines, Cee OF Se clerks Mr. MOODY. Has the gentleman conferred with the guntiomen 


from Nebraska . HanNer]}? 
_ Mr. . Iwill say to the gentleman that this has noth- 
whatever to do with the school question. 
r. HERMANN. Does this include the Klamath item? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It does not. This contains what the Houso 


aa a a last week, with the Fort Hall item left out. 
r. . The Klamath item was not in the report 
last week? 


bill CH. R. 7285) for the relief of cFar . 

The niessage also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5210) appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Them also announced that the Senate had bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 


annou that the Senate had — without amendment the 


A bill (S. 2884) for the relief of David O. Burleigh; HERMANN. What is its status? 

A bill (8, 2588) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson, late first It is still inconference. I move that the con- 
lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers; ference and that the House insist on its disa- 

Joint resolution (8. R. 147) concerning the improvement of the | 8Teement to the other amendments and a conference to. 
Kennebec River, Maine; an motion was to. 

A bill (8. 2758) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the |, On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the Lake Madison Vet- ee ad was laid on the table, 
forme Asnnetosion, Grand Semy of Che Rapelii, of: inte of | ae means Sie aeeniaee eee aus ant Ms. Paw 

The also announced that the Senate had insisted u DLETON, 

IMMIGRATION, 


message 
its amendment to the bill (H. aoa increase the ponalenr of 


Caroline A, Hough, widow of Brig. John Hough, disagreed 


Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. , 80 far as I am concerned, I shall 
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference uae 


ask the in of the few moments while I 


asked by the House on the votes of the two Houses | attempt to the measures now under consideration, and 
thereon, and had ted Mr, GaLuinerrR, Mr. ViLas, and Mr. that time I promise to confine myself to the bills which are 
CANNON as the on epee the Senate. being considered by the House. A great deal of sentimentality 

The message also announced the Senate had to the and declametion kes been in by gentlemen who have 


ES eS eee ee nee _— 
making appropriations for curre con! expenses e 
Indian Departinent ond failing tent stipuletions with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
purposes, and had further insisted upon its amendment, and asked 
# further conference with the House on the votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. w, Mr. 
Ee aha COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the 


A further from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its 


preceded me, but when we come to the sober consideration of this 


clerks, announced the Senate had insisted upon its amendments | of this House beyond 

to the BE (i Oh ene oe eee eee See ee See the Stone bill would be the bay This House is a gieat 

dry measures in usein the of Columbia, for other pur- | deliberative body, and it can not in empty legis- 

poves, disagreed to by the House of tatives, had agreed | lation; it can not afford to indulge in legi that would not 
the conference asked by the House on Sens vont ee ee eee upon the statute book 

the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ILLAN, Mr. |-Let me see if I can 1 ( 


om and Mr. PrrrcHarp as the conferees on the part of the 
nate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and 
ele dete vat Rapremmienees Uakaaee 

y ouse 0) 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 


; 
132 























a 
oD ot meg ee ere 


rnd hit sme = ll 


> 
; 
t 
: 
2 
& 
= 
eS 
i 
. 
. 
i 
a 8 
7 < 





5480 


that the German Government, from whence comes a very large, 
desirable immigration to the United States, have laws requiring 
military service of the young men between certain ages, and that 
law prohibits these young men from leaving Germany when that 
service is due to the Government, unless they come away clandes- 
tinely. I do not know whether such is the law in Germany. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. That is a fact. 

Mr. HENDRICK. The chairman of the committee, who is a 
German, says it is true. That being the case, then, the question 
I desire to submit is, Will Germany permit the United States to 
set up examining boards right in her own territory and select 
emigrants to come to the United States when the law of Ger- 
many declares that the most desirable part of her population shall 
not emigrate, because they owe military service to the mother 
country? Indeed, is not France, England, Germany, Italy, and 
all other civilized powers directly interested in keeping their good 
and desirable citizens at home, and sending the bad and undesir- 
able ones away? And if we pass this bill and attempt to convert 
our consulates into ee is it not a great incentive 
to foreign Governments to look after the best part of their popu- 
lation and take steps to prevent their emigrating, and at the 
same time to do all that can be done to force on us their criminal 
and undesirable classes? I think before we pass this bill that 
these questions should be considered well and with great delibera- 
tion. 

Let us suppose that this bill has been enacted intolaw. Itisa 
very violent presumption, but we will indulge in it for the pres- 
ent in order to ascertain if possible the exact relationship which 
we would occupy toward foreign countries. 

Let us for the pu of appreciating the situation consider 
what we would do if a foreign Government should attempt to 
enforce a law similar to this if the situation were sevensed. If 
England, for instance, should attempt to give her consuls extra- 
territorial jurisdiction by ordering them to examine every sub- 
ject within the United States when he should attempt to embark 
for a foreign ae. 

What would the United States do? Why, to ask that question 
is to answer it. We all know what would be done. The United 
States within less than twenty-four hours would send to England 
an unconditional demand to remove such agents and spies from 
among our people, and it would not be a good government or one 
worthy of if it failed to do it. And yet we are proposin g 
here, under the provisions of the bill we are considering, to sen 
a consular agent into every foreign port and have him inspect the 
citizens of other countries to determine the question of the right 
of admission to our shores. 

How could we possibly adjust our consular service so as to work 
in harmony with the provisions of this bill? Last year, for exam- 
ple, we only had 250,000 emigrants to this country, while during 
previous years we have had as high as 800,000. me years the 
immigration has been very light from some foreign countries, and 
probably the very next year eae from that same 
country. It seems to me that unless we the power to foretell 


future events we would not know how to meet the demands which | fro 


might be made upon us for examiners. 
n some ports our consuls woald have to be supplemented with 
hundreds of assistants, while in others a very few would suffice. 

The trouble would be that we could never tell where the extra 
ee — be needed until the rush came, and then it would be 

The fact of the business is that all this bill does is to force upon 
the people thousands of extra officials at high salaries to perform 
labors in foreign countries, and probably over the protests of for- 
— governments, that will have to be performed again by home 
officials, and that, too, when this double performance can only 
serve to prom te a conflict of opinions between two sets of 
United States officials. 

It has been contended during this entire discussion by gentle- 
men advocating the passage of the bill that the United States 
Government has power to confer extra territorial jurisdiction 
7 empowering her consuls to administer oaths to the subjects 

i countries who might contemplate emigrating to the 
United States. No man who has license to practice law should 
indulge in such wild assertions upon this fioor. A good lawyer 
can not entertain such an opinion. Suppose the United States 
should pase a law ok that if anyone should be guilty of 
murder in England he should be incarcerated in a penitentiary in 
the United States for life. Does it need a legal interpreter to say 
that such a law would be void and without effect? Suppose we 
pass a law providing that if a consul of the United States swears 
anybody in a foreign port, and the party so sworn makes a false 
oath, he shall be guilty of ern subject topunishment. Is 
it possible that there is a lawyer who does not know it would 
be simply an enactment without any effect whatever, not merit- 

the least consideration in any court? And yet that is exactly 
what is sought to be done by bill. 

But I want to invite = consideration to one or two other 
objections. I asked the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
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nia (Mr. WILL1aM A. Stone] on yesterday if he proposed 
visitorsand tourists, when urreeiaatartiee nited Ste oy lave 


A tates, inspected 
or examined by the consul abroad before starting. He sai 
did not, and added that my objection was an aiden 


Let us see if itis. If it is an imagi objection, then the bill ; 
an imaginary thing. Why, if the gentleman is right, and ebods 
is to be examined who is peng here simply as a visitor, all that 
would be necessary for an ee who desired to avoid the 
effects of this bill would be to aboard a ship and say, “I am 
not an emi t; I am going on a tour or visit.” I simply point 
out this objection to show how frivolous the bill is and how futile 
it wan ae = to a a hs We can not afford to pass 
a oes not apply to every citizen of a country alike. 
must be equal before the law. = 

ow e ublican party 
which treat erexyeely 
rte the Republi had not for thi 

e Republican party not for thirty years dealt in su 

class legislation as to teach the pecple to rely on the cee 
tor support instead of on their own manly, individual exertions 
there would not be such a constant clamor for legislation in favor 
of particular classes. It will ruin our country if it is not sto ped. 
But let us go back to the Stone bill. Does the distinguished gen- 
tleman know that during the World’s Fair at Chicago we had 
over 70,000 visitors who came here from foreign countries, and 
every one of them spent money and left it here with us? That is 
a fact, and the records show it. How would the gentleman have 
examined those 70,000 people? If he admits that under his pill 
they could come without examination, he must admit also that the 
same number of immigrants could have done likewise. If not, 
how would he have managed them? He says no examination 
whatever would have been made. Very well, then, he virtually 
admits that the whole number could have remained here under 
his bill as immigrants, and could thus have avoided the bill which 
I have read to you. 

Isnot that true? Is there any ible escape from it? I think, 
gentlemen, that before we adopt such legislation as this, before 
we go in simply to gratify the caprices and the whims of some 

cular on, we should look into the merits of the measure 
ood to condemn it if it is wrong, and to stand 
by it if it is right. No great deliberative body like this can legis- 
late _ ly and —— wholesome laws if it undertakes to 
pander to any section of the country or to any class of the people 
in any section. I aaencee every on the face of the earth will 
agree with me in that declaration. e must treat everybody and 
ee Oe ee Sea arnt seen 

But I want to examine a little further into this question of im- 
migration while I am upon it. When did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLL1AM A. STonk] become so thoroughly 
aroused to the of immigration? We have grown from 
8,000,000 to 70,000,000 of united and happy, freemen. Our terri- 
tory has extended from 13 sparsely settled British colonies to 45 
free, independent, and happy States. Our borders have extended 
m those same little colonies, across the continent—from the 
Atlantic Ocean on the east to the Pacific on the west, from the 
frozen lakes of the North to the a isles of the South—and dur- 
ing all this time we have never been ed by this inundation 
from foreign countries to overw) to crush, and to blot us out, 
as he would now have us believe isabout tobe done. As was said 
by the gentleman from Lo [Mr. Buck] yesterday, there is 
s more behind it than what has been proclaimed on this 
floor. If I could, without wishing country harm, I would 
wish to see you put such statutes as =n e statute books. 
With all your ae es would see where that ma- 
jority would go at the next election; but even for the sake of 
— to see Republicans defeated I could not wish such a 

ty to my country. 


Was in 134 hn th other great how waa he Ko 
no’ an on. Sup y 

should banish foun our shores the immigrants who have come in 
stead of being th a a Sei ioesk alien that w ie 

e an ion that we 

we should be a enn ta pg the outskirts of respecta- 
bility. How much would be takeu from our vaunted wealth? 
Why, in a little more than a hundred years our wealth has grown 


does not usually favor la 
y alike, but no Democrat can afford to co 


from five billions to over $94,000,000 000, and d all that time 
the immigration to our shores has been steady and continuous, 
year in an out. 

Some of men we have ever had have come here 
under the accorded to fenmnigrente, James Beck, one of 
the greatest Senators who ever the other end of the Capitol, 
was an t, and when he came to Kentucky he wat 
educated. came over here to help us fight our battles. 
Judah P, Benjamin was a foreigner. So is Carl Schurz. Tak 
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race of progress. If he does, instead of pulling him back I 
eee say godspeed to him. Any other view is narrow and 


Now, Mr. Speaker, this much in reas to the Stone bill. I 
desire to answer a few suggestions made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Witson]. Before I do that, however, I wish 
to ask the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stone] this ques- 
tion: Doss he think it was right and proper to enfranchise the 
negroes of the South? Did he vote for the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, providing that they should not only have the right 
of citizenship, but that they should be officeholders? Certainly 
he did. Iam not upbraiding him for it. lam not criticising him. 
But will he now turn on the white race and say that he honestly 
believes that the immigrants who are coming to our shores from 
foreign countries are worse than the uneducated negroes of the 
South who were raised in slavery? We all know that he will not 
say it. We all know that he can not say it truthfully. I dislike 
to think that anybody is forcing on us and advocating a bill so 
foolish as this because of some unknown, outside pressure, some 
sinister power behind it, but I declare when I consider the meas- 
ure I am irresistibly driven to that conclusion. 

Now, let us see. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Witson] ae that nobody in the South wants immigration. 

Mr. IN of South Carolina. What I said was that re 
in the South wants immigration of the class that will be affecte 
by these bills—these excluded classes from southern Europe. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Well, I understood the —- to say 
that the South did not desire immigration. I may have been 
mistaken in that. I do not wish to do him any injustice. I 
remember that a few —_ ago committees were sent all over 
the State of Kentucky for the purpose of raising funds to send to 
foreign countries to induce immigrants to come to Kentucky, and 
I was one of those who tried to promote the movement. ny 
other States did the same thing, and it will not be many years be- 
fore the question will again be agitated and immigration solicited. 

has heretofore been regarded as very beneficial to 
America. Not only is that—— : 

Mr. BROMM. you discriminate as to what. immigration 
you want? Is that done by the scheme now practiced? 

Mr. HENDRICK. As a matter of fact, that was not discussed, 
as I now recollect, but I know English, Germans, and French 
would have been ee but I am now discussing the Stone 
bill. What does the Stone bill prefer? That is the thing that is 
under consideration. 

Mr. BRUMM. It prefers the enforcement of the laws as they 
since ~ have asked the question. 

RICK. I have just made the point, if you had lis- 
tened to me, that you can not enforce the law which we now have 
if this foolish bill should be adopted. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have listened to you, but you failed to prove 


that. 
Mr. HENDRICK. I am not responsible for your failure to 
understand. 


Mr. BRUMM. But there are many things which you are re- 
sponsible for that you have not proven. 

Mr. HENDRICK (continuing). And which nobody could do 

to satisfaction. That is all I intend to say to you. I donot 

for an interruption. Here is a document furnished to me 

the tion Commissioner, and comes down as late as 

Jan | I desire to read from it what some of the govern- 
ors of the States say about immigration: 


Arkansas —We prefer American, German, and English immigrants— 
~ You will notice that poy every one of these governors here 
says that there is a dearth of farm hands and that they need farm 
hands all over the South. Why should we not be permitted to 


have them immigration? Simply because a few cities are 
overcrowded with undesirable immigrants? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
ir MAHANY. I yield the gentleman five minutes of my 


Mr. HENDRICK. No. I have moretime. I promised to yield 
some time to other gentlemen; but I will not detain the House 
much longer. 


California— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. V ll. 
ca HENDRICK. I cnbestend, hy a that I have an 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 


tleman is a member of 


the committee, the Chair understands, and has an hour. The 
Chair understood the gentleman only desired to speak for thirty 


Mr. HENDRICK. I 
i F had desired to be informed by the Speaker 
would 


thirty minutes; but I did not think that I 
from going on further if I desired. 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair simply advises the 
gentleman that thirty minutes has expired. 
Mr. HENDRICK (continuing): 


California.—All desirable immigrants of the classes indicated (farmers, 
horticulturists, etc.) who have the capacity and determination to become 
good American citizens will be gladly received. 

Colorado.—Colorado desires first-class immigrants in nearly every portion 
of the State. * * * For horticulture and agriculture we prefer Germans 
and Scandinavians. 

eae first preference as to race is given to the English-speaking 
people. 

8 Sanwa prefer Germans, French, Hollanders, Belgians, Scandinavians, 
wiss. 


Idaho.—Scandinavians or Germans are poetenakin. 
i 


Illinois.—Just at present the State of Llinois is not seeking to have further 
immigration. 


Jowa.—As to the immigration of any class of foreigners to this State at the 
present time, I should say that it is very undesirable. 

Kansas.—The preference of immigrants would be in about the following 
order: Germans, English, French, Swedes, and Norwegians. 

Kentucky.—In Kentucky there is less disposition just now to secure immi- 
grants direct from foreign countries than from other States. 

So far as the governor of Kentucky is concerned, I happen to 
know better myself. I can say that there is a great desire in 
Kentucky to have a character of labor brought there that can be 
relied on, such as farm hands; not men who will work in the fall 
and sponge on you all the winter and desert you when working 
time comes in hot weather. Farm hands are needed that can be 
relied on to work and not toloaf. I know what Kentucky desires 
as to immigration, the governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 

I will read the remainder of his statement: 


The nationalities preferred are British, Germans, Swiss, and Scandinavians. 


So, then, Mr. Speaker, in nearly all of the States in this Union 
answering to this inquiry the governors say that immigration is 
desired. Why, what is it that has made the great cities but 
immigration? What is it that has made the property of this cap- 
ital city worth hundreds of dollars a foot but immigration? What 
is it that has made a foot of ground in New York City worth as 
much or more than a whole farm in the Western country? It is 
immigration. Are you willing to stop it here? Are you willing 
to shut it off and say that other men shall not enjoy the same 
oni eg which were enjoyed before you by your forefathers and 

as been likewise enjoyed by you? Thomas Jefferson, Patrick 
Henry, and George Washington, all of them, encouraged immi- 
gration instead of retarding it. 

I am astonished, in view of the past history of political parties 
in this country, to see so many gentlemen over there hugging the 
delusion to their bosoms that they will get any consolation from 
the Republican party. There you sit shivering behind its shadow, 
many of you foreign born, representing a foreign-born constitu- 
ency in a great measure, and yet you are afraid to open your 
mouths. The Democratic party stands to-day right whereit stood 
in 1856, when an effort was made by Know-Nothings to deprive our 
foreign-born citizens of their rights under the Constitution, and 
right where it stood when the alien and sedition laws were put in 
force. The Democratic party believes in making this the grandest 
and the most glorious Government beneath the sun. That is what 
it ought to be and will be if we do not permit the fanatics and 
cranks to destroy it; and while the Democratic party is saving it 
let our foreign population not sit back shivering behind the shadow 
of the Republican party, hoping that it will reform and come to 
their rescue and givethem a chance. Let me tell you, gentlemen, 
you are hoping in vain. 

If you depend on the Republican party you are lost. It is high 
time you were showing your gratitude to the Democratic party, 
the party which has fought your battles from the organization of 
the Government down to the present time. 

If the pampered kings of protected monopolies had not gone to 
foreign countries and imported labor, ‘‘ scum,” if you please, into 
this country, there would be no such complaints as are now going 
on. You gentlemen upon the other side are the ones who have 
fostered classesin this country. You have nurtured the men who 
have brought this objectionable immigration upon us, if we have 
such, and now you ought to stand up like men and reap what you 
have sown and not try to cut off the development of the whole 
country, simply because there are a few cities overcrowded with 
unworthy immigrants brought here by your tariff barons. If 
they are criminals, enforce the laws against them. If, as someone 
has said here, half are in the penitentiary and the other half will 
not obey the laws, put the other half there also {applause}; but in 


-God’s name, where a man seeks to better his condition by coming 


to a new country and taking a new start in the race of human 
progress, do not cut him off and say that he shall not enjoy the 
same rights and the same privileges that you have enjoyed. 
[Loud applause. } 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word at the 
outset as to the parliamentary situation, and I do this at the sug- 
gestion of other gentlemen. There are pending in the House, re- 
ported from the Committee on Immigration, three bills, familiarly 
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known, respectively, one as the McCall bili, providing for an edu- 
cational test of immigrants; another, known as the Corliss bill, 
aimed at labor coming in from Canada; and the other, the Stone 
bill, providing for consular inspection. Those three bills are all 
incorporated in the substitute offered by the tleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. WiLLiam A. os on yesterday; those three 
ineasures are all pending as a substitute for the three bills re- 
ported — commnittee-—the substitute, in fact, includes them all. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to ee appeals to senti- 
ment or to anybody's passions, but I want to the attention of 
the House to a condition of things which exists in this country, 
and which demands of the representatives of the people immedi- 
ate consideration. Much has said here as to the progress of 
our country in the past and our growth from a few insignificant 
colonies to a great and mighty power among the nations of the 
earth. Prior to the civil war we were in the main a pastoral peo- 
ple, enga mostly in agriculture. We had no considerable 
number o a cities and no congestion of population in particu- 
jar districts. Itis only since the close of the civil war, and, in 
fact, within the last two decades, that the subject of immigration 
and kindred subjects have begun to plague the American people. 
The very next matter to be considered by this House—a matter 
which has been assigned for consideration immediately after the 
pending measure—is a bill reported from the Committee on Labor, 
authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission ‘‘to 
collate information and to consider and recommend legislation to 
meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital,” 
and in the report upon that the committee say that they re- 
port the bill ** because there is a widespread dissatisfaction with 
the laws governing labor, as shown by discontent, strikes, and 

violence, es —_ and danger to society.” 
next measure that is to be taken 







That labor bill, nen 
for consideration by tatives of the people here. 
questions that grow out of relations of capital and labor 


did not trouble the American people years ago, but to-day there 
are no questions that press more urgently or with more persist- 
ency upon the consideration of the lawmakers of this country 
than the ———- growing out of the relations of capital and 

ene ae Se Saas ree Se the it that cap- 
iy = coun = 
very recenily there was no necessity legislation on subject, 
no necessity for any interference on the part of the State or the 
National Government for the purpose of the peace between 
capital and labor. But in the last few years all this has changed 
and these questions have continued to grow in urgency until they 
have demanded consideration and are to be given consideration by 
this House as against other questions that seek and demand our at- 
tention during the short time that we have remaining of this ses- 


those statistics it will re eee ee tion of this 
country increased but 24 per cent from 1880 to . 

niation of our cities of 10,000 and upward increased in the same 
ee 


bered that the 60 per cent includes we be who live in cities 
having a po above 10,000, and 


| 
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| 
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1890 is on in this It is , then, that we are no 
longer with a people who 

axe brought inne to Snes wait- Genilion- at 
ne and demands it imperatively. I do not 


could 
month make from thirty to ve days’ work, the condition 
of cntags ner chee aehaceae mines and in our mills 
the laborer is fortunate if he can make from twelve tofifteen days’ 
work in the calendar month. That is the condition of things in 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the tleman allow 

NE RANESOLDn "Ducat plete ant the 
r. BAI i not the gen think that 

trade policy me the present Democratic Riainiseeties the 
times? 


Mr. DANFORD. I will answer the gentleman in rs 
am, as he is, a protectionist of the most pronounced bom 
type. About two years ago or less I met a Welshman, a man 
whom I had known for my pens a laborer in one of our iron 
mills. He was out of work; hisemplcyment was gone. I under- 
took to talk to him im the same direction that the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. BARTHOLDT) now suggests. I spoke of tho tariff 
of the changed 1 on. But he said to me, “Oh, Mr. Dan. 
FORD, that is not the great trouble”; and, pointing across to the 
mill where he had worked, he said: ‘There is the great trouble: 
there is the camp of Italians that have taken my job away from 
me.” [Applause.] He went on to say, “I am trying to raise my 
children and make good American citizens of them; pee sending 

he: trying to make out of them just as good 
citizens as those of the native-born population. But I can not 
work against those ; I can not educate my children and 
make good Americans of them and work against those people.” 
That was his answer to the proposition that I made, that the trou- 


Bs ith friend the chairman 

ow, with my ec of this committee, ; 
a matter of , that the c of the revenue policy of the 
country has much to 


the present conditions; but 
I am talking about a remedy for this Taalidien of things, and I 


believe that a good way to begin is to stop to some extent, and to 
= full extent that these several measures go, immigration into 
Mr. Iam not hostile to naturalized American citizens; 

I am not hostile to those who come to this country to make homes 
here. Lam of a condition of things with which we are 
confronted and one for which we must find a remedy, and find it 
ao egg cee ie—and that vee 
0 e r abou e on er side, that 
those of us who favor this measure are held up as being opposed 
our citizens who 

were born across the water—I could not be hostile to these peopl. 
In the brigade in which I served in the Army there was a gallant 
regiment composed entirely of Germans, the Thirty-second Indi- 
ana, a8 good a regiment as ever carried muskets; and in the same 
brigade there was a regiment composed entirely of Norwegians, 
the Fifteenth Wisconsin, as good men as ever followed the flag 
anywhere. I could not be hostile to these ie, and I am not. 


But I am for my country, for a of things that 
I find caulk bclieva a panieiie, fapentinl peed t least, 
will be found in these bills. a 


I do not know what views other members may have of the vari- 
—_—— here and ramen iy in this substitute. 
Much has been against the Stone the bill requiring con- 
inspection abroad. I favor that measure along with the 
the House. I believe that it would be a 
would restrict immigration; that it 
would do so than any other measure now pending. 
Something has been said here as to the Germans who perhaps 
owe military service to the German Empire. It has been urged 
that ne would be unable °- away from their Gov- 
ernment if this test were required. I do not know that we have 
statistics on that subject; weare —- without means of learn- 
“6 not oe there a ee 
many men owing military service to German Empire who 
Shab they genewslly enck ame othurimiodirys Wey arose the Lincs 
some . cross the lines 
into France or countries SE Eieeeny, and in that 
penis) vurenn chr A mee of the German police. It is 
very known that is one of the best ced nations 
on the face of the next to Russia, the very best. 


of : 
I do not see how the saebe naatber of eemeets ieepooticn or @ con- 
sular certificate can in any way interfere with passage of a 
German from his own country to this, , as I believe is 


Seeteieete 
penreeny Bo cant, he ae eS ae across the line 
to France or some country See Se purpose of omer ths 
ee ee eee — a tess to an. 
German police to follow w tending to emigrate, 4 
certain who were & to embark for this country and 
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gas Kat pe ai 
sett , 












Germany does the same. She stands, so far as 


education. 
education is concerned, pe without a peer in the whole world. 
“T. me say that this ie 


Now, ucational test, as was shown clearly 
the from Massachusetts [Mr. McCa.u]}, the author 
this bill, will cut off many undesirable immigrants—undesira- 


ble for other causes than simply the want of education. I believe 
in that test, and believe it be something toward a solution of 
the troubles that confront us in this country at the present time. 


I believe in the American schoolhouse with the American flag 
waving over it, Mr. r. 
This cry for restrictive legislation comes to us mainly from a 


rtion of the New England States, from New Jersey, Rhode 
d, Pennsylvania, New York, and from the North Central 
States. The statistics that I referred to a moment ago show that 
of the total population of Massachusetts 66 = cent of her people 
are in her large cities. New York, a great broad empire as she 
js, has 58 per cent almost of her population living in the large 
cities and towns, and the cry comes to us from them to stop this 
immigration. And I want to say here that there has been sent to 
the Committee on Immigration many thousands of petitions in 
favor of the passage of the Stone bill. I want to say that many 
petitions have been received in favor of the passage of all of these 
measures. They have come to us from almost every section of the 
country; and I desire to say in this connection that while I rep- 
resent many Germans, many men of foreign birth, I have not 
received, al h I think it is well known in my district that I 
am a member of the Committee on Immigration—I have not re- 
ceived one single protest from a single citizen in my district against 
the the bill, nor has any been received that I know of. 
‘xbout the first I knew of any opposition to the measures of re- 
striction proposed by the committee came from the great steamship 
lines of this country. Their representatives have been vigilant 
before the committee and the House, and before.the country, in 


attem: to defeat the ee of restrictive measures. As has 
been y said, great ips have been built for almost the 
sole and of immigrants from other coun- 


express purpose of carrying 
tries to our shores, and one of the agents of these companies in 
talking before our committee said, when speaking of the consular 
inspection system, that their steamship companies had agents in 
every village in Europe. They are there for the of induc- 
immigration to this country. Wehad in 18 and 1891 500,000, 
ieve, of these people thrown upon our shores, and that immi- 
has been stimulated by these great corporations. They 
in Europe for this purpose. They are there for the purpose 
of stimulating immigration, and they dilate upon the higher and 
better wages paid in this country than in European countries, and 
one gentleman said before the committee that these men who come 
across with their families know as much, or more, about the or- 
ganized charities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and the 
cities of the country generally—as much or more than the citizens 
of these cities themselves. ey are informed by the agents of 
the great corporations—the steamship lines—of the charities of 
this country, as well as thejlabor conditions, and they come here 
thus stim: and come: as the statistics report, soon to find 

in these very charitable institutions. 
I said a moment that the cc intry had changed greatly since 
mae war. ae on has ones way ere great 
ustrial centers, these are being y popula y per- 
vee ee ere a a said, to — labor 
a, actories is country everywhere. 

Mr. BRUMM. the gentleman will permit me, I would like to 
ask unanimous consent at this time that the time for debate be 


extended to 5 o'clock. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That would be too late for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DauzeL.). The Chair can 
hardly recognizethe gentleman to make that request in the time of 
the _o from Ohio. 

. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. Will Wie genfiataan yield for a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. ‘ore the gentleman from Ohio proceeds, 
that if the gentleman yields for a moment or two, 
from Pennsylvania would make the motion he has 


I must decline to yield, Mr. Speaker. 
Much sentiment has been indulged n° in Bp perm as dy 
nations. ell, 
when our forefathers announced that as the principle = which 
be built up they had reference, if 
you will examine history, to political offeaders, to those who were 


— 


e 


i 


of events; 
if we have any, 
of this case, to our own people, to those who 
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are demanding of us some relief from the present condition of 
things, some relief from the clouds that gather every few months 
over some labor center in the country, some relief for those who 
are without labor in this country. 

This legislation will inure to the benefit not of the native born 
alone but of the naturalized as well—to those who are here now, 
to those who have already made this country their home. Their 
appeal is certainly stronger than the appeal which comes to us 
from any other quarter. 

Quoting from the same authority which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morsk] quoted on yesterday, ‘‘ He that careth 
not for his own household hath denied the faith and is worse than 
an infidel.” That doctrine is as good now as it was whenit was pro- 
claimed nineteen centuries ago. It is a doctrine that the Ameri- 
can people ought to consider as being brought home to us, and we 
ought to consider it in connection with this very measure. 

1 have already said that the great complaint comes to us from 
the Atlantic Seaboard cities, from that portion of the country 
where our mills and our factories and our mines are situated. 
What part of the country asks for immigration? Is it the agri- 
cultural portion? Well, Mr. Speaker, we are not getting very 
many agriculturists from our foreign immigrants at this time 
We are getting very few in fact. There is no very great encour- 
agement for men engaged in agriculture at this time in the United 
States. With 16-cent wool, with 45-cent wheat, and with other 
agricultural products about in the same proportion, there is no 
great demand for adding to our agricultural products at this time. 
I have already said that our mills and our mines are overcrowded; 
that those who are not out of employment are working on short 
time, and that there are threatenings from the labor conditions 
of the country. I believe that the questions that grow out of the 
differences between capital and labor should be reconciled among 
themselves; but if it becomes necessary to reconcile those differ- 
ences in some other way, I shall very much deprecate the hour or 
the day when American labor is to be beaten down at the end of 
American guns. That is not the policy at which we should aim. 
If there is relief in any other direction, we should give it in that 
other direction and not in the direction of force. 

Now, it has been said here that the time to apply the educational 
test is when the foreigner makes his application to become nat- 
uralized. I do not believe in that policy. I do not believe that 
we should have in this country, working in our mines and our 
mills and on our farms, any considerable number of people who 
have not at least declared their intention to become citizens of the 
United States. We should extend the time as far at least as pres- 
ent legislation goes, before full citizenship is acquired; but the 
intention to become a citizen of the United States, to take a part 
in this Government, to be a part of our people, the intention on 
the part of the alien to remain with us as one of our people, that 
intention should be present when he first lands upon our shores 
and makes his denice among us. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, for my time has about ex- 
ired, I desire to repeat what I have already said, that it isan un- 
air thing to attempt to array those who are in favor of this legis- 

lation against foreigners as a class, or as against the naturalized 
citizen. There is no feeling of that kind here. There is nothing 
of that sort in the country,I think; no such feeling of exclusive- 
ness, as is intimated, on the part of those who are pressing these 
bills before the House and before the country. I do not believe 
that there is in the Committee on Immigration a single member 
who has any other feeling than simply a desire to protect the 
people of this country against the evils that seem to be threaten- 
ing us from this foreign immigration that has been pouring upon 
our shores during the last twenty years. Ido not know how 
many immigrants will come into the country during this year; 
but whenever the burdens are lightened, whenever the fires in 
our factories are lighted, whenever the mines are opened, then 
the agents of these great steamship companies and others inter- 
ested in encouraging immigration throw them by hundreds and 
thonsands upon our shores. In the beginning of this year it was 
supposed that the number would reach fully 300,000, far more 
than in 1893 and in 1894. The number swells whenever prosper 

ity comes. 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that these bills that are now before the 
House would, if passed, shut out a great proportion of this unde- 
sirable population, and would ease up the labor question. It 
would save this country from a very great amount of illiteracy, 
save it from a great amount of pauperism and of crime, and I be- 
lieve that the people of this country demand such legislation as 
this. As was said yesterday, if it does not come now it will come 
later. Itis a question that will not down as long as the labor 
question is before the country. It is a question that will not rest 
as long as questions growing out of capital and labor are before 
the country. This question goes along with them, hand in hand; 

when times are hard, when adversity presses upon the country. 
these questions grow closer and closer, and we shall be compelled 
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before very long to give relief in some direction. I know of no | States and to prevent the immigration of the most desirable class of Ger- 


direction in which relief can be had more readily than by the | ™#2%,f course the bill would be withdrawn at once. Tam sure that ever 
passage of these bills. United States consul in Germany, as well as the United States ambassa.j... 





















: 5 at Berlin, agrees in this matter with the German-Ame: ; 
Now, Mr. 5 ens I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- | it were less American and more German, might hail with delight a bill that 
tleman from Delaware [Mr. W1ILLIs]. __ | Zould bring blessings to Germany, bad immigrants to the United States, and 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio Yours, truly, FERDINAND HARRSEN. 


having concluded his remarks, as chairman of the committee I 
desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I have 
nine minutes remaining to me, and I would like to close debate. 
The SPEAKER. The — will proceed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the gentleman from Ohio, my col- 


i oz time to reserve? 
r. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that the time for this debate be extended. 

Mr. MILNES. I object. 

Mr. PARKER. There are four or five members of the commit- 
tee who desire to participate in the debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My colleague reserved his time, supposing, 
apparently, he had time to reserve. How is the fact? 

he SPEAKER, The Chair thinks he has some time to reserve; 
but the gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the floor to con- 
clude debate, having reserved nine minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of this debate be extended. 

Mr. KEM. I[object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Kem]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. 8 er— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that gentle- 
men may be allowed to print remarks upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania asks unan- 
imous consent that gentlemen may be permitted to print remarks 
in the Recorp on this subject. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 


objects. ; 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in closing the debate on this 
question I do not desire to take up the time of the House and to 
again enter into a general discussion of the subject, but I desire 
to more particularly address myself to the bill pro as an 
amendment by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. Stong] and to some of his statements made upon this floor 
yesterday. I do not think it is the intention of this House to 
slander the naturalized citizens of this country, and for that reason 
I take it upon myself to answer some of the palpable misstatements 


Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, M. C., Washington. anaging Editor Post, 
Mr. Speaker, I have here reports made by the Secretary of S 
and the Secretary of the Treasury on the so-called Stone bill 
response to a letter of Senator HitLin thelast Congress. The then 
Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, said: 
In brief, I do not believe the State Department could execute so much of 


the proposed statute as would devolve u that Depart 
ent consular force, or even with that fonee * very largely aseeed me pres 


The Secretary of the Treasury said: 
The commission— 
aan commission appointed to report on the consular-inspection 
made its report, which is exhausted, and contains valuable information on the 
b; bill, hich ie 
of deaadiariopestion wens comaiared wh ase et 
Mr. § r, I wish I had time to read these official documents 
in full, but I have not. In conclusion, permit to me to say, let us 
a clean-cut bill, let us make a plain issue, which we can explain 
our people when we go out for reelection this fall—a bill which 
every man, woman, and child can understand in two minutes, an 
educational-test bill—and do not let us permit others to befog the 
issue and confuse the minds of the people by amendments which 
few will understand and will put us on the defensive in the great 


ae before us. 
The SPEAKER. The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, the pre- 
vious —— isnow ordered. The question is first on the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Michjgan Of CorRLIss] to the original 
bill presented by the tleman from uri (Mr. BarTHOLDT), 
After that is Giecnad of, a vote will be taken on the bill presented 
by ——— Pennsylvania Mr. WILLiaM A. Stone] as 
a substitute. The question is first on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from a 
Mr. CORLISS. . Speaker, I ask that it be read. 
TheSPEAKER. It can be read, without objection. 
Mr. KEM. I object. 
endoneke Thin ta Ob; ee - made by the gentleman from 
e ; . ughter. 
Mr. RICHAR 


2 . RI N. Mr. S a parliamentary inquiry. 
made by my friend from Pennsylvania. Among other things he | pa, couse have the amendm p 
said that 50 per cent of the inmates of the penitentiaries and pris- oa an a a athe. read to the pt — 


ons of this country were foreigners. The statement, Mr. S er, 
almost took my breath away, and even to-day I can hardly find 
language to express my surprise at such a statement, the accuracy 
or inaccuracy of which every member of this House can ascertain 
within ten minutes. The fact is, as the census shows, that in the 
prisons and in all institutions of the kind in the country—the total 
number being 82,829—the native-born prisoners number 40,471 and 
the fore born 15,982. Percentage of natives, 71.75; of foreign 
born, 28.25. Then as to paupers: I find in the Compendium of 
the Census—and that is in the possession of every member of this 
House—that the percentage of purely native pau is 82.61; pau- 

rs of purely foreign origin, 13.75 per cent, and of mixed origin, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Not to be voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. It was read to be voted on. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared himself in doubt 
as to the result. 

Mr. CORLISS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 45. 

Mr. MAHANY called for the yeas and nays, but almost imme- 
diately withdrew the demand. 

cd Fy gpg = Mr. CorLiss was adopted. _ 

; , . Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
SPEAKER The 


aie The . gentleman will state it. Ta as 
r. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? ae _— Sopecey Se ace fast voved? eam 


Sees Sane aren? No; [have not time. I have but a few 
minutes. 

Another statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was that the immigration exceeded the number of births in this 
country during the years from 1880 to 1890. The fact is, Mr. 
Speaker, that the increase of ulation, not the births of children, 
but the excess of births over ths between 1880 and 1890, was 
14,000,000, while the ne was only 5,000,000. 

Another statement e by the Lf sgn was that the Ger- 
mans of this country were in favor of the consular ion bill. 
I desire to read here from a telegram sent to me by the editor of 
the most high-toned, most influential, and the test daily Re- 

ublican German newspaper of the country. e editor of the 
. ry Post, Dr. Emil torius, has to say about the 
tone : 


tion u 
The SPEAKER, It loaves it attached to the original bill. 
A Memser. Is an amendment in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. ; 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have 


the substitute read. 
The SPEAKER. It can be read, without objection. _ 
There was no objection; and the Clerk read the substitute at 


] . 
TS ents being taken on the on of the substitute, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 131. 
wt. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 

na . . 
yeas and nays were refused, only 24 members voting 12 
A 


The 

favor ‘ pplause. 

The SPEAKER. The 1 shi is now upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘se a 

The SPEAKER. The will state it. ‘ch 
Mr. BRUMM. The as it is before the House and on whic 
we are to vote is now practically the McCall bill with the Corliss 
amendment attached. a 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that perhaps describes it. 
ir POOLE, Mr. Speaker, is an amendment now in order? 


GERMAN PRESS A UNIT AGAINST STONE BILL. 
Sr. Louis, Mo., April 11, 1896. 
Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT?T, House of Representatives; 


German press a unit against Stone bill. Compare Teeter = poner. 


And he follows it by a letter of his associate editor, which reads 


as follows: 
Sr. Louis, April 13, 1396. 
Dnar Str: I take it for granted that the author and the friends of the 
Stone bill would never advocate that measure if t were as well informed 
=a to its snaveldahie ne on Goren is every —y ~ 
-American is. could be convinced that consu - 
spection will only help Germany to unload its worst elements on the United 












1896. 
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The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
Mr. QUIGG. Will the Chair please state what we are voting 


upon? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the bill presented b 
from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT] as amended 
motion of the —. from Michigan 


the gentleman 
y the House on 
Mr. Cor.iss}. 


Mr. FITZG. . Mr. Speaker, I for the reading of the 
MThe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks con- 
sent that the bill be read. 


Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. meet) The question is on the en- 
grossment and third ing of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I understood the announcement to 
be that the question was on the third reading of the bill. I de- 
sire to hear the bill as amended read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., sane epetion pet’ Sei act of March 3, es emeniment 

immigratio tract- . ere e 
ot tothe cleanse of aliens thereby excluded from eieieiten tothe Uni 


States the following: All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who 


both read and write the English language or some other language. 
= t of a person now Bring in, or hereafter admitted to, this coun- 
shalt be excluded because of his inability to reac and write. 


“ 2. That the provisions of the act of March 3, 1893, to facilitate the en- 
forcement of the tion and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 
homeinaf country to enter the United States for the purpose of engag- 
ing in any trade or manual labor within the borders thereof while 
residing or retaining his home in aforeign country: Provided, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may permit aliens tocome into and enter this country 
for Sree’ teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and regu- 
lations as he ma: le. 

Sxo. 4. That it be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 


knowingly to employ in any mec 
States om alien whe es or retains his home in a foreign 

: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the em- 
of sailors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels of the United 
SeuIMEEIIEE Gans Snties roacire thom to pase over the frontior ro 
or whose duties require them to pass over the frontier to 

Ay im taryey their roads. 

Sec. &. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States, 
of the Dominion of Canada and other American countries, 
places where the United States maintain an immigrant inspec- 


any violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, —— by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for 
the one year, or both such fine and imprisonment, in 
the discretion of the . That all persons convicted under section 3 of this 
act shall be deported to the count: m whence they came. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect three months after its passage. 


cal trade or manual labor 


e 
i 


: 


The being taken on the passage of the bill, the Speaker 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. FITZG . Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 195, noes 26. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The a and nays were refused, only 36 members voting there- 


for. use. 

On ot ae. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. 8S er, I desire to ask a question for 


information. Will the M 1 bill, with the Corliss amendment, 
as a printed in the Recorp? It is impossible to respond 
to mests of our constituents for that bill, and as I under- 
stand the has refused to reprint it, I trust it will be printed 
in the Recor. 


The SPEAKER. The House ordered a rint of the bill this 
, the Chair thinks. [After a pause.}] The Chair under- 


stands oe wan vere ted in the Recor. 

Mr. OR. Is it in order to move that a larger num- 
ber of of this bill be printed than the rules require? 

The It is not in order except by consent of the 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Then I ask unfnimous consent that double 


aor uired by the rules be printed in this case. 
The : Is objection? 


object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 


Nebraska . Kem 
Mr Bawa . I ask unanimous consent that the privi- 


be given to every member to either extend his remarks in the 

or to print what he has not spoken on the floor, this priv- 
to continue for ten days. 

gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bar- 

a unanimous consent that gentlemen may be allowed 

days to print remarks in the RecorD or to extend their 


. KEM. I object. 
(Mr. — is made by the gentleman from 


5 


E 


? 


er 


Nebraska 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. I move, then, to suspend the rules in order 


to grant this leave. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order. It would be if 


it were certain that we are within six days of the end of the ses- 
sion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
Was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
lic domain; 

An act (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promissory 
notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

An act (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate the sale of un- 


claimed freight, baggage, and other property in the District of 
Columbia; 


An act (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale 


of printed copies of patents; and 


An act (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 


State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in said State of Ohio. 


LYDIA A. TAFT. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 


from the President of the United States, which will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith without approval House bill No. 577, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft.” 

In 1858 the beneficiary named in this bill became the wife of Lowell Taft, 
who afterwards enlisted in the Union Army as a private in a Connecticut 
regiment, and served from August, 1862, until June, 1865. The records of 
the War Department show that he was captured by the enemy June 15, 1863, 
and paroled July 14, 1863. 

No ooumeniien for a 


nsion was ever made by him, though he lived until 
1891, w 


en he died at a Soldiers’ Home in Connecticut. 

No su tion is made that he incurred any disability in the service, or 
that his death was in any manner related to such service. 

In 188, nearly twenty-four years after her marriage to the soldier and 
seventeen years after his discharge from the Army, the beneficiary obtained 
a divorce from him upon the groundsof his habitual drunkenness and failure 
to afford her a support. 

It is now proposed, five 
widow the wife who was 
years ago. 

A government's generous care for widows deprived of a husband's support 
and companionship by the casualties or disabilities of war rests upon grounds 
which all must cheerfully approve; but it is difficult to place upon these 

ounds the case of this pro beneficiary, who has renounced a wife's re- 

tion, with allits duties and allits rights, and who by her own act placed her- 
self beyond the possibility of becoming the widow of her soldier husband. 

If, as stated in the report of the House committee on this bill, the bene- 
ficiary, for some reason, contributed semen toward the soldier's sup- 

rt after her divorce and paid the expense of his burial, the fact still remains 

hat this soldier died in a Soldiers’ Home wifeless and leaving no one surviv- 
ing who, claiming to be his widow, should be allowed te prods by his death. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ears after the soldier's death, to pension as his 
ivorced from him at her own instance fourteen 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 20, 1896. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that this veto message be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, 


Mr. LACEY submitted a conference report; which was read, as 
follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2221) having met, after full 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

at in lieu of the Senate bill and the House amendment thereto, the folk 
lowing substitute be passed: 


“An act for the relief of settlers on She Henthorn Pacific Railroad indemnity 
nds. 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That those persons, their heirs, or legal 
representatives, who, between the 15th day of August, A. D. 1887, and the Ist 
day of Jan , A. D. 1889, settled upon and made final proof and ont under 
the homes or preemption laws, of lands within the so-called second indem- 
nity belt of the Northern Pacific Railway Company's grant in the State of 
Minnesota, which entries were afterwards, without their fault, canceled, upon 
establishing these facts before the register and receiver of the local land 
office, in such mode and under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, shall be allowed to make final homestead entry, and re- 
ceive a patent therefor, of a quantity of land of any of the unappropriated 
public lands of the United States su ne to homestead entry, equal in acre- 

to the land proved up and entered in the said second indemnity belt, as 
oresaid, without being required to make any settlement or improvement 
upon or cultivation of such land so entered prior to sucb entry; and those 
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persons, their heirs or legal representatives, who, within the period afore- | bill provides I should be glad to have it done, so as to obvia: 

of et oleate fads win vow of ctacios ie cate ede Os ae? cotinine tetas oe 


stead or preem| m lw com it to make such entries, and who 
were not pern ted to esta these 

the register and eee of the local lan ce, in or Po and under such 
rules #5 the Secretary of the ree ae rescribe allowed to enter 
under the homes laws of the etved Winbona qemu quantity of land of th a land of the unap- 
propriated public lands of the United States, subject cultivated, entry, 

nl in amount to the land settled upon, improved, and deer ant 
and under the homestead entry so peuete —* provement, snd cultivt 

fina! entry, receive credit for the ene. clavation 
made upon the said indemnity Up rovided, That the law in 
force in 1889 governing the counmautation of bomevtend entries shall apply to 
sm of entries under this section. 

2. That those who are entitled to make the homestead entries pre- 
ated a in the preceding section may make such entries of any of the agri- 
cultural lands hones = a te of an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization Chippewa Indians in = State of Minnesota,’ 
approved Jan 14, 1880 [ cpuaenieen al esate tap ‘or such lands the price 
2. ribed in said act. 

Sno. 3. That re right of homestead entry conferred by the provisions of 
this aet shall not be assignable, and no conveyance, sale, or ae & of the 


land so entered shall be valid valid or of any effect if mado before patent has 
Sean & CARTER. 
ED T. DUBOIS, 
J. H. BER 


. RY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask that the statement of the House conferees 


read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
onesie for the bill and the amendment — aatingne- 


Praiee the . the Rae ae in the ao amendment : ‘that it pecmnits 
the persons for whose relief the bill provides to select lands subject to home- 
stead entry in the State of Minnesota or amywhere else on the public domain, 
one 5 Peewee eres unto said settlers the benefits of the commutation fea- 
ture « law as it existed at the time they made their filings 
on the indesanity lands of the Northern orthern Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. LACEY. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like to be heard for a few minutes on 
that question. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is 

Mr. aes Mr. an this Senate 
tate, recommended wi the Committee on Public The 
Senate to that amendment, and the matter went into 
conference without any discussion. e are now asked by this 
conference report to vote upon a new substitute “ys the two other 
propositions. As I have not had an opportunity to examine this 

roposition, I am not, of course, prepared 

the fae hiontions to it; but I am to some extent familiar with the 
bill as passed by the Senate, and if this substitute is substantially 


the er Senate bill, it isa dangerous precedent and it oun 


not ti 

The act af which this _ ees wees 
wee . by the Fifty-first Congress. Itallow 
to certain settlers within the second indemnity limits of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad grants, who had made and entry 

and afterwards lost the land, to make a new entry, and fixed a 
iano “writhoin which they should initiate and 
entries. That time was tted to 
were not transferred that law. 
nestta [Mr. Townr] introduced a bili which was perhaps too 
bread in its scope; but in order to reach a deserving class of peo- 
ay tog saw fit to recommend it as an amendment in 
he nature of a substitute. As I understand it, the pending Sen- 
ate bill very much farther than this has ever gone 
in the tion of allowing new entries to be made upon the 
public lands. It requires no residence and cultivation. 

As I have already stated, not having had a chance to examine 
carefully the changes which have been made by the amendment, 
I will not be able to state as clearly and concisely as I 
to do the objections to the and the bet ween 
the — but in substance it meen ae that a at persons, i conass 


cultivated with a ol “ane an , al 
no claim cate 


sald be alipereh Ind PiRGn an oo tans wtte were 









to 
like tice of medicine and surgery, to and to pun- 
eee e — - 
neous from ie 


I 
Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hi 
out the objectionable features of the bill as proposed a 
8 
Mr. MCRAE. As I have just said, I have had no o 

to read the bill; my attention has not been called to ent oo 

statement made’ by the conferees is only six or eight lines and fur- 
nishes no explanation. It does not d the 2 eermation that I 
think we ought to have. I am now examining the report itself to 
ascertain — tao it Lite ma ae have pointed out the main 


Oe tae to the 
McMILLIN. ~ view of the importance of this question 

and the eee | the ate ee explanation having 
been furnished as to the two bills—would the gen- 
tleman from Iowa not ae t to te printed in the Recor s and 
Shfe. LACEY. Tha bjection in the 

r ve 5 o world. I am satisf 

y colleague would not make remarks a ee been alae 


after he has had an opportuni 
Mr, McMILLIN Asien satisfactory way. 
Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that it go over until to- 


morrow , 
Ai. McMILLAN. That would save time. 
Mr. KEM. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. Kix] 


— 
t can be ge pg however, and brought up to-morrow. 
Mr. LACEY. Then I will withdraw it. Having been read, it 
will of course be in the Recorp anyhow. 

The The report is withdrawn temporarily. 

Mr. LACEY. I am satisfied my on the committee 
will make no objection when he examines it. 


STANDARD SHAPE AND SIZE OF DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. ) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry measures in use in District of eOeeashia, and for 


Ww B, 
the part of the House, 


- 


> SPPo 


BA : 
J. A. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The RIE epi the peseriome age a was read, as follows: 


report is to it optional whether potatoes 
shall eats wet by measure, the Tease having made it mandatory 


: Pancond amendment off Seperate Dierent omnfara jaw 
ure oa connote retail from eight whe y who 2 
| Se Se to 


The third amendment refers simply to the phraseology of the bill. 
| ages age ogy pt apap lied aia 
On of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. . mae. , I send a conference report to 
the desk for immediate 
The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as 
conference H 
as ansalianate di taerthennte or toe Stal) to Pueaekate the prec 


amendments of the 
1 ts, on io, 2327, 29, 31, 


sade pany = reece aa 


See dime; 


thirtieth ota 
as follows: On page |), 
‘aia fl time; and hd that 


of the 


















office of the following causes, to wit: The employment of 
health fos te passing the examinations provided for in this act, 
of criminal abortion, conviction of crime in- 





moral or unprofessional or dishonorable conduct. in 
vives ral ee thie the accused shall be furnished with a copy of 
Fo oom t and given a before said board in person or by attor- 

and witnesses may be rd for and on behalf of the accused, and for 
ae on behalf of the sald board. Appeal from the decision of said board may 
be taken to of District of Columbia, and the decision 
of said Said board may at any time within two years 


mation, a 
; so affected, restoring to him or her all the right: 
now License {6 of which he or she had been deprived by said board.” _ 
and privilege, Benate agree to the same. 

R. C. SHANNON, 

J. W. BABCOCK, 

8S. W. COBB, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLING 


ER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


couse recedes from its disagreement to certain amendments of the 

The Hi to phraseology of the bill. 
House also recedes from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the same with an amendment, by which a 


to 
ysician inserting of advertisement in a newspaper would ot come under 
visions of . 
iheprovision 
take and 


law. 
from amendments delaying the time when the act shall 
effect, it to take effect from its passage. 


The report was adopted. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for a 
int of the bill H. R. 6119 and the report thereon. 
_CANNON. What billis that? Is that the labor bill? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. That is the bill to be considered to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Puutires) asks unanimous consent for a nt of the bill to be 


consid: to-morrow, reported from the Committee on Labor. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. . Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska . Kem]. 

Mr RY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


PaiLiPs} can introduce a resolution and have it referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a change of refer- 
ence. The bill S. 1420 should go to the Committee on Pensions 
instead of to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILIS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


A bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation in said State 


et ek eu a of 
. smactto for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, 


February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and 
for other 


A bill . 4824) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
—_ Ill, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8590) cuntng to the en Cae as — 

Railroad Company a rig way throug e 
South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colo- 


A bill (H..R.5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 
A bill (H.R. 53t7 making one year's residence in a Territory a 
uisite a divorce there; 
itil 8. 1837) gra —" to Ellen C. Ewing, widow 
of the U een) ra a sect District of Cal oe ‘seca 
um . 
A bill (Hi. ieee the establishment of a life-sav- 
ing station at Port on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; 
bill en! for the relief of McFarland; 
a rh ) to amend section #719 of the Revised Stat- 
’ na . 
i VANE Soy astern seen Wg nero th Tal 
fal iieiee 2 sont 
A bill ( 270) changing the time of terms of the 
3 courts of the United States in the northern 
A bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or into 


or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any 
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or other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, to improve the merchant-marine engi- 
neer service and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the 
Naval Reserve, and for other purposes. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res- 
olutions were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: : 

A bill (8. 2753) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the Lake Madison Vet- 
eran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of 
South Dakota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson, late first 
lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 2384) for the relief of David O. Burleigh—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Joy, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MiLLer of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

‘To Mr. WHEELER, for four days, on account of death in his 
family. 
CONFEREES ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill Mr. Grout, Mr. 
PITNEY, and Mr. Dockrry. 

OONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MITCHELL VS. WALSH. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have an agreement with the Committee on 
Elections No. 2 that the views of the minority may be filed 
to-morrow in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
an extension of time for filing the minority report in the contested- 
election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh, with the consent of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How long an extension? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. For one day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska {Mr. Kem]. 

Mr.MAGUIRE. I move, then, that the time in which to file the 
views of the minority in that case be extended one day. That re- 

uest is agreed to by the committee. It is a complete surprise 
that there should be any objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a privileged ques- 
tion, the gentleman from Nebraska {[Mr. Kem} having objected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that the question involves the 
right of a member to his seat, and thet any motion in connection 
with that or incidental to it ought to be privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The time has already been agreed upon bythe 
House. The Chair would be glad to afford relief, but it is not 
possible under the circumstances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is a question incidental to the matter 
of the right of a member to his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it extends to that. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Dina@iey (at 4 o’clock and 51 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. : 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 5356, reported 
in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9101) to authorize the Montgomery 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala., accompanied 
by a — (No. 1914); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred House bill No. 4072, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9102) to amend section 5 of an act to 
relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine 
Corps from the charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1915); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 384) to refer to the Court of Claims bills of 
the following titles: A bill (H.R.1051) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry C. Toms, deceased; a bill iS 1571) for the relief of 
the estate of Richard Higgins; a bill (H.R.1002) for the relief 
of the estate of Needham Bullard, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1008) for 
the relief of the trustees of St. Phillip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.; a 
bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief of Thomas 8. Lutterloh and Ca 
Fear Steamboat Company; a bill (H.R. 933) for the relief of t 
owners of the steamer Clara Bell; » bill (H.R. 982) for the relief 
of Mrs, Catharine Barry Meeha; a L.il (H. R. 1276) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Ann D. Holsey, deceased; a bill (H.R. 
5716) for the relief of the legal representatives of Alfred a 
deceased; a bill (H. R. 5611) for the relief of the estate of Phillip W. 
Engs, deceased, and Enoch M. Marshall; a bill (H.R. 7025) for the 
relief of the estate of William I. Way, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1055) 
for the relief of Charles T. Hyde; a bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of 
Francis Millet; a bill (H.R. 7159) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Ruby, deceased; a bi '¢ R. 6935) for the relief of the personal rep- 
resentatives of Mitchell J. Childress; a bill (H.R. ? for the re- 
lief of H. W. Rookwood; a bill ti. R. 5878) for the relief of the heirs 



























of Silas Burke, deceased; a bill (H.R. 561) for the relief of the estate 
of Jane Taylor, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of Mary 
E. Hughes, heir of D.L. Pritchard, deceased; a bill (H.R. 6682) 
for the relief of the estate of Joshua Hill, deceased; a bill (H.R. 
6912) for the relief of David Hogan; a bill (H. R.7752) for the re- 
lief of the owners of the steamer ees a bill (H. R. 8335) for 
the relief of Jacob Cohen; a bili (H.R. ) for the relief of J. H. 
eee a bill (H. R. 6943) for relief of Sarah Friedman; a 
bill (H. R. 5460) for the relief of James wd a bill (H.R. ——) 
for the relief of Rudolphus Minton; a bill (H. R. 6596) for the re- 
lief of George 8. oat a bill (H. R. 7550) for the relief of Nimrod 
D. Keneaster; a bs R. 8142) for the relief of Gertrude A. 
Leftwich, widow of John W. Leftwich, deceased; a bill (H.R. 
2076) for the relief of Abner D. Lewis; a bill (H. R. 3680) for the 
relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased; a bill (H.R. 
4772) for the relief of the estates of John Flower and Thomas B. 
Flower, deceased; a bill ae for the relief of George 8. 
Aye a bill my R. 8781) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith; a bill 
g . R. 8837) for the relief of the heirs or a 

nton Borchert; a bill (H. R. 3788) forthe relief of Mrs. E. Taylor; 
a bill i R. 5900) for the relief of the tor of Thomas 
K. Ball, deceased. (Report No. 1912.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. ne 1047) for the relief of Harriet A. Phillips. (Report No. 
1913. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Lochard. (Report No. 1916.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons: 

The bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to Evan Schriver. 
(Report No. 1917.) 

The bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Barney Schriver. 
(Report No. 1918.) 

The bill (H. R. —_ granting an increase of pension to William 
T. March. (Report No. 1919.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1898) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. Mari- 
etta Hayes.” (Report No. 1920.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2711) entitled “An act granting a pension to Ira 
Harris.” (Report No. 1921.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr, WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H.R. 1789) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell. (Report 
No. 1910.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H.R. wy for the relief of Emanuel Faust, late Company 
B, Forty-sixth ois Infantry. (Report No. 1911.) 


































PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
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Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
- the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 
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By Mr, LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res, No. 354) 


to amend Rule XXVI, section 2—tc the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res. No. 355) direct- 
the Secretary of Agriculture to furnish certain information 
ares in -~ Department—to the Committee 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 356) directing the Postmas- 
furnish certain information concerning the em. 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 357) directing the Secretary 


ormation concerning the em- 
loyees in his office—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
ce. 
Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 858) directing the Secretary 
ormation concerning the employees 
ttee on Reform in the Civil 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 359) directing the Secretary 
certain information concerning the em- 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 360) directing the Secretary 
i information concerning the employees 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 861) directing the Secretary 
certain information concerning the em- 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 862) directing the Attorney- 
General to furnish certain information concerning the employees 
in his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 


resentatives of | Service 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 365) 
to = 10,000 copies of the immigration —to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. STRONG: A resolution (House Res. No. 363) to author- 
ize the Clerk to pay E. J. Totten for services as clerk of the Clerk's 
document room—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of ae Se private bills of the following 

titles were presented and as follows: 
By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 9104) for the relief 

of William L. M. Patterson—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.9105) for the relief of 
J. M. Wertz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9106) for the relief of James 
McGinnis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 9107) for the relief of James 
- —to the ttee on Claims. 

y 


Commi 
. FOSS: A bill ie. R, 9108) for the relief of Peter Casey, 

late ee ee , Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry—to the ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 9109) for the relief of Andrew 
Defiel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9110) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram Speer—to on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H.R. ae relief of Mrs. Mary 
L. veni, of Grant County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 9112) an additional 
a to Henry Van Gelder of Jersey een Sto the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ae 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. 8.9118) for the relief of Leona 
I. Brownson, late first lieutenant Com K, Fifth Vermont Vol- 
teers—to the Committee on Mili 
a Mr. ROBINSON of ee ieaen: A bill (4H. R. 114) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the mili record of Patric 
Barrett, Battery F, Fourth United States —to the Cor 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of 
Joseph Schmitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 9116) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9117) for relief of the estate 
of john 


Dear, deceased, of Attala County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Westmin- 
ster, Md., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Papers relating to the claim of Randolph 
Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petitions of certain residents 
of Sheldon, Golden City, Joplin, and Carthage, Mo., praying 
for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter and bill to reduce letter postage to 1 cent 

r half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oy itr. CLARDY: Petition of 50 citizens of Owensboro and 
Hartford, Ky., asking for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- . 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petitions of citizens of Salem and Fort 
Madison ’ 





Iowa, in favor of the passage of House bills Nos. 888 and . 


4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the amendment of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of citizens of Onslow, Garrison, 
Gladbrook, and Conrad Grove, Iowa, asking for the passage of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petitions of citizens of Camden Point, 
Basho , and Burlington Junction, Mo., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Memorial of the Seattle (Wash. ) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring legislation which will secure a 1-cent 

rate—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing in Mount Vernon, N. Y., urging vigorous measures to pre- 
—_ outrages in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petitions of citizens of Jackson and Galli- 
polis, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
a the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- 

By Mr, FLYNN: Resolution of John Noble Assembly, No. 1394, 
— of Labor, of Pawnee, Okla., praying for the independence 
of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Glouster, Ohio, 

g for favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
—_- matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post- 
By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
inst the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 
No. , amending the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HYDE: Petition of citizens of ee County, Wash., 
in to the passage of a funding bill—to the Committee 
on * 

Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Knights of Labor General Assem- 
bly, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the Sane of an 
im committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 

—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of citizens of New Sharon, Oska- 
, Brooklyn, Kellogg, and Ottumwa, Iowa, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of 21 citizens of Lima, Chio, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amerding 
Fre postal lawe—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Fost- 


By Mr. oy tae : oe of mines, of Praroth, Cans City, 
e, ingston, Mich., favoring the passage 
of House bills 0s, 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petitions of citizens of Southold, N. Y., 
and favoring the passage of theStone immigration bill—to 
“t Mr. WAN (by ent): Petition of alfred 8. Frankli 

i : oO: . Franklin, 
of West Hoboken, N. J., consideration of his former me- 
morial—to the Committee on Labor. 
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By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia (by request): Petition of 
citizens of Sistersville, Ronceverte, Williamson, St. Marys, and 
Berkeley, W. Va., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petitions of citizens of Conneaut and 
Orwell, Ohio, in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Sundry petitions of numerous citizens of 
the State of Colorado, in favor of better immigration laws—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of Sparta, 
Grand Rapids, and Clarksville, Mich., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petitions of citizens of Union and Lancaster, 
S.C., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to Joseph J. Kin- 
youn—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petitions of citizens of Ada and Mechanics- 
burg, Ohio, for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, for favor- 
able action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petitions of citizensof Youngstown, Minerva, 
and Canal Fulton, Ohio, asking for favorable actionon House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—tothe Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Ziegler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of James Rummer and 229 
other citizens of Morgan County, Ohio, asking that a bill to re- 
strict immigration be passed—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dyson, Ohio, favoring the passage 
of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Westerville, 
Ohio, asking favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John Dear—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Springfield and 
Washington, Ohio, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Remonstrance of Daniel G. Miller and 50 
citizens, of Lebanon, Pa., against the acceptance of the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 
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Prayer by Rev. W. L. WaArkKtnson, of London, England. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, without 
objection, stand approved. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 


} on the 19th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 2642) to pro- 


vide for the safety of passengers on excursion steamers. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlays before the Sen- 
ate the conference report on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no morning business, I desire to 
call up the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays the conference 
report on the river and harbor bill before the Senate by virtue of 
the unanimous-consent agreement made yesterday. 


ates i 
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Mr. CULLOM. 
All right, however. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R.7977) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, as printed in the Senate proceed- 
ings of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference? 

Mr. PLATT. May I be permitted to put in some morning busi- 
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Chair 
will receive routine morning business. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Buffers and Polishers’ 
Organization of Meriden, Conn., praying for the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a 


I did not hear anything of such an agreement. 


»tition of the Maryland Christian 
Endeavor Union of Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of 
legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia; and also for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law in the District of Columbia, and remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to promote race-track gambling in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

srance Union of Onekama, Mich., remonstrating against the 
ntroduction of military training in the public schools of the coun- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ye also presented a petition of Detroit Lodge, No, 82, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich.; a petition of 
Mineral King Lodge, No. 129, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Escanaba, Mich., and a petition of the Council of Trades 
and Labor Unions, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the Government 
control and ownership of the telegraph lines; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of J. W. Howard and 
113 other members of the Sixth life-saving district, praying that 
their salaries be paid to them monthly; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange of 
Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to te commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Civil Engineers’ Club of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the establishment of engineering experiment stations in 
connection with colleges in the several States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Medical Society of the 
State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of Chapter II, Colonial Dames of 
America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
of Senate bill No. 3087, to in te the National Society of 
Colonial Dames of America; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

The PRES aml 5 tempore presented a memorial of the 
Washington Chemical Society, of Washington, D. C., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of any legislation on the subject of 
vivisection; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Business Men’s 
Association, of Providence, R. I., pra: for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and man ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Alice May Douglass and 44 
other citizens of the United States, and the memorial of S. J. 
Fernald and 12 other citizens of Portland, Me., remonstrating 
pune the introduction of pone set Spee ov Santo public schools 
= _ country; which were referred to the ttee on Military 

airs. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Convention of 
Railroad Comunissioners, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 


ac 
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against the adoption of certain proposed amend: : 
state-commerce law; which was referred to the ‘Gene 
Interstate Commerce. wa 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensi 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally. nr 
—a a submitted reports thereon: — 

ill (H.R.6111) granting a pension to Elizabet Jarczent: 

A bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas pn, Bars co 

A bill (H.R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh. | 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them several] 
— a - 

vill (S. 2753) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
Navy = tem 1 a. nee to the Lake Medion ve 
eran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, Stata 

vill (H. R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. " 
ton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon belle,” chee 

A bill (H. R. 8824) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R.7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to 
certain Grand aa posts, @ monument association, and army 
post, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALpricu 
April 30, ae for the purchase of Lookout Point Park, 
Lookout Mountain, Tennessee, intended to be proposed to the 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported it favorably and submitted 
a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against Henry H. Bailey, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a et thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2) disposing of two condemned 
cannon, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the 
military record of Elbridge McFadden, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it without amendment, and 
submi a rt thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bili (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a 
life-saving station on the coast of Maryland, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a thereon. f 

Mr. submitted a report to accom the bill (S. 3088) 
to authorize the extension of the lines of ‘otomac Electric 
_ and Power Company, heretofore reported. 

. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1589) in = to ae —— _— to 
port wardens, submit an adverse ereon, Which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 


WILLIAM H. FOSTER. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 83) for the relief of William H. Foster, of 
Boston, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, receiver of the 
Union Steamship Company, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the following resvlu- 


was read: 


” for the relief of 
ea he the Common- 
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Mr. WARREN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. : : 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. . . ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inquire whether this is the claim 
involvin aoa by ship agents? 

Mr. WAR EN. No; it is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming that it 
should read: ‘‘In pursuance of the fourteenth section of an act 
entitled,” ete., instead of in pursuance of the provisions of the act 
generally. 1 think that is the usual form. 

Mr. WARREN. Iaccept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Florida, and ask that the resolution be so modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F, JOHNSON, 


Mr. SEWELL. I movethat the vote by which the bill (S. 2184) 
granting a pension to William F. Johnson was indefinitely post- 
poned be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S.3182) granting a pension to 
Susan E. Cunningham; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8.3183) granting a pension 
to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, widow of James Mercur, late pro- 
fessor of civil and military engineering in the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, N. Y.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3184) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Kile; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Cornelia Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of Hattie 
A. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3188) to ratify an agreement with 
the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., 
and making an appropriation to carry the same into effect; estab- 
lishing the Wyoming Hot Springs Reservation, and making an 
appropriation for the survey thereof; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3189) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Emanuel Schamp; which was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3190) granting a pension to 
Amos L. Hood; which mene oe by its title, os with the 
accompanying paper, refe: to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3191) granting a pension to Milton 
T. Bedford; which was twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companys penets, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3192) granting a pension to Annie 
C. Dodd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pan pane referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. @ AY (b a) introduced a bill (S. 3193) for the relief 
of Isaac Newton, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S.3194) for the relief of Wil- 
liam McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 3195) to amend the military 
record of Temple Short; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the ttee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Walton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3197) for the relief of Capt. 
M. J. Grealish; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the ittee on Military 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
prosed by him t’ the general deficiency appropriation bill; which - 
was referred to . e Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LODGE suomitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TRADE NAMES OF LIQUORS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting sup- 
plemental estimates of appropriations required by the various 
Departments of the Government to complete the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, amounting 
to $356,115.59; and for the postal service, payable from the postal 
revenues, amounting to $18,669.95; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow morning, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
business, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections (S. R. 6) proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing for the election of Senators by 
the votes of the qualified electors of the States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state that I have already given 
notice that I shall move to take up what is called the filled-cheese 
bill. LI hope that bill will be taken up to-morrow morning. 

a WHITE. Wecan not hear the Senator from Ohio on this 
side. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Istated that I have already given notice (and 
I hope it will not be imterfered with) that I shall try to call up 
the filled-cheese bill to-morrow. The Senator knows the bill by 
that name. There is a great mass of people who take an interest 
in that measure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course, if notice has been pre- 
viously given by the Senator from Ohio, I do not wish to interfere 
with his notice. I was not aware that such a notice had been 
——. I will change my notice, then, to Saturday morning, imme- 

iately after the conclusion of the morning business. I give notice 
that I shall move at that time that the Senate shall proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution which I have indicated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose that is with the implied under- 
standing, of course, not to juterfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I gave notice some time ago of 
my intention to move the consideration of the joint resolution. I 
take it there will be no appropriation bill for that time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think there will be one here for that time, 
unquestionably. 

r. CULLOM. I should think the Senator from Oregon had 
better except appropriation bills. The conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill will perhaps 
be up for consideration by the Senate. I suggest to the Senator 
—_ e except conference reports and the deficiency appropriation 
bil 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose there is nothing in the rules to pre- 


“So bill ma a a Senator from giving a notice as to what he intends to doin 
introduced a (8. 3198) ting a pension to Ed- e future? 

ward Stanley; which was read twice By its title, and referred to} Mr. CULLOM. Of course not. 

the Comanitéee on Pensions. Mr. FAULKNER. I thought it better to have a proper under- 


also introduced a bill (S. 3199) ting a pension to Jackson 


standing of the matter. 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have given the notice, and I 
shall be governed by circumstances when the time comes. 
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Mr. FRYE. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has been recognizing 
Senators to present morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
morning business is not the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business had not 
been declared closed, but a conference report is privileged at all 
times according to the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Unanimous consent was given that the confer- 
ence report should be taken up immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, and now half an hour is gone and it is hardly up. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, 
to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating 
the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry measures in use 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5210) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Grout, Mr. Prrnry, and Mr, DocKERY managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6249) making qo ene for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian rtment and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 33, 37, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 55, 64, 66, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 
04 to the said bill, asked a further conference with the Senate on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON man- 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House, 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. 7977) ing appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and rvation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as stated by me to the Senate 
yesterday, I shall ask the Senate to disagree to so much of the con- 
ference report on the river and harbor bill as relates to the harbor 
ot Brunswick,Ga. I recognize, of course, the rule that the motion 
can only be made as to the entire report; in other words, the dis- 
agreement has to be made as to the whole report in order that the 
particular item to which I refer may be remitted to theconference 
committee. 

Since I had the opportunity to address the Senate on the subject 
yesterday I have had conference with some of the members of the 
conference committee and have agreed tosome very liberal conces- 
sions, or, rather, I have made some very liberal concessions, which, 
I think, will put the matter in a condition where the conference 
comtnittee deal with it er to themselves and 
nena Sy Seduce toretbenaeennaeel eee te mae 
it can on one a on of the ¥ 
in order that the whole matter may be kas the conference 
committee. In view of that fact,I shall not make the detailed 
speech which I expected to make in the presentation of this — 
tion to the Senate, and I shall give only such an outline of it as 
will put the Senate in possession of the facts necessary to enable 
them to act advisedly upon the question whether the report should 
be recommitted to the conference committee. 

The harbor of Brunswick is one which is recognized as among 
the best upon the whole Atlantic coast. The water within it is 
deep and it is very extensive. The commerce from this harbor is 
one in which all of the prominent Atlantic seaports are very much 
interested. In other words, ships from all the other sea find 
at Brunswick cargoes which they are anxious to get if they can 
find sufficient water to enable them to enter the harbor. 

Up to the year 1890 there had been a continaous shoaling of the 
water upon the bar, which is situated some 5 miles out of the 
harbor,so that it had been reduced to a depth of about 18 feet at 
mean high tide. The consequence was that with the constantly 
increasing size of ships the harbor was becoming practically closed 
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to those vessels which would naturally engage in th 
port. The result was that the commerce of that ao ee 
an insignificant figure, amd it was evident that as a port it was to 
be ener closed to the SE emmeece of the country 
here being no appropriation by Congress for the opening of 
the harbor, some public-spirited citizens, in the hope to save their 
town from what would be equivalent to its destruction, conceived 
the plan of removing the obstructions from the bar by dynamite 
At the head of those was the gentleman who afterwards made a 
contract with the Government under an act of Congress, Mr 
Goodyear. In the absence of any appropriation by Congress t hese 
gentlemen went forward and spent some six or seven thousand 
dollars of their private means in the necessary expenses in makin 
a test as to whether the explosion of dynamite upon the bar would 
remove theobstructions. The test made, although a very partial 
one, was so successful that they came to Congress, and under an 
act of Congress made a contingent contract. A certain amount 
was to be paid if a certain depth of water was obtained. 

The first contract made by the Government with Mr. Goodyear 
was for acertain depth, 21 feet, I think, for which when obtained the 
United States would pay to him as contractor the sum of $10,000, 
That contract was made in utter inexperience as to what would 
be the cost of it, and he was guided in making it by the large suc- 
cess which he had had in the expenditure of the $6,000, which, of 
course, related to work which was much cheaper than the work 
subsequently performed, because it was on thesurface. Mr. Giood- 
year went forward and got some 20 or 21 feet (I have forgotten 
which) and came to Congress and showed the amount of money 
which had beeh expended and the results which had been accom- 

lished; and although the contract was for $10,000, Congress paid 

im $30,000 on a quantum meruit. Congress also entered into an 
additional contract by which upon the procurement of the depth 
of 23 feet there would be $30,000 additional paid. 

The contractor under this act of Con has gone forward 
and it is in controversy whether or not the 23 feet have been ob- 
tained. The engineers of the Government claim that the amount 
obtained has been over 22 feet and less than 23 feet. The engi- 
neers for the contractor presented evidence to the effect that they 
have procured the entire 23 feet. In addition tothe measurements 
of the contractors, there is the evidence of all the pilots at that 
— wera oa ae Seo who few engaged in — Sere ships 

rawing ve repeatedly passed over ar and through 
the channel thus made. 

I have a list here which has been before the committee, but it 
is not necessary that I should detain the Senate with a discussion 
of the question whether the 23 feet have or have not been obtained. 
The matter was before the other House, and upon a full examina- 
tion by the committee of the House and by the House itself, the 
bill was sent to the Senate with a on in the nature of a com- 
promise as to the icular question whether the contractor was 
entitled to be paid the $30,000 which would be due when 23 feet 
were 0 . The bill provided that the contractor should go 
on and continue to mene the harbor, and that when he had pro- 
cured 24 feet he should then be paid not only for the 23 feet the 
$30,000 which had been provided by the previous act, but that he 
should be paid a additional amount for making the 24 


the bill came from the other House. When it 

the representation was made, which I think is 

. te to the eine a abe oy on f that 
qua proper and out of tha 

harbor. It was shown that a vessel in attempting to go through 

the narrow channel by reason of its failure to obey its rudder had 
at one time run ou channel and run aground, 

alth there was plenty of water there inside of the narrow 

For that reason it was sought to get authority to ex- 

tend, or rather to widen, the channel to the extent of 300 feet, and 

the Senate making payment 

that was given for the first 

the bill by the Sen- 

the conference com- 


‘that this is a bar which should be re- 
important harbors the South 
stands as it d stand with a 
Senate to recede from this amend- 
ppropriation whatever for the Bruns- 
Harbor; it would have to go without any work whatever ¢x- 
the original 100-foot channel. That is a — aan 
8s 


consideration—and 
the Senate with any lengthy discus- 
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Mr. PLATT. How is this matter to get back to the considera- 
tion of the conference committee? Iwas not present when the 
Senator began his remarks. . 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact, I will state in reply to the 
distinguished Senator from Connecticut, that the only way in 
which it can get back is by a disagreement to the entire report, 
and in that way send it back in order that the conferees may again 

-t upon it. 
«Mr PLATT. Then, as to the other items with respect to which 
the conferees have agreed, the disagreement is considered as being 
merely formal for the purpose of ullowing them to consider this 
$ % 

“ie BACON. That is all, so far as I understand. 
Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, I 
will state to the Senator from Connecticut that an exactly similar 
roceeding was had in regard to the Indian appropriation bill a 
ew days ago; preciselythe same. Theentirereport was disagreed 
to in order to correct an error. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam very much interested in it, and I want to 
get the item before the conferees again. 

Mr. BACON. lam obliged to the Senator. I have alluded to 
the public interest in this matter, which I think is really an im- 
portant one. There is not aport on the Atlantic coast that is not 
interested in having the Brunswick Harbor in a condition where 
ships from those ports can go in. There is one single article of 
commerce from that port in which the entirecountry is interested. 
It is one of the largest ports, if not the largest port, from which 
yellow pine lumber an timber are shipped, which are used all 
through the en and unless the Government does properly 
attend to this bar the port will be practically closed for the en- 
trance of ships of the size which it is now profitable to use in that 


commerce. 

But to return to the question of the private interest of the con- 
tractor, I think his action in this matter is one which should ap- 
peal to the careful consideration of Congress. As I said, he has 


not only put in his private money and has spent all the money 
which he obtained from Congress, $30,000, but in addition he 


has spent all the money he could borrow and he has mortgaged 
every le of property he could lay his hands on that he could 
not sell. He has expended, as I am informed, about $100,000 in 
this improvement. If the Government drops it where it is he is 
absolutely a bankrupted man. There is no doubt about it in the 
world. Not only that, but this important work must stop. He 
can not even get the credit which will be necessary for him to 
complete the hundred-foot channel he is on, because he has ex- 
hausted all resources and all credit. He has certainly done that 
which I think should commend him to the generous treatment of 
the of the United States in this matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course the Senate understands that in order to 
have any correction made in the report there must be a disagree- 
ment to the entire report. It must go back to the conferees. As 
a matter of course the conferees can in a very few moments report 


there was a provision in it which authorized ade 
eS which is being tried and the obtaining of this chan- 
nel by the old methods of dredging. The committee of confer- 
ence never could agree to that proposition under any circum- 
stances. The whole thing was entered into as an experiment. 
If it was a successful experiment, it was important for the Gov- 
ernment. If it was an unsuccessful one, as a matter of course it 
was a misfortune of the man who was making the experiment. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine it me to make 
statement which I have made to him in private; and that is, 
know that that feature was in the amendment. I 
of the details of it, and as soon as the distinguished 
Maine called my attention to it in private conversa- 
him that I would yield it, and without hesitation. 
All I have to say about it is simply thatif the Sen- 
the Senator from Georgia is entitled to a change in this 
all it has to do is to di to the report, and the conferees 
immediately meet and e another report. 

SHERMAN. Is it not a quicker way to disagree to that 


item of the report? 
YE. That can not be done. There must be a disagree- 
‘ the Senator from Maine thinks this par- 
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the whole 
ought to go back, we had better send the whole report 


The Senator from Maine was persuaded by the 
ia, after he had made the great concessions in 
he did, to favor the proposition of the Sen- 


. President, I think the Senator from Georgia 
to have another ity in this matter, 
more particularly to say observe in the report of 
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the conferees that there is a disagreement as to three items affect- 
ing the Santa Monica-San Pedro matter in California. One of 
those items as it came to the Senate was for the improvement of 
Wilmington Harbor, in accordance with the proposition of Colonel 
Benyaurd, $50,000. That item was in the bill as it came from the 
other House. To that proposition the Senate merely added a con- 
tinuing contract, the House having adopted the Benyaurd project. 
The conferees on the part of the House object, as I understand, to 
that item. 

The other provision, regarding which there was extended de- 
bate in this body, with reference to a deep-sea harbor, is also the 
subject of a disagreement, and then a third provision inserted in 
the survey portion of the bill, providing for an examination with 
a view to ascertaining whether a depth of 25 feet could be obtained 
in the Wilmington or San Pedro inner harbor is also included in 
the disagreement. 

I presume that at this time it is unnecessary tomakeany motion 
with reference to this matter, since the whole report is to be dis- 
agreed to. I desire, however, to state that I will request the Sen- 
ate to insist upon its amendments and make the matter the subject 
of further conference, if I am right in my view of the parliamen- 
tary situation. 

Mr. FRYE. That will have to be done when the committee 
reports rs it reports to the same effect. 

Mr. WHITE. I so understand it, and desiring to have no 
trouble hereafter I make this statement now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. I move thatthe Senate request a further confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further 
conference; and Mr. Frye, Mr. Quay, and Mr. Vest were ap- 
pointed, 

BRIDGE ACROSS ALLEGHENY RIVER, 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call up the conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, which is 
now upon the table. 

Mr. VEST. Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3170) to authorize the Butler 
and Pittsburg Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Allegheny River, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and to ask for its immediate consideration. It is a formal 
matter, and I ask the Senator from Ilinois to yield for the con- 


| sideration of the bill. . 


Mr. CULLOM. Is ita long bill? 

Mr. VEST. It is an ordinary bridge bill and is not very long. 

Mr.CULLOM. As the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
has appealed to me and saysit is an important bili, which should 
be passed at once, I yield for that purpose, if there will be no 
debate. 

Mr. QUAY. If there is any debate it can go over. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, at the end 
of section 4, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That all railroad companies desiring the use of the bridge author- 
ized by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privilege rela- 


tive to the passage of trains or cars over the same and over the approaches 


thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in 
case the owner or owners of such bridge and the several companies, or any 
one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be 
paid and upon the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secre- 
tary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. And 


— privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph and 
telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may now proceed with the consid- 
eration of the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Illinois allow the filled- 
cheese bill to be taken up? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ican not afford to do that. The conference 
report has been laid aside two or three times to accommodate other 
appropriation bills. The filled-cheese bill will be discussed and 
o ; 

. SHERMAN. To some extent, but not much. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator ought not to ask we to 
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commissioners in the Indian Territory without any powers what- 
ever, because the office of circuit court commissioner is abolished, 
all power is taken away from them, and no power is, by this act, 


conferred upon the United States commissioners in the Indian 
Territory. , if this becomes a law and there is no further legis- 
lation—and it is highly improbable that we can get any further 
legislation at this session—on the ist day of January next, or 
whenever it is, all the powers of the United States commissioners 
in the Indian Territory to have any preliminary examination and 
to hold for bail in cases of offenses against the United States law 
will be entirely swept away. But that, I say, is a formal objec- 
tion, perhaps, to the provision. 

This is remarkable legislation, Mr. President. It proposes to 
legislate out of office every circuit court commissioner in the 
United States. I do not think any such sweeping provision was 
ever enacted by Congress, legislating out of office, I do not know 
how many, but probably four, five, or six hundred court officers 
in the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. What necessity is alleged for that provision of the 
ill? 

Mr. PLATT. Nobody has advocated it; there has not been 
even one word of discussion of it on this floor. 

Mr.GRAY. Does the Senator know what reason is alleged for 
such action? 

Mr. PLATT. I have heard that there are some United States 
commissioners somewhere in some of the States who are supposed 
to be using their offices to make too much money out of them; 
but that is all that I have ever heard suggested anywhere. I want 
to say, if that is true, it is local and not general. I want to say 
that in the older settled States in the country that does not apply 


at all. 

Mr, TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the complaint is that a large 
number of these commissioners were appointed some time since, 
andthattheauthority which appointed them—the judges—are very 
loath to remove them, although the Attorney-General has com- 

lained in some instances that they were not discharging their 
sation properly; that they were attempting to make too much 
money out of their offices, and in that way were annoying and 
robbing the citizens; yet the jud have declined to make any 
changes. The feeling is, unless we legislate upon the subject, some 
of them will remain in office and continue such practices. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a reflection upon the judges of the United 
States courts. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, the 
power to remove exists for any good cause, does it not? 

Mr. PLATT. It certainly does. 

Mr. HILL. It is purely within the discretion of the circuit 
court ju .if they desire to make removals. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me an astonishing argument that the 
judges of the circuit court will not remove a man who is improp- 
erly exercising the duties of his office when their attention is 
called to it by the Attorney-General. I am not going to speak to 
the question of fact, but it is a very remarkable statement to make 
in ao this legislation. But however that may be—— 

Mr. LER. I do not make the charge. I say that is the 
complaint made, and that is the ground upon which this legisla- 
tion was pro’ in another body. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is an insufficient ground, because I take 
it that it can not exist to any considerable extent that a United 
States commissioner anywhere is discharging the duties of his 
office in such a reckless manner as would justify and make proper 
his removal, and that the judges of the circuit court will not re- 
Poet when their attention is called to it by the Attorney- 


Now, I want to look at the matter once more with regard to the 
arbitrary character of this legislation. It is a pretty dangerous 
thing to commence, Mr. President. I suppose we have in Con- 
gress in particular instances legislated one or two men out of office 
somewhere; but here we ae a wholesale legislation of incum- 
bents out of office because there are two or three cr half a dozen 
people somewhere in the United States who are omer? dis- 
charging the duties of their offices, as it is claimed, though it has 
never been on the floor of the Senate, because we have had 
no discussion of it. That of itself isenough to condemn this ~—_. 
lation, and it isenough to make the Senate take a firm stand that 
it will not submit at the dictation of the House conferees that 
, unjust, and uncalled-for act as the legislating 

the commissioners of the circuit courts in the 
United States, good and bad. 

What is proposed to be done? Having legislated them out of 
office, we must provide such officers in some way. So it is pro- 
posed that the district courts shall appoint district commissioners, 
who cel perform the same duties which are now performed by 
the U: States circuit court commissioners by lew: that is to 
say, they take away the appointing power from the circuit courts 


and confer it upon the district courts, whose judges are inferior in 
rank. It is not only a reflection upon all the United States com- 
missioners in the country but a reflection on all the circuit judges 
in the country. I do not want to use harsh language about it, 
though I am tempted todoso. I say it is an utterly unjustifiable 
method of legislation. 

Then, again, it creates a new term of office of United States 
commissioners. I think thatis all wrong. Mr. President, from 
the foundation of the Government, from the enactment of the 
judiciary act, it has been the settled practice of this country that 
these commissioners should be appointed by the circuit judges, 
and to remain commissioners until the circuit judges found rea- 
son to remove them. Now it is proposed to revolutionize the 
whole system and have these men appointed no longer by the cir- 
cuit courts, but by the district courts, which is synonymous with 
saying the district judges, and gives them a term of four years. 
What does that do? It makes the office a political office, an office 
to be scrambled for, an office which a man will have to leave on 
account of his political standing every time there is a change 
made in the office of district judge and a judge of another polit- 
ical faith takes the place of the person who for any reason goes 
out. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has given considerable attention to 
this subject, and I should like to ask him whether there is any pro- 
vision whatever for those United States commissioners holding 
over after the expiration of their terms until their successors are 
appointed or whether their terms absolutely expire? I do not dis- 
cover, upon a hasty examination, any provision for their holding 
over at all. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless there is something in the general law or 
the common law which permits them to hold over; there is cer- 
tainly no provision for it in this proposed legislation. 

That is all unnecessary; it is arbitrary; it can not be justified. 
It turns the office of clerk of the courts, district and circuit, into 
an office to be scrambled for as the political situation in the coun- 
try changes. It does away with men of experience, and, except 
upon the idea that the persons who now occupy the positions and 
who are legislated out of office,are to be reappointed, it will 
induct into these very important offices a lot of men who have 
had no experience whatever. Is there any ground upon which 
this can be justified? Has there been any such complaint, or is 
there any such evil as requires it, or even excuses it? 

Iremember something in Blackstone that in the construction 
of laws we should consider the old law, the mischief, and the 
remedy. Thisis not the construction of a law, but it is quite well 
to consider the old law, the mischief, and the remedy. In this 
matter the old law is all right, the mischief is but a minimized 
mischief, if at all, and the remedy is tenfold worse than the dis- 
ease. So I say that it seems to me upon this matter the Senate 
ought to take a firm stand. 

It might be supposed-there was a great reform here in the mat- 
ter of fees, but there isno reformin the matter of fees of the com- 
missioners which justifies this extreme and arbitrary legislation. 
There is a provision here to which I should like to call attention. 

And no person shall at any time be a clerk of a United States court and a 
United States commissioner without the approval of the Attorney-General. 

It may be said that the Attorney-General, when it is quite 
proper that the clerk of the court should be a commissioner, will 
approve. Perhaps he will and perhaps he will not. I do not 
think Congress ought to commit any such authority as that to 
the discretion of the Attorney-General, which may be exercised 
even according to his whim or according to any misinformation 
he may have as to the character of the clerk. 

Mr. President, in all the Eastern States, in the State of New 
York, the State of Pennsylvania, and in all the older States of the 
country, the acting commissioner, the commissioner who does the 
business, almost always is the clerk of the court. Ever since I 
have known anything about the practice of law,in the State of 
| Connecticut the clerk of the United States district and circuit 

courts has been the acting commissioner there; and I venture to 
say that during that whole time there has not been a complaint 
of his action. He is the most proper man in the State to perform 
that duty. I might refer to the clerk and commissioner in the 
southern district of New York, Mr. Shields, who has achieved a 
national reputation as clerk and commissioner, who, I might say, 
is almost as well qualified to judge of offenses arising under our 
treaties with foreign countries as the Secretary of State himself, 
yet he can not be a commissioner unless he comes down and begs 
the Attorney-General to continue him as commissioner, if indeed 
he should happen to be appointed as commissioner. 

I did not intend to spend half so much time on this subject as I 
have, but it is a matter of too much importance to pass the Sen- 
ate simply because the conference committee says so, and without 
any investigation and discussion. 
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There is one other thing in the report of which I do not speak 
80 earnestly, but to which I wish to call attention. This report 
provides for the appointment of a register of copyrights, and I 
wish to call attention to the method of appointment provided for 
by the report. 

Prior to 1870, I think, copyrights were obtained by entering the 
thing for which a copyright was required in the office of the dis- 
trict court of the United States in the respective districts. You 
take up an old copyrighted book, and you will find “ Entered 
according to act of Congress in the district court of the district 
of Delaware,” for instance, and signed by the clerk. In 1870, 
upon the revision of the patent and copyright laws, the duty of 
receiving and registering copyrights was transferred to the Libra- 
rian of Congress, with whom it still remains; and the copyright 
law requires that the person desiring to procure a copyright shall 
deposit two copies of the work to be copyrighted with the Libra- 
rian of Congress, and he is then entitled to receive from him an 
official certificate, which is prescribed in the statute. 

Now it is proposed to take that duty away from the Librarian 
of Congress and give it toa register of copyrights. That register 
of copyrights is to be ———_, I think, in a method unknown 
to the Constitution. He is to be eT oe it does not say 
appointed—but he is to be “selec * * * by the Joint Com- 
mittee upon the Library of mite po consisting of the Committee 
on the vents 1 the the Senate and the Committee on the Library of 
the House of Representatives.” They are toselect him. There is 
n0 provision that he shall be appointed at all. Itis of the highest 
importance that the person who has charge of copyright matters 
shail be an officer of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. A legal officer? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, a legal officer, because the title to every copy- 
right in the country depends — his official act. 

Mr. GRAY. I will ask the ator from Connecticut if that 
method has been decided upon, that the register of copyrights is 
to be selected by a joint committee? 

Mr. PLATT. It is so stated in this rt. 

Mr. GRAY. In the conference report 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; it is in the conference report, and I will call 
attention to it. 

Mr. GRAY. That seems to be a most eee oy | provision. 

Mr. PLATT. I call attention to it. Here is the provision: 

For register of cop hts, $2,500, who shall be selected on or after June 1, 
1896, b e Joint Co ttee u the Library of Congress, consisting of the 
Committee on the en ae the Senate and the Committee on the Li 
of the House of Representatives, and whoshall give and sufficient bon: 
to the United States in such sum, not less than as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may direct, and to be a ved by him, faithfully to account for 
all public moneys and property which he may receive. 

Here is something from which it will appear that if these pow- 
ers are conferred upon him they are conferred very crudely: 

He shall have and exercise all the rights and duties touching copyrights 
now devolved upon the Librarian of Congress. 

It will be observed that this takes him away from the Library. 
He is not an officer of the Library except as he gets connected 
with it by this clause: 

He shall, without additional compensation, disburse the sums riated 
for the salaries and —o of his office and also the salaries and expenses 
appropriated for the Library of Congress. 

That is all that connects him with the Library. Now, it is 
claimed, as I understand it, that he can be appointed in this way 
beacause the Library of Congress is an institution of Solely 
within the charge of Con . Itmight be interesting to go into 
the history of how the Library has been built up. 

Mr. GRAY. The Houses of Congress, if I may interrupt the 
Senator, do not undertake to a nt the Librarian of Congress, 
but he is = by the ent. 

Mr. P . Congress does not appoint him. I was coming 
to that in a moment. The Librarian is appointed by the Presi- 
dent. That was ordered by a statute away in 1802, I think, 
before we had very much ofa library. The Li started when 
Congress was coming from Philadelphia to Washington by an 
——— to purchase $5,000 worth of books for the use of 

gress, and when Congress came here they provided for the 
———— of a Librarian; that he should be appointed cto 4 
the President, and the President for the first few in 
the Clerk of the House as Librarian ex officio. en dent 
Monroe a@ ted a Librarian of Congress as the Library grew, 
and that is the way it comes about; that is the way the appoint- 
ment has been continued up to the present time. 

How can Congress t an officer under the Constitution? 
I do not say that it may not appoint agents under the Constitution 
to perform certain duties, and,if money is ted for the 
purpose, to pay them legally. I do not say a Capitol policeman 
Sole a by the joint oe of the of — 

a and the Sergeant-at-Arms, but when you are talking abou 
@ legal and constitutional officer, I doubt very much—I will not 


ut it any stronger than that—whether Congress can appoi 
i they can a t, whether they can delegate the appeintmt 
to a joint committee of the two Houses. The Constitution ig 
familiar to everyone. 
Mr. GRAY. Congress is not the head of a 
Mr. PLATT. Section 2 of Article II of the 
vides that the President— 


Shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the e 

make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present cneare any ce 
shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shal] 
appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Sn- 
preme Court, and all other officers of the United States whose appointments 
are not herein o provided for, and which shall be established by law: 
— a C ng ae eve _ a — of such inferior officers’ 
as they proper, in the ent alone, © courts of law, or i > 
heads of Departments. fear as the 


Under that provision of the Constitution there was vested, as it 
might constitutionally have been, the Seeeinees of the Libra- 
rian in the President alone. I do not know of the case of an y 
other officer where the appointment has been vested in the Presi- 


ment. 
titution pro- 


dent alone. But Co can not appoint a legal officer of itself, 
You will find here under the head of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives—— 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
that that is an unconstitutional provision? 

Mr. PLATT. What is an unconstitutional provision? 

Mr. TELLER. The one providing for the appointment of a 
register of copyrights by a joint committee, as provided in the 
conference 

Mr. PLATT. That is just the ent I am trying to make, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the Senator answer the 
question categorically. I am not expressing any opinion about it 
myself, but I want to get his view of it. 

_Mr. oe aoe a is no none ae ry Constitution 
giving Congress the rig appoint a legal and constitutional 
officer of this Government. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
this interesting question in the hearing of the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER]: I ask, if Congress may appoint this officer, 
who is to be clothed with these ee and responsible duties, 
what limit is there on the power of Congress to appoint officers in 
every Department of the Government? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not find any power in this Constitution giv- 
ing to Congress the right to appoint an officer, That is what I 
was trying to argue. 

oo mes Then oo Se nen rage the Senator 
m Connecticut think regis yrights is an officer? 

Mr. PLATT. No. — 

Mr. TELLER. He is not an officer? 

Mr. PLATT. I think Isaid some timeago that I supposed Con- 
gress might a t an agent to attend to any of the duties of 
aes but he does not become a constitutional and legal officer. 
It will be observed, the Constitution having provided that the 
Vice-President shall be President of the Senate, that— 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tem- 
pore in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise the oflice 
of t of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Its officers. 

Mr. PLATT. Its officers, but they are constitutional and legal 
officers of the Senate, and the same thing is true with regard to 

i on of the Constitution 


The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers. 
officers of the Senate and of the House, but you 


ghts. ‘ ; 

I ies going to say that it will invalidate the eee of 
to have a constitutional and legal officer 

law, — am Bo 

proper and we ha 

not begin this matter. Yt will be observed that this man 
tt appointment an that men So eect the Li 
of the Li- 

make appointments of persons to take charge of mat- 
of itself, without authorizing it to be done by 
Congress never yet has done it, though it is 


This man, too, removed from the Library. It is 
ein items well-stretched cord that he is con- 
all. The duties of this regard- 


are taken away from the Librarian. and s0 
a is a register of copyrights Im has no connection with the 
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Library; he is only connected with the Library because he is made 


i ing officer for the Library. 

a yo that he is not and can not be, under this appointment, 
a constitutional and legal officer, and that we ought to have one 
to attend to this copyright business, and that we ought not to 
commit the important matters which have heretofore devolved 
upon the Librarian to a mere agent or employee of Congress. 

Having said this much, I have said all I desire to say about this 
report. I think I have said enough to show that the Senate ought 
to send it back to the committee and insist upon its action in 
regard to the appointment of commissioners and for some other 
method of appointment of the register of copyrights. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few remarks 
in continuation of the argument made by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. TT] in closing. The conference report pro- 
vides, as he says, for the appointment of a register of copyrights 
by the joint action of the Committees on the Library of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. I maintain that the Constitu- 
tion confers upon the Executive alone the power to appoint every 
officer in this Government except as to those which are given to 
the heads of Departments and to the courts. 

Mr. GRAY. By law. ; 

Mr. MILLS. By the Constitution, the supreme law. 

Mr. GRAY. The Constitution says Congress may invest that 


duty. 

Mr. MILLS. When Congress makes a law it passes through 
both branches of Congress and is submitted to and receives the 
approval of the President of the United States, or it is passed over 
his veto and then becomes a law. The law creates the office, but 
the Constitution has placed the appointment alone either in the 
President of the United States or in the head of one of the Execu- 
tive Departments or in the courts of the country. 

Now, this isno Congressional Library. It has the name of Con- 
gressional Library, but the property belongs to the nation. It is 
the United States Library, created by the law of the United States, 
and its officers must be appointed by the President. There are no 
heads of Departments who can have jurisdiction of this appoint- 
ment. Courts can not have it. I suppose that under the Consti- 
tution, calling this an inferior office, we might confer upon the 
head of a ent the power to make this appointment. 

Mr. President, I find in one provision of the Constitution the 
power given to Congress “‘ to promote the progress of science and 
useful arts, by securing for limited times to authors and inventors 
the exclusive —_ to their respective writings and discoveries.” 
In this one single paragraph of the Constitution provision is made 
for patents and copyrights. 

hen the Congress established a Patent Office Bureau they pro- 
vided for the or — of a Commissioner of Patents. ill 
anyone contend that Congress could have conferred that appoint- 
ment upon the Joint Committee on Patents of the Senate and 
House of Representatives? If they can do that, they can create 
ambassadors, and they can confer upon the Joint Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the two Houses the appointment of those 
ambassadors. 
Mr. President, if Congress can do this thing, -~ can emascu- 
late the Executive of all the appointing power. It is his dut 
under the Constitution to see that Congress shall not so encroac 
wa the Executive as to destroy the Constitution. All officers 
of the Government are required to support the Constitution and 
to take an oath to that effect. Every one of us has taken it. 


Every State officer from governor to constable has taken that oath 
by the command of the Constitution of the United States and of 
every State in the Union. Whyis that? Why were the founders 


of seen government so anxious about the Constitution as to 
Tequire every officer in the national and State governments to 
take an oath to support it? Such a thing is a novelty in govern- 
ments. No other aero upon earth that I know anything 
about ever of its officers, executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial, = oath to su Eo qonetinetinn of its gerermtans st 
was reny or li an government tha that 
down uired 
° 


the officers in all the departments of the Gov- 
ernment $4 ainerve a limitation and not cross it. 
Mr. Presiden’ 


. t, we ought to observe the distinction drawn by 
our fathers in the Constitution where they required each officer 
to swear to rt the Constitution. But when the President is 
inducted into that high office he is'charged not only to see that the 
laws are faithfully executed, but to take care—that is a strong 

take care that the laws are faithfully executed. 
tlaw? The Constitution is the highest law; the laws of Con- 
gress and treaties after it. But he is sworn not to support, he is 
sworn to protect, to preserve, and defend the Constitution. When 
Wwe are sworn to su the Constitution we are confined to our 
own action; we are to govern our own action; but the President 
is sworn to see that we do not transcend that action, and he is in- 
vested with the to prevent it as far as the Executive veto 
can accomplish it 
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Mr. President, if this office is created by the proposed act of Con- 
gress it will be a nullity. If the officer is inducted by the appoint- 
ment of the committees of the two Houses, | say his appointment 
will be a nullity. He is a disbursing officer, charged with the dis- 
bursement of all the moneys both in the copyright and in the 
library department, and is not responsible for a single, solitary 
dollar of it. If 1 were Comptroller of the Treasury and had to pass 
upon the moneys to be placed in this officer’s hands under this 
appointment, having sworn to support the Constitution by my 
own action, and that obligation appearing to me as it does now, 
I would never pass one of his accounts. I never would pat a 
dollar into his hands until by the mandamus of a court I was 
compelled to do it. 

This is all I desire to say on the constitutional argument. But 
this same provision, to which the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
Piatt] referred a while ago, has a remarkable conclusion: 

The assistants in the Library of Congress now employed on work relating 
to the execution of the copyright law shall continue to be so employed, in 
the discretion and under the direction of the register of copyrights, until 
the close of the fiscal year 1897. 5 

Mr. President, why are these people to be turned out at the end 
of the fiscal year 1897? Why is there a provision of law that in- 
vests this officer, even though he be appointed by the President, 
with the power to sweep without cause every officer under him 
out of existence and appoint his own friends and favorites or the 
friends and favorites of some other person after the 30th day of 
June, 1897? I am opposed to such a sweeping provision. I am 
opposed to giving power to any officer of the Government to turn 
everybody out of his department at his pleasure without giving 
some good cause. 

Subordinate officers in all departments of our Government are 
secure in their places as long as they discharge their duties faith- 
fully and are efficient and faithful officers; but these people are 
not secure even though they perform all their official duties cor- 
rectly. Though no cause whatever can be assigned for their re- 
moval, it is in the discretion of this newly appointed officer under 
the control of the two Houses of Congress to sweep all these people 
out of existence and appoint his own favorites at his pleasure. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I am opposed to agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I agree in a general way 
with the proposition made by the Senators from Connecticut and 
Texas that Congress can not appoint an officer of the United 
States. I have been a great advocate of the proposition and I do 
not consider my devotion to that correct principle of constitu- 
tional law as less than that of the Senators from Connecticut, and 


Texas. But I submit that the argument does not apply in this 
case, This is not such a question, in my belief, as they have 


stated. The register of copyrights is not to be an officer of the 
United States in the constitutional sense. He is only an ap- 
pointee in the Library of Congress. 

The whole question resolves itself into this, whether Congress 
can constitutionally have a Congressional Library and appoint 
all the officers in that library. If it can not, then the argument 
of the Senators issound. Butif it can have a Library of Con- 
gress, belonging solely to Congress, and can provide that copy- 
right publications shall be deposited in that library, with the legal 
effect of giving the owners of the publications the protection 
which the law intends to give them, then the whole argument of 
the Senators is gone. 

Can Congress have a Library of Congress, and can it require 
copyrights to be registered there and nowhere else? One fact is 
certain. Wein fact have a Library of Congress. To be sure, there 
is a provision that the President shall appoint the Librarian; but 
I hold and I think the correct position is that Congress can appoint 
its own Librarian. Why not? No other branch of the Govern- 
ment has any control over this Library. It was the intention of 
the two Houses in creating a library that it should be absolutely 
within the control of the two Houses and not in the control of the 
Executive, and not even in the control of the Supreme Court. 
The law provides distinctly for a Congressional Library under 
the sole management and control of Congress. 

How is it controlled by Congress? By the two Committees on 
the Library in the two Houses of Congress? The Library is car- 
ried on under the management of those committees. I do not 

ropose to argue at any length the proposition that this is the 
taceny of the two Houses, because here it is established in chap- 
ter 6 of the Revised Statutes, and every provision in this chapter 
shows the intention of Congress to keep the Library of Congress 
as an institution belonging to Congress in a special sense, and not 
belonging in any sense to any other branch of the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the copyright law? It is found on 

957 of the statutes. The first section is headed ‘‘ Copyrights 
to be under charge of Librarian of Congress.” 

Sec. 4948. All records and other things relating to copyrights and required 


by law to be preserved shall be under the control of the Librarian of Con- 
gress and kept and preserved in the Library of Congress, and the Librarian 
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of Congress shall have the immediate care and supervision thereof, and, 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee of eee on the Library, 
shall perform all acts and duties required by law touching copyrights. 

Then follow all the other provisions as to copyright, requiring 
the deposit of books and everything for which a copyright is de- 
sired with the Librarian of Congress, and there is no other officer 
of the Government who has anything to do with copyrighting 
except the Librarian of Congress and his assistants. 

Mr. GRAY. And he was appointed by the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And he was appointed by the President; 
but if my oy ag rey is good for anything, it is that the Librarian 
of Congress by law may be appointed by the two Houses of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. GRAY. MayI ask the Senator, under his view of the power 
of Congress to invest this appointee of the two Houses with this 
function, what limit is there wen the power of Congress to in- 
vest any of the employees of the House or the Senate with any 
function entirely outside of their duties to the House or to the 
Senate? Why can not we invest the assistant doorkeeper of the 
Senate with the functions of a United States commissioner? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Any extreme case can be supposed. I am 
not arguing that Congress might take the functions of the Gov- 
ernment for collecting revenue or connected with the Army or 
the Navy into the Library of Congress. I am only arguing that 
it is within the fair discretion of Congress to make the Librarian of 
Congress the keeper of the copyright publications; that it is compe- 
tent for Congress to require copyrighted books to be deposited in the 
Library of Congress. The desire to do this was one of the causes 
of the transfer of the depositing of copyrighted books from the 
circuit courts, where the books were of no use, to the Library of 
Congress, where the publisher is not only obliged to register the 
title of the book, but is also obliged to deposit a copy of the book 
itself. Whatever may be said as to an extreme case, no one can 
read this statute without seeing the absolute intention of Congress 
to connect the copyrighting of books and publications with the 
Library of Con . It seems to me that it is impossible to con- 
tend that it is the exercise of an unconstitutional power for Con- 
pe to make the Librarian of Congress or a subordinate of the 

ibrarian of Congress a register of copyrights. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
he would consider it an extreme case if I suggested that under the 
same contention we might appoint the Commissioner of Patents, 
for instance, who is the officer invested by law with the judicial 
power of deciding upon a patent and issuing that privilege under 
the Constitution to the person who has made a valuable invention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain that we could not. I do 
not argue that we could. I say an extreme case ey be supposed 
where a constitutional line ought to be drawn. I do not think 
the governor of a State can vote for a United States Senator under 
any circumstances. The Senator from Delaware thinks he can. 
That is a very extreme case. But I say here, first, thatit is a very 
weak argument to say that we can not have a Library of Con- 
gress solely under our control, and to say further that having 
such a library, we can not make it the copyright office of the 
United States. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senatora question? Whoever has 
charge of-the copyrights, whether it be the Librarian of Con- 

$8 or some man who shall be appointed for that purpose, has 

exercise judical functions with regard to determining who is 
entitled to a coprtiess. If he issues a certificate it gives a man a 
copyright. If he refuses to doit the man gets no copyright. Does 
not the Senator think that a man charged with that duty ought to 
be os more than an employee of Congress? 

Mr. C DLER. The Senator does not argue that the regis- 
ter of copyrights is a judicial officer? 

Mr. PLATT. In one sense, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not necessary that he shall be even an 
executive officer. 

Mr. PLATT. He is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is not, I think. 

Mr. PLATT. The Librarian of C is made an executive 
officer of the United States, exercising ae functions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Con , through some notion such as the 
Senator from Connecticut been arguing in favor of, after it 
had made a Library of Congress, which it was 


com 
tent for it to keep under its sole control, did say that Prosi. 
dent should appoint the Librarian of , but it was an 


see ee as it seems to me, to an unsound opinion. 
Read the whole statute as to the Li of Congress, and no man 
can doubt that it is perfectly com for Congress to establish 
that Library. Then read the whole statute as to a and 
no one can doubt that it is competent for Congress lace the 
copyright office of the United States in the Office of the 


ibrarian 
of Congress. If you concede these two things, then the whole 
constitutional argument falls to the Foam because the register 
of copyrights is not an officer of the United States within the pro- 


vision of the Constitution, which sa: 
shall be given the President. He is an officer of Congress per 
forming his duty, as the Librarian of Congress now does, under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on the Library, and he may jj 
appointed just as Congress chooses to provide for his appoint- 


ment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me right here, concea. 
ing all that he says, that Congress may establish a Library oe 
Congress yw Gog og that Library the depository of copyrights. | 
insist that what he says follows does not follow and we do 10: 
give away our case. en the Library was established there w:.. 
no copyright business committed to it; but in 1870 Congress foun 
a Librarian of Congress appointed by the President who was 1 
officer of the Government, and then they committed the issuins 
of ounget hts to that officer of the Government. I insist that 
whether it be the Librarian or whether it be a register of copy- 
rights, he exercises both judicial functions and executive functioys 
— eee to the issue of copyrights, and he must under the 
statute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has not any discretion about anything, 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly he has. 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is it? 

Mr. PLATT. He i. applications over and over again, 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no power to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. He certainly has; and he does. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has ro power, whatever, except to take 
a document and file it. 

Mr. PLATT. How does a man get a copyright? Cana man 
get a copyright which is valid under the law simply by sending 
“i to the office which he is not entitled to copyright? — 


that the Saptinting power 


‘ DLER. Most certainly he can get into the court 
with the Ny gg oa He is obliged to do nothing but make his de- 
posit with the Librarian. 


Mr. PLATT. Most certainly he can not. He can not get into 
court unless he has upon the article which he says is copyrighted 
these words: ‘“‘Entered according to the act of Congress in the 

ear ——, by A B, in the Office of the Librarian of Congress at 
ashington ”; or at his option the word “‘ copyrighted,” together 
with Te when the copyright was entered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He can put that on himself. 

Mr. PLATT. He would be thrown out of court very quickly 
if he had not a certificate of the Librarian. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PLATT. The Librarian rejects applications for copyright 


over and over —- 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no right whatever to do it. Is it 
possible that the Senator seriously thinks the provision for the 
appointment of the register of ee by Congress is contrary 
to the Constitution? He argues that, does he not? 


Mr. PLATT. Ihave not said that we can not appoint any per- 
son in connection with the Li What I say is that in ap- 
pointing a person to have charge of the copyright system and the 


ration of copyrights, and the decision whether a thing is en- 
titled to a cop t, we should have a legal and constitutional 
ioe of this Government, and that we can not appoint such an 
officer 


Mr. CHANDLER. I again reply that the register of copy- 
ights, the Librarian of Congress, has nothing whatever to do 
th deciding whether anyone is entitled to a copyright or not. 


But Iam opposing. the ent that it is unconstitutional for 
Congress to provide for the a tment of a register of copy- 
rights. If that is so, then I the Senator whether a certain 


clause that I am about to read is not also unconstitutional: 
records d ired by law to 
be preserved shall bo under” the ao 0 oor the atbrarian of Congress 
'; e o on- 
ester eran ere tet ST 
an: ths shall per- 
foum all acts and duties required by law touching copyrights. : 
Now, is it an unconstitutional law which provides that the copy- 
So a shall be ime under the supervision of a joint com- 
ttee of Congress on brary? 
Mr. GRAY. I think it is. : : 
Mr. PLATT. It may not be, for the reason that the Librarian 
of Congas wae a tional officer when the law was enacted. 
a ees Bat : as an @ ; ae we! Eeemeont - 
ongs to the executive and not to egislative department 0 
the oostnant 


, then it is unconstitutional to put such an ap- 

tee of the President in the performance of duties under 

of a joint committee on the Li of Congress. 

Fay = RAY. : Ido ae how on ooo of that can 
Mr. CHANDLER The eastor from aleware always fol- 


lows his constitutional theories to the uttermost limit; the 5:0- 
ator from Connecticut wants to run away from his, where's 
I take the Library of Congress as I find it on the statute book, 
and I take the copyright law as I find it on the statute book, an 
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I say it was a solecism to authorize the President of the United 


States to appoint the Librarian of Congress. I think the provi- 
sion for his appointment grew out of a notion that had no founda- 
tion in correct constitutional law, and that the provision might 
be repealed to-morrow, and I say that it ought to be repealed to- 
morrow, and the Librarian of Congress ought to be appointed by 
Con itself, because if it is the Library of Congress, if it is 
our i abrary, the President has nothing to do with it, and we should 
appoint the Librarian and all other subordinate officers. I have 
no doubt about it as a matter of constitutional law. 

Ihave no doubt, further, that Congress can impose the func- 
tions of register of copyrights upon the Librarian of Congress. It 
js a constitutional statute. It is a very natural and judicious and 
proper procedure. Congress can, moreover, provide not only for 
the appointment of the Librarian of Congress, but for every sub- 
ordinate of his, and necessarily, therefore, it can provide that 
the register of copyrights shall be appointed by the joint com- 

ittees. 

oo this point I end, as I began, by saying that I have very strict 
notions myself as to the interference of one branch of the Govern- 
ment with another branch of the Government. I remember that 
Congress once sent a committee of the two Houses to the State, War, 
and Navy Department building to divide the rooms in that great 
pbuilding equitably between the War Department, the State Depart- 
ment, and the Navy Department. I had the honor then to be the 
Secretary of the Navy. I welcomed the committee with courtesy, 
but I took occasion to protest all the time that they were in the 


a of an unconstitutional function; that they could not | 


sent there for that purpose. Congress might have divided thé 
building as it chose by explicit law, but it had no business to send 
a committee of the two Houses to nt the building and make 
an adjudication how it should be divided. That was an unconsti- 


tutional act, and this would be an unconstitutional act if Congress an officer of the United States within the meaning of the clause 


had no power to establish a Library of Congress under the sole | 


control of Con . Congress has done that very thing, and the 
total control of the Library and of the copyright office is with 
Con 


Having argued against my friend the Senator from Connecticut 
on this point, I take occasion to say, before finishing, that I concur 
entirely with him on the other branch of the case which he argues. 
I hope that the conference report will be disagreed to, for it is one 
of the mest astonishing pieces of legislation that I ever heard of 


to provide by a rider on an appropriation bill for the removal | 


of all the district and circuit court commissioners at one fell 


swoop. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have very high respect for 
the Constitution of the United States, and I have not yet been 
long enough in the Senate to have it blunted or dulled by my 
greater respect for the powers of this body or of Congress. The 
report of the committee eo an appropriation for a “ register 
of copyrights,” and I call the attention of the Senate to some of 
the provisions with respect to the character and duties and actions 
of this officer. In the first place, he is to give ‘‘ good and sufficient 
bond to the United States in such sum, not less than $20,000, as 
the of the Treasury mer direct, and to be approved by 
him, faithfully to account for all public moneys and property 
which he may receive.” 

What are the public moneys and property that he may receive? 
If he isa mere employee of the Congress of the United States, why 
require him to give bond to the United States to account for the 
moneys of the United States to be received officially by him? The 
moneys he is to receive are not the moneys of Congress. They are 
not received by him for Congress, but under the pro act he 
is vested with the power to demand from the citizens of the United 
States money for acts performed as register, for the registry of 

ights by the United States, and the moneys he receives be- 
moneys of the United States, and he must account for 
as such. 
Not ‘Backer: that, but he shall have an official seal containing the 
the 


cop 
come 
them 


words “ of Copyright, United States of America,” and 
there in the act is an official designation of his title. 
For it will not be contended by the Senator from New Hampshire 
. CHANDLER] that a mere employee of the Congress of the 
nited States is to use a seal with any other than his official desig- 
nation and , and if upon that seal he is authorized to 
have inscribed, and to record upon eve*y certificate, ‘‘ Register of 
Cop t, United States of erica,” it seems to me it puts 
beyond all question the proposition that under the proposed act 
- = one an ox of the United aes. — 
pretend to say that Congress may not employa Librarian 
to take oe of its Library, to look after all the 
Bites eta eS eee 
n tates, but even gress pro- 
a Librarian I do not believe that he becomes an officer of 


vides 
Cnet = my i it there is no such thing under the 
of the United States as an officer of Congress. The 
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Constitution expressly provides that the Senate may choose its 
officers; it expressly provides that the House may choose its of- 
ficers, and it expressly provides that all officers of the United 
States must be appointed by the President of the United States 
by and with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. The President has to commission them. 

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; there is another provision in the Con- 
stitution which requires that the President must commission all 
officers of the United States, and we are driven to the irresistible 
conclusion, it seems to me, thatif the two Houses of Congress, 
acting jointly, for the care and preservation of its property, for 
the custody and safe-keeping of the buildings and institutions 
which are provided for its use, selects a man to perform a service 
for it, he is not an officer of the Senate nor an officer of the House. 
He is not and can not be an officer, but he must remain a mere 
employee of Congress. 

I do not believe it is contemplated under the Constitution of the 
United States that there shall be conferred upon a mere employee, 
who is not a constitutional officer under any section or provision 
of the Constitution, the performance of those public duties and of 
those acts which ought to be and must be in the truest sense of 
the word official with respect to matters and things not in any 
wise connected with the Senate of the United States. I do not 
believe there should be given to such an employee these official 
duties which have been reserved under the Constitution for those 
officers and those alone who are commissioned and created ofticers 
under its provisions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator admits that the Senate might 
have a library and might appoint a librarian who would not be 





relative to the appointing power; and of course he admits that the 
House of Representatives may have a library of the House which 
would be its own. 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and to say we have such a Librarian. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska contend that when Congress prop ses to have a library 
belonging to the two bodies jointly it thereupon becomes necessary 


| that the app’ yintees to take charge of such joint library shall be 


appointed by the President of the United States because they 
become officers of the United States? 

Mr. THURSTON. Not at all; I have just stated the contrary. 
But even if we concede that a Librarian can be appointed by Con- 
gress and is an employee of Congress, the Constitution does not 
permit Congress to give him any of those official or executive 
powers which the Constitution intends shall be exercised alone by 
an officer of the United States. I say you are proposing to confer 
upon this mere employee c. Congress executive and official powers 
with relation to the performance of duties that in no wise pertain 
to the business of Congress or to its affairs, but pertain solely to 
the business and affairs of the American people. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then I conclude that the Senator from Ne- 
braska thinks that the provision of the copyright statute that the 
Librarian of Congress shall do his work in reference to copyrights 
under the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library is 
unconstitutional? 

Mr. THURSTON. Ido not understand that that provision is 
of the character stated. I see nothing extraordinary in providing 
by act of Congress, approved by the Presidentof the United States, 
that a committee of this body or of the other House or a joint com- 
mittee may make rules and regulations for the administration of 
some certain office. But however that may be— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator certainly does not contend that 
a mere act of Congress can authorize a committee of this body to 
perform an executive act or to supervise the performance of an 
executive act which he argues is exclusively within the function 
of the Executive? 

Mr. THURSTON. No; butIdo hold that Congress may by 
act authorize any individual to make mere rules and regulations 
for the administration of one of the offices of the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, he does not 
quite meet the case. 

Mr. THURSTON. If the Senator will pardon me, for instance, 
Congress can by act authorize a judge of the circuit court of the 
United States to make rules and regulations governing the per- 
formance of the duties of a commissioner of the United States. 
It can not be contended that by mere delegation of authority to 

rescribe regulations there has been vested any of the powers of 
Canppens. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to keep the Senator to the exact case 
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which is contained in section 4948. 
regulations may be made, but it says: 

The Librarian of Congress, * * * under the supervision of the Joint 
Committee of Congress on the Library, shall perform all acts and duties re- 
quired by law touching copyrights. 

Now, the word “supervision,” as the Senator from Nebraska 
knows, is one of the broadest words. It gives control and it gives 
direction; it authorizes participation, and it creates superiority. 
If the Senator’s argument is good for anything it must be uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. THURSTON. If itis intended by the act that the commit- 
tee of Congress shall arrogate to itself any of the powers or func- 
tions of that office, then it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether it does not? 

Mr. THURSTON. I do not so believe. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What power has the Joint Committee of 
Congress on the Library over the operations of the copyright law 
under section 4948? 

Mr. THURSTON. I canconceive of many mere directory rules 
and regulations which the committee of Congress might prescribe 
f« 7 the orderly and proper transaction of the business of that 
office —— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator contend—— 

Mr. THURSTON. But I will go to the extent—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

_ Mr. THURSTON. But I will go to the extent the Senator asks 
me to go, and I say if that provision requires that the committee 
of Congress shall perform as a directing force or otherwise any of 
those duties, then I believe it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must admit that it is, then, 
because he says that if the power to direct is given to the commit- 
tee it is unconstitutional. 

Mr, GRAY. I suppose, if the Senator will allow me, he means 
— = the word ‘‘supervision” means control it is unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably. I do. not concede and I 
have not conceded and I ex a to concede the propo- 
sition made by the Senator from New Hampshire that under that 
provision there is any absolute power of control given to the com- 
mittee of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator contends that when an 
officer is to — his duties under the supervision of another 
body, there is no power of direction or control given under the 
power to su ise. Does the Senator a that? 

Mr. THURSTON. I do contend that the power of supervision 
given is not a power of control with reference to the discretiona 
exercise of any function given to that officer by the law of the lend, 

Mr. CHANDLER. hen the power to supervise is not the 


It is not a provision that 


power to ye 


Mr. THURSTON. I say it is entirely unnecessary for us to de- 
termine the constitutional construction of that section, but if that 
power is given under that language then I do insist it is clearly 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to be unreasonable with the 
Senator, but I should like him to give me an opinion without an 
‘‘if” af to whether the power reserved to the joint committee of 
Congress in section 4948 is or is not unconstitutional. 

Mr. THURSTON. I do not care to act judicially here upon the 
construction of an act of Co which is in no wise nec 
to the proper determination of the matter before the Senate. 

All I say, and all I care to say, is that if Congress,in some pre- 
vious act, has ons to a committee of this body the performance 
of official du entirely outside of the line of Congressional ac- 
tion, that provision is unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, on the other matter involved in this report, our 
judicial system is composed of judicial circuits and districts, the 
circuit comprising several districts, There are the circuit courts 
of the United States, having jurisdiction throughout the circuits, 
and the district courts, limited to jurisdiction In the several dis- 
tricts. All district ju are also judges of circuit courts within 
their districts. The old law providing for the appointment of 
commissioners of those circuit courts therefore gave the authority 
to all the district ju os as circuit ju , and also to cir- 
cuit judges, to participate in the selection of commissioners. 


In other words, heretofore the commissioners have been officers 


of the circuit courts of the United States, to be appointed by those’ 


courts. 

The judges of the circuit court of the district in which I reside 
are the justice of the Supreme Court of the United States assigned 
to that circuit, the three circuit j who now constitute the 
circuit court of appeals therein, and district judge for the dis- 
trict of Nebraska. All of them are judges of the circuit court of 
that district of Nebraska, and in the selection of the present com- 
missioners for that district the action has been by the court, and 
the joint judgment and the joint wish of all those inoeee could be 
exercised in the selection of those commissioners. They have been 


chosen by these distinguished judges of ours and are in office. N 
complaint is made against them. They are hono: a 
distinguished men. : . rable, capable, 
ow, why is it t it is proposed to take away fro: 

the supreme judges of the United States and from cach of oho 
cuit judges the power to participate in the selection of commis. 
sioners of the courts of the United States? I think, sir, it is a 
reflection on the highest judicial officers in the land. "No wrong 
is pointed out in the present system except that it is suggested that 
some of the men now in office are unduly exercising the power of 
their office to secure too much emolument for themselves. If that 
be true, then the same practice will grow up under whatever indi- 
viduals are selected to become their successors by the proposed act 
_ Without entering into any extended argument upon the sub- 
ject, as a practicing attorney of one section of this country 
acquainted with the men who are now in office in that part of the 
country in these important positions, who have been selected as 
the choice of the highest judges of the highest court, I protest 
against this unwarranted, unreasonable, unexplained, and unnec- 
essary attempt to legislate out of office a whole class of men against 
whose actions, characters, standing, and manner of selection there 
has as yet been no official complaint. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to state that I heartily 
concur in the last portion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr.THurston]. I think the legislation of the char- 
acter last criticised by him is wholly uncalled for. If there are 
certain incompetent commissioners of the United States, it is little 
less than an outrage to remove all the commissioners in the coun- 
try in order to get at two or three men who are supposed to be 
Pn _ ae aes as far mae ae still sub rosa. 

as the pro on is conce ing the appoint- 
ment of a register of cuore I think the lentshation 7 to 
say the least, ill advised. It will be remembered that during the 
latter , in fact about the close of the Administration of Presi- 
dent Harrison, a bill passed both Houses of Congress providing 
for the Record and Pension Cfiice of the War Department, and for 
other purposes, and in that bill there was contained this clause: 

The President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with advice 
and consent of the Senate, to a t the officer now incharge of said Record 
and Pension Division to be a colonel in the Army and chief of said office. 

When the bill was presented to the President he returned it with 
his objections, and among other things he said as follows: 

It is fairly to be im: from the bill that in the opinion of Congress the 

blic interest would by making the contemplated change inthe 

ving the rank and pay of a colonel in the Army 


, er anomalous office is therefore created, that of 
‘colonel in the Army and Chief of the Record and Pension Office of the War 
Department,” but upon the condition that the President shall nominate a 
to fill it. I do not think it is competent for Congress to 
te person who shall fill an office created by. law, and practically 

remains of the bill under consideration if rson is not to be 


auministration of the Wer Department, ‘I can uotagres that the selection sf 
the officer shaH be taken out of the discretion of the Executive, where the 
responsibility for good administration necessarily rests. 

There are other arguments contained in the veto message. So 
far as ee et tae eee acne soe a upon this 
message, a was au the ident to ap- 
point, and an appointment was afterwards made, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. It is needless, I think, to in- 

and close distinction for the purpose of 

on in the present bill is or 

a It is ri gy e SS to a a it ap- 

proaches so near the brink as , in my judgment, dangerous. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. t, I am verysorry that ny dis- 

friend the Senator from California [Mr. Wire} gets 

hes the Constitution. I say, and I think 

I can show conclusively, that this is no in tof the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution gives to the President this power: 

He * * * shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, r public ministers and consuls, judges 
of the Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose > 

Mer rine Ganges myer her Gs geainamen 
: . in the t 
iter or is the Rede of Departmen 


inferior 
This is not a United States officer. Therefore the President 
has no exclusive right to his —— The Library of Con- 
gress is nota library of the United States. No one connected 
with it is an officer of the United States, It was established by 
the act of April 24, 1800. That act reads as follows: 
such books as be necessary for the use of Con- 


a suitable apartment 
own of $5,000 shall be, 
shall be made by the 


tment of such 
in the courts of 
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e Library remained in charge of the Congress of the United 
Pe and no constitutional lawyer will dare to say that it was 
not under the exclusive control of Congress and that the Presi- 
dent had the right to appoint a Librarian or any other person con- 

with it. 
net GRAY. Unless Congress clothed him with that power. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean under this language, as a Library 
of Congress, the President had no authority under the Constitu- 
tion, pure and simple. That is the point. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator, although I differ with 
him there, that undoubtedly Congress or either House may ap- 
point a librarian for itself. ; , 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can establish a library, and the establish- 
ment of a library does not vest in the President any executive 
authority to make an appointment. _ ; 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Missouri is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I knew the distinguished Senator from Del- 
aware would admit that proposition. 

Now, then, the Library wasestablished, a Congressional Library, 
with full power in Congress to ee to select, to designate, to 
elect a librarian, and every subordinate officer. Congress in 1802 
(I have not been able to hunt up the history as it occurred just at 
the time, but it is represented to me that it was in co uence of 
a difference between the Senate and House with oo to who 
should be librarian)—Congress passed the following law 

That the books and yeope purchased by direction of the act of Congress 
aa the 24th of April, 1800, together with the books or libraries which have 

eretofore been kept separately by each House, shall be placed in the Capitol, 
in the room which was occupied by the House of Representatives during the 
last session of the Sixth Copgress. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of the Senate and 

r of the House of mepteromatives for the time being be, and they 
hereby are, empowered to establish such regulations and restrictions in re- 
lation to the said library as to them shall seem proper, and from time to 
time to alter or amend the same: Provided, That no regulation shall be made 
repugnant to any provision contained in this act. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That a librarian, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States solely— 

Why solely by the President? That the Senate should have no 
more power in the selection than the House, and because between 
them they had notadjusted the method of selecting the Librarian— 

e said Library, who, previous to his enterin 
Sas o at: Geel, pagabte to the United States. — 

Here is a Congressional Library, the creature of Congress, with 
full legal and constitutional right and power in Congress to con- 
trol it as they choose. Here is the Librarian whom Congress 
have a right to select, and they delegate that right to the Presi- 
dent solely, without the advice and consent of the Senate. That 
power Congress can resume at any time it chooses. It is not a 

wer parted with never to be regained or recalled. To-day we 
one the absolute power and authority to displace the incumbent, 
to create a vacancy, and to select another Librarian. 

Mr. WHITE i 


; . ill the Senator from Missouri permit me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. L. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand the Senator from Missouri to 
claim that the officer to be selected by the joint committee is one 
of the inferior officers referred to in the Constitution in section 2, 


Article IT? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. He isan officer of Congress, not 
of the United States; a member of the library staff, an employee 
of Congress, just as much so as any other employee, just as much 


so as the emp who is in charge of the Senate library. You 
—— any distinction between them. He is not a United 


Mr. THURSTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. THURSTON. Under this proposed provision, what is it 
that this officer or his employees are to do for the business of Con- 
gress, and how are they connected with the affairs of Congress, 
7 they are given a side room in its Library? Are not 
all the powers and all the duties imposed upon them under this 
provision chose of a public character with aeet to the general 
public, which Con has no exclusive right? 

Mr. That makes no difference. I want to bring 
to the attention of the Senator a recent resolution of Co 


ngress, 
which was without these distinguished constitutional 
lawyers discovered it, and that was the appointment of 
the t of the ional Library here by its own 
act, any reference to the President. If we can appoint a |, 
superintendent for the construction of a building costing millions 


the entire construction, can we 
hot select a subordinate ee that Library and perform the 


which ma pose upon him? It is hairsplitting, 
it is worse then fareontae it is hairsplitting iaprepety. and 
0, sit; 


distinctions where do not exist. is is 
not a of the spirit nor the letter of the Constitution. If 
we have not the power to maintain this , if we have not 






ool] 


the power to cause that building to be erected, and if we have 
not the power when we have done that, to say who shall be the 
Librarian and who shall be his subordinates, then let us abjectly 
surrender every particle of power in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives to the President and ask him to appoint our 
officers, owr Sergeant-at-Arms, our Librarian, our clerks, and all 
our subordinates. Let us simply give up all our power and be 
done with it, or, upon the other hand, let us assert and exercise 
the power which belongs to us as a coordinate and coequal branch 
of this Government. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to ask the Senator whether there 
would not be a distinction which would be very clear to his mind 
in such a case as this: If, for instance, it be conceded that we can 
impose upon subordinates in the Library the duty of taking care 
of copyrights deposited there as we impose upon them the duty 
of caring for the books, still, if we shoul authorize a subordinate 
official to grant certificates in behalf of the United States as to 
the fact of registration of copyrights in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the law and of the Constitution, would not the imposi- 
tion of that particular duty upon that official create and give him 
the powers of an officer of this Governinent? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He issues a certificate. This simply de- 
volves upon him the duties of registering copyrights. Why were 
copyright duties imposed upon the Librarian of Congress? It was 
because this was a library within the jurisdiction and control of 
Congress. We permit other branches of the Government to reap 
the benefit of the Library by reference to it; we determined to 
make every author or publisher of every book furnish two copies 
of that book; we made the issuing of copyrights a part and parcel 
of our Congressional Library institution partly for the purpose 
of supplying it with books. We provided that to every book pub- 
lished which it was desired to copyright that copyright should be 
issued by the Librarian, and the law requires two copies of every 
such publication to be placed in the Library. We have a right 
to impose by law upon our officers duties not directly connected 
with either the Senate or the House of Representatives. As we 
appoint this officer, we have a right to impose upon him the dis- 
charge of the duties of Librarian or assistant librarian or register 
of copyrights in the Library of Congress, and we place the office 
under the control of the Joint Committee on the Library of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. If [ understand the Senator's contention, then, it 
is that, having the authority to provide for a library for the use 
of Congress, and of course to provide for a librarian, therefore 
we have the right to impose the duty specified by this provision 
of law of issuing copyrights upon the Librarian or upon any other 
officer whom he chooses to appoint and give accommodations to 
in the library building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have the right to impose it upon any 
officer of the Library in connection with the functions of the 
Library. We have joined the two together. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator think that under that conten- 
tion we should have the right to impose the duties of Commis- 
sioner of Patents upon the Librarian of Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Or upon any employee of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet a certificate to an inventor of a useful 
invention is provided for by law under the same constitutional 

rovision by which copyright is issued to an author. They both 
antve their authority from the same section and clause of the 
Constitution, and the laws providing for the issuance of patents 
and the laws proving for the issuance of copyrights derive their 
constitutional authority from precisely the same source. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ilunderstand the proposition of the Senator. 
I am speaking with reference to existing conditions. The laws 
now would not permit us to devolve those duties upon the Libra- 
rian. We have chosen to devolve them upon a Commissioner of 
Patents. This is the Library of Congress; and we have the right 
to replenish it with books. We have the right to appropriate di- 
rectly or indirectly for securing books; but the issuing of patents 
has nothing to do with the Library. 
Mr. GRAY. We might provide, might we not, if I may ask 
the Senator, that a copy of every diagram of a useful invention be 
deposited in the Library? 

r. COCKRELL. Yes; we could do that. 

Mr. GRAY. And that would give a certain connection with 
the Library? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr.GRAY. That would not give us the right to appoint a Com- 
missioner of Patents, would it? 
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Mr, COCKRELL. Notat all; and yet we could require the de- 
posit of such diagrams in the Library. Here we have placed in 
that Library for the purpose of adding to its volumes the control 
of copyrights, and we designate the officer who shall have charge 
of them; and I say he is an officer of the Library and not an offi- 
cer of the United States—that the Senate and House have a perfect 
right to have him appointed or selected in the manner indicated 
by this provision. 

In addition to that, we can require our own officers to give a 
bond to the United States. The fact of aman having to give 
Pw to the United States does not make him a United States 
officer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me right there to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The argument was that the register of 
copyrights had to do something. I have examined the copyright 
law carefully, and I find that all he has to do is, after the title of 
a book has been deposited with him, to give a copy to the person 
depositing it. This is the language: 

And he shall give a copy of the title or description, under the seal of the 
Librarian of Congress, to the proprietor whenever he shall require it. 

The person taking out a ey og gets his rights, whatever 
they are, by the mere deposit of the title, and the Librarian of 
Congress does nothing whatever about it, except to give him a 
certificate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no judicial function whatever, and 
hardly any executive function. 

Mr. COCKRELL. None in the world. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will read 
what is now the method of procedure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam through, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I read from a copy of the certificate of 
copyright issued by the Librarian: 
No. —— AA. LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 

Copyright Office, Washington. 

To wit: Be it remembered that on the —— day of ———,, 18%, ———- ——_, 
of —-——, has deposited in this office the title of a . the title or descri 
tion of which is in the following words, to wit: , the right 


whereof —— claim as in conformity with the laws of the United States 
respecting copyrights. 














Librarian of Congress. 

The Librarian does not do anything except certify that the book 
has been deposited there. He performs no function whatever, ex- 
cept as the receiver of the claim of the man who wants a ae 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think there ought to be 
much embarrassment about determining this question. Certainly 
I have none in determining it for myself. The power to appoint 
officers to fill offices created by law is lodged by the Constitution 
in the President of the United States— 

longress b vest the a ent of such infe 
esther think or a the’ President a oe eee ae 
heads of Departments. 

So all the officers contemplated by the Constitution, absolutely 
all, are included within these three ca ries: Those whom the 
President may appoint by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; those he may appoint solely under an of Con 5 
and those that by authority of law may be — by the heads 
of Departments or by the courts of law. There are no other offi- 
cers in a legal constitutional sense known to our scheme of gov- 
ernment. 

The executive function thus described in the Constitution does 
not belong in any wise or in any fashion to Co , and Con- 
gress can not assume it without a usurpation, which I think we 
all would condemn, or ought to condemn. If this office is an office 
within the mea of the clause to which I have just referred, 
then clearly it is not within the competence of Congress to appoint 
toit, unless Congress can derive its power and er to create, 
and not only create this office, but to fill it, from that provision 
of the Constitution which confers upon each House of Congress 
the right and power to choose its pees officer and soeees all 
their other officers respectively. Unquestionably each House may 
appoint its own officers, but those officers must be confined to per- 
form duties which are — to the House by which they are 
pointed, and certainly it could not be contended that they can 
compelled to perform duties, or invested with power to perform 
duties, as officers which do not belong in any wise to the functions 
. Congress or to the due administration of the business of each 


ouse. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] 
that either House of Congress can provide a library for its own 
use, and can provide for a custodian of that library as one of its 
officers; and perhaps the two Houses jointly, by law or c 
may provide for a Congressional Library and a for an offi- 
cer to take charge of it. If they can do it, it is by virtue of this 


May 21, 
power conferred on the Houses separately to appoi: 
officers; but that certainly does not center u en ae 
to invest any of those officers so appointed for 1 the convenience % 
the two Houses with powers and authorities that are not german, ; 
or in any way related to those special functions; for, if it were ~y 
then there would be no limit to the power of Congress to 1, st 
officers of the two Houses with the powers which belong ty the 
administration of government in any of its multiform phas: . 
They could invest the Sergeant-at-Arms with the duties o; 
United States commissioner; they could invest the assistant :j,., ts 
keeper with the power and responsibility that belongs to some ox. 
ecutive officer; and I do not care whether the office is executive 
or judicial for the purpose of my argument now. But, if it |), 
not an office with functions that relate to the convenience an) to 
the due administration of the duties of each House, then it is »),; 
an office which the House can, under the Constitution, fill. , 

So, Mr. President, I can quite readily admit, as I do and dij 
that while Congress has the right and either House has the ri:-j;{ 
to provide for a librarian, it has no more right to invest t).; 
librarian or any of his subordinates with powers which concern 
the administration of governmental functions than it has t)\o 
right to invest Pate of its employees with such; and yet the 
contention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL |], ii seoins 
to me, and of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Cuanpirr| 
must go to the logical extreme of declaring that when officers are 
appointed for the convenience of either House we can invest them 
with any governmental function whatever. That, of course 
would be absurd, and would overthrow all the distinction between 
Executive and Congressional functions which was intended to be 
so clearly demonstrated in the Constitution. 

fis onicer which this provision of law seeks to create and 
appoint is an officer who has nothing to do, so far as this function 
is concerned, with the administration of the duties of either House 
or of both Houses jointly. He does not perform any functions 
necessary to the organization of the House, to its convenience, or 
to its proper duties. We have created an office here in order to 
fulfill an intent of the Constitution, to provide for the protection 
of authors and inventors. The same clause provides for both. 
That is a public function which concerns the grant of legislative 
power to Congress; that is a function which concerns the whole 
country, not Congress, and unless we shall contend, as [| said 
a while ago, that we can invest any of these wide governmental 
functions in the mere = either House, then, it seems 
to me, we must give up the claim that we have a right to invest 
this Librarian of Congress, or to create a man, call him what you 
will, and give him accommodations in the Library building, and 
thereby attach a jurisdiction to make him a complete officer in 
the constitutional sense. ThatIdo not thinkcan bedone. What 
is he to do? Ido not care whether he has a judicial function or 
merely a ministerial function. It is provided: 

For oaginten of cop ts, $2,500, who shall be selected on or after June |, 
1896, by the Join ttee u of , consisting of the 
Semmittes = nt Comal of icak ies Committee on the Library 
of the House of Representatives. 

What right have we to confer upon one of our committees the 
power to appoint to an office? The committee is nowhere recog- 
nized in the Constitution. It is one of the instrumentalities of 
legislation, to be used for our own convenience. How can we 
erect a committee into ae agency? We can not do 
it. oe can we er upon it the executive power of ap- 
pointmen 

And who shall give 1 and sufficient bond to the United States in such 
sum, not less than as the the ry may direct, and 
to be oppevres by faithfully to account for all public moneys and prop- 
eas he may receive. He shall have and exercise all the rights and 
du touching copyrights now devolved upon the Librarian of Congress. 

He is not the Librarian of Congress, even according to the con- 
tention of the Senator from who seems to think the ques- 
tion is solved when we have created a library, and that we can 
then confer upon this officer any duties we choose, or only confer 
upon him duties in reference to ts, which heretofore have 
been by the Librarian of , appointed by the 


He without additional cquesnastion. disburse the sums appropriated 
tent thee polerias ea of his office and also the salaries and expenses 
appropriated for the of Congress. 

That is the only connection that he has with the Library. i 
on and fe shall contain es Crords “Tpegienerr of ° Suited States 
Ce ee a eta ceaced Bo aball be provid with 

pro 
caltable soca ke’ tor the Litrary of Congress. 


The issuance of a copyright has no more to do with the estab- 
lishment of a library or the convenience of either House of Con- 
than issuance of a patent—not a particle. The mere 

es of each copy- 
to be with the Librarian can pot 
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r the appointing power. We might require, as I said in in- 
— tion oF the Senator from Missouri, that two copies of each 
el from the Patent Office, or each drawing, or each publication 

of the Patent Office report, should be deposited there. That would 
not confer jurisdiction to appoint a Commissioner of Patents, nor 
is the deposit of two volumes or two copies of each publication 
meant or intended in any wise to build up a library, for, if it did, 
it would be a taking of private property without just compensa- 


What right have we to require for the establishment of a 
library that authors shall contribute? Now, think of it for a 
moment. The Senator from Missouri gravely contended that 
authors should contribute copies of their publications, for what 
purpose? To build up a library. That may commend itself on 
the score of economy to Congress, but it can not commend itself 
in any other wise that I know of. We have no more right to levy 
upon the authors of publications in order to build up a library 
than we have a right to take the books out of the library of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to fill our shelves. 
If that provision of law has any justifiable purpose at all, it is to 
file there as an exhibit, precisely on the same ground that a dia- 
gram of an invention is filed with the Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Asa matter of fact, we do require it. 

Mr. GRAY. We do require it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator says we do not require it 
from a particu 
be unconstitutional. That may be so; but does the Senator dis- 
pute the constitutionality of the present copyright law of Con- 
gress, which — the P ace for making an entry for copyrights 

he ar 0 ngress? 
: Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I am not disputing it now. I only 
say that if the Senator from Missouri were right, then he would be 
taking private property without just compensation, put it upon 
what grounds you please, either as a part of the fee charged for a 
copyright or as an exhibit to be filed there for all time for identi- 
fication. As to what is copyrighted, that is quite another question. 
So that all I want to say about that is that the mere requirement 
of the law that two copies of each publication shall be filed in the 
Library of Congress has no relation to the question that we are 
now discussing as to the power sought to be conferred upon com- 
mittees of Congress to appoint to an office to which are attached 
wide and important and constitutional governmental functions. 

Mr. MI Mr. President, a few moments ago the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] contended that the register of 
copyrights was not a United States officer. There are two kinds 
of officers known to this Constitution—the State officer and the 
United States officer. This Constituticn requires all United 
States officers and all State officers to take an oath to support this 
Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will excuse me, he forgets 
that there is another class of officers, and that is, officers of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLS. They are officers of the United States also, and 

uired to take an oath of office. 
r. CHANDLER. They are not officers of the United States. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator tell me whether they are re- 

— to take an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
es 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not let me finish my sen- 


tence. I say these are not officers of the United States within 
the clause of the Constitution which provides that the appointing 


— shall be in the President alone. They are officers of the 
nited States who may be appointed by the two Houses of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. MILLS. I never disputed that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only question is whether Congress can 
run a li and appoint that class of officers. 

Mr, I never disputed that these officers were not pro- 
vided for by the Constitution and that their appointment is given 
to the Houses of Congress under the power to regulate their rules 
of procedure. That is a very different proposition; but, at the 
same time, they are officers of the United States, and required to 
take an oath to su the Constitution. 

Mr. CHAND Will the Senator state a 
classes of officers are? He stated there were only two classes. 

Mr. MILLS. State officers and United States officers. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then everyone who serves the United States, 
whether in the executive, 1 ive, or judicial branch of the 
Government, is an officer of the United States? That may be 
true, but that does not help us along in this discussion at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the clause of the sixth article 
of the says: 
ae 


in what his two 


and a = petore maationed and the ponies & 
of the United States and of the several Sta oo Me bound by oath r 
affirmation to support this Constitution. _ " r 


Then, if this register of copyrights is not an officer of the United 
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cular motive, because if we did that motive would | 
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States, we know that he is not an officer of a State government, 
and he is not required to take an oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States. Every one of the officers at the desk of the 
Senate, every officer at the desk of the House of Representatives, 
and all the other officers created by the Houses of Congress in 
pursuance of the special provision of the Constitution giving them 
power to make rules to govern their own procedure, are all offi- 
cers of this Government of the United States; and every one of 
them has taken the oath to support the Constitution in accord- 
ance with its prescription. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives officers of the United States in the same sense? 

Mr. MILLS. They are either officers of the State or of the 
United States, and they are required to take an oath to support 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
in that direction. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] contended that the Congressional Library belonged 
the Senate and House of 
I want to know by what provision of the Con- 
stitution these two Houses of the legislative branch are empow- 
ered to purchase and own property? They can not holda nickel’s 
worth of property. This Hall in which we meet is under the juris- 
diction and power and regulation of this body, but it belongs to 
the United States, and can be sold, or torn down, or dealt with 
as the United States pleases to deal with it. 

Mr. GRAY. It is provided for by law. 

Mr. MILLS. It is provided for by law, and it takes both Houses 
of Congress to make a law. 

Mr. GRAY. And the President. 

Mr. MILLS. And with the approval of the President, or, in 
case of his disapproval, by a two-thirds majority of the two legis- 
lative branches. The United States can own property; the United 
States can own a library; but the Senate can not own a library 
beyond the jurisdiction and control of the lawmaking power of 
the United States. We have a library that we call the Senate 
library; we have some books, but they have been bought by vir- 
tue of appropriations made in an appropriation bill of the United 
States. She gave us the money—or they gave us the money, to 
speak correctly, for the United States are plural and not singular— 
the United States gave to this body the money to buy these books. 
They are called the Senate’s books, but they belong to the United 
States. The policemen who are appointed to keep order around 
this body, in the galleries, or anywhere else around here, are ap- 
pointed in accordance with the rules of the Senate, under the 
power given to it to protect itself in its deliberations. But the 
Senate itself is a part of the United States, and is not an inde- 
pendent power. There is no imperium in imperio here. Both 
branches together are limited in the exercise of their power and 
both of them constitute the two legislative arms of the United 
States. The United States own the Library of Congress, and the 
United States, in pursuance of its Constitution, which its people 
made, says that the Executive shall appoint these officers and net 
the two branches of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the . 
question on concurring in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence? [Putting the question.| By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] desired to make some remarks. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care to say anything if the decision of the 
Chair stands. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make a few remarks myself 
before the final vote is taken. 

Mr. HILL. Then I prefer to hear the Senator from Illinois first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The absence of a quorum is 
su ted, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Iam glad the Senator is making progress 


Allen, Cockrell, Hill, Platt, 
Bacon, Cullom, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Baker, Daniel, Lodge, Quay, 
Bate, Davis, McBride, Roach, 
Berry, Dubois, McMillan, Stewart, 
Brice Faulkner, Martin, Thurston, 
Brown, ‘ Frye, Mills, Tillman, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg Vilas, 
Butler, George, Mitchell, Wis Walthall, 
Caffery, Gray, Nelson, Varren. 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, 

Clark, Hawley Perkins, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators having 
answered to their names, theré is a quorum present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not expect to detain the 
Senate for more than a very few minutes, and I do not propose to 
do so now. I supposed that the chief opposition to this report 
would come from the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi.u}, and 
therefore when the question was put to a vote I was not observing 
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particularly, supposing that that Senator would follow the Sena- 
tor who had just spoken. 

I merely desire to refer to the action of the Senate and of its con- 
ferees in the disposition of the bill so far as it has gone. I desire 
to say in the outset, in referring to the remark of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] in reference to this kind of legis- 
lation, thatit is extraneous toan ordinary appropriation bill. Ido 
not believe in it myself; and I would have much preferred, when 
the bill came from the other body to the Senate and was under 
consideration before it went to the conferees at all, that the Senate 
had taken positive ground against entertaining any such legisla- 
tion as was proposed in the bill. But Senators will remember 
that there was a very strong feeling on the part of Senators and 
members of the other body in favor of some reforms touching 
attorneys and marshals especially, and on the part of the other 
body in favor of changing the law with reference to commissioners. 


The conferees practically were ordered todo the best they could. 


with reference to these three different classes of officials. There 
were but two classes at first, but subsequently the other came up. 
While the Senator from Connecticut has intimated that the Sen- 
ate conferees have given up almost ev: ing which was in con- 
troversy in relation especially to these Government officials, the 
truth is that we did not. I may say that there was a oe gre mm 
on the part of the conferees of the Senate (and I want to be abso- 
lutely truthful about it) to feel that the Senate itself had perhaps put 
up the salaries of district attorneys and marshals a little above 
what the people of the country expected we would do; and I am in- 
clined to think that many Senators themselves felt that we had 
increased the salaries of those officers too muchabove the amounts 
fixed by the House. But, however that may be, when we got 
into conference about these items we were disposed to meet the 
members of the House generally about halfway upon the ques- 
tion of salaries of marshals and district attorneys, and the sal- 
aries relating to those officers have passed out of the present con- 
sideration, because they were disposed of by the Senate in the 
adoption of the second conference report upon the bill. So I do 
not need to refer to those items now except to state the historical 
fact as I remember it. While there are some Senators who are 
disposed to feel that the salaries of marshals and district attor- 
neys of their States or districts were a little too low, it was the 
best that the Senate conferees could do. The report has been rat- 
ified by the Senate and House, and it will be very easy, as we have 
felt, where there were mistakes made (and it isa pretty extensive 
and —— subject to deal with in conference) to have it 
righted by legislation at a future session of Congress, when we 
can see definitely how the operation of the law affects the inter- 
ests of the people in different districts and States and theinterests 
of the officers holding these positions, So the consideration of 
those officials has . 

During the last conference, the third conference upon the bill, 
after we had refused to consider the commissioners in the first 
conferences, we found that it seemed to be the proper thing for us 
todo. Ido not wish it to be understood that the Senate or the 
Senate conferees are under duress in any sense, but we and the 
representatives of the other body find ourselves in dealing with 
this question compelled to do what seems to be right in the prem- 
— we get to the point where a decision is necessary to be 
made, 

I desire to say that so far as the commissioners are concerned 
we had the approbation of the Attorney-General. I am not sure 
that it is the fact, but I am inclined to think that the provision 
incorporated in the proposed law is the production of the Attorney- 
General's Office. However, I am not certain that I am stating the 
exact fact in reference to that point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
that may not account for the fact that a district judge can not 
appoint a commissioner in any place unless the Attorney-General 
first names the place? It is one of the most extraordinary pro- 
visions I ever heard of in any law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know as to that. Iam inclined to 


think that I — not to state that the Attorney-General is re- 


nsible for the exact provisions of the proposed law touching 
© commissioners; but f desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to that point. In the first place, as everybody knows, the court 
commissioners are appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States, and everyone who has anything to do with courts knows 
substantially as well that the circuit judges of the United States 
practically do not hold trial courts at all any more in the differ- 
ent circuits of the country. In other words, the district judge of 
a district substantially holds all the time both the district court 
and the circuit court as well. Therefore it is that these commis- 
sioners, who are to be ted as by the circuit 
judge, are substantially un the su on and control of the 
istrict judge, because the district judge holds the court, and it is 
seldom that anyone sees a circuit judge at a place where a dis- 
trict court is being held. 


So it was the judgment of the other body, as I take it, and it 


was the judgment of the conferees, so far as they have had any- 
thing to do with it, such being the state of facts, that it was better 
perhaps that the district judge should appoint the commissioy.-; 
than that it should be left to the control of the circuit judge, who 
seldom comes to the place where the court is held. So the terms 
of office of thecommissioners of circuit courts heretofore appointed 
was made to expire on the 3ist day of December, 1896, under tho 
provision as reported by the conferees. When the provision caro 
to the Senate it provided that those terms should expire, I think 

on the ist of July, 1896. ‘oa 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? . 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

_Mr. GEORGE. What is the tenure of office of the commis. 
sioners as now fixed? Is it during good behavior, for life, or what 
is the term? 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the present law, under which they hayo 
all been appointed, they have no term of office. They are ap- 
pointed subject to removal simply by the circuit court under tho 
present law. 

Mr. GEORGE. Unless removed they hold for life? 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless they are removed they do not go ont of 
office until they resign or die, as I understand it. The conferees 
of the two Houses thought it was proper that the term of office 
should be limited to four years. That is the ordinary term of an 
officer nowadays who is not appointed for life. In view of the 
fact that they are subordinate to and ae by the district 
judge more aero: than any other, the conferees thouelht it 
was wise legislation that the district judge should have the ap- 
pointment of the new commissioners after the terms of the old 
ones should expire. 

Now, it seems to me that there is nothing wrong in that provi- 
sion. It appears to me that it is a fair one. Some Senators have 
indicated that it is a great wrong to make a term for an officer of 
the United States circuit or district court, and that it brings tho 
office into politics. I do not see that at ‘all. Take, for instance, 
the district in which I live, where the court is held in my own lit- 
tle city. The United States judge under this pro 1 law would 
—— all the commissioners in that district when the term of 
the present incumbents expire. I am perfectly certain that that 
district judge will reappoint every man there who has performed 
his duty as the judge may deem he ought to perform it. When 
he is appointed once he has the same judge over him as when he 
receives his first ae and of course the same judge will 
keep his own appointee so long as he performs his duty. So 
practically the point made that it makes a partisan office of the 
commissioner of the court is entirely, it seems to me, without 
foundation. 

Now, referring to the provision which authorizes the Attorney- 
General to pass upon the question of the appointment of these 
men, or at least that he be notified—I forget the exact terms 
of the provision—when the a tments are made, I think there 
is force in that proposition, use the Attorney-General is the 
law officer of the whole United States, and all the clerks, marshals, 
district attorneys, and commissioners are in a degree under the 
surveillance and control and are to be called to account by the 
ee ae of the United States. It seems to me proper 
that it should be so. Otherwise nobody knows when he would get 
the accounts of the marshals and attorneys or of the commission- 
= jn if they have any accounts to render, as I understand 

y have. 

I would have much preferred myself if the commissioners had 
been left out of the and that we should not have been required 
to legislate about them. But it seemed to be the judgment that 
we were called upon to do something in to the commis- 
sioners. In the place, as the Senate remember, we had 
a provision, a portion of which is in the conference report male, 

iring the Attorney-General to report at the meeting of the 
, after an investigation, as respects the compensation 
salary or otherwise, to clerks of the United States 
preferred the SetLatsemees ae te 
1 ate in the place in- 
bill, but it seemed that that could not be agreed upon, 
, after the fees to an extent in the pro- 
as it the House, the conferees on the 
part of the Senate to it. 

I do not care to up any more time in referring to that, but 
I desire to say a word in reference to the copyright provision. 
which has claimed the attention of the Senate so much, and upon 
the question of the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the 

as inserted in the bill. I desire to be perfectly frank. 

I had some doubt as nes naa 

t colleagues on the conference be- 

that it was within the purview of the 

agreed to the hi en Senators 

has been done by my colleague on the con- 

from Missouri COCKRELL], it seems to 
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all through the statute referring to the appointment of a 
Librarian, if you please, who is given the power to act as register 

f cop ts, the distinction was kept up by Congress in the 
enactment of that law different from the ordinary provision for 
the appointment of an officer of the Government to perform any 
particular line of duty. The provision of the law relating to the 
appointment reads as follows: 

‘The President solely shall appoint from time to time a Librarian to take 
charge of the Library of Congress. rer ; : 

Why did Co put that provision in as it reads in the law 
that is now in force? In my judgment it was because Congress 
was seeking to keep within its own control, its own power, the 
Librarian of Congress, and as a matter of convenience they dele- 

ted the power to the President to name the Librarian, and the 
eentleman occupying that ae. was in that way appointed. 
Row why should Congress have used the word “solely”? Ido 
not remember seeing it in any statute creating any other office. 

Mr. GEORGE. ill the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. — ‘ . 
Mr. GEORGE. The Constitution of the United States permits 

ressly that Congress may vest the appointment of officers in 
the President alone or in the heads of Departments and in the 
CO CULLOM. Iam perfectly well aware of that provision of 
the Constitution, but have never had my attention called to any 
other statute on the books providing that Congress alone or solely 
should have the appointment of anybody. Ais . 

Mr. GEORGE. as not the Venezuelan Commission appointed 
in that way, by the President alone? The names were not sub- 
mitted to the Senate. : ‘ 

Mr.CULLOM. Thatistrue,I believe. They were not required 
to be confirmed; but I do not think those Commissioners were re- 

ed as officers in any proper sense. A law was passed placing 
the duty upon the President to appoint a set of men to perform a 
particular duty of investigation as to a line, and I do not think 
that anybody 
of the term. : 

I do not believe another law can be found in the statute book 
where, when a man was to be appointed and called an officer, the 
Congress of the United States said that the President alone or 
solely should make the appointment; and I reason from that and 
from other provisions of the same statute that Congress was at- 
tempting to give the President the power to do this merely as a 
matter of convenience and to accommodate Congress in the selec- 
tion of a Librarian, being in the proper sense under the control of 
the Co: of the United States. 

Now, let us go a little further to show that the Joint Library 
Committee of gress has much to do with the subject. In the 
same act where the President solely is to make the appointment it 
is provided: 

The Joint Committee upon the Library may from time to time appoint 


such agents as they deem requisite, to carry into effect the donation and ex- 
change of documents and other publications placed at their disposal for the 


them as officers in the constitutional sense 


+ purpose. 
And so along all through the statute. Again: 


The Joint Committee on the Library is authorized to establish regula- 
tions, not inconsistent with law, in relation to the Library of Congress or 

ther t , and from time to time to alter, amend, or repeal 
the same. 

Then it says: 

And until regulations or restrictions, th d busi- 
ee eatin te ee reecee td te tank, ni cnae oad vost 
been heretofore imposed by any lawful authority. 

So the whole of the law, it seems to me, is that the Con- 

of the United is the sole controller of the Library of 
Soaapest, and give the President power, simply as a matter 
of convenience to ves, to designate the man who shall be 
Librarian of 


Upon Pm of giving bond and all that, of course the 
omnes ion raises a sort of impression that it is an 
office, word “ office” is used; but, if Senators will 
observe, the provision reads: 


For register of copyrights, $2,500, who shall be selected— 
We do not use the word “‘ appointed "— 
on or after June 1, 1896, by the Joint Committee upon the Library of Con- 
~ the Committee on ae oars “ pe vw ¢ snd ie 
on Library the House resen yes, and who sha. 
give good and sufficient bond, etc. Mi * 


I do not care to take up the time of the Senate in discussing this 
matter. fee eroee to ant a vote upon it. I wish to say 
in the conferees on the part of the Senate are 


on and do not desire to be understood as as- 
to be, the men who appointed them. We are sim- 


ply to out the will and the wishes of the Senate as 
wan? Af we can 0 so, and if we have agreed to any provisions 


in the judgment of the Senate are not right or are not sat- 


has a right to say so, and either to appoint 
codieeees to deal with the subject fur- 
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ther. But we have had a good deal of trouble over the bill, crow- 
ing out of the numerous provisions in it that are extraneous, I 
may say, to the ordinary legislation which ought to be upon an 
appropriation bill. The conferees have dealt with the subject as 
fairly and as seriously and as assiduously as we couldin an endeavor 
to arrive at correct conclusions and as nearly in harmony with 
the Senateto which we belong and to which we account as we were 
able to do. 

If the Senate does not believe that this report is right, Iam per- 
fectly willing that it shall dispose of it in that way. If it believes 
itis right,in view of all the facts, after a third conference has 
been held—the first agreeing to a large number of items about 
which there was not any great dispute, the second agreeing to a 
large number about which there was very serious controversy be- 
tween the conferees on the part of the two Houses, including the 
provisions as to attorneys and marshals, and the last conference 
agreeing upon the few provisions that remained in the bill—Ishall 
be glad to have the report sustained. 

It might be well enough for me to call attention, before I sit 
down, as I do not care to occupy the attention of the Senate again, 
to what we have agreed to. The House conferees agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate in relation to clerks to committees and 
also as to clerks to Senators; also as to the item providing for 
messengers and skilled common laborers; also as to the police and 
watchmen force of the Capitol, with an amendment providing 
that hereafter the Capitol police force shall consist of 30 policemen 
at $1,100 each and 7 at $960 each (8 watchmen were provided for 


in the original bill), and dispensing with 7 watchmen who were 


substantially under the control of the Architect of the Capitol; 
also providing that the police force as herein provided shall be 
under the direction of the Sergeants-at-Arms of the Senate and of 
the House and of the Architect of the Capitol. 

There were, I may say, seven watchmen under the present law 
especially under the control of the Architect of the Capitol. His 
testimony was that they could be dispensed with if these other 
provisions could be enacted, and those were agreed to by the con- 
ferees of the two Houses. They are in the conference report 
which is to be acted upon by the Senate. The conferees also 
agreed to the provision with respect to the register of copyrights, 
about which Toiwe been talking, and I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate longer upon that question. The New Mexico provision I shall 
not take any time to discuss. The salary of the marshal for the 
District of Columbia, which was in dispute in the two former 
conferences, was finally fixed at $5,500, and it was agreed to by 
the conferees of the two Houses. 

The item as to commissioners of the circuit courts is the only 
other one involved in this controversy, and I suppose the only 
matters which will involve any controversy hereafter, if the Sen- 
ate should not agree to the report, will be the provision as to copy- 
rights and the question as to the particular form to be adopted in 
reference to the commissioners of the circuit courts. I hope we 
shall have the report agreed to. There are now three or four 
other conference reports waiting for the disposition of this one 
besides an additional appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that in all I have said in regard 
to the register of copyrights I must not be understood as in any 
way criticising the committee, because there was an amendment 
inserted in the bill by the Senate itself—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In relation to this matter, which I think was 
worse even than the one under consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think it was worse, but it involved 
exactly the same question, whether Congress by its committees 
could appoint the man, and the Senate passed upon it favorably. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I intend to detain the Senate onlya 
few moments. There arethree principal questions involved in the 
report, two of which have been very fully and ably discussed. I 
intend simply to allude to the first question involved, which is 
the authority to create the office and substantially to appoint an 
officer known as register of copyrights in the form provided for 
by the bill. At the-most it is a very doubtful power. It presents 
a very difficult constitutional question, and Senators seem to dif- 
fer in regard to it. I think it is unwise in the report of a confer- 
ence committee to go tothe extent of creating a new officer where 
the authority is of doubtful constitutionality. That ground alone 
would justify the Senate in rejecting the report. 

The next point is the unprecedented legislation, legislating ont of 
office all the United States circuit court commissioners throughout 
the iand without charges, without trial, without petition, without 
any public demonstration in regard to it. I called attention to 
this fact when the bill was under consideration. The subject has 
not been debated in the Senate. I wish to suggest to the confer- 
ence committee, if the report shall be rejected, certain amendments 
which the people of my city, its judges and its officials, desire to have 
incorporated in the provision. Wehad notime to discuss it in the 
Senate. It is a serious question, affecting officials in New York 
City and throughout our State. I have before me letters from the 
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United States commissioners, letters from judges of our United 
States courts, protesting against the change. 

I do not think it is wise to change the life tenure, which has 
characterized those holding offices of this class in the past, to a 
term of four years. Every four years these judicial or semi- 
judicial officers are to have a scramble for reappointment. I do 
not think it is areform. I think it is going in the wrong direc- 
tion. ‘These offices are much sought for, and applicants will be 
appealing every four years to our district judges. Men of both 
parties will apply. There will be a scramble for the offices. I do 
not think it is a wise provision. Whether I would be justified ab- 
solutely in rejecting an appropriation bill upon that ground alone 
Ido not know. I think the subject ought to have further consid- 
eration than it has had. 

They have provided that a clerk of a court may be appointed 
United States commissioner, provided the Attorney-General ap- 

oves. That is an important provision so far as New York City 

s concerned. If he approves in the first instance, must you get 
the approval of the Attorney-General four years from that time 
and every four years thereafter? I haveletters from judges, some 
of them in Pennsylvania, protesting against it. They think it 
unwise. If it is thought proper in the first instance that the same 
person shall hold the office of United States commissioner and 
clerk, should not one approval of the same man be sufficient? 
Should this officer be required every four years to apply to the 
Attorney-General for his approval? 

In the second place, there are some places where a deputy clerk 
is United States commissioner, and “apony so. Itis agreat 
convenience to suitors at the court. T roposed act forbids it, 
even with the approval of the Attorney-General. I should like to 
have the conference committee, in whom I have great confidence, 
to consider again this question and to see if they can not provide 
some modification of the sweeping provisions which will be more 
satisfactory to the country. Iam satisfied that the report will be 
rejected. The good sense of the Senate will prevail. There is 
another provision to which I will simply allude. I do not intend 
to discuss it. 

On the 27th 1 2 Bow March last the Senate by a decisive vote, 
after two days’ debate, resolved to strike out the provision chang- 
ing the date of the meeting of the legislature in the Territory of 
New Mexico. ‘The question was gone over in allits various phases, 
political and otherwise, and the Senate carefully considered the 

uestion and expressed its deliberate voice. Ido not think the 
Senate desires to retract or to change it. A mere change of the 
date from May to February does not cure the point. There is no 
good reason, unless it be a political one, why the change should 
made; and I think that upon further consideration of the sub- 
ject an agreement can possibly be arrived at. It is very objection- 
ablein its present condition. A political or semipolitical provision 
of this character ought not to be inserted in an appropriation bill. 
If the matter shall again be submitted to the consideration of the 
conferees 1 think a better provision can be arrived at which will 
be soreneneey 
Having said this much, I desire to say that the rejection of this 


rt 

Mtr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to state that so far as I am con- 
cerned there has never been a particle of politics involved in an 
controversy between the two Houses in connection with this bill. 
I supposed when the last report was made upon the question just 
referred to by the Senator from New York the subject was settled 
to the entire satisfaction of everybody concerned. The honorable 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], one of the conferees who 
joined in the report, a the same — 

Mr. HILL. Undonb y and he simply labors under a misa’ 
a That is all. 1 do not care about discussing it. The 

nator labored under a misapprehension. Itis not satisfactory 
to Democrats of New Mexico. I do not think it is satisfactory to 
the Democrats of the Senate. We ought not be q ing over 
such a question at this stage of the session on an app ation 
bill, and I am satisfied that the patience and courtesy w have 
thus far been ree by the conference committee can adjust 
this matter satisfactorily if it can be recommitted to them. I 
desire to bear testimony to the patience with which they have 
considered these difficult questions, Further consideration, I am 
sure, will provide a better result than this and one much more 
ay ey 

That is all I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the — of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. I transfer 


my pair to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vooruers] and 
vote ws a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. Fryr’s pn 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with ;),. 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. ~ 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Hansbrovuau’s name was ca]|..) 
I rise to announce a pair between the Senator from North Da\::, 
ate. HansprovuGH] and the Senator from Elinois [Mr, Pats)" 

hey are both absent from the city. = 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones of Arkansas y 9 
called). My colleague [Mr. Jones] is paired with the Sens; 
vem Maine (Mr. Hate]. If my colleague were present, he wou)\| 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called), | 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sewer). [f 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” , 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). I wish 
to announce that the senior Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor. 
is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay). Tho 
senior Senator from Alabama would vote “nay” if present. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote “‘ yea.” ; 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr, QUAY — his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mora@an]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti,1- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “ — 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron |. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MARTIN (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
without observing that the Senator from Montana [ Mr. Mav71.¥} 
is ne lam paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

r. WALTHALL. I transfer my with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. InBy] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murpxy], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Iam paired with the Senator frora 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH] on this vote. If he were here, he 
would vote ‘* ~~ ” and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Gorpon]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Rhode Is!and 
{[Mr. ALDRICH] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to in ~ if the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smit | has 
vo 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Iam pai with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the affirmative). Being 
paired with the Senator from Teoryiend [Mr. Gipson], I withdraw 


my vote. 

Mtr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand another pair has 
been arranged with the Senatorfrom Rhode Island [Mr. ALDrivti), 
and I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am in- 
formed that a pair has been announced for me with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puau] voted? 

Mr. PUGH. No; I have not. 

Mr. HALE. Then I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jones] to the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar], that will enable the Senator from Alabama and my- 
self to vote. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HALE. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 33; as follows: 


ame was 


Allen, . Stewart, 
—. 


Allison, 
‘arren, 

a Wetmore, 

Wilson. 


a 
Walthall, 
Wolookt. 








































NOT VOTING—20. 


e, Jones, Nev. Gua 
a Gibson, ae Sewrel, 
hard, on, artin, mit 

a Gorman, Morgan, Thurston, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morrill, Tillman, 
Carter, oar, Murphy, Voorhees. 
Dubois, Irby, imer, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 

So the report was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. CU M. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 


ments and ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference, and Mr. CuLLom, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. Cocxk- 
RELL were appointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S.1341) to 


interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I rise for the purpose of submitting acon- 
ference 


rt. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report is privileged, and 
the Chair eT the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Isubmit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the eeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) Se a ame me 
for currentand contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

I will state that the report has been read and printed in the Rrc- 
orp. It was afterwards withdrawn, and an item stricken from 
it, and it is now returned to the Senate without any other change 
whatever. It is not necessary to read it. I move its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the reading of the report may 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the Giegresing, votes of the two Houses 

bill (H. R. 


on the amendments of the Senate to the 6249) making appropria- 
tions for current and con mt expenses of the Indian Department and ful- 


filling treat tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 3, 1s, for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ones! —s to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 
20, 30, 34, 35, 43, 62, and 90. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, a5 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 32, 36, 38, 39, 
40, 41, 42, 44, 50, 53, 54, , 89, 60, 61, 63, d5, 72, 73, 74, 75, 79, 80, 81, 82, 88, and 89; 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike ae 19, page 20, of the bill, the word “ Kickapoos” and insert in 


lieu words * Kickapoos in Kansas"; and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 


“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 


“To enable the Secre of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make im- 
provements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, and to purchase seed, 
Fm. and subsistence for said Indians, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to 
said Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the Treas- 
urer shall pay to said Indians annually interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum from July 1, 1895." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate speeeee B, cnt to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Add at the of amendment the following: “And sections 669, 
, and 671, of chapter 27 of Mansfield’s Digest of the laws of Arkansas cov- 

deeds, mortgages, liens, and instruments of writing pertaining to real 
are hereby extended over and put in force in said Quapaw Agency, 
Indian ear: That the allottees of land within the limits of said Quapaw 
Agency are to lease the same for a term not exceeding three years 
or five years for mining or business purposes"; and 


its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
the word “Santee,” and add at the end of said 
the following: “And North and South Dakota"’; and the Senate 


3 


ate numbered 25, and to wi 
at the end of amendment the following: “ And charge against any funds 
longing to said Brule Indians now in the Treasury of the United 
; the Senate aquee te the same. 
recede its disagreement to the amendment of the 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
page 39 of the bill, the word “ divided” and insert in lieu 
expended "’; and the Senate agree to the same. 
recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
and ee the same with amendments as follows: 
t the follo - 
necessary trav and incidental expenses 


the work of the Pu Indian Commission inted 
ory le Aes 7. pry 


ae 


appraise such portions of the 
Reservation, Wash., as are not 


h. 
zllottees, and also that of the agency 
ground not needed for qahedl paspenen, and for 


ae 
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the purpose of defraying the expenses of said Commission, $4,000, to be reim 
bursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of the agency 
tract and allotted lands as provided in said act, to be immediately available 
and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before the 
ist day of December, 1896." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word “ three" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “two”; and strike out, in line 42 of said amendment, the 
words “sufficient proof” and insert in lieu thereof the word * conviction"; 
and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And said sum shall be in 
full payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his repre- 
sentatives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of 
said Campbell for said sum shall so specify"; and the Senate agree to the 





me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment 
“section 2 of this act’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
and add at the end of said paragraph the following: 

“Provided, however, That any person whoin good faith prior to the passage 
of this act has discovered or opened or located a mine of coal or other min- 
eral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
vided for by this section.” 7 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words “ 
tion 2 of this act " and insert in lieu thereof the words * this section” 
add at the end of said paragraph the following: 

“ Provided, however, hat any person who in good faith prior to the passage 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other min- 
eral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
vided for by this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words “ 


, the words 
“this section”; 


s8eCc- 


; and 


seEc- 


tion 2of this act’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section”; and 
in line 12 of said paragraph, after the word “opened,” insert the words “or 
located ”; and strike out, in the last line of said paragraph, the words “section 


2 of this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words “this section” 
Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 33, 37, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 
77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 94 the committee of conference has been unable to 
agree. 


; and the 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLER, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

GEORGE C. PENDLETON, 
Manage) part of the House, 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to know what became of amend- 
ment numbered 69. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a partial report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the amendment referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
among the amendments upon which the conferees of the two 
Houses have been unable to agree. 

The question is on concurring in the report of the committee 
of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Imove that the Senate still further insist 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and ask for a further conference with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CockReELL were appointed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to present a privileged report, being 
the conference report on House bill 5731, to regulate the practice 
of medicine, surgery, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5731) to regulate the prac 
tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to pun 
ish persons vaueies the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2, 3,5,6,7,8, 9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19,: 27, 20, 31, 22, 33, 
31, 35, 36, and 37, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: “On 

e 8, section 7, line 22, strike out ‘examination’ where it occurs the sec- 
ond time”; and that the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the thirtieth amendment 
of the Senate, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: “On page 11, 
section 12, line 9, strike out ‘any’ where it occurs the first time”; and that 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2), 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, so that section 10 shall read as follows: 

“Sxo. 10. That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia 
may, by a vote of four members, refuse to grant or may revoke a license, and 


son the 


AND SURGERY. 


The report will be read. 
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may cause the name of any person to be removed from the record of the 
supreme courtof the District of Columbia, and from the register of the health 
atthos for any of the following causes, to wit: The emplo t of fraud or 
deception in passing the examinations provided for in this act, chronic ine- 
briety, the practice of criminal abortion, conviction of crime involving moral 
turpitude, or unprofessional or dishonorable conduct. In complaints under 
this section accused shall be furnished with a copy of the complaint and 
given a bearing before said board in person or attorney, and witnesses 
may be heard for and on behalf of the accused, and for and on behalf of the 
said hoard. Appeal from the decision of said board may be taken to the 
court of a of the District of Colum and the d of said court 
shall be final. Said board a any time within two years from the refusal 
or revocation of a license or the cancellation of registration under this sec- 
tion, by a vote of four members, issue, without examination, a new license 
to the person so affected seateuns to him or her all the rights and privileges 
of which he or she had been deprived by said board.” 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4 and 28. 
J. H. GALLINGER 
CHAS, J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. C. SHANNON, 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
8. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the report. 


The report was concurred in. 
STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a conference report, which I ask 
may be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6833) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry measures in use in the trict of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first and third amend- 
ments of the Senate and ee to same. 

That the Senate recede from its second amendment. 

A. O. BACON, 
J. C. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Managers on the aaa the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring 
in the report. 
The report was concurred in. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now ask that the conference report on the 
sundry civil a — bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ato a report referred to by the Senator from Iowa; which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the report; which was printed in the Recorp 
of the 19th instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, there isan amendment made by 
the Senate, No. 144, which I should like to have read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to by 
the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate amendment No. 144, as follows: 

ators Cemetary = Key West, Fla.: For the purchase and use of land 
included in the military cemetery adjacent to the reservation of Key West 
Barracks, Fla., as recommended in a letter from the Secretary of War, dated 
February 1, 106 (House Document No. 221, Fifty-fourth Congress, first ses- 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I see by the report that the amount 
inserted in the bill, which was the amount contained in the report 
of the Secretary of War, has been stricken out, and $1,500 inserted 
in lieu thereof. I do not know any reason why this reduction has 
been made. It will prevent any settlement of this matter, which 
has been standing for a long time. 

This piece of land in Key West referred to in the amendment 
was taken by the United States military authorities for ceme 
purposes during the war, and more than 200 soldiers were buri 
there. The property belonged and still belongs toa Mrs. Maloney. 
Thro her husband she endeavored for years to get a settlement 
by a sale of the land or a recovery of its possession. The United 
Pe ng om eee bie neces eee fo 

to © any arrangemen or to pay for 

use. Subsequently a part of it a which no interments had 
been made was returned to her, and it was that the Gov- 
—m bee pay amount es a as it 
s n ; . Maloney was always unwilling to accept 
that amount, because it was claimed that the was worth 
three or four times as much, and it was also that Mrs. 
Maloney should receive a fair compensation for the use of th 

property which was at first taken and held by the military au- 
thorities. A little less than an acre is still retained by the Gov- 


ernment, and it was for the purchase of this piece that the amend. 
ment provided. 

I have made many efforts to get the matter settled under differ- 
ent Secretaries of W ar since I came to the Senate, and my colleague 
had made similar efforts before that time. The Secretaries, ono 
after another, had proposed this same settlement, but Mr. Maloney 
was always unwilling to take it, and refused to take it, and saiij 
that it was no use to propose any settlement for the land and its 
use upon those terms. 

During the last_year, or perhaps a little more than a year ago 
Mr. Malbaey died, and his widow, feeling unable to cope any 
longer with the Government and to continue the contention for 
a larger amount, agreed that she would take the sum named in 
the bill. She is needy, and the amount would be a great help to 
her in her present situation. The Secr of War, upon being 
notified that the proposed settlement would be accepted, prepared 
the letter upon which I offered the amendment read at the desk 
and sent it to the House of Representatives. The amendment was 
adopted by the Senate, but for some reason which I do not under- 
stand the amount has been reduced to $1,500 by the committee of 
conference of the two Houses. It will not lead to a settlement, 
because the amount is less than the actual value of the 
land, according to the opinion of the owner; and it is not right 
that the Government should continue in possession of this little 
piece of land without paying for it. 

It is not possible to remove the bodies of the men who have been 
buried there, for the city authorities, for sanitary reasons, have 
always refused to allow that to be done when the proposition has 
been made. Evenif such removal were practicable, the estimated 
cost of the remains and restoring the boundary wall 
would, a the statements accompanying the Secretary's 
letter, be more the amount to be paid for the land according 
to the terms of the amendment. 

On the last page of the report which I hold in my hand it ig 
stated that— 


The estimated cost of semeving the remains and restoring the boundary 
wall, made by several parties in Key West, is as follows: 
Remo and rein’ 214 hodies, at §10 each er $2, 140.00 
Remo old wall and re ding 130 feet new wall ................. 195.00 
Moving picket fence and building 30 feet new fencing-................ 100.00 
DORE othe cncttnicen spmibnnndaneiatitinsinlbihttndeteccencecccece 3,435.00 


So, if the United States should pursue that remedy and turn the 
property back to this lady, it will cost more than the amount 
named in the report of the Secretary of War, which is $2,058, 
besides leaving her without compensation for the use of the land. 


Tt would perhaps be asking too much to move that this confer- 
ence rejected on account of this single item; but I think 
the matter ought to be brought to the attention of the Senate, and 


perhaps the Senator having charge of the conference on this side 
may be able to suggest some remedy. It does seem to me that 
there can not have been proper consideration of the matter, and 
it looks like a very small piece of economy to deprive this lady of 
five or six hundred dollars of the amount recommended in the 


in response. The 
to hand the papers from 
which he has taken extracts to me and to the Committee on Ap- 
referred to inserted 
sundry civil bill. Sea ie of e 
committee that we insertion, amount namec 
i aod f When we came in contact with the 
conferees on part of the House of Representatives, they in- 
sisted that it had no upon the sundry civil bill, it being a 
claim; and when I vored to impress upon the conferees the 
nature and character of the case eo the amount 
; that the tract in 
a remote region, 
which was not worth one-tenth of what we had riated. 
tion, they a $1 Saas there wer i be 
were allow wo 
difficulty in forthat sum. Of course, if the owner 
is to take the $1,500, then it = me 
or e 
Committee on Claims. So I concur with the Senator from Flor- 
progress of this bill on account 


: 
S 
: 
; 


| 
i 


item of appropriation for changes in 
the New York post-office for the accommodation of the Federal 


Mr. ALLISON. Nothing was done with that. That is still in 
of Representatives 

believed that that matter could very well lie over until next 
winter. We endeavored to A tome the importance of 
the we had provided for in the bill; 
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continue their good efforts in the direction of having an imme- 
diate appropriation. 

Mr. IN. I assure the Senator we shall do the best we 

sibly can in that regard. ; ba ; 

I might say one word as respects the yee eee appropri- 
ations generally. The House of Representatives would not agree 
to any of the appropriations and increases which we had proposed 
a ee to the suggestion of any increase of limit in appropria- 
tions made for various public buildings. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to ask the chairman of 
the committee what, if anything, has been done with regard to 
the Senate amendment making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Cascades of the Columbia? 

Mr. ALLISON. That also is still in disagreement, the House 
conferees insisting that the provision was also found in substance 
in the bill known as the river and harbor bill, and the Senate con- 
ferees, of course, insisting that we should make the provision a 
part of the sun civil bill, leaving the matter open for the 

resent. 

, Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then, Mr. President, I hope that 
the Senate conferees will insist on maintaining that provision in 
the sundry civil bill. As has been said in the Senate more than 
once, that appropriation is absolutely essential to the early open- 
ing of the great work on the Cascades of the Columbia, and if 
anything should happen to the river and harbor bill, which I hope 

ill not, we shall be left then in the unfortunate condition of 
having a work u which there has been nearly $2,000,000 ex- 

ded tied up for another year for lack of a few thousand dol- 
to enable the work to be opened to shipping. It can do no 
possible harm to have the provision, as the chairman of the com- 
mittee will agree, in both bills, though it would not look very 
well, l admit, and would be bad legislation; but in view of the 
conditions and all the circumstances surrounding us, I hope the 
vision will be retained in the sundry civil bill, which we all 
ow will become a law, and not take the chance of having it in 

a bill which may or may not eventually become a law. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the conferees on the part of the Senate 
were entirely correct in insisting that this was not a mere claim, 
and that it did have a proper place upon this bill. Itis among 
the items for cemeteries, and is as much in place as any 
of those other items, in my judgment. It is necessary to ex- 
tend the in order to protect the remains of the soldiers 
buried there. It is not right that they should be disturbed, and 
the Government certainly ought to enlarge the cemetery and 


make this so that these remains may not be disturbed. 
I do not think there can be ony doubt that the item properly 
bel upon the sundry civil bill, particularly when it is accom- 


ied by the reference to the letter of the Secretary of War, and 
it nae ~~ poked Ze ee oe nes safe a. 
accep e which came from the War ent wit 
reference to the actual value of the land. 

But, as I said before, I do not feel justified in asking that the 
entire report con’ these numerous items should all be thrown 
back into conference on account of this unfavorable action on the 
— the conferees. Ishall hope if the emepeee | of War finds, as 

feel sure that he will, that he can not carry out this instruction of 
Congress to settle this matter with the amount placed at his dis- 
posal, that he will come back and ask for the additional amount 
at the next session of Congress, and then I shall endeavor to have 
it included in one of the eat appropriation bills. 

With these remarks I s leave the subject, hoping that the 

by the chairman of the committee will cause 
= — to receive proper attention when it next comes before 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate con- 
ferees to an item which is still in conference under this report, 
providing for an appropriation of $12,000 for the improvement of 

post-office at Los Angeles, Cal. The circumstances which in- 
me to offer that amendment here were the following: The 
is quite small; it is a Government building. The busi- 
of the office has increased so much that it is impossible to 
itanylonger in this building unless the cellar is improved 
certain other improvements are made, which the Treasury 
estimate will cost about $12,000. If the appropriation 
at once, the building, so far as the post-office is con- 
have to be abandoned. It was with difficulty that I 
the Department to refrain from advertising for and receiv- 
bids for a new site. 
revenue of the office is very large. Last year the Govern- 
netted from it $90,000, the gross revenue being $164,000; and 
postmaster there informs me that the revenue for the first 
of this year has increased $5,000, which would indicate 
in the neighborhood of one hundred and eighty-odd 
gross revenue du the year. The matter can 
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wait, as I have said, the action of future Congresses, because 
I introduced a bill 


Ee 


the crowded condition of the edifice now. 





Senate as to public buildings, and especially they would | 


for an additional public building at that place, but recognizing 
the condition of the Treasury, I did not press it. I hope the con- 
ferees will bear in mind that there is on record a letter from the 
Department showing the necessity for this improvement, and the 
urgency of it will be manifest from what I have said. 

Mr. PERKINS. I sbould like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee in relation to the revenue cutters for the Pacific coast. 
there a disposition to eliminate the revenue cutters from the ap- 
propriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 
the ———— for a revenue cutter on the Pacific coast is elimi- 
nated from the bill by the conference report. The House con- 
ferees would not consent to the construction of another reyenue 
cutter on the Pacific coast this year, one being now under con- 
struction. They asked us to state what we regarded as the most 
important, the light vessel at San Francisco Harbor or a revenue 
cutter; and believing that we would have the sanction and ap- 
proval of the Senator from California, we claimed that the light- 
ship is the most important, and the light-ship is retained in the 
report. 

Mtr. PERKINS. Mr. President, we are very grateful for the 
retention of the light-ship to guide mariners into the great port of 
San Francisco, and I felt assured that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate would insist upon that amendment. 

The revenue cutters, however, are not for California. They are 
for Oregon, Washington, and Alaska. They are a necessity to the 
Government for the protection of itsrevenues. Two cutters were 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Superin- 
tendent of that Service says it is most important that the addi- 
tional one which the Senate put in should be provided for at the 
present session of Congress. I hope the Senate conferees will not 
recede from their demand for the additional revenue cutter. 
While California is grateful for the favors that it has received, 
the cutter which the Senate provided for is not for California, as 
I have said, but for the whole Pacific coast; and I earnestly hope 
that the chairman of the committee with his persuasive logic will 
convince our friends on the conference committee from the other 
House that the construction of this cutter is an absolute necessity 
for the protection of the revenues of our country. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I wish to add a few words in 
favor of an additional revenue cutter for the Pacific coast. I 
looked into the question very carefully and conferred with the 
officials of the ee Department. I know they are very ear- 
nestlyin favor of it. I know the condition of the Revenue-Marine 
Service on the Pacific coast. We have a few old, antiquated ves- 
sels there that are really unfit for service. All of them put 
together to-day are not worth $150,000; probably they are not 
worth $100,000. The service there is very exacting. There isa 
great deal to be done in connection with the Bering Sea fisheries, 
as we all know, and we are absolutely without a single revenue 
cutter that is fit for service. 

When one of the vessels was supposed to be lost in a storm, and 
it was found eventually to have been lost, there was an attempt 
made to rescue it, and the revenue cutter was ordered out by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It made the attempt, but remained 
out only a few hours. The condition of the vessel was such that 
it had to put back into port and allow the vessel to be lost. There 
is absolutely not a single vessel there capable of going out to the 
relief of a vessel in distress. The Department is very emphatic in 
its views on the subject. I had the honor to introduce a bill pro- 
viding for this additional revenue cutter, and it was favorably 
recommended, and in very strong terms, by the Department. It 
seems to me this item ought to be included in the bill. 

I could talk at length on the subject, but I wish only to empha- 
size at this time what the Senator from California has stated. To 
deny this appropriation would be a very great injustice to the cus- 
toms service and to all that relates to the service on the Pacific 
Coast. Wehaveno patrolling vessel. There are half a dozen ves- 
sels patrolling from Hatteras to Maine on the Atlantic coast. Not 
a single vessel patrols the Pacific shore. We ought to have a ves- 
sel of such a character as will endure the weather in those seas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I can understand that the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squirz] and the Senator from 
California [Mr, PERKINS] feel disturbed that the committee of 
conference has reduced somewhat the appropriations for the Pa- 
cific Coast. They should, however, be somewhat reconciled from 
the fact that other appropriations have been cut down by the con- 
ference committee in its desire to promote economy. The Sena- 
tor from Florida {[Mr. Pasco] has called our attention to one of 
the cases where the committee has acted with great zeal and 
fidelity. That is the case of Mrs. Maloney’s graveyard. It seems 
that the Government has taken a woman's land at Key West for 
a graveyard. An estimate was put upon the value of it and the 
amount was agreed upon—some few hundred dollars; I could not 
distinctly hear the statement of the Senator from Florida as to 
the amount—but the conference committee felt so pressed by con- 
siderations of economy that it cut in two the price of this poor 
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woman's arenes and reduced the amount some hundreds of 
f 


dollars. the Senator from Florida will kindly tell me how much 
has been saved by the reduction made by the committee of con- 
ference I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. PASCO. About $500. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Under those circumstances, when tbe price 
of a graveyard is reduced in the case of a poor Southern widow, I 
should not suppose that the Senators from California and Wash- 
ington would expect that they could possibly retain both a reve- 
nue cutter and a light*ship. The committee could not cut the 
price for the light-ship in two or cut the price for the revenue 
cutter in two. So it left out one and retained the other. But in 
the case of the cemetery at Key West it cut the amount in two 
and made a saving of some $500, which is not much, but it is so 
much, Mr. President, in these Democratic times, when the Treas- 
ury is empty and the public welfare languishes on account of the 
kind of government we have in the White House and at the Treas- 
pe Department. : 

t seems to me that there should be no hurry, and that it would 
be well for the Senators from the Pacifie Coast and the Senator 
from Florida to make a motion to vote down this conference report 
and see whether we can not get full pay for the cemetery, and per- 
haps get additional provision made for the public good on the Pa- 
cific Coast. We have already voted down one conference report. 
There is time. We are likely to remain here some days before the 
river and harbor bill is signed by the President, and the time might 
as well be devoted to discussing somewhat fully these details. If 
the Senator from Florida, instead of retiring in the face of the con- 
ference committee, had insisted upon voting down the conference 
report, or if the Senator from Washington had spoken at length 
on the subject, as he might have done, and appealed to the Senate 
for an adverse vote, Iam sure that the report might have been 
voted down and we might have got an appropriation for these nec- 
essary and important objects at the present session, instead of 
waiting a year or two longer in order to get justice done to the 
Pacific Coast and to Mrs. Maloney. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments disagreed to by the House and ask for a further 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. , 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference, and Mr. ALLISON, . Hate, and Mr. GoRMAN were 
appointed, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and for other purposes, 
and uesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. TELLER, 

. ALLISON, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate now to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bili, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United 
aa oar eee whatever without further authority of Congress is 


Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from North Carolina desire to 
make some remarks upon the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. I object to any remarks pending the motion 
to take up the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. After the bill is taken up I intend to submit 
some remarks. I have some very interesting remarks to submit 
with reference to the question. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now to have the Senate take up the bill 
and make it the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. Not to debate the question at all, I was simply 


going to suggest to the Senate whether it was worth while to enter 
upon a dircussion—— 
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Mr. STEWART. Irise to a point of order. I obj ehat 
upon the motion to take up the bill. : object to debate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Neva; 


to a point of onder. la rises 
r. . trust the Senator does not object im: 
— AK a make a statement. yom Xo unanimous 
r. . Lobject to any kind of debat > motio 
to take up tho bill . Pee motion 
Mr. HILL (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p.m.). I move that tho 


Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sena. 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], to proceed to the consi. 
eration of the bill which has been read, the Senator from N«w 
York moves that the Senate adjourn. ; 

Mr. STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New York that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the rol) 
on the motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. do not see 
him in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland {Mr. Gipson]. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 7 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrys]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrRIL1]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HANSBROUGH’s name was called), 
I announce the pair between the Senator from North Dakota { Mr. 
eg and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Pacuer). 

Mr. L of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.Sewe1}. 

. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson]}. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina { Mr. TiLL- 
mani, If he were present, I should vote “ a 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was call 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 13, nays 35; as follows: 


” 
). I announce my 


YEAS—13. 
Hale. MeMillan, t 
Baker, Hawley, Platt, — 
Gray, Lodge, Vilas, 
Alle Chil sa Lind 
~ Sark Martin” oes, 
Bate, Mills, ene 7 
Binetb Daniel,’ elson, Ores Turpic 
Brown, Galling ; Perkins, Walthall 
Cannor Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Kyle, — 
NOT VOTING—41. — 
Biorchard, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. uire, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, urston, 
Caff Gorman, Murphy. Vest re 
Cail, Hanstrough, | Palmer, Voorhoos, 
Baio, tr — 
. ry. 
a Nav. 
So the Senate refused to am, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the mo 


tion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTtEr}, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1341, which has 
been 


read. 
Mr. BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeasand nays. _ 
Mr. HILL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 


The and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CHANDL . [move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 








1896. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, the Senator from New Hampshire moves 
that the Senate eed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas -_ nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 

call the roll. 

Or. CARTER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grrson]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiruH]. I will transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs] and vote 


* nay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was 
called). The present occu t of the chair is paired w‘th the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkINs]. The pair wil. be trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voornexs], and the 
present occupant of the chair votes ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. G@ (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator fr6m Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u}. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr}, and I withhold 
my vote. 

. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce, 
and for the day, my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WItson]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 
eral with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN}. If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to announce the transfer of my pair 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson] to my col- 
— . MANTLE], and I vote “nay.” 

; HELL of Oregon. I wish to inquire whether the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I transfer my pair with that 
Senator to the senior Senator from Rhode Island [| Mr. ALprRIcH], 
who is absent. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 32; as follows: 


I am paired with 


Iam paired 
If he were 


I have a gen- 


YEAS—10, 
Baker, Cullom, ak Wetmore, 
Brown, Davis, Gallinger, 
Chandler, Faulkner, MeMillan, 
NAYS—2. 
Allen, Chilton, Mills, Shoup, 
Bacon, Clark Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Bate, Daniel, Nelson, Teller, 
Berry, Dubois, Peffer, Turpie, 
George, Perkins, Vest, 
— oe Ark. Ni ee, 
non, e, ugh, arren, 
x Martin, Roach, White. 
NOT VOTING—47. 

Aldrich, Gordon, Lodge, Quay, 
ison, Gorman, McBride, Sewell, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mantle, Sherman, 

Burrows, a ieedats, oe, Se Sanire 
organ, 
Caffery, Harris, Morrill, Boke, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, Tillman, 
Cameron, ae Palmer, vos 
Cockrell, oar, > oorhees, 
Elkins, 5 Platt Wilson, 
Gear, Jones, Nev. Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Gibson, Lindsay, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not a quorum of the Senate 
a voted, the Secretary will call the roll. 
e 


called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, h, 
Bacon, Daniel, McBride, Rost h, 
Baker, Davis, McMillan, Shoup, 
Dubois, Martin, Squire, 
burn, Stewart, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Burrows. Mitchell, Wis. § Thurston, 
. r, elson, Turpie, 
Cannon, Gear, . Vest, 
Carter, \ Peffer, 
Chandier, Perkins, Walthall, 
Clark.” eadsk. . -prockosd Mite 
ones, ’ . 
The 


PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have re- 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
Sekine (Mis Ga upon the oo of & ——. _— a 

Hampshire . CHANDLER], roceed consideration o 

executive business. => 


i 
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it be printed and lie Gyver until to-morrow. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. 


I rise to submit a report from the com- 
I ask that 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from South Dakota can not ask for the reception of the confer- 


ence report while a motion is pending to proceed to the consider- 


ation of executive business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives 
in which it originated the bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to 
Francis E. Hoover, with his objections thereto, the House pro- 


ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same; 


and it was 
Resolved, That the bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 


agreeing to the same. 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 
16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 306, 307, 308, 
309, 310, 313, and 314 to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
purposes; agreed to the further conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Bincuam, Mr. McCatt of Tennessee, and Mr. Dock- 
ERY managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes, agreed to the further conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Hooker, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. CatTcH- 
INGS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


INDIAN 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent at this time to 
present a conference report on the Indian appropriation bill and 
to ask that it be ined, to be considered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent to submit a conference report upon the 
Indian appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the same will be printed in the REcorpD and also as a 
document. 

Mr. HILL. Unanimous consent has been given to present the 
report. Thatis allright. I am entitled to have it read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not required. 

Mr. HILL. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can not object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. HILL. I am entitled to have it read. 
sented, and I am entitled to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Senate 
having given unanimous consent that the report should be pre- 
sented, any Senator has a right to have the report read. The 
reading can only be dispensed with by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that the request for unanimous 
consent embraced also a request that the report shall be printed 
in the Recorp and considered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so stated. 

Mr. HILL. No such request was made when you last put it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the notes be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from South Dakota made the request, and the Chair did 
not put in the part in reference toits being considered to-morrow. 

Mr. HILL. They are separate propositions. 

Mr. STEWART (to Mr. PEetricgrew). Then withdraw 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I want it read. 


It has been pre- 


the 


4 
Mr. HILL. The Senator from South Dakota can not withdraw 
it now. He has presented it, and the Senate has given unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York insist upon the reading of the report? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed to 
read the report. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. I object to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HILL. I wanted to make a simple statement, and I was 


ruled out. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] rises to a parliamen- 
tary inc a s 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is, 
that the matter not being disposed of, objection can be in 
at any time before itis pony gest of. I therefore object to 
the acceptance or consideration of the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Pres- 
ident, for the guidance of the Senate. I desire to ask the Chair if 
unanimous consent is necessary to present a conference report? 
Is not a conference report a privileged matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that unan- 
imous consent is necessary during the pendency of a motion to 
Omee to the consideration of executive business. That motion 
8 now pending, and it — unanimous consent in order to 
present a conference report. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I supposed that the motion had been dis- 


posed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate was dividing at the 
time, and the report could only be received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call attention to the fact that the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Perrigrew] stated distinctly that he 
simply asked unanimous consent to present the rt and would 
ask for its consideration to-morrow. It was on that understand- 
ing and that statement that unanimous consent was given. 
Otherwise I should have objected. I claim that that statement 
having been made, I have the right now to object to the accept- 
ance of the report. 

Mr. HILL. I must take the request as it was presented through 
the Chair. The Chair simply asked, ‘‘Is there objection to the 
present presentation of the report?” There was no objection, and 
the report was presented. Then I have a right, as the Chair has 
already ruled, to have the report read, The Senator can not now, 
after intervening matters have come yp, object to its presentation 
or reading. Iam —— in order. 

Mr.STEWART. Atall times inconsidering the effect of unani- 
mous-consent agreements we refer to the RecorpD to inquire what 
the a was. It is always determined by the request. The 
request was distinct. The consent was given on therequest. The 
request was not for anything more than the printing of the report, 
and consent was not given for anything further than that. I ob- 
ject to the consideration of the report. It is contrary to the re- 
quest and con to the consent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would have to rule, 
even under the statement of the Senator from South Dakota, as 
understood by the Senate, that the report be received and printed 
in the Recorp, that any Senator has a right, when the report is 
once received, to call for the reading of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the unanimous-consent agreement be 
read, if there is to be a violation of it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask to have ay mene read. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the rule relating to 
unanimous-consent agreements read. Before it is accepted any 
Senator can object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no rule of the Senate in reference to unanimous-consent —- 
ments, The Chair only ruled that the request of the Senator from 
iad — {Mr. Hr.1] for the reading of the report must be com- 

with. 

Mr. ALLEN, I call for the reading of the unanimous-consent 


agreement, 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the stenographer read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wanted to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska that the stenographer can not take what is being said 
and read his notes at the same time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that; and I do not him to do 
it. Ido not expect him to accomplish impossible unless he 
has more ability than I oe he has. ore the Chair directed 
the reading of the report I called for the reading of the language 
of the unanimous-consent ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . If the Senator from Nebraska 
will yield the floor, the Chair will direct that the words be read. 
The stenographer will read to the Senate the request of the Sen- 
—_ from South Dakota [Mr. PeTrigREW] and the statement of 
the Chair. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. Perrr x nanimoas consent at this time to t a confer- 
ence report cate = appreprintion bill, and to ask that it be } printed, to 
be considered to-morrow. 
comments sult a enfarence report apea tha indian appropriation Bs 
there objection? The Chair hears sone an the same be printed in the 
RECORD and also as a document. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not expect to be able to say 
anything orto do anything that will put an end to the filibustering 
that is going on at this time and the evident desire not to take 
up the bill of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER), 


but I wish to call attention to the fact that with one exception a 
single exception d Congress, since I have been 
here there never D a unanimous-consent 
agreement. Certainly the Populists in this Chamber have never 
violated one, and I have never known such an agreement to be 
violated except in one instance. I hope the Senate will not feel 
itself at liberty to violate this unanimous-consent ment and 
to abandon principles and honor of manh in failing to 


observe it. 
Mr. HILL. What is the question before the Senate that 
gives—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield. 

Mr. HILL. What is the question before the Senate that gives 
the right to one Senator beyond what other Senators have? 

— o's —_ — yield fa = Senator. 

. HILL. a of order. The Se 
Nebraske has uo sight to epeuk. — 

ME AEE hota, 

r. . at gives the tor the right more . 
one else, I should like to know? ne ae 

Mr. ALLEN, I think I shall speak, too. 

Mr. HILL. That a 

The es i ICER. The nag ge from Nebraska will 
suspend un e ir can upon the point of order rai 
by the Senator from New York (Mr. Hu). ’ — 

Mr. HILL. Others have 7 here as well as the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair will state very frankly 
that ha ruled upon the question which was submitted, there 
is now nothing before the Senate except the motion of the Sena- 
tor from New Wesnpaiive [Mr. CHANDLER] to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. tor from Nebraska 
| Mr, ALLEN] has the floor, as the Chair understood, by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Did he request it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He did not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I raised a point of order, and I am still standing 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. It is pretty light standing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ir having understood 
— objection was made, recognized the Senator from Ne- 

raska. 

Mr, ALLEN. Does the Senator from New York object? 

Mr. HILL. I raise the point, When did he request unanimous 
consent to ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska did 
not make a request, but neither the Chair nor any Senator having 
called him to order for proceeding, the Chair assumed he was 
speaking by the unanimous consent of the Senate, and he will so 
hold until the Senator from Nebraska surrenders the floor. 

Mr. HILL. And a point of order will not lie? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not after unanimous consent, 
either indirectly or directly, has been given. 

Mr. ALLEN. When I was interrupted by the Senator from 
New York, who, of course, is a great parliamentarian and is now 
manifesting his great knowledge of parliamentary tactics, I was 
proceeding simply to make the observation that unanimous-consent 
a ents not — been violated, ha been observed on 
both sides, with a single notable exception, which I think we all 
remember, during this session of Congress, I hope the Democrats 
and Republicans will not feel themselves at liberty to violate the 
unanimous-consent agreement that has been obtained, because 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] hap _to bea 
member of the Populist party and because this can be said to be 


in a a Populist measure. , 
Mr. . Iam glad to hear it announced as a Populist 
measure. . 
Yes, sir. 


Mr. . 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I id a to the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator 
from North Carolina taking the floor? 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 


a report submitted by the Senator from South 


meg IGREW]. 


. Lso understand, 

Mr. ah — data it read. We would have been 
through with it by t 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to the Senator from Nebraska 
ane I do not believe in both Senators having the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to makea 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield simply for a correction or a statement. 
I do not the en y. 


fo oe TTLER, “This Alibusfering is not due to the Populist 
party. It would take place if a or Republican had 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





taken itup. Thefilibustering takes place because the bill is right, 
because some Senators here do not want it to pass—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that is true. 

Mr. BUTLER. Because the country wants it. It is because it 
isa just measure. That is why the filibustering is indulged in. 

Mr. HILL. Let them have all the rope between them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska has 

oor. 

= ALLEN. I think what the Senator from North Carolina 
says is true. I understand quite well that my talking here assists 
the Senator from New York. I am his assistant in helping to kill 
time. I realize that fully; but I can not understand and I do not 
understand, and I never expect to live to be old enough to under- 
stand, how a distinguished Senator who occupies a seat in this 
Chamber can feel himself at liberty in a public manner and openly 
to violate the courtesies of a unanimous-consent agreement be- 
cause it does not happen to originate with the party of which he 
is a member. p 
Mr. HILL. I desire to know whether the Senator from Ne- 
braska intends to refer to me in stating that a Senator has violated 
a unanimous-consent ent? 

Mr. ALLEN. What does the Senator want to know for? 


Mr. HILL. Simply for curiosity. 
Mr. ALLEN. . President, I meant the Senator from New 
York. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to state right now that the 
statement is false. I have violated no agreement of the Senate; 
none whatever. I simply insisted upon my rights, and I have 
been sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to say that it is false or any- 
thing of that kind, but the Senator from New York will never 
live loee enough to convince me that his conduct was honest in 
making the objection. 

Mr. HILL. That may be. I never care to live long enough to 
convince the Senator from Nebraska. I stand upon my parlia- 
mentary rights. I have violated no unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. I have always maintained them where I could, and I 
maintain this one now. The Senator from South Dakota made 
the request, presented the report, and I simply asked to have it 
read, just hes been done hundreds of times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York is 
occupying the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the conference 
report. 

r. HILL. I demand that it be _— with. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read the re- 


rt. 
Phe Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6249) making appro- 
Se for current and con t expenses of the Indian ment and 

filing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference ha’ to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


ve agreed 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 46,51, and 56. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
87, and 94; and agree to the same. 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
by said amendment insert the following: 
“ For of seed and crain and for subsistence for the Ponca Indians in 
under the direction of of the Interior, and for pay- 


the 
ment for such herevofore uring the current fiscal 3 
to be immediately availatie.® “— 


That recede from its mt to the amendments of the 

Senate numbered 47, 48, and 49, 2 a same with amendments as 

the nserted ——— amendments and strike out 
the amended = insert in lieu thereof the follo 8 

The Becretary of t Interior is hereby authorized to appoint a commis- 

of whom shall be of the 


M pmene of 

their respective seasrvations: with the Northern Cheyenne and Crow In- 
val of said Northern Cheyenne Indians from their present 

on the Rosebud River at Lame r Agency to the southern por- 
the Crow Reservation; with the Indians zeaeens om the Fort Hall In- 
Reservation, in the State of sano, ene with the Indians residing upon 
Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender of any por- 
or for such modification of existing 
said Indians and the Secretary of 
in the State of Washington, for 
reservation lan for such modifica- 
dians and the 
being subject to 
expenses of such commis- 

000 is appropriated: Provided, 
or any part thereof, author- 


to the Columbia ee Company 
Indian ee in Washington,’ be, 


disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Insert 
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after the word “ persons,” in lines 2 and 3 of said amendment, the following: 
“two of whom shall be practical surveyors”; and insert after said ame 
ment the following: “To enable the Attorney-General to employ a spe 
attorney for the Mission Indians of southern California, upon the reco 
mendation of the Secretary of the Interior, $1,000°"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,235,000"; and the Senate agree to the 





same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert after the word ‘* Dakota,” in line 2 of said amendment, the words “in 
full of all demands and claims upon the Government"’; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the S 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows 
after the word *“*Company,” in line 1 of said amendment, the words 
of all demands and claims upon the Government’; and the Senate a 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 83, 84, and 8, and agree to the same with amendments as 
follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendments, and strike out 
the amended paragraph and insertin lieu thereof the following: 

* For support of Indian industrial school at Pierre, 8S. Dak., at not to ex 
ceed $167 per annum for each pupil, and for general repairs and improve- 
ments, $27,050; for pay of superintendent of said school, $1,500; in all. $28,550: 
Provided, That hereafter no Indian child shall be taken from any school in 
any State or Territory to a school in any other State against its will or with- 
out the written consent of its parents.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 37, 64, 66, 69,and 70 the committee of conference 
has been unable to agree. ' 

2. F 


H. M 
F., M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. 8S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
GEORGE C. PENDLETON 
Managers on the part of the House 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will go over and be 
printed. 


en- 
Insert 
n full 


vree to 


PETTIGREW, 
TELLER, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHan- 
DLER] to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 1 rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the message 
recently received from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule that that is 
not a privileged question, and can not be laid before the Senate as 
a matter of right at this time. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then Imovethat it be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator can not now do that, 
as there is a question pending before the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Presiding Officer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, which motion is pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
paragraph 5 of Rule VII, and ask the Chair to readit. If lam 
wrong I will withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that the Senate is now dividing upon 
the motion made by the Senator to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business; and consequently during the pendency of that 
question nothing can intervene except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Chair hold that any question pend- 
ing at the time can not be suspended for the purpose of having a 
message laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the Senate is dividing 
nothing can be received by the Senate except by unanimous con- 
sent; and the Chair will so hold. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Chair hold that all the recent 
transactions were by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so stated as each 
question was submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I suggest the lack of a quorum, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senate is now dividing. The question is on the motion submitted 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, which will decide the ques- 
tion as to whether there is a quorum or not. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, Mr. President, but since the confer- 
ence report has been read, intervening business having taken 
place, I have the right at any time to suggest the absence of a 
quorum, and I appeal to the good sense of the Presiding Officer 
and to the rules to sustain me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair differs in opinion with 
the Senator from New York. The Senate is now dividing, and the 
vote upon that division will test the question as to whether there 
is a quorum present or not; and during that time no suggestion 
whatever is proper. 
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Mr. BUTLER and Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already 
been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. SHOUP. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana se CAFFERY]. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). My pair with the 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] has been transferred 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. Mant eg] for the day only, and 
I vote ‘* ae 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). I announce that my 

air with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] has 
n transferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs], and I 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was 
called), The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKins]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL}. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE], who is tempo- 
rarily absent. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEstT]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANcHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am advised 
that the — Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN], with 
whom I have a general pair, would, if present, favor the present 
consideration of the bond bill; and I therefore exercise my discre- 
tionary right, and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I announce for the rest of the 
day that I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 


Hawley, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, 


Baker Davis, MeMillan, 
Vilas. 


Wetmore. 


Chandler, 
Cullom, Gray, 


Revert, 
eller. 
Thurston, 
Turpie, 


Walthall, 


NOT VOTING—43. 
Jones, Nev. 


tle 
Mitchell, Wis. 


organ, 
at a 
e. u ; 
Hansbrough, Malem 
Harris, Palmer, 
Platt, 
Pritchard, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FRYE. I submit a conference report. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

a STEWART. at can not be done pending another 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a motion pending, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. The rule says ‘‘ pending a vote,” I believe. 

Mr. HILL. There is no yote pending; and the Senator from 
Maine has the right to present his report. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask to have the rule read in reference to confer- 
ence reports. I think the rule says “‘ pending a vote.” 
viet ’ RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read Rule 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ruiz XXVIL 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 


The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall alwa 
order, except when the Journal is read of 
motion to adjourn is pending, or while 
received, the question of to 
raised. shall be immediately put, 


Gordon, 
Gorman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under that rule the Chaiy w; 
be compelled to decide that the motion having been okt 
Senator from North Carolina simply to proceed to the considera. 
tion of a particular bill, and the Senate not having yet divided 
upon that question oy rovearings to vote, the reception, not the 
consideration, of a conference report would be in order.’ - 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, under that rule I object 
2 the consideration of the report. I raise the point of considera- 

on. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think the Senator will do that, for I do 
not think the report will take any time. I am very anxious to 
get the report before the Senate, and I wish to have it agreed to 
to-night, because the committee will have to m 
The report has been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not like to be disobliging, butafter all the 
trouble we have had here this evening I think I am justified in 
naeing my motion. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bond bill be taken up, and then tho 
Senator from Maine can make his report. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think the report will take a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us first take up the bond bill. 
wae STEWART. Let the motion be put to take up the bond 

ill. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will only take a moment to have the moti 
put to take up the bond bill. _ 
_ I want to state for the information of the Senate that all I desire 
isa vote. Iam not going to make a speech on the bill, though I 
had prepared some matter regarding it, but I do not desire to 
speak, and if no other Senator desires to speak there will be no 
time consumed except the time consumed in voting. A vote is all 
lask for. I hope everybody understands that. 

Mr. HILL. The bill will lead to debate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask Senators to 
be in order until the Chair calls attention to the latter part of the 
rule in relation to conference reports: 

And when received, the question of proceeding to the consideration of the 
report, if raised— 

Which question is raised by the objection of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLEr|— 
shall be immediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 

So the question before the Senate under that rule is, Will the 
Senate to the consideration of the conference report sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes have it, and the conference report is before the Senate for 
consideration. 

The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making Sercerintions 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


om * Senate reced is ea aes Sree 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, 
‘ , . . , 

That the ment to the amendments of the 

16, 17, 18. 19, 21, 22, 23, 

47,51, 52, 5, 56 


eet to-morrow, 
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such contracts the 


in any one fiscal 
1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount 
”; and the Senate agree to the same. 
45: That the House recede from its disagreement 
of the Senate numbered 45, and to the same with an 
: In lieu of the language out insert the two 


the buikheads and pier 

» we wae pte on 
the said estate .P. Robin- 
thorized ° 


deepening the same t” 
street to its junction 








1896. 


ent numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
ean of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language stricken out insert the fol- 





paragraph: 
Ore era harbor at Mamaroneck, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, in 


accordance with report of Chief of Engineers, 1887, $10,000." 

And the Senate to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the oom pees insert ** $1,000,000"; and 
strike out the words “ recommended in ”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

ment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
a of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ report,” proposed to be inserted; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language pro to be inserted insert the following: 

“And that when said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have procured 
a 200-foot channel of a minimum depth of 23 feet at mean high tide, $30,000 
shall be paid therefor; and when he has secured a channel 200 feet wide, 24 
feet deep at mean high tide, an additional $40,000 shall be paid therefor; and 
that all of said deepening of said bar shall be completed within three years 
from the date of the of this act: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made to said Goodyear or legal representatives except upon a certificate 
of the Secretary of War, made after personal survey by an experienced officer 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, selected by him for that pu , that 
such depths and widths have severally been obtained by him or them; and 
said officer shall make to Congress a report in detail of the amount of work 
done, its cost, and its value to the Government.” 

‘And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 86 and 87: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86 and 87, and agree to the 
samo with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
80,000"; and strike out all the remainder of the paragraph, being the pro- 
viso, including amendment numbered 87; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Se eudmant nemabered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “improvement,” in the second line 
of the h, strik» out the word “fifty” andinsert * seventy-five’’; and 
after the word “millicn,” in the seventh line of the paragraph, insert the 
words “and fifty thousand”; and the Senate 

Amendments numbered 107, 108, 109, 110, an 


to the same. 
disagreement to th eisai of tho dusake weaned at te 
m its en e amendments o eo Senate num 07, 108, 
ite, 110, and 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the entire ph aad insert in lieu thereof the following paragraph: 

“Impro Serberes: Muxanistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement and dredg- 
ing the in r channe}, $15,000; and all moneys heretofore appropriated and 
now unex»er.ded may be used for dredging such interior channel at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. Any tions on such former appropri- 
ations are hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 126,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the lnngeage proposed to be stricken out, and after the word “ Pro- 
vided” in the first line of the language proposed to be inserted, insert the 
word “further”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$20,000; and 
the Senate agree to the sarne. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an smendment as follows: Restore the langues roposed to be stricken out, 
and at the end of it insert the following: “If in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War the interests of commerce demand such expenditure’; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: [n the twelfth line of the sageeee proposed to 
be inserted strike out the word “ but,” after the word “ Point,” and insert 
tn lieu thereof the word “ until"; and in the fourteenth line of said proposed 

strike out the words “through the Secretary to the next Con- 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ to the Secretary of War on the 


suage insert the following: 

sy the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to: carry out the recom- 
mendations of said board, and to modify the present contract, if necessary, 
= ve any loss with the contractor oned by the provisions of this 


ropriation under which the said con- 


ee reeeene ont of Se 28 


; also to expend the itional sum of $25,000, in his discretion, 
for such as may be necessary for the maintenance of channels from 
the mouths of the A uinimink River and Blackbird Creek in the channel 
of the Delaware River through the dike now being constructed from Reedy 


th 
Island to Liston Point for the improvement of the Delaware.” 

And the Senate ane the same. 

Amendment num 185: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $10,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

it numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum poopesed inser’ $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: Restore the lan wogenes to be stricken out 
eer aoe tae net line of the came at vee the word “dams” and 
ment 


to the same with 


Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: After the word “otherwise,” proposed to be inserted, 
insert the words “ not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof as may be nec« 
sary; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 449, andagree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In the language proposed to be inserted strike out 
the words “such amounts as may be necessary '’; and the Senate agree tothe 
same. 

Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 259, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” at the end of the first 
proviso, insert the words “exclusive of the amount herein appropriated "’; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Before the word “ obtaining,” next preceding the 
words proposed to be inserted, insert the word “ ultimately’; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 265: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 265, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: Strike out of the language proposed to be inserted 
all after the word “* Commission" and insert in lieu thereof the following 

“For the purpose of improving the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks, not exceeding $70,000 at Omaha and Council Bluffs, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; at Rocheport, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; at Glasgow, and for protecting the shore line above 
Glasgow from the foot of Bowling Green Bend to the head of Harrisons 
Island, not exceeding $80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at 
Miami, not exceeding $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at St 
Charles, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: at 
and near the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jackson County, Mo., not exceeding 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; on the banks of the river 
opposite Leavenworth and Atchison, not exceeding $15,000 at each of said 
localities, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at Nebraska City, not ex 
ceeding $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the 
Commission may also expend such amounts as may be absolutely necessary 
at any time in the improvement of the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks at other harbors and localities on the river.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 280: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 280, an agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $150,000"; and 
strike out all of the proposed language following said sum, being the proviso; 
an”. the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its disagreement 
te the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree tothe same with 
anamendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$150,000; strike 
out all of the first proviso proposed,and strike out the word “further,” after 
the word “* Provided,” in the second proviso; and at the end of the language 
proposed to be inserted insert the following: “Said canal to be constructed 
either by the Smiths Cove route or by the Shilshole Bay route, in the dis 
cretion of the Secretary of War’; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 308: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the section proposed to be inserted insert 
the following: 

“Suc. 6. " hat the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be made and transmitted to the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress a compilation giving a complete list of all the preliminary examina 
tions that have heretofore been made, date of report, with a statement as to 
each, whether favorable or unfavorable for survey; also a complete list of 
all surveys that have heretofore been made, with a statement as to each, 
whether favorable for adoption or xhfavorable, and date of report, amount 
recommended for completion and/amount recommended for each, to be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year begihning July 1, 1896, by both the Chief of Engi 
neers and the engineer in chargé; also a complete list of all projects now un 
der construction or maintenange, together with the year when adopted, and if 
modified, when; the total amognt expended on each project and estimate of 
amount required to complete ‘the same, and amount recommended by the 
Chief of Engineers and by the engineer in charge to be expended during the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1898, the amount appropriated for each project 
by this act, making reference to the report of the Chief of Engineers, where 
report of each project is given, together with a statement containing the 
amount of the unexpended balance to the credit of each project July 1, 1897, 
whether under construction, work suspended, or appropriation made and 
work not commenced; also the total amounts appropriated heretofore for 
the improvement and maintenance of the rivers, and the total amounts here 
tofore appropriated for the improvement and maintenance of harbors in each 
river and harbor act; also the total amount of appropriation, by States, for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 324: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered ®4, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the language stricken out insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause to be made accurate 
examinations and estimates of cost of construction of a ship canal, by the 
most practicable route, wholly within the United States, from the Great 
Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River, of sufficient capacity to 
transport the tonnage of the lakes to the sea.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 360: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 360, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted insert 
the following: 

‘Delaware River, with a view to obtaining a channel 600 feet wide and 30 
feet deep from a point at or near the city of Philadelphia to the deep water 


of Delaware Bay" 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 375, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In addition to the language proposed insert the 
following new paragraph: 

* Removal of dam in upper Allegheny, near Corydon, and all the dams on 
the Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near Water boro, in the Conewango 
Creek, a tributary of the Allegheny River.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 376: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 376, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the language proposed to be inserted insert 
the following paragraph: 

“Gowanus Creek, with a view of obtaining a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 
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Amendment numbered 383: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the line after the proposed to in- 
serted strike out the word “from,” before the word “ modified,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ for”’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 586: t the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 386, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “ refuge,” in the next paragraph 
but one preceding, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“Inner harbor at Point Judith Pond.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 130, 132, and 32: The committee of conference 
mere am waelule to agree on the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 


WM. P. FRYE, 


. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. B. HOOKER, 
BINGER HERMANN, 
T. C. CATCHINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I desire to say a ~— word. The reportof 
the conference committee has been entirely read. 

Mr. HILL. This report? 

Mr. FRYE. This report, which was simply sent back to the 
committee on account of a disagreement, in order that the matter 
to which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] called attention 
might be adjusted to his satisfaction, which has been done, and 
in order to correct one or two errors which were discovered in the 
report, so that the Senate has the entire report. 

r.MILLS. How about the survey of Sabine Lake? 

Mr. FRYE. That survey was restored. Everything that has 
been called to the attention of the chairman of the committee by 
Senators has been agreed to, and has been restored to its place. 

Mr. WHITE. I presume there is still a disagreement as to the 
items I referred to this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. We havenot disposed of California at all; the same 
items are there now. I ope the Senate will agree to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee, which has been sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
= for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further 
conference, and Mr. Frye, Mr. Quay, and Mr. Vest were ap- 
pointed. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, what is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLER] to proceed to the consideration of the bill in rela- 
tion to the regulation of bond issues. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. STEWART. On the motion to e up the bill I call for 
the yeas and mere 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the sug- 
tion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. [su ted the lack of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New York sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the ro 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Allen, 


McMillan, 
Bacon, 
Bate, 


Martin, 
Mills, 


Mitchell, Oreg. 
Nelson, 
Pasco. 


Davis. 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fo 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. HILL. 1 move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York. 
Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I call for a division. 
Mr. BUTLER, Mr. STEWART, and others. Question! Ques- 


tion! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from New York that the donate adjourn. [Putting 


the question. The noes ap to have it. 
Mr. C LER. I ask for a division. 
Mr. STEWART. Let us have the yeas and nays first. 


-nine Senators have an- 


Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; do not let us have 
It will be a waste of time. ogous end nays, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a second to the demand 
for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw the demand, 

Mr. HILL. I ask for a division, 

The Senate refused to adjourn; there being on a division—ayeg 
10, noes 36. 

FRANCIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Chair lay before the Sen- 
ate the og received from the House of Representatives. _ 

Mr. BU R. I raise the point of order thatit is out of order, 
I am entitled to the floor on the pending question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say to the Senator from North 
Carolina, with all due respect, that he is not entitled to the floor, 
- ae a on other a Po been considered, 

e is not holding the floor to spea a privile motio 
which takes the place of his motion. ” 34 ” 

Mr. TELLER. It is not a privileged motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will look on page 7 of the 
rules he will see. The Senator should be more gentle when he 
contradicts me. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that when a motion is made to 
take up a bill, and when a Ses motion intervenes and fails, 
the original motion is in order and is pending. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have section 5 of 
Rule VII read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

5. The presiding officer may at any time lay. 


time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate ae or other matter 
sent to the Senate by th 


 & b. a Tepeetens 7 Ge eae of ' resentatives, and 
any question e shall or urpose. 
motion so omke aba be determined without debate. _—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under this rule the Chair feels 
under obligation to lay before the Senate the message from the 


House of R tatives. 
Mr. BUTLER. I object to its t consideration. 


Mr. HILL. It has not been laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not up for con- 
sideration at this time. It is simply the laying of the message 
— the Senate. That is as far as the has ruled is in 
order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us hear what it is. 

= Secretary read the message of the House of Representatives, 
eT In THe House oF REPRESENTATIVES, May 21, 1896. 


The President of the United States bering Feterned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in which it ay ae bill CH. R. 1004) granting a pension to 
Francis Syeeete, the House p 


and it shall be in order at any 


Any 


ted the 

E. Hoovér, with his objections ed in pur- 
the Constitution to reconsider the same; 
Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 

Mr. HILL. 1 ask to have the whole proceedings laid before the 
Senate. I ask to have the bill and message read through. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object. 

Mr. TELLER. That can not be done. 

Mr. HILL. I have a right to have the President’s message con- 
sidered. 

Mr. GEORGE. We can not do that. 

Mr. BERRY. It requires a motion. 

Mr. HILL. -It can be done. 
Mr. BUTLER. I object to its consideration. 
Mr. HILL. I submit that we must proceed with the President’s 
veto unless the Senate otherwise orders. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. é : 

Mr. HILL. We havea t to proceed with the consideration 

unless the ord 


of that Senate otherwise orders. 
T. We will otherwise order when we can vote 


suance of 


Mr. STEW. 
on the motion to take up Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. HILL. That may be. You may otherwise order, but you 
will do it in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that two or three other measures have come over from the House, 
one of which I am very anxious to reach, and that is the immigra- 
tion bill. I desire to have that bill read and referred to the Com- 


disposed of. 
Wehavearight 
~~ a vote postpones it. 


first thing. 


Mr. CULLOM. ttee. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Or takes up someother bill. That is always 

ine COCKRELL, Let the bill and message be referred to the 
ittee on Pensions. 

oi, GALLINGER. I trust that the bill will be referred to the 

Committee on Pensions. It is an important matter, and I trust it 








1896. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 


will be referred, with the accompanying message, to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. It is so referred. 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives concerning immigration may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill may be read in full. 
Mr. STEWART. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill 
full. 
nr. STEWART. Readitin full! That is the consideration of 
the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the reading of the bill does 
not involve its consideration. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the first reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When a bill is presented to the 
Senate any Senator has a right to require it to be readin full. It 
is the first ing of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not very long. 

The bill was read the first time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 
of the i tion and contract-labor acts, be, and hereby is, amended by 
adding to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the United 
States the following: All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who 
can not both read and write the English language or some other language. 
But no t of a person now ae or hereafter admitted to, this coun- 

shall be excluded because of his inability to read and write. 

sec, 2. That the provisions of the act of h 3, 1893, to facilitate the en- 
forcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 


in a foreign coun to enter the United States for the purpose of en- 
cing in OEY trade or manual labor within the borders thereof 
hile or retaining his home ina foreign country: Provided, That the 


ens to come into and enter this 
‘or new arts or industries, under such rules 


w at 
country for the een eae it ali 


as he may provide. 


Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or 
corporation knowingly to in any mechanical trade or manual labor in 
the United States any alien w es or retains his home ina foreign 
country: i Tha to the em- 


t the provisions of this act shall not app! 
deck banks, or other employees of vessels of the United 
or railroad train such as conductors, engineers, brakemen, 
firemen, or baggagemen. whose duties require them to pass over the frontier 
to reach the termini of their runs. 
Seo. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States, 


except —" of the Dominion of a and other American countries, 
aoe Ls where the United States maintain an immigrant in- 
ion 
Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, ble by a fine not exceeding $500 or Lf imprisonment 
for the term of not exceeding one year, or both such fine and imprisonment, 
discretion of the court. That all persons convicted under section 3 of 
this act shall be deported to the er from whence they came. 
Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect three months after its passage. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that the bill may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on oo aa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ask unanimous consent? 

Mr, STEWART. I object to any unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the bill be read the second time 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to an i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair will state that there is 
& motion now pending before the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill now before the Senate must be 

of before—— 

. STEWART. I object to discussion. 

CHANDLER. 


sone The bill is before the Senate and it must 


of, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Nevada to object to the second reading of the bill? 
Mr. STEWART. 1 do. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GRAY (at 6 o'clock and 4 minutes p.m.). I move that the 
Mr. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The and nays were not calened. 7 
Mr. for a division. 
— ee G OFFICER. A division is demanded upon 
on to adjourn, there being on a division—ayes 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum of the Senate not hav- 
ing voted on the division, the Secretary will call the roll. 


Gereatery called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Bacon, Daniel, McBride, Roach, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Shoup, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mills, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Brown, George, Nelson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Walthall, 
Carter, Harris, Peffer Warren, 
Chilton, Hawley, Perkins White. 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 

Cockrell, Kyle, Pritchard, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 


Forty-two Senators have an- 


Mr. HILL. Is that motion debatable? 
Mr. STEWART. It is not. 
Mr. HILL. I asked the Chair. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. Lask for the yeas and nays. 
have a vote on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course the Senator from New 
York has a right to the yeas and nays, but the motion does not 
involve the question of a quorum. The Senator from Nevada 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Nevada, that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for a division on that question. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 29, 
noes 4, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making 
an effort to ascertain 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the Senator from Kansas be permitted 
to make an effort. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask to have the rules of the Senate en- 
forced pending the execution of the order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the execution of the 
order, no quorum being present, nothing can be done except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. STEWART. What does the Senator propose? 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose to ascertain whether we can not agree 
by unanimous consent upon some particular time when we shall 
take up Senate bill 1341 and dispose of all this trouble. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to debate while the Senate is en- 
deavoring to get a quorum. The rule is imperative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects to debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
quest to have my name called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the name 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr, CHANDLER answered to his name. 

Mr. BURROWS answered to his name. 

Mr. GALLINGER (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw my motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to put Senators to inconven- 
ience so late in the evening. It will probably take some time for 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to secure the attendance of absent Senators, 
Therefore I give notice—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to notice. 

Mr. HILL. Let the Senator give his notice; that is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like the Senator to make a motion; 
but he can not make a speech. 

Mr. WHITE. He can give a notice, I presume. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will make a statement, then, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire objects to a notice being given. Iwill make 
a statement that I shall call up Senate bill 1341 early to-morrow 
———- and therefore I will move that the Senate take a recess 
until—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. A motion for a recess is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Such a motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina that until a quorum appears it is impos- 
sible to entertain any motion except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr.BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 24 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 22, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


The Chair is of opinion that the 


We should like to 





I re- 


I move 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 21, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. The following prayer was 
offered by the Choate, Rev. Henry N. CoupEN: 

We invoke Thy blessing, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, 
upon all the proceedings of this House to-day; that everything 
may be done decently and in order; that the interests of the re 
ple of this great nation may be faithfully and efficiently served by 
these their chosen representatives. 

Especially do we ask Thy blessing upon the member of this Con- 
gressional household who been called upon to give up his com- 
— to the Angel of Death. Comfort him in the thought of a 

ppy reunion in a land where there shall be no parting. This 
we ask in the name of Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR, r. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the follow- 
ing _—— publication made in the Cincinnati Tribune of last 
Tuesc Ni 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SURPRISED AT GENERAL GROSVENOR—HE VOTES AGAINST REPORTING A 
RECIPROCITY BILL AND SIDES WITH REED MEN—MUCH COMMENT CAUSED 
BY HIS UNEXPLAINED ACTION. 

(Special to the Tribune.] 
WASHINGTON, May 18. 
The House is willing to abide by the decision of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee on the subject of reciprocity. 

Speaker Reep, Chairman DinG.Ley, and the committee are in favor of shelv- 
ing — bills of this character, and the protectionists of the House do not see 

way. 

At the last meeting of the Ways and Means Committee the question of 
reporting any kind of a reciprocity bill this session was quickly dis of. 

y, a vote of 6 to 4—all Republicans—the matter was laid over. OPKINS, 
chairman of the subcommittee, refused to vote for any kind of a report un- 
less upon his bill. When the final question was put, TAwWNrY of Minnesota, 

SrTeeve of Indiana, Evans of Kentucky. and Russe. of Connecticut voted 

to report some kind of a bill without delay. 

They were opposed by Chairman DINnGLEY, General GRosvVENOR, PAYNE, 


a DOLLIVER, and Hork1ys, with Jonnson, who favored a report, 
absent. 


SURPRISED AT GROSVENOR. 

General GrosvENOR's vote was depended upon for a support, and it would 
have been sufficient. Last week he informed Representative Kerr, of the 
Mansfield district, that he would cheerfully support his bill. 

But to the surprise of all, General GROSVENOR at the last moment lined up 
with the Reed faction. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

His action has occasioned a vast deal of comment, for it is yet unexplained. 
As the manager of the McKinley movement in ee he was thought 
to be the last man who would vote to prevent legislation along McKinley 

ne. 


{Laughter. ] 


True, there is ve doubt whether any kind of a reciprocity measure could 
be put through in the few remaining days of this session, and it is possible, as 
REED contends, that business might be unsettled somewhat. 

But the friends of McKinley are disappointed in the action of the commit- 
tee, because they desired to show the — that they were willing to enact 
legislation that would promote better e relations with foreign countries. 

ASKING A REPORT. 

Representative Kerr refused to accept the action of the committee as final. 
coceg he passed a petition through the House asking that some kind of a 
report. not necessarily on his bill, be made on reciprocity. It was readily 
canes. Perhaps to-morrow he will present it to the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee, 

Under the Reed system it has become necessary to petition committees for 
reports, but despite the prejudicial action of the Waysand Means Committee, 
the Ohio members remain undaunted, and hope to get the Kerr bill, or one 
similar, up for consideration before ournment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not very often weary 
this House with comments upon matters of this character; and if 
there was noc here other than that I had “lined up with the 
Reed men "—— [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is so serious that you must explain. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I would try to stand that; 
and now I do not know that I could be found in any better com- 

ny {loud applause}; but left to my own choice I would select a 
Nifforent location for myself just at this time. 

But this is a matter of some serious importance, Mr. Speaker, 
and I propose to refer toit. The gentleman who made this report 
has doubtless been grossly imposed upon by somebody; and it is 
not the first time that publications of this character, from various 
sources, have found their way into public prints, for the purpose, 
apparently, of disparaging the Ways and Means Committee and 
impressing upon the country that somehow or other there was 
a great contest going on here between various and different fac- 
tions of the Republican ae He Now, in the first place, as to how 
much of truth there is in article: This was written, 


aC on the 18th day of May, which was Monday, and a 
reference was made toa meeting of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee at which this subject was discussed. 

In the first place, there has been no meeting of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the character spoken of here. There was no 


meeting of the Ways and Means Committee, and fe 
therefore, is without foundation in fact, or any juatientement, 
the records of the committee itself. There was a conferen. of 
the Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee /,,., 
proper and special purpose, and Imay as well state, and f am «, i 
that the gentlemen on the committee will not criticise it that , 
was for the purpose of hearing the report which was to be “he 
sented from the subcommittee on reciprocity, of which tho 4 ‘ 
tinguished gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Hopxtys] is chairman, 
That report was submitted and gone over with great caro, and 
weer with absolute unanimity by every Republican mei). 
of the committee. = 
_ Mr. FARIS. Mr.Speaker,I rise to a question of order. Thoro 
is so much confusion behind us that we can not hear. ; 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The whole history of the subject and tho 
pnb pe of reciprocity was evened in the report; and, at 
the end of the reading and practical adoption of the report, thers 
was some discussion about whether it was wise to report some 
measure other than the report itself and of the feasibility or pr.})- 
ability of a resolution declaring the unalterable purpose of tho 
Republican ay to carry to ultimate triumph the great doctrine 
of reciprocity, which is a doctrine of the arp party. [Ap- 
plause.] There was no difference of opinion among the gentlo- 
men present—— . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I raise the point that this is not a question of privilege. I do not 
think the gentleman has stated a question of privilege. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. _I think if the gentleman had read the par- 
agraph he would not have made that point. There isa charye 
here that a member of this House pledged his vote for a certain 
matter and was relied upon for the passage of it, and then changed 
his vote to the other side and defeated it. That is a charge of dis- 
honor in the conduct of a member of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point, if that is the point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will address myself right along that 
line. There was a discussion—I have been thrown off the exact 
language I was using—as to whether it was wise to bring in more 
than a report or a resolution. I heard no word of Mr. Kerr's 
bill, and no word was said. If there was anything said it was in 
= terms in regard to all the bills relating to reciprocity. 

en @ proposition was made to. the third section of the 
McKinley law and present it here in the House, and a very dis- 
tinguished member of that committee, to whose opinion I always 
give very great weight, suggested that under the circumstances, 
and in view of the present tariff law, the third section of the 
McKinley Act would not be applicable, could not be made to fit, 
as it were, and the reason suggested was a very simple one. 

At the time of the enactment of the McKinley law sugar was put 
on the free list, as were all the articles that were included in the 
reciprocal terms of that act. Sugar is now on the dutiable list, 
and the suggestion was that there would have to be a reconstruc- 
tion of the tariff law in order to make that section applicable. 
Then the question came up whether at this time, near the close of 
the session, we would undertake to a tariff law. There was 
some talk upon that line, and possibly some expression of opinion, 
and I do not hesitate to say that I expressed my opinion in oppo- 
sition to the attempt to the t section of the McKinley Act 
at this time, and I take the responsibility for that without any re- 
gard to where I am “lining up”—whether I am lining up with 
one faction or with another faction, if there are any factions. It 
was my deliberate judgment that the announcement which we are 
going to make of the policy of the Republican party was the ulti- 
mate result that could grow out of the legislation of this Congress 
at this time. I do not know how other gentlemen expressed thir 
opinions. I donot remember that there wasa formal vote. There 
may have been a formal expression of ion, but if there was it 
related to the third section of the McKinley law, and did not relate 
to the milling act embodied in Mr. Kerr’s bill or any other bill. 

Pending that, this same insidious course has been pursued, and 
at the convention of millers on yesterday in the city of Clevelan( 
this same misinformation was sent to them, that one faction of the 
Republican Ways and Means Committee had opposed reciprocity 
in the interest of the millers. Therefore it is that I stand here 
to state more explicitly than I ordinarily would the inside history 
i we sometimes say) of the conference that was had at that in- 

meeting of members of the Ways and Means Committe. 
Nothing final was concluded. The report had to be rewritten 'n 
some So revised in some respects, and then it was to be 
submitted to the full committee in the usual way, and every (ues 
tion of reporting a bill—either the Hopkins bill, which is the most 
com ve and far-reaching of the reciprocity bills, and which 
would embody and carry with it the Kerr bill and all the other 
bills—every question of that kind was left open, to be decided here 
after when the ultimate action of the committee upon this report 
should be had; and so it stands now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if Ican have permission, if the gentleman 
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from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] will permit me, to save the time of the 
House, I desire unanimous consent to print with my remarks a 


statement sent out a few days ago by the distinguished chairman | 


of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. DINGLEY, relating to this 
very question, making plain to the country the action of the Ways 
an 
why we have done what we have done and why we have not done 
some things that it was thought in some quarters we ought to 
have done. I ask consent to embody the statement of the chair- 
man of the Ways and Mean; Committee in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be permitted to print the statement to which he refers in connec- 
tion with his remarks. 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A man ought to know what is futile and 
what is not futile. I send the statement to the desk and ask to 
have it read in my time. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


Chairman DinGuey of the Ways and Means Committee, in reply to an in- 
quiry as to whether the committee has not been in receipt of many requests 
from Western ers for legislation looking to an immediate renewal of the 
reciprocity agreements with countries of this continent which were ended 
by the tariff act of 1894, said: 

“We have had many such requests, just as we have had urgent requests 
from those interested in almost every industry in the United States for leg- 
islation to restore the protective duties repealed by the same act. Those re- 

nests show how ay the industries of this country were injured by 
the tariff act of 1894, and how urgent the peo le are to undo the great mis- 
take they made in 1892 in voting to place the Democratic party in complete 

wer under their pledge to overthrow protection in order (as they claimed) 
Py benefit the country. 

“ But, of course, everyone familiar with legislative work understands that 
there can be no repeal of the tariff act of 1894 until both the Senate and the 
President shall become Republican, so as to act in unison with the Repub- 


lican Honse. 

“ Conscious of this f. the Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee, as soon as they were sons late in December last, unani- 
mously concurred in the view that it would be useless for the Republicans 
to attempt to frame and pass through the House at this session a general 
tariff bill, inclu: the reciprocity provisions, which are necessarily part of 
a tariff bill or any tariff legislation looking mainly to a restoration of pro- 
tective conditions on anything, because the Democrats and the Populists, 
who have l ority in the Senate, would not vote for a general tariff bill 
or tariff legislation framed on thorough protective lines, and the Democratic 
President would not sereore it. Moreover, any bill restoring full protection 
as to one industry, whether reciprocal or not, would be open to tariff amend- 
ments in behalf of other interests. 

“In view of the immediate and pressing necessity of more revenue to meet 
current ex and maturing liabilities, instead of occupying months in 
making an attempt to — through the House a bill to generally revise the 
tariff as a mere indication of Republican purposes, the Republican majority 
of the Ways and Means Commit eee framed a simple exigency tari 
measure to continue only for two years and a half on a basis looking princi- 
pally to obtaining at once forty million more revenue, in the hope that, not- 
withstanding the effect of the bill would be to materially aid the farmers by 
placing some duties on wool and all other industries to some extent by in- 
creasing temporarily the duties on competing imports 15 per cent, yet that 
it would be patriotically accepted by the Senate and the President in order to 
avoid the n ty of issuing bondsin time of peace to pay current expenses. 

“We were disa: inted in this hope, as every Democrat and Populist Sen- 
ator, com majority of the Senate, refused even to consider the 
measure. Five so-called silver Republican Senators joined the Democrats 
and a in eaeang te consider the bill, giving notice that they would 
sup) no bill looking in any way to protection unless it should be accom- 

ed with free-silver legislation. 

“In this situation it was obviously useless to talk of any tariff and reci- 

rocity legislation at this session. Hundreds of interests each asked that the 
Comantttes om Ways and Means would report and pass through the House 
some tariff bill to relieve its distress, but of course such an action was im- 
practicable. Indeed, if one such bill had been reported every other industry 
would have had friends to offer amendments on the ground that no one in- 
d was entitled to preference. 

“Of course it is im le to legislate for reciprocity arrangements ex- 
cept as a part of lation, use the articles to be used in such 
crags and the duties to be imposed should be indicated by Congress, 
even if we had blican President, and much more so when Mr. Cleve- 
ith the Senate and President hostile to protective legis- 
lation any action by the H that direction would be useless and probably 


ouse in 
in the future. 

“There haye been some su: ions that a bill might be cloth- 
ing the with meet what is regarded as discriminating 
legislation by foreign countries nst American flour. The authority the 
President now has under the act of August 30, 1890, as far as any one 
would care to discretion in the hands of President Cleveland. That 
act authorizes President to prohibit the importation of such articles as 


he thinks when coming from a country which in his judgment un- 
justly against any American product. 

7 Committee on Ways and Means has inv ted the workings of 
reci) ts made under the tariff act of 1890, and will present a 


procity 
report benefits of such ew gery and declaring (unanimously, 
are concerned) fora return to reciprocity and pro- 

le shall elect a Republican Senate and President 
witha Seegene House. This seems to be all that is practi- 
Repu secure the President, as well as the Senate.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, so far as my own position in this 


matter is Ihaveno fear. I have been recognized, ever 
since I was old tovote, as a Republicanand in favor of the 
protective-tariff I have not felt that it was my duty to 


constantly rise in my place and shout that I was a protectionist, 
because everybody knew I was a protectionist. And now asingle 
additional proposition and I am through. I have not been in- 
formed, so as to make ing poarenies upon my mind, that there 
have been factions in the Ways and Means Committee, or in the 


Means Committee, making plain to the country the reasons | 








general Republican membership of the House of Representatives, 
upon any of these questions. In the very earliest days of this ses- 
sion it was decided without dissent in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee that the Dingley bill should be passed and sent to the 
Senate as a tentative measure in the interest of upholding the 
Treasury and protecting the credit of the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So far as the Republican members were con- 
cerned. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as the Republican members were 
concerned; and, so far as the Republican members were con- 
cerned, there were no two opinions in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee upon that questiogp. Whatever was right about it, or 
whatever was wrong about it, I take my share of the responsibility 
irrespective of the action of any other man or any other set of 
men, and I stand by it now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Neither was there any difference of opinion 
among the Republicans of the House. Every Republican member 
voted solidly in favor of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just going to say that when it came 
into the House it was passed without dissent. Nobody waived his 
views — the subject of the protective tariff in voting for that 
bill; nobody undertook to modify the platforms or the declara- 
tions of the Republican party; but ina spirit of patriotism we 
— the act and inaugurated an effort to secure relief to the 
vankrupt Treasury of the country. Since that time, if there have 
been any factions I have not heard of them. I have differed upon 
questions of policy with some of the members of the committee 
and of the House, but there have been no lines drawn; the points 
of difference, if any existed, are immaterial, and I would not, if it 
had not been put in plain print, have even referred to it. 

I have never understood that the Speaker of this House has 
attempted in any manner to influence the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee upon any one of these questions, nor have I understood 
that he has attempted to invade the independence of any other 
man; and I would scorn to admit that I belonged to the American 
Congress if it was composed of a body of men without manhood 
enough to assert their personal independence on this floor, but 
would be compelled to follow the dictates of anybody or any set 
of men on the floor or elsewhere. [Applause.] : 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in factions in politics. There 
should be no factions in politics. The Republican party of the 
country is charged with the duty of rising above factions, of rising 
above partisanship, in an effort to improve the condition of affairs 
and to save the country from bankruptcy and a ruined Treasury, 
from a debased currency and overthrown credit, and to restore 
confidence and prosperity to the country in every feature. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

I therefore condemn this article as having misrepresented myself 
in particular, as having misrepresented the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee wholly and absolutely, and as having sent out to the coun- 
try the idea that the Speaker of this House had formed factions 
within this body and was undertaking to dictate the legislation of 
the Houseof Representatives. When you believe that, you believe 
in the degradation, the absolute degradation, of every member 
of the Ways and Means Committee. When you publish such a 
statement as that, you publish to the world the assertion that the 
gentlemen composing that committee have not the manhood de- 
manded of an American Congressman or of an American states- 
man. And I denounce the publication from that standpoint. 

Now a word as to the young man who made the publication. 
He has doubtless been misled by somebody, or has misinterpreted 
the statement he got. And doubtless with zeal overstepping the 
bounds of discretion he made the publication that he ought not 
to have made. And Ihave said what I have said, first, for my own 
protection; second, in defense of the gentlemen with whom I am 
associated; third, in defense of the honor and the integrity of the 
House of Representatives, and fourth, in order that the countr 
may not believe that there are such things as factions here, which 
for personal ends or for the purpose of rewarding friends or other- 
wise undertake to control legislation on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. [Applause. | 


VETOED BILL—FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for 

po consideration the veto message of the President on the 
vill (Hi. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover. I desire 
that the bill shall be read first and then the veto message of the 
President accompanying it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of Francis E. Hoover, late a private of Company I of the 
Sixty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of the pension 
now being drawn by him. 

The veto message was read at length. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Now lI desire to have read the report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on this message. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman have the original report 
also read? 
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Mr, KIRKPATRICK. I have no objection to its being read. made familiar with the conditions and surroun 


circumstances ding this unfor- 
KE ; ; ; hat not one of them can be found that will feel that the 
Mr. DOCKERY. I hope it will be read, inasmuch as it has | {UPA Cone att on incrininath rant. 
been referred to in the veto message. esented to us in the first instance, on against him. When this bifi wes 
3 
) 


oa 


See 
= 
G 


mena ony Sh Tomas 


eee 


saath 


ve 


’ i on | the main to the dis: condition of the soldier and his h . 

a ee I ask first the reading of the report an . ne aid Le Gotromes = vs nal that = root = ud honorable 0 
ssage. ; . army service us In gran ’ i 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me, 1 would | now; but amainws tn tie aeblehes 1 ng iS Fgh Bo] tar 

suggest that he have the original report read first and then the tataty ime fammection betwese the acldier"s service and his disability, wo 

report on the message, so that we can have the case stated in con- ing the ye The bill ot $50 per o pe precedents in recommend. 

secutive order, been shown to 


for 


case, this connection oer satistnotion ou nae 
: . + os 7 r recommenda- 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Ihave not in my possession the origi- | tion would have been $72 a month. 
Santt ; % Since filing our first much additional testimony has been submi 
= — eeckcente aeanan ae tsreading. I ask the read and a reexamination of the case convinces us that the soldier's disabilite is 


fairly traceable to his army service, and that he is therefore justly entitle 
The Clerk read as follows: to $72 per mon ntitied 


th. 
Francis E. H claimant, enlisted in Compan - wate 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of | ment of Ohio paren, te in = 1864, when he was paxty a gi 

ne te the President of the United States vetoing House bill No. 10%, entitled “An | Without being acclimated or in any way inured to the hardships of asoldicr's 
ant granting a epnees to Francis E. Hoover,” submit the following as a re- | life, he was at once put into active —- with General Sherman, and par- 

sult of its investigation: icipa and skirmishes of that vigo' campaign as 

The President justifies his veto of this measure mpon the ground that the | sameness spe aeeuee a resulting in 
t 
i 


. 
iJ 
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present unfortunate condition of this soldier is not due to his army service = ge ee eet veghweat ne to _ rt = bis marc a tO 
o 2 CO » | the was su c 
and that such legislation is an unfair discrimination against many thousand ee h t & tirescune anh c meral Thomas: 


2 re ee 


worthy soldiers similarly situated. ~ ch back 


on tha’ 
to Nashville. H cipated in the battles of S: ring Hill d Frankli ( 
Your committee, after a most patient and thorough consideration of the | then in the two days’ struggle with Hood at Naaheilie. iio seen: and 
active pursuit of the remnant of Hood's army, and as a result of his extreme 


and rtion varicose veins appeared in both of his legs. is con- 
slation of thic characteris by nomeans new. Itisfound in the records | dition on es ones. This con 


of every Congress from the organization of the Government to the present | they would remain in that a ith but a short mea, h — were healed 
r ; con on a w agai 
time, and since the closw of the war similar acts are quite frequent. teatkout in festering sores. Deals eves meee 


) reasons urged by the President for withholding his to this bill, are 
| This has continued at’ inte ae ht 
There is no constitutional inhibition on the power of Congress intervals ever since his 


= of the opinion that the justification urged is wholly untenable. 
ie 


to t | army service. Ho uch of the from these festerin, 28 Passe 
pensions by special bills, nor is it essential that the disability for which the | into'the cirealation and Se aoe diffieeit we 
—— is granted should be of service origin. We could cite many prece- tell; but that much of this did take place is evident from the fact that the 
e 


nts where special pensions have been ted and approved by the Execu- he ould not remain but would break rai 
tive without reterente to the origin of fh isability. ~- ” es edits gh aw e “ — — 


ed with equal, if not greater, violence. 

The pensions anted to our distinguished generals and their widows by | It also pears from the statements of the physicians who have examined 
special acts of Congress are not always based upon disabilities directly | him that tite legs are badly swollen and discolored. They also tell us that 
traceable to the military service of the soldier. In many of these cases the | structural changes have taken place in the articulation of the joints. This 
disability or death of the soldier can not be shown to have resulted from | would hardly have been looked for if the blood current had been pure. Had 
his army service, yet none of these measures have encountered the Execu- | there been no other complications it is quite evident that this disease alone 
tive veto. would have wiimabely senteres the soldier helpless, and perhaps ere this. 

Under these circumstances we can not conclude that the e of this | But in 1886 he wasattacked with rheumatism, from which he never recovered. 
bill is an unjust discrimination against thousands of deserving soldiers, but | There were periods of partial relief from the effects of this disease, but thers 
to refuse to grant relief in this case, in our opinion, would be an unwarranted | were recurrences of the attack, and each time with greater severity. About 
discrimination against the private. 


four years this disease assumed a permanent and most distressing form. 
If we are to follow the rule laid down in this case by the President, Con- | Every joint in the body became ankylosed. “He can not now move hand oF 
gress must turn a deaf ear to the appeal of every soldier, however pitiable | foot.” He has no use of any of the joints of the body. The spinal column has 
and distressing his condition may be, regardless of the merit of his service 


; become perfectly rigid, and there is no power of rotation of the head—it is 
* or the privations he endured, unless he can show that his helpless and dis- | permanently fixed in one position. He can not turn himself in his bed, and 
ae tressed condition is due to his army service. We can not yield our assent to | would with hunger with victuals all around . Amore distressing 
: this proposition. It is manifestly unjust to thousands of the truest and | condition can not be . How much of this rheumatic condition is 
* 5 bravest soldiers in our Army. due to the ulceration of his legs we are not pe poemered to say; but should 
ety The writer of this report has in mind one of these cases. The soldier was a | it be assumed that his rheumatism is an independent disease, having no con- 
. : : strong, healthy, and robust young man, full 6 feet tall, and with an iron con- | nection with the ulcerations, still we are thoroughly convinced that a sys- 
Sere 4 : stitution in 1861. The firing upon Fort Sumter filled his young heart with | tem so weakened and debilitated ulcerations, and whose blood current 
8 eB oa: triotism, and he entered the service with five of his companions and con- | had been contaminated by a from these festering sores, was 
\ J inued therein until the surrender of Lee at A pomeeeon, During all that | ina condition to the attacks of disease, especially one of such 
ae time he was in the front rank and ici every battle in which his | p; persistence as rheumatism. Dr. Hoopingarner, a reputable and 
eviied © command was engaged. He never shirked a a sought refuge in time | eminent physician of Eikbert, Ind. who, after the soldier and 
aa a of danger, He wasalways first to respond toa for volunteers to perform | making acquainted with the history of his case, es the following 
f ’ P some deed of Careeg or heroism. He was never in a hospital except to visit | statement under oath: 
f 7 a some sick or wounded comrade during all of his service. He walked every “There can be no doubt; at least to my mind, that the causative factor to 
| , step from Atlanta to the sea, and from the sea back through the Carolinas to | this diseased conditio toid arthritis, is to be traced and placed to the 
Washington. He was first in line at the bugle’s call > march when | exposure incident to military life; the damp ground upon which he slept, the 
the command was given. In sunshine and storm he kept his place and fol- r food, the mental strain and excitement produced a poor condition of 
’ lowed where duty led; whether wading swamps or climbing mountains it y, which in after years was unable to the ravages of disease, and in 
was all the same to him. He slept in the mud and rain, and, in fact, endured | this broken-down condition of body this essentially chronic disease found au 
all the hardships and privations of a soldier's life without a murmur. victim.” : 
: When the war was over he returned to his pee free from dis- “This statement is corroborated by four other physicians residing in Elk- 
% ease and disabilities. Fifteen years later the ve and exposures to | hart. The proof abundantly shows that the r has always been an up- 
which he had been subjected commenced to manifest themselves, and were ht man and addicted tono vicious habits. Neither has he exposed himself 
4 evidenced by his bent form and feeble step. When exposed to damp or cold | to any influences calculated to produce these diseases, and we are at a loss to 
f weather, excruciating pains coursed down his back and spine. He was ata | account for them unless they resulted from the fatigues and exposures inci- 
eS. loss to account for these unless they were due to an injury received while | dent to a soldier’s life. 
op assisting to recapture a cannon at Lookout Moun’ ,» where he was thrown With the evidence now before us we as we have stated, that 
violently upon the ground and the wheel of the caisson passed over the small | the t disabilities of this soldier are ly attributable to his army 
J of his back. He remembered that hisinjury caused him much pain in his back coruien. We find him in a most pitiable condition, utterly nai , Tequil-« 
and spine for many days after receiving it, and that these would occa- | ing attendance of a is entirely destitute of all worldly 
sionally return when exposed to the wet and pees never supposed that | means, and has no e aside from the small pittance of $12 per month. 
the injury was serious or that it was calculated to follow him through life. | This will not support much less pay his Seseeery sstentant. All hope 
B As on these pains became more frequent and persistent, render- | of recovery is qo. He and must continue to suffer untold 
2 Se ing it difficult at times to perform manual labor on his farm. Finally, in | tortures until relieves him. He gave the best days of his vigorous 
* Reis! 1887, he was visited with aslight stroke of rendering further manual yoush te ie conater, ont out of his helplesaness he asks us for broad 0:1 sup- 
meet depot ion cand ciation Eoeaind tote guano eae te char hes | kee ee ts Lone on there 1s 2 
: s In his dist condition ora show tha our can never Bre ht 
uae his spinal affection was due to the njury received at Lookout Mountain; but | dollar in the unfortunate soldier has claims 


. 


a P| here was he to obtain the 's? One of his five companions was killed at | u his country to w. Congress ought not toturnadeaf ear. We there- 
Eee htlant another died in Andersonville, the third missing at Re- Save cormualiy recoummnned that the do pass, the President's veto to the 


hese soon died of a wound received wh the march to the sea, while th ' 
Macat diligent search failed to reveal the whereabouts of the other, and it is | Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand oe ca ene 
ible he also is dead. After endeavoring for years to furnish the required | man from Kansas “oat KIRKPATRICK] kindly yields tha - 
f femne tenet oh gegen yaw under the act of 18%, | inal report of the ttee on Invalid Pensions may be read, so 
“iis diseases until now hes aa helpless as a babe, and requires a that the whole case may be before the House. 


! 
E 
Z 


r 

means all exhausted, and this KIRKPATRI I have no objection to that. . 

smal! pension and the charit of neighbors is all that stands between hiss Y. Iwunderstand this to be the report on which 

his ition he confesses his inability to show rested his veto. 

ij Lane at cari tnity us treved tonoothersource and heslsoappeaistcthetGor, | Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir 

’ noothe . hi . ° 

4 ernment he offered hislife tosave toprotecthimandhistamllyfromthepoor. | | Mr. STEELE. ‘The President hed before him the other papers 
5 commi ,on Government, answ t] 

; while the President. if he adheres to the rule enunciated, must answer “* No.” a= came, oe ny edbo rope 

i$ We can not but express the that the President, on a more thorough as 

. consideration of this matter. the conclusion 


G 


wi y forced | _ Thesoldierseryed one nine months, and nine days in Company I, Sixty- 
upon your committee, that it is not always essential to trace the disability to | fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was peneoesty discharged 
| ering service 0 0 pest cenit £2 Sratne 2 Pei oct aidan ct ave | seine aa anette ae 7 
cr t en a : 0 
i pponth to r. Hoover is an unjust discrimingtion —_— many thousand | August %, 1890, pension was to $12 in 1893. The testimony 
uel deserving soldiers similarly situated. Canes 0 of this ast be ERT origin. 
: — oon ee oubt very much if one can be found equaling = ao y He can not be 
@ Witb our knowledge of and intimate relations with the old soldiers of this moved witout suffering the most excruciating pain from head to foot, 
a is country and their sense of justice, we feel warranted in saying that when ' no hope of recovery. 
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On account of the terrible suffering of this soldier and the necessity for 
constant assistance, taken in connection with his poverty, your committee 
believe the case is one callin 
soldier's disease was of ser \ 
vz per month under the law, and his case is so extraordinary your committee 
believe that he should receive said sum. It therefore reports the bill back 


for the special intervention of Congress. 


1 If the 
ori 


n he would undoubtedly be entitled to 


recommendation that it do pass, with the following amendment: 
wie eat the word “seventy-two,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ fifty.” 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was first 
presented to the Committee on Invalid Pensions it was proposed 
to pay @ pension of $72 per month to Mr. Hoover. The testimony 
offered at that time in support of the measure was confined in the 
main to the helpless and pitiable condition of the soldier and his 
honorable service. With reference to the origin of the disease 
the testimony was on meager; and the committee, following 
man ents and concluding that the testimony failed to show 
conclusively that the disability of the soldier was directly due to 
his army service, recommended the passage of the bill with an 
amendment fixing the pension at $50 a month. In that form the 
pill was recommended by our committee and subsequently passed. 
The President bases his veto upon the ground that the disability 
of the soldier was not due to his army service, and that its pas- 
sage would be an unjust discrimination against hundreds and 
thousands of deserving soldiers similarly situated. Now, I appre- 
hend that there is not to be found in the United States a case 

el to this—not one; and therefore I am not persuaded that 
the granting of this — would be an unjust discrimination 
against any other soldier. 

Then, again, the records of every Congress from the organiza- 
tion of this Government to this day contain precedents for legis- 
lation of this character. There is no constitutional or other limi- 
tation, so far as I know, upon the power of Congress to grant 

nsions. Nor is it essential in such cases that the disability be 

irectly traced to the army service of the soldier. In cases of 
this kind the whole matter is left tothe good judgment and sound 
sense of Congress itself. The power thus confided to Congress 
has been exercised, as I have just remarked, all along the line 
from the organization of this Government to the present day, and 
was never called in question until this message of the President 
was sent to the House—never. 

Let me invite your attention, Mr. Speaker, to a few cases, not 
with the view of criticising Congress or anyone else for the pas- 
sage of the measures to which I am about to refer, but as sustain- 
ing my contention. Who will contend for a moment that the 
death of Ulysses 8S. Grant was directly traceable to his army serv- 
ice? Was any claim of thatkind made? A similar question might 
be asked with reference to General Logan and numbers of other 
distinguished erals of the late war. In nine cases out of ten 
when ills on behalf of our distinguished generals or their 
widows were passed no claim was made that the soldier had died 
of diseases contracted in the service or that his disability was 
traceable to service origin. The matter was left to the sound 
judgment of Congress; and those pensions were granted because 
of the patriotic services of those distinguished officers, not because 
they had contracted disabilities in rcepate of the a States. 

is ts an important question to this Congress; 
and if it should SS sustained it places upon the power of Congress 
@ limitation that has never existed prior to this time. The lim- 


itation t to be applied here is a direct thrust at the private 
soldier, imposes upon him burdens not imposed upon the 


If the private soldier must trace his disability to his army 
, why not the general or his widow? Need I say, Mr. 
, that a precedent of this kind is manifestly unjust to some 
bravest and best soldiers this country ever saw? It not un- 
, tly —— that such a soldier is unable to prove that his 
. is 
'y 


eb} 


y traceable to his army service. It most fre- 
that the man who has a good hospital record is 
e to trace his disabili 


i 


~ os haecmuteead min 

every day u e in the ormance of his duty. 

it to be anid that Congress shall be limited in its power to 
rant pensions to deserving soldiers because, through the peculiar 

circumstances of the case perhaps, the soldier may be unable to 

that disability originated in the service? If that is to 
So 


repeat, it is a limitation that has never existed here- 
as this case is concerned, it matters but little; but 
it is of the highest importance to the soldiers of 
nited States. 
When this of the President pointing out his objections 
this bill our committee, we concluded that we would 
the case for the p of ascertaining, if possible, 
this soldier’s disability was traceable directly to his army 
We secured a large amount of testimony that had not 
been filed before us—— 

A Memper. Some of it had been filed with the Senate. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes; a large amount of testimony that 
filed in the Saar ane viet boon placed before us. There was 


was 
also testimony in the Office that had been accessible to us 
all the while, but we had not deemed it necessary to go into its 
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examination. But on receipt of this message and on reexamining 
the case we went over all this testimony. We took that on file 
in the Pension Office and that on file with the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, and also the additional testimony which had reached 
our committee by that time. Asa result of this reexamination 
we are able to say beyond any sort of controversy that this sol- 
dier’s deplorable conditionis directly traceable to Bis army service. 

But I want to be distinctly understood that we are not conced- 
ing for one moment that it is necessary as a prerequisite to grant- 
ing a pension to this man that this fact should be shown. It is a 
matter within the sound discretion of Congress and does not de- 
pend upon proof showing the disability due to the soldier's army 
service. And although we have reexamined this case for the pur- 
pose of satisfying ourselves and the country that this man’s disabil- 
ity is directly due to his army service, we are here protesting that 
that is not essential to the power of Congress to grant a pension. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we passed a general act in 1890, perhaps one 
of the most liberal pension bills to be found upon the statute books 
of any country in the civilized world. That bill does not equalize 
the services of all of the soldiers, but it simply permits each man 
to draw $12 a month under certain conditions. One man under 
that bill may be able to receive $12 per month whose disabilities 
are insignificant in proportion to the disabilities of another soldier. 
Is it to be said that because we passed this bill we thereby placed 
a limitation on the power of Congress to take up a deserving case 
of extreme hardship and treat it specially? That would seem to 
be true if the precedent established by this message is to be en- 
forced in the future. We contend that the Congress of the United 
States in its power may; take up any individval case of any soldier, 
whether a general or a private, or of the widow of a general or a 
private, look into the hardships of the case,into the military serv- 
ice of the soldier, and grant such relief as we, in our judgment, 
think proper. Itis not the province of the President of the United 
States to place alimitation upon that power. Itis not an injustice 
to hundreds and thousands of other sobiiers. Why, take this pitia- 
ble case, if you please. Here is aman on his back, with his hand 
in a sling the principal part of the time. He is absolutely unable 
to move hand or foot or finger, and would starve to death with 
victuals all around his bed. He served buta year and nine months, 
and yet there are men who served three, four, and five years. Is 
it to be said under these circumstances that Congress can not step 
in and administer relief in this extraordinary case simply because 
it will not or can not place every man upon the rolls at the same 
identical rate? I do not believe that proposition at all. It is 
always in the power of Congress itself, and I do not believe that 
the Congress of the United States will sit idly by and tamely sub- 
mit to the limitation uporrits power that must follow if this mes- 
sage becomes a precedent in the future. I believe that Congress 
should exert its power, and that its members should exert that 
power conferred upon them, and determine by their vote to-day 
in passing upon this message whether or not an extra constitu- 
tional limitation shall be placed upon the power of Congress. 

I appeal to the members of this House to stand up and insist 
upon the principle that Congress has the power to determine the 
amount that shall be paid to any poor, unfortunate soldier, and 
they may do that regardless of whether they make the bill general 
or special. [Applause.] One man may serve in the army three 
years and suffer no serious disability. Another man may serve 
two days and two nights and receive a disability that must fol- 
low him all through life. Consequently, are you able to even this 
matter up in a general bill? It is utterly and absolutely impos- 
sible. e should meet all of these general cases bya general bill, 
but the extraordinary cases must be met by special legislation; 
and I am unable to understand upon what principle the President 
of the United States can approve of a pension to a widow of a 
general, where it is not contended that the soldier’s death is due 
or attributable to his army service, and at the same time deny us 
the right to give this poor Indiana private $50 a month. The 
truth is that this man should have $72 a month under the general 
law. There is no doubt about it, under the testimony that is sub- 
mitted to our committee. 

Under the testimony submitted when we made our first report 
he would not have received that sum under the general law, but 
the committee, exercising that power heretofore always exercised, 
recommended the passage of the bill at $50 a month, $22 less than 
the rate whieh the soldier would be entitled to receive in case he 
could have established that fact. 

But the strong point I wish to urge here upon this House is that 
there is no limitation on the power of Congress in granting pen- 
sions, and that this message, if it becomes a precedent, will fix a 
limitation not known to the Constitution or to the law, and will 
deprive Congress of the power to administer relief and justice in 
hundreds, yea, thousands, of deserving cases that can not be 
reached in any other way. I therefore hope that this House will 
vote solidly to pass this bill for this poor soldier, the veto of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding. [{Applause.]} 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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case of officers, and it is urged upon all sides, that we must recog- 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, the only information accessible 
to the President when he received this bill was the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and such evidence as was on file 
in the Pension Bureau. I have caused an abstract to be made of 
the evidence there, and I send that to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[Francis E. Hoover, Company i he Ohio Infantry. Certificate 
oO. e 








nize the extraordinarily meritorious services they have rendered 
the country, because they occupied positions as general officers 
I differ with the House in that position, because a general 01). 
cer was paid a salary commensurate with the extraordinary sey. 
ices he rendered his country—from $5,000 to $7,500 a year.” Thwy 
gave their talent, they gave their time, they gave all they ha. 
and so did you and I, sir, who served in the ranks and receive; 
but $16a month. [Applanse.] We gave all we had to give to t}); 
country; and there should be no distinction. 
Perhaps if the facts presented by the committee in this su)ao. 
vent _—— were true this case might receive my approval: ji: 
the gentleman in drawing this report has shown that he has ay 
imaginative mind that would surpass that of Don Quixote. Oy, 
the top of page 2 the gentleman says: 
The writer of this report has in mind one of these cases. The soldier was 
a strong, healthy, and robust young man, full 6 feet tall, and with ay i; 


constitution in 1861. The firing upon Fort Sumter filled his youn. |)... 
with patriotism, and he ntarel te service with five of his sonipanioae - 


STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

This ciaimant filed a declaration under the act of June 27, 1890, on the 25th 
of August, 1800, alleging chronic rheumatism and disease of kidneys. The 
War Department ——s that he enlisted in the above-named organization 
February 24, 1864,and was discharged December 3, 1865, 

He was examined by the board of surgeons of Salem, Oreg., May 13, 1891, 
which reported a rating of five-eighteenths ($5) for “ rheumatic disability.” 
It will be observed that the rate recommended by the board was less than 
the minimum rate allowed under the act of June 27, 1890, yet the claim was 
allowed and certificate issued October 7, 1891, at the rate of $8 per month 
from August 25, 1800, date of filing application. 

He filed a claim, under the same act, for increase September 2%, 1892, in 
— he alleged chronic rheumatism and varicose ulcers due to varicose 
veins. 

In an affidavit filed November 13, 1893, he states: “I became aware that I 
had varicose veins in 1891, and that these ulcers were caused from them, but 
the ulcers date back to December, 1864. When the first one aupeqres I was 
ee then aware that it was caused from varicose veins, as physicians now 

‘orm me.”’ 

He was examined under this puptostion February 27, 1893, by the board of 
surgeons at Goshen, Ind., which reported a rate of eight-eighteenths for 
rheumatism and seventeen-eighteenths for varicose veins and results yet 
the board states in that report that the claimant ‘‘is three-fourths disabled 
from manual labor."’ Notwithstanding this the claim for increase was al- 
lowed and certificate issued January 23, 1894, at the liberal rate of $12 per 
month (maximum under the act of June 27, 1890, for total disability) from 
February 22, 1803, the date of the examination, for rheumatism and varicose 
veins and resulting ulcers. 

The claimant never filed an application under the general law, and has 
never stated whether the disabilities for which he is pensioned are due to 
and caused by his military service. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the report filed by the 
committee it is expressly stated that the disease is not of service 
origin. The testimony on file in the Pension Bureau corroborates 
that, and the applicant never believed that he had any just cause 
and never made any application for a pension under the general 
law. It is simply idle and silly to attempt to do what is attempted 
in the second report filed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
viz, to set up the plea that the disease is owing to service origin, 
or that his present condition is attributable to it in any way. 

There are more than the usual absurdities of a plea of confes- 
sion and avoidance in the second report of the committee. 

I yield such time as he may want to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia {jMr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I opposed this case in Committee of 
the Whole when it was up for considefation, and did so upon the 
report presented by the committee; assuming, of course, that the 
committee when it takes nothing but ex testimony would 
present to the body that has to pass upon their labors at least as 
good a case as they could make out. ow, the committee at that 
time stated emphatically in their report: 

ia testimony does not show the disease of the soldier to be of service 
oO n. 


Upon that testimony this House acted. Now, then, if this 
House is to assume the position that was assumed by the adoption 
of this report in the granting of this pension, t me to say to 
you in all candor that it is a species of legislation that 
will not receive the commendation, in my mind, of the sober 
second thought of the American people. ere are in this coun- 
uy hundreds and thousands of men who were in the service 
who are to-day totally incapacitated from performing any species 
of labor. If one man who is now disabled is entitled to a pen- 
sion a $50 Saad a ee then ow aeearee me = ~ 

ou what a s system you are here promote. It 

as been stated upon the floor of this House that there have been 
introduced so far something over 3,000 pension bills, during this 
session of six months; thirty or forty of them have become law 
and at the time this Con shall close possibly a hundred will 
have become law. At t time I assume there will have been 
introduced at least 10,000 cases for special pensions; and I base 
that estimate on the rate they are coming into the Halls of Con- 
gress to-day; because the action of this body has invited every 
man in the country who was in the service to come to Congress 
and apply for a special pension. You pension some because there 
is an imaginary connection between their disability and their 
service; in pension others because of ial meritorious serv- 
ices, and there is not a case ted that some special 
ar ent is not urged in its bi , 
do not appear here as the special advocate of the President. 
There are very few questions upon which we agree; and I regret, 
with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KiRKPATRICK], that the 
President has seen fit in all cases so far presented to veto only 
the pensions of private soldiers. I believe that every case that 
has Congress giving an increase of pension to the widow 
of an officer, or an increased pension to an officer himself, should 
have received the veto of the President; but we are urged in the 


[A plause. | 
: ebaeqesnity he talks about “marching through the mud from 
Atlanta to the sea, and from there up through the Carolinas.” | 
thought when I read this report the gentleman was talking about 
Francis E. Hoover, but when I got down to Francis E. Hoover 
at the bottom of page 3, I found that he enlisted in February, 1414) 
and never could have marched through this mud from Atlanta to 
the sea, because the gentleman says that he went back to Nash- 
ville; and false in part might perhaps be assumed to be false in 
whole, But I will say here, Mr. Speaker, that if the report now 
ones had been made when the case was first presented to this 
ouse Ishonld, perhaps, have given it my approval; but the Prvsi- 
dent acted upon the report of the committee, and could not have 
gotten information beyond the evidence in the Pension Office. 

There is not a line ora scrap that goes to show that this soldier's 
present disability is the t of his service. To illustrate that 
point, this man never applied for a pension under any of the prior 
acts. He never applied for a pension until after the act of 1s), 
which is prima facie evidence that his present condition is not the 
result of service. The President took the evidence before him. 
He said, as I would say and as others would say even on the eve 
of a great political campaign, that it is not right, that it is not 
proper, that itis not becoming the representatives of the great 
American people to pick out a particular case, present ex parte 
testimony, and give the soldier a pension of $50 a month. If the 
position which the gentleman assumes in his subsequent report is 
correct; if he has abundance of testimony to show that the present 
disability of this man is the result of his service, then I say it is 
unbecoming for him to to pass this bill over the President's 
veto. What he — to do is to bring before this Congress a bill 
——— this soldier at $72 a month, the amount to which, in 

is present condition, he would be entitled if the gentleman's 
position is co 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I know how members of Congress feel 
on ion cases. I know that in 1888 we made all that could be 
made out of the r soldier. I know that we vilified, and | 
might say falsified, and made all we could out of the pension 
record of Grover Cleveland, but in 1892 evidently the sober second 
thought of the American fe did not condemn that record, at 
least not to a sufficient e 6 to defeat him in his campaign for 
reelection. I believe, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House. 
that the sober second thought of every man here will conclude 
that the position of the President in this case is right, whatever 
it may be or may have been in some other cases. He reviewed 
the testimony before him and came to the conclusion, as I believe, 
as any fair-minded man must do, that this was a case of special 
pernicious legislation; and let me add, as I have already said, our 
pension 1 tion here has done more to debauch the sentiment 
of the American people than the action taken upon any other 
questions that have come before Congress. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. , L yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop]. : 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the question in regard to this veto 
m presents very fairly the issue that is made by the Pres'- 
dent with the Congress. The question is, Whether we shall apply 
one rule of evidence to a private soldier and to his widow, aud 
another to an officer of rank and to the widow of such an 
officer; whether in the one case we shall we oe proof of disability 
from army service, and in the other case exempt the appli- 
cant from that requirement. That is the question, and it is upon 
that which I desire the attention of the House for a few moments. 

Let me say in the outset that I do not entirely with the 

of the committee that has been filed in the case of this veto. 
sy in Oonprels ant Soeaee Meant ants peeproensed oo | 
up in an pass upon it as it was presen . 
think that any subsequent evidence which went before the com- 
mittee t not to have any weight with the House on this oc; 
sion, and I therefore address er to the condition as it existed 
when the bill was reported by the committee and as it was when 
passed by this House. It has been said that an officer is entitled 
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to a pension of larger amount than the private soldier, and is en- 


titled to have that pension upon less proof, on account of his dis- 
tinguished service. That is the issue which is made here. The 
President so far has vetoed no bill granting or increasing pensions 
to officers of no or to their widows, although the evidence 
failed to show death or disease as results of army service. Pen- 
sion vetoes seem only to be the portion of the soldiers and officers 
line. 

ee soldier, Francis E. Hoover, enlisted at the age of 16 years. 
Something has been said to the effect that he did not enter the 
service early in the war, but evidently he got into the Army as 
early as he could be admitted. He was in the memorable cam- 
paign in middle Tennessee in 1864, which resulted—the only in- 
stance in the history of the struggle from 1861 to 1865—in the de- 
struction of a Confederate army in a pitched battle. The:e have 
been a great many criticisms upon the generalship of that cam- 
paign. On the eve of the battle of Franklin there was crimina- 
tiou and recrimination between the Confederate commander and 
his lieutenants, Pat Cleburne, the Stonewall of the Western Con- 
federate army, went outof thatstormy council into the fiery charge 
and to his death; but I ask you who has ever criticised the sol- 
dierly conduct of either the Union or the Confederate private 
soldiers on that bloody field? 

There has been criticism of the whole campaign that led up to 
the siege and battle of Nashville. The Confederate commander 
has been criticised. The Union commander—that sturdy Vir- 
ginia patriot and incomparable soldier, George H. Thomas—was 
on the point of being relieved. He was criticised and misunder- 
stood by the country; misunderstood by the silent commander of 
the Army; misunderstood by the President—understood only by 
the privates of the Army of the Cumberland, who always trusted 
in him. There has been much military criticism upon that entire 
campaign. It has been claimed that the stand should have been 
made at Pulaski, or at Columbia, or at Franklin, rather than at 
Nashville. But who has ever criticised the soldierly conduct of the 
privates of that — of the cavalrymen who charged and car- 
ried breastworks and forts, or even of that black line—men with 
black faces, but white souls—who charged up Overton’s Hill and 
left their dead and wounded thickly strewn along the slope? 

There has been criticism as to the following up of the Confed- 
erate army after that battle. One officer of considerable rank 
made a mistake and sent the pontoons on another road; but who 
has ever criticised the energy or persistence of the private soldiers 
in that relentless pursuit? In that campaign 
and in those battles was Francis E. Hoover. He fought by day 

ht. At Pulaski, at Columbia, at Spring 
ashville, he was in the fight, he was in the 
pursuit, Through mud and rain and sleet and storm he marched 
and did his “a There is not a record of dishonorable conduct 
against him. tis hiscondition to-day? Helpless—more help- 
less than an infant. If water were within arm’s length of him 


he might from thirst, because he could not carry the gob- 
let to his _ If food were placed in his hands he might die of 
starvation, use the arms that once supported his country’s 


flag and carried the musket in its defense are no longer under the 
control of his will and could not carry the food to his mouth. 

I can think of nothing more helpless than the condition of this 
soldier as disclosed by the evidence which came before the com- 
mittee, unless it was the condition of his own country early in 
1861, when there were foes without the capital and foes within. 
The country was affected then with a more deadly disease than 

ysis. Our wT vane was it? Our Treasury—where was 
money that ought to have been there? What was thecondition 
Army then saree among the privates; treason among 
cers of high . And then the country in its weakness, 
—- reached out and leaned upon such men as 
E. . It leaned upon their strength, and they gath- 
to its a. They saved its life. But now that country 
us and powerful; and Francis E. Hoover 

heart and his eyes toward it—he can not turn his help- 
body—and asks for relief in his utter want and destitution. 
the President of the United States—shall I say it?—he asks 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army in which he once venastly 
served, for relief; and he is told that while the offi- 

mistakes shall be exempted from proving disabili- 
of service origin, a private of honorable record, who made no 
to prove the pathological connection 

his army service an yt eagerces condition, 

out case beyond possibility of a 


something ies said about other similar cases, 
and it has meet Sas to t relief to this soldier would be 
unjust others. Sir, so far as the duty 
present hour is concerned there is only one 
case of Francis E. Hoover. We ought to pen- 
reason that we have pensioned generals and 
generals—on the ground of previous honorable 
absolute helplessness, destitution, and want. 
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It may not be very long, Mr. Speaker, before the Republic will 
have occasion to summon again its young men into the ranks of 
its armies. It is a good thing at this time to show that the na- 
tion is not ungrateful to its private soldiers. If there were but 
$50 in the Treasury the best investment that could be made of 
that money would be to draw it out and pay the first month's 
pension to Francis E. Hoover under this act, which I hope will 
soon become a law, ‘‘ the objections of the President to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” [Loud applause. | 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I hope now that gentle- 
men on the other side will use some time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York obtained the floor. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Well, Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be 
nobody desiring to talk further, I will move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] has been recognized. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The gentleman will excuse me; I did 
not observe it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have learned 
for the first time that I am a negative quantity in this body, for 
the gentleman from Kansas has just told us, upon my rising, that 
he had noticed that no one else wished to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. HARDY. He did not know that you wanted to be heard. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen, that the question before the House is whether this 
veto message of the President of the United States in reference to 
this particular measure 1s proper or not. There is no question as 
to our sympathy with the men who fought and won in the late 
civil war. There would seem to me to be no occasion for elo- 
quent or patriotic addresses such as that to which we have just 
listened from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop}. There 
would seem to me to be no occasion for the reading of a report 
such as that which was framed by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. KirKPATRICK]. That report in favor of this bill contains 
two or three pages referring to some hypothetical case, some case 
radically different from the case now under consideration. 

This bill, providing for the granting of pension or additional pen- 
sion to Francis E. Hoover, was passed on one of those Fridays in 
April last when the distinguished gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] obtained control of this body, when all debate was 
silenced, when the gag rule was applied, and pension bill after pen- 
sion bill was forced through this House without any consideration. 
If gentlemen will look at the Recorp of April 3, 1896, they will 
find that no debate was allowed on this bill and that it was passed 
under the operation of the previous question. 

Now, let that be the general rule which obtains in reference to 
pension bills. You of the majority here are all-powerful; and if 
the distinguished Committee on Rules—for the ability of whose 
members [ have the highest respect and esteem-—--if that distin- 
guished committee sees fit at any time to grant the prayer of the 
gentleman from South Dakota you can have one day or two days 

or three days devoted entirely to the consideration of these pen- 
sion bills. But the next time that you bring in a rule do not give 
us ten minutes for debate; do not give us five minutes for debate: 
do not give us one minute for the consideration of any pension 
bill, but let the previous question be considered as ordered at 
once, and let each and every pension bill be passed without regard 
to its merit. 

Let me for a moment or two call your attention to the existing 
legislation, or the present system of legislation, which obtains with 
reference to pensions. We havethe general pension law, which is 
all right, under which some eighty-one or eighty-two millions of 
dollars a year are paid out of the national Treasury; we have the 
dependent pension act of 1890, under which some sixty-one mil- 
lions are paid annually; and in addition to these general laws we 
have passed during the present session a law for the benefit of the 
bounty jumpers, the deserters, and for the benefit of the ex-con- 
federates—a general law which requires some six or seven mil- 
lions more per annum for its payment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let the House understand exactly your pen- 
sion legislation. While you may gain in the main a few votes 
from the soldiers, the ex-soldiers, or the veterans, you will find if 
you persist in the enactment of this extravagant legislation united 
against you all the toilers and wage earners of this nation. The 
people at large are perfectly willing that you should pay full and 
a pensions. They have never objected to that. They are 
perfectly willing that a sum such as that advocated by General Gar- 
field in the years past should be paid to the veterans of the war; and 
you will pamaan ber that General Garfield said, if I mistake not 
away back in 1872 or 1874, that he thought we had then reached 
the high-water mark of pension appropriations; and unless in the 
future there were wanton and extravagant pension legislation there 
would be no greater sum appropriated than the sum appropriated 
at that time. 

But, in addition to the general pension law to which I have 
already referred, we have the act of June 27, 1890, known as the 
dependent pension act, and the iniquitous act of the present ses- 
sion, which is known as the Pickler bill. We have thousands of 
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—— pension bills to which the attention of the House is drawn 
om day today. The minority is powerless to check the passage 
of any one of these private pension bills, however iniquitous it 
may be in scope, in intent, or in operation; and it is only at long 
intervals that our attention is called to some particularly objec- 
tionable measure by the fact that the Chief Magistrate of this na- 
tion has exercised his veto power in reference to it. 

Now, gentlemen, I say that I believe the veto of this particular 
bill, granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover, is an admirable act. 
I believe it to be a most praiseworthy act on the part of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and I, gentlemen, have failed ever to 
read any messsge of Grover Cleveland on a pension bill which 
has not been able and honest and praiseworthy, and in the best 
interests of the people of this country—the veterans or the non- 
veterans—and for the due and proper administration of the pen- 
sion laws. 

There is no question, gentlemen, before you to-day as to the 
power of the President to veto a bill, or as to the power of Con- 
gress to pass a special pension bill. The gentleman from 
[Mr. KIiRKPATRICK] misapprehends in toto the situation. It is 
conceded that Congress has the power to pass these pension bills, 
however pernicious they may be. It is conceded, on the other 
hand, that the President of the United States has, under the Fed- 
eral Constitution, the power to veto a bill not only in cases where 
he thinks the Congress of the United States has ed ultra 
vires, or has transcended its powers, but in other cases where he 
considers the legislation, for any cause whatever, to be unwise or 
improper; and in the case under consideration the question is, Is 
the legislation wise? Is this a proper bill for you, all-powerful 
gentlemen of the majority, to impose on the people of the United 
States? No matter to what extent you may go in your approval 
of existing law in reference to pensions, I ask you to pause and 
hesitate before you vote to override the veto of the President of 
the United States in reference to this particular measure. 

In June, 1890, when the dependent pension act was passed, what 
was said virtually to the people of this country at that time? 
**Give us this dependent pension act with a limit fixed at a cer- 
tain amount,” and you know that the greatest limit of pension 
that can be granted under that act is $12 per month. Ifa man is 
suffering to such an extent as to be incapacitated from earning a 
livelihood either by mental or physical disease, under the act of 
June 27, 1890, he can receive a b pesmney of $12 per month and no 
more, Now, if you pass this bill over the veto you will virtually 
enlarge the sco the entire scope—of the dependent pension act 
of June 27, 1890. 

If you give this soldier $50 or $72 a month—and you might just 
as well vote him $72 as $50 a month—on the theory that he isinca- 
pacitated to such a degree as would entitle him to $50 a month had 
the disease been of service origin, you will open the door so that 
every man in the like situation, so that every man suffering from 
disease admitted not to be of service origin, can come in and de- 
mand a pension of $50 or $72 a month. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will not every solitary 2 act pen- 
sioning a soldier set a precedent, to be followed by everybody, 
just as much as this, and hence will not your argument apply to 
every special act just as well as to this? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, that is a question 
somewhat broad, and I shall endeavor to answer the gentleman 
on some future occasion; but Ido not think it does apply to other 
special bills to the same extent that it applies to particular 
measure 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes. 
Mr. PICKLER. How can you defend the President's veto on 
— when his position is directly con to the act of 1890, 
y which we pension soldiers not for disability incurred in the 
service, but for disability wherever incurred? All that we have 
done in this case and all that we claim is that instead of this man 
getting $12 a month he should have more. Now, how can you 
sustain the veto when we are acting on that very line and uphold- 
i rey eee the law of 1890? 

. BART of New York. Mr. Speaker, I consider that 
— - in ore of the spirit and of the language of the 

w of 1890. 

Mr. PICKLER. The law of 1890 is for disabilities, no difference 
where incurred. Now, even if it should be conceded that this man 
did not get these disabilities in the Army, still he has the disability 
— - — Now, how does it violate the principle of the 

aw 0) 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The law of 1890 fixes a certain 
limit. The idea is that the pension under the act of 1890 
has beer. extended further, by the Con of the United States, 
than in any other country in the world at any period of history. 
The principle established in the act of 1890, promise held out 
to the people of this country on June 27, 1890, was, ‘‘If will 
give these men who fought in the war a certain sum the 
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disability was not incurred in the line of duty, we shall } 

tent with that. If you will give us $8 or $12 = the maximum ©, 
pledge ourselves to ask no more of the Congress of the United 
States.” And Senator Davis, who had that bill in charge in the 
Senate, stated that the maximum expense or cost to be imposed 
upon the taxpayers of the United States would be only $35,000.09 

r annum, as that promise kept? It is true that in the debate 
it was enlarged to forty-one or forty-two million dollars. Has 
that promise been kept? Do you not all know that to-day it c: sts 
the people of this country some sixty-one or sixty-two million do|. 
lars per cones? tay ons under the act of June 27, 1490) 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I know the gentleman isa humanitarian, 
I put it tohim now, what would he do in a case of this kind, with 
this old soldier in this helpless condition, when the question is 
before us as to whether we shall give him more than $12 a month 
or send him to the poorhouse? The a is certainly not in 
favor of sending this old soldier to the poorhouse, is he? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am always very 
glad to listen to the gentleman from South Dakota, and [ shail 
oe endeavor to treat him with the courtesy and amenity 
which sometimes is absent from his treatment of me. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not intentionally. 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Tan never in favor of send- 
ing any soldier to the poorhouse; but I say that, in these excep- 
See a man’s own a provide for him. 
no upon Congress, not to make law, bu 
break law, in favor of one individual. “aa 

Mr. PICKLER. He came to this condition by defending and 
upholding the Federal Government. Why should it not sustain 
him, when he hel to save it? 

Mr. BAR of New York. Iam er willing to yield 
- — seme? from South ne - six ons, pro- 

are strung toge ’ possible for me to 
address House and to have these constant interruptions. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South Dakota has said that 
this disability was occasioned because this man fought in the war. 
Now, if that be so, the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions is incorrect; because in first report they say that the 
disability was not of service origin. You are all well aware that 
if the wound had been received or the disease incurred in the serv- 
ice, in the line of duty, then, if all these facts stated as to the dis- 
ease and the condition of the man be true, all that he would be 
required to do in order to receive $72 a month would be to file his 
application with the Commissioner of Pensions. 

t must be taken as a conceded or admitted fact that the disease 
under which this man is now alleged to be suffering is due en- 
tirely to something outside and apart from his service in the civil 
war, and it is for that reason that I say that the veto message of 
the President of the United States should be upheld by all fair- 
minded men on either side of this House. I am very sorry that 
any man should be in the condition in which it is alleged that 


from illness is it = part = duty of the oo da of the 
i away, not your money, gentlemen, or my 
hich is wrung from the came st large 
uu use your power properly and justly, 
yo disposition of these a bills, the 
time will shortly come when the le of the United States will 
rise in their power and express disapproval of careless or 
negligent or wanton pension ’ 
hat does the President of United States say to us in refer- 
ence to this measure? He says: 


The value of tion as much fairness and justice 
in tno secon ent does upon liberality and generosity. 


liberal and generous only in the 
cases where generous, and I do not be- 
lieve in unjust discriminations. I do not believe in passing such 
a bill ae a has been vetoed by the ae a 
States dangerous precedents for all time to 
come. You will have not this one t coming in here on 
affidavi aT oe an ohing for 
a of a month, bu ve hundreds and thou- 
eet mana served xy days coming in and asking for, 
that they would be entitled 
incurred the disability in the serv- 
ice in the line of duty. en some logical 
on, in common fairness, 

between the man who was wounded on the field of battle or in- 
his country in the line of 
days never left his 
unharmed and uninjured. 
operation of the 
fact that in one Ohio regiment 495 
pensions are now being drawn under ees of 1890, 
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while that never left the town in was recruited, 
and was ig map te den a few months; and there are many 
other cases like the cases of the members of that Ohio regiment. 

So it would seem to me, gentlemen, that whatever your views 
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be of general pension legislation and of special pension legis- 
weed in this icular case the veto of the President of the 
United States should be sustained. He gives us his reasons in 


terse and happily selected language. He says: 
It seems to me [it] would result in an unfair discrimination as against many 


th w similarly situated, and would invite applications 
which, while cult to refuse in the face of such apeetetens, must certainly 
lead to the g down of all the limitations and restrictions provided by 
our laws pensions. 


Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
Se BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. * 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to ask my friend from New York a 
question. He argues against this case, as I understand him, on 
the that it is favoritism and special legislation? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. Now, would the gentleman vote for a general 
law to cover cases like this, of tota! disability—would he vote for 
a general law to cover all such cases throughout the country giv- 
ing a substantial increase under the act of 1890? 

fir. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the 
question unded by the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. a man were totally disabled by a wound which had 
been received in the service in line of duty, I should be willing to 
vote to increase the sum of $72 now allowed to $100, or a sum 
larger than $100. If aman has lost an arm, or a leg, or an eye in 
the service, or has been in any way wounded or maimed, I should 
gladly vote for an amendment to the general law increasing the 
amount which should be allowed to the soldier; and I know no 
one who will go further than I in according the meed of praise 
and the amount of justice or bounty, whichever you may please 
to term it, to the men who were wounded or incurred disease or 
disability in the service in the line of duty. I do not think you 
can do toomuch for those men. But here we have another line of 
cases. Here we have a class of men in reference to whom itis ad- 
mitted that their disabilities were not incurred in the service in 
line of duty, but that, as in this case, they arose at some subse- 
quent period in the man’s life, probably ten, or fifteen, or twenty 
years after the close of the civil war. 

Now, in reference to these men, the soldiers who served for 
ninety days and who have filed, or are entitled to file, applica- 
tions under the act of June 27, 1890, they have received, in the 
sixty-one million or sixty-two million dollars which we now pay 
them, all that we ought to pay them in view of our duty to the 
people of this country at large, the taxpayers, the wage earners, 
the toilers of this land, But if you wish to enlarge the scope and 
operation of the dependent pension act of 1890, bring in an amend- 
ment to that act, bring in a general bill and let us debate it here. 
Perchance you will passit. You have the power, and I daresay 
that you would all yote for it, and pass it; but in that case you 
would not be subject to the same criticism to which you will be 


subjected if you pass this bill over the President’s veto, because 
this is , because this is discriminating in favor 


by passing a measure which can apply to no 
other man in the same class. 

Mr. Speaker, should our views of general legislation be ham- 
pered or controlled by the fact that we have passed one bill which 
might be cited us as a dangerous precedent? I have the 
greatest y for this soldier, but I say that, in view of all 
the facts of the case—and I say it in all temperance andin a spirit 
of moderation—in view of all the facts of the case it seems to me 
that we ought not to override the veto of the President of the 
United States. 


, if I understand the distin- 


from New York, his position is—— 
Mr. ‘ATRICK. Mr. een I yield ten minutes to the 
gations from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs], and after that I will ask 
or @ vote. 


Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from New York yielded to me for 
a If I understand the position of the gentleman, he is 

i to vote to increase the pensions of soldiers who were 
' in theservice in the line of duty, but he is not willing to 
of any soldier who incurred a disability, even 
as the disability in this case, if it was not 
the line of duty. That I understand to 


York. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
to issue a manifesto to-day as to what 
do in reference to pension legislation in the future. 
a pene frankness that I am to the passage of 
any such as this, and that I am against oun 
this 
Hoover. 
Mr. PICKLER. [If this House sustains the President's veto, then 
down the principle that the House of Representatives can 


not any soldier's ion above the amount allowed by 
the general law. Now. we can not afford to take that position. 








Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it pains me to 
differ with the gentleman from South Dakota, who always couches 
his statements in such moderate and modest language. The mere 
statement of a proposition by the gentleman from South Dakota 
carries conviction. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. Not with the gentleman from New York. 
am an utter failure in that quarter. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
concede that,the position taken by the gentleman from South 
Dakota is sound. If we sustain the veto of the President with 
reference to this particular case, we do not lay down any rule as 


I 


to what we shall do in future when a general proposition on this 
subject is brought before us. We do not commit ourselves at all 
as to that. We simply say that this special discrimination is 
improper. We say that we ought not to pass this particular bill 
and that this bill having been vetoed for proper reasons, we ought 
not to override the veto of the President of the United States. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman in 
charge of this bill will move the previous question. The Labor 


Committee has had this day assigned for the consideration of its 
business and this is delaying that business. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am under a promise to the gentleman 
from Delaware to yield him ten minutes before I move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably occupy eight min- 
utes of that time, and the other two minutes I will yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FarrcuiLp] to present to this 
House the opinion of ex-Governor Chauncey F. Black with regard 
to the veto power. I must say that I join hands with the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] with regard 
to the immortality which the distinguished gentleman who occu- 
pies the Executive Mansion seems to be earning for himself as 
he sits in the quiet and splendid seclusion which he so much 
enjoys and vetoes these little pension bills in which are involved 
the peace and the comfort and the lives of men who risked all that 
they had and all that they knew in defense of their country in 
the hour of its peril. Here is the case of a boy who, before his 
beard had time to grow, enlisted in the army and followed Sher- 
man from Nashville to Atlanta and fought in every battle through- 
out that memorable campaign for the upholding of that fi 
the preservation of the principles of this Government to which 
the gentleman from New York so felicitously refers in many 
instances. 

Now, at the very meridian of his life—poor and sick and help- 
less—he comes here and asks us to overstep the rigid limitations 
of the pension lawsand allow him enough to make him comforta- 
ble through the few remaining months that he may have on these 
sublunary shores. And lo and behold! the great man who oceu- 
pies the chief office at the head of the nation has found out—dig- 
ging down through a great mountain of business, perhaps—has 
found out that in connection with this particular bill no special 
evidence has presented itself that the disability with which this 
man is dying can be definitely and circumstantially traced as hav- 
ing originated in the military service. 

I say, sir, with what little knowledge I have of the Constitu- 
tion and the history of its adoption, that the veto power was 
never intended to be applied to a case like that; that it is an abuse 
and degradation of the veto power to apply it to a case of this 
sort. Aggewaee.| It is something like a reassertion of that idea 
that came from the President of the United States when he said 
he had ‘‘Congress on his hands,” to come here and in the face of 
the overwhelming majority by which this bill was passed send us 
this veto. I congratulate him on having so noble a defender and 
so successful an advocate as the gentleman from New York. It 
occurs to me that their minds are cast somewhat in the same 
mold, and I do not want the gentleman from New York to con- 
sider himself in a great degree complimented by that remark 
either. [Laughter.| But in considering the various subterfuges 
that have been resorted to under the name of “‘ arguments” and 
the excuses that have been made for opposing these pension bills, 
I was especially struck with the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York in his speech against the pension bill which was before 


g¢ and 


the House a week or two ago. After mauling this House fora 
good solemn hour with his platitudes on that subject, he treated 


| us to a little extract from the immortal words of Fitz-Greene 


Halleck. He quoted for us Marco Bozzaris, and this was the ex- 
cuse he made for not helping these men in the last hours of their 


sr strife. He said they had their compensation, and he 
recited the lines— 


But to the hero, when his sword 

Has won the battle for the free, 
Thy voice sounds like a prophet’s word; 
And in its hollow tones are ee 

The thanks of millions yet to be. 


That was the gentleman’s excuse for not supporting pension 
legislation. He intended to comfort these poor fellows with “ the 
thanks of millions yet to be.” [Laughter and applause. | 
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Mr. MORSE, They could not get any bread and butter in that 


way. 
Mr. WILLIS. I wish he had commenced with that beautiful 
stanza preceding the one which he quoted: 
Come to the bridal chamber, Death! 
Come to the mother, when she feels, 
For the first time, her firstborn’s breath; 
Come when the blessed seals 
That close the pestilence are broke, 
And crowded cities wail its stroke; 
Come in consumption's ghastly form, 
The earthquake shock, the ocean storm; 
Come when the heart beats high and warm, 


With banquet cone, and dance, and wine; 
And thou art terri the tear, 
The groan, the knell, the pall, the bier, 
And all we know, or dream, or fear 

Of agony are thine. 

Yes, sir; here is a woman in the loneliness of her widowhood, 
facing death in its most solemn and avated form, her hungry 
children around her. What would the Pn en do, as indi- 
cated in the very apt and beautiful quotation that he used on that 
eccasion? He would clothe the orphan with ‘the thanks of mil- 
lions yet to be”! He would comfort the broken-hearted widow 
with ‘‘ the thanks of millions yet to be”! He would shed a light 
in that deserted household with ‘‘the thanks of millions yet to 
be”! He would stand by the bedside of this poor fellow who is 
ready to go to the poorhouse, sick and hungry, and he would tell 
him that the soldier has something else to console him, for in the 
**hollow tones ” of death are heard ‘‘ the thanks of millions yet to 
be”! [Loud laughter and aaron! 

Now, sir, I a rover Cleveland and the honorable 
gentleman from New York [Mr. par = gen" a the — of spirit 
which they manifest in a case like this. ewed applause. | 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. 1 now call for previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thequestion is, ‘‘ Willthe House 
on reconsideration agree to pass this bill?” on which, as required 
by the Constitution, the yeas and nays will be taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 47, not 
voting 112; as follows: 

YEAS—196. 


Acheson, Curtis, Iowa Huff, Reeves, 
Curtis, Kans. Hunter, se, 
Aldrich, Ala. Danford, Hyde, Sauerhering, 
Aldrich, fl. D is, Jenkins, Shafroth, 
Allen, Utah Day Johnson, Shannon, 
erson, De Witt, Johnson,N.Dak. She: 
iw. Dingley, em, Shuford, 
Arnold, R.I Dolliver, r, Sim 
A wood, Doolittle, ‘kpatrick, Skinner. 
very, Dovener, y,; Smith, Th. 
0 Ejdddy, ——, Smi 
‘er, Kans. Ellis, wver, rg. 
Baker, Md Evans, Leighty, 
er, N.H. Fairchild, Leonard, Spalding, 
m, Faris, Lewis, ont ' 
Berney, Fenton, Linney, 8 
, teele, 
‘ F Long, Stewart, N. J. 
Bell, Colo. Fowler, Low, erckee,, 
. Gamble, Mahany, Stone, ©. W. 
Bishop, Gardner, Mahon, . 
Blue, 

. Brewster, Gillett, Mass. M Mass. Strowd, N.C 
erick, A McCall, Tenn. y; 
well, n, McClure, 
us, Griswold, M Talbert, 

Brown, Grosvenor, McEwan, Ta 
Bromm, rout, McLac Tayler, 
Grow, Mercer, 
ll, Hadley, M n, Towne, 
, Mo. rr, Tracewell, 
, Ohio er, Nebr. Minor, Wis. Tracey, 
Calderhead, M Treloar 
. Hardy, Moody, Upda . 
ae ce. Vi oct 
owa urphy. an Voo 
kk, Mo. artman, N Walker, 
Uatch, Northway, Walker, Va. 
Codding, Heatwole, Od Wanger, 
mn emenway, io Wi 4 
Gonnoll Hende Overstreet, Wa 
. Henry, Conn. Parker, Watson, Ohio 
Cooke, TL. Hermann, Payne, Ww 
r, Hicks, Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Hilborn, Phillips, Wilson, N. Y. 
i Pickler, Ww 
‘ Hooker, Nona Ww 
Crum wers, ‘oodman, 
Cammings, Howell, Prince, Wright. 
NAYS—Y, ny 
Abbot Denny, M . Ky. 
Alien, Stas. Elliott, 0. Damas, Ps 
Bartlett, N. ¥ Erdman, MeMillin, Sulzer, 
, Tex Harrison, McRae, 
oe Hendrick, Neill” 
Buck, Neill, Terry, 
Olardy Lester, Otey, we 
b n pitt, Owens, ‘adsworth, 
r, Tex Loud, Pendleton, Williams, 
= rson ire, . Yoakum. 
Armond, M an, 
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Aitken, Foote, Leisenring, Rusk 
Apsley, Gillet, N.Y. Li ton, Russell, Conn. 
Arnold, Pa. Goodwyn, Russell: Ga. 
ley, Hall Lorimer. Scranton, 
Barthold Haniy, Loudenslager, Settle, 
Bartlett, Heiner, Pa. Maddox, Shaw, 
Beach, enry, Ind. M Minn. Snover, 
Bennett, Hepburn, McLaurin, Southwick 
Black, Ga. Hill, M ohn, Sparkman, 
Black, N. Y. Howard, Meredith, Stallings 
poo Hubbs Miles” Btephenson, 
a Ste 
es alich, eae Es ¥ 5 Wk 
rke, a . Miller, ~va. trod: 
Cooper, Fla. Hurle M one m = 
Sooper, urley, oses, cker, 
Cow: Hu Mozley, Turner, Ga. 
X, J N Turner, Va. 
Jones, Ogden, Underwood 
Crowley, Joy, Patterson, Walsh, 
rtis, K Perkins, Washington, 
ze Kerr, Pitney, Wellington, 
ore, Kle , pace Wheeler, 
. Knox, White, 
ns Bettas, Wiken's 
ett, Va. yie, ,8.C. 
Latimer, ) La. Woodard, 
Fletcher, Lawson, Redinson, Pa. Woomer. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: . 
Until further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CRIspP, 

Mr, Joy with Mr. CowEn. 

Mr. Rostnson of Pennsylvania with Mr. TuRNER of Georgia. 
Mr. Draper with Mr. BaILey. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DinsmMoRE. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. Livinaston, 

Mr. Moziry with Mr. Mosgs. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. RoBertTson of Louisiana, 
Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. Jonzs. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. Hcy with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr, BLack of Georgia. 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. MILEs. 

Mr. CorFin with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. Mier of West Virginia with Mr. Wooparp. 

Mr. Howick with Mr. Price, 


For this day: 
Mr. Heiner of lvania with Mr. CaTCHINGs, 
Mr. KuLp oe i ao of Alabama, 


Mr. Curtis of New York with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. MiLuer of Kansas with Mr. CRowLEy. 

Mr. PeEREINS with Mr. HA. 

Mr. Russexu of Connecticut with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Mr. WoopMAN with Mr. WiLson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Hii. with Mr. PaTTrerson. 

Mr. Beaca with Mr. WASHINGTON. = 

Mr. BouTEeLLeE with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. BennetT with Mr. LocKHART. 

Mr. GItuet of New York with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT with Mr. MEYER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Applause. ] ‘ 

LABOR COMMISSION. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. , 1 demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The order is the special order assign- 
ing yer pd for the consi of a bill the title of which the 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commis- 
problems prese lal ] tion to 
ans coliect information ad to yon guscqumand = i 
The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the House will 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. : 
The House a resolved itself into Committee of the 


chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. , The Clerk will report the bill H.R. 6119. 


PHILLIPS. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvani be- 
gins I would suggest if it is not that we might be able to 
make some arrangement by there would be an extension 


palm omy bey By 9-meeloe f ere 
minate oO" on av 
i consumed all of the time allowed for the considera 


ee aS ee itis a very expensive 
commission, one of the expensive that has been authorized 
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for years past, the salaries for which alone amount to over a hun- 
aod thousand dollars, and we ought to be able to make some 
arrangement to have OT time for the discussion of the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. ne Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
that that could not be done in Committee of the Whole. We are 
now acting under an order of the House. 

Mr. Mc IN. Ibeg pardon. I had not observed that the 
House had resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state for the information of the 
gentleman, and for the House, that every effort has been tried to 
induce a member of the House to waive objection to unanimous 
consent in this matter, but hedeclines to doso. There is no hope, 
therefore, in the direction of unanimous consent. It is the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to consume a few min- 
utes only in e: ining the bill, then ask the committee to rise and 

back into the House for the purpose of securing an order to 
imit the debate to a very short time so that we may have the 
consideration of amendments and a vote upon them with as little 
delay as possible, and I hope that arrangement will be accepted 
by the members of the House. . 
Mr. McMILLIN. Anything looking to an adequate considera- 
tion of the matter I will heartily concurin. I have no desire to 
consume any time, but it is a question of so much importance that 
there ought to be some method by which we could secure an ade- 
quate extension of the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. P . Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the House 
is designed to better our industrial system. No demand of the 
people in age has met with such general response as the de- 
mand foo a telat industrial and social organization of society. 

No sentiment has attracted such widespread attention or has 
had such rapid growth. Our Government is republican; and to 
be effectual and durable it must have proper regard for all depart- 
ments of human activity. Legislation must have just respect for 
the wage earner and for the wage payer, for the producer and con- 
sumer, Government can not endure if more than one-half 
of its people are discontented, distressed, and suffering, for it is 
a Government of all and by all. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill calls attention to the fundamental prin- 
ciple of our Government—the equality of man—and seeks a more 
equitable distribution of the burdens and benefits of our free Gov- 
ernment. While it is not the function of the State to guarantee 
individual rere, it is its function to guarantee each indi- 
vidual the t to pursue happiness, and so enact laws that one 
class may not be — of necessity to work solely for another 
class, of their personal comfort and improvement. 
Rights dc not belong to one class and duties to another. Phys- 

, intellectual, and moral ability can not be made equal, but 
each capacity may be met; each cup, be it large or small, may be 
filled. can now be made equal, but law can be 
a to circumstances. 

. Chairman, the danger to this Government is not external, 
but internal. In the progress of human society the battles of the 
world are from conflict with nations to a conflict within 
nations for better government and more equitable laws. Wemust 

the fact that more are now peacefully organized and 
enlisted in the cause of industrial equity than in all the armies of 
the world. The le of civilized nations will not always con- 
tinue to for national honor and supremacy while their indi- 


years of experience the people are beginning to learn that 

government belongs to them; t they are not owned by the gov- 

ernment, but that they own the government, and that it must 
their rights by meeting their just demands. 


laws are derived from the governed, they should meet the just 
demands of all the governed. isnation took the most advanced 
stand in civilization, and is the best prepared to meet the indus- 


issues of to-day by building on the foundation it laid more 


trial 

than one hundred years ago by conforming law to its declared 
principles of right, freedom, and equality, and thus organize our 
social and industrial a upon amore just and equitable basis 


> 


than has yet obtained world. 
Mr. Chairman, in entering upon the discussion of the subject- 
matter of this bill I wish e three observations in regard to 


to 
man, which are stated in the first chapters of Genesis. 
First, the unity of the race and equality of man was shown in 
; and gave him dominionas man. He 
” and “‘ have dominion over the fish 
e air, and over every living thing 
” But he was not given dominion 


: 


In the third man was told by the Creator: ‘‘ In the sweat 
Toall, ae aul thaheene bread till return unto the ground.” 
To all, therefore, who believe in the Bible account of creation, 


ee 
Oleg Re 


Ea 
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which I believe is also in strict accord with science, fact, and his- 
a these three things are indisputable: 

irst. That when God created man, he gave him dominion as 
man, not over his fellow-man, but over beast and bird and fish; 
over all animate nature below him. 

Second. That he was to till the soil as his chief occupation. 

Third. That his life was to be sustained by labor. 

All this agrees with reason; shows equality in creation; that sus- 
tenance comes from the ground; that labor is the normal condition 
of man; and it is a fact that no man enters into rest unless it is upon 
his own labor or the labor of others. The government, therefore, 
that does not strive to meet these three great cardinal principles 
of reason and revelation in the highest possible degree will per- 
ish from the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission, to be composed of five members representa- 
tives of labor, five representatives of agriculture, five of manufac- 
turing, and five of business and professions. The importance of 
labor to our being and well-being can not be overstated. Labor is 
one of the foundation principles upon which organized society 
rests. All kinds of labor is necessary, from digging in the ditch 
to measuring space and counting the stars, yet the lower forms 
of labor are more intimately connected with our existence and 
needs. The most despised is often the most useful. The man who 
digs the foundation is more important to the structure than he 
who frescoes its walls. Without the grading of the roadbed 
there would be no stockholders, no locomotive, or railroad presi- 
dent. If all manual labor were to stop, if all wage earners were 
to cease work, there would be no value in property and a large 
part of the race would perish. 

That our relations are most intimately bound up with the wage 
earner is shown by the many strikes and lockouts in recent years 
which have entailed great suffering and loss of property, as well 
as the sacrifice of life. 

I submit a summary from Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor, on the subject of strikes and lockouts from Jan- 
uary 1, 1881, to June 30, 1894, being a period of thirteen and a half 
years. For this period it will be seen that there were 14,390 
strikes; that there were 69,167 establishments involved; that there 
were 3,794,406 employees thrown out of employment. 


It will be also seen that the loss to strikers was_.__._ $163, 807, 866 
For the same period in lockouts 4he loss to em- 

eee Wee -........--...- shies ceocasecna . Sie 
Assistance to strikers by labor organizations 








ie 10, 914, 406 
SS aa ee 2, 524, 298 
Total loss to employees. ..................-... 208, 932, 076 


Loss to employers for the same period by reason of 
ane anes Seid 

Loss to employers for the same period by reason of 
lockouts 


82, 590, 386 


12, 235, 451 


94, 825, 837 





Total loss to employers. ---..-- 


298, 757, 913 


These figures represent the actual loss to the parties engaged, 
and do not represent the enormous loss which incidentally came to 
the community by reason of such disturbances; but the injury to 
society, the demoralization, suffering, and death, can not be esti- 
mated. All admit that something must be done, and a commission 
composed of those directly interested in this great labor problem, 
in my judgment, is the proper means through which to seek the 
cause of this violent disturbance and propose a remedy, as our leg- 
islative bodies are not meeting the issue. Again, Mr. Chairman, 
the agricultural industry is the most important of all industries. 
All civilized life depends upon the products of the soil. All food 
and clothing come from the soil; yet this most important indus- 
try is greatly depressed. The constant settling in the value of 
farm products and farm lands in recent years in a large portion of 
the United States has made great discontent and unrest among 
farmers. Many of them can not hope tu have their children suc- 
ceed them in husbandry, and they are exhausting their limited 
means to fit them for pursuits in the crowded town or city. 


In1870 the value of farm lands in the United States 
ee L teowecen 
In the same year the total value of all property in 
the United States was 30, 068, 000, 000 


The value of farm lands was, therefore, about 33 per cent of the 
value of all property. 


Total loss to both employees and employers ne 


$9, 262, 808, 861 


In 1880 the value of farm lands in the United States 


i Lia, cating sie di athiigns nin. ocks « spear ding Shei $10, 197, 096, 77 
In the same year the total value of all property in 
the United States was......................... 43, 600, 000, 000 
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The value of farm lands was, therefore, only about 24 per cent 
of the value of property im 1880, , 


In 1890 the value of farm lands in the United States 























1 for privileges, while none are lobbyi ‘ 
quel a te Gado et tative men as are; 


posed—men who suffer most from great conflict of aera 


) not agree in recommending more equitable la i 
MAGS 1,-2.5 ccuereckunaincseadcaeienaenieemaeniad $13, 279, 252, 649 | C8” ; n equits ws looking to a 
In the same year the total value of all property in i tion of the question involved, it can not be solved by 


a =o omens in a peaceful way. 

r. Chi an, I believe Congress is the proper bod. i 
the appointment of such a commission, as it is eon 
ee all parts of every State. However jealous we 
may be of rights of the States, no one can object to such a 
commission making recommendations to Congress and furnishin~ 
information to the States which may be of the greatest value. ~ 

Again, the commission could utilize a large amount of statisti- 
cal information gathered at great ecsatte | various agricultural and 


labor organizations, and ae d use to great advantag 

the information collected by the various, labor committees ar 
pointed in recent years, both State and national, in our own conn- 
try, and other nations most advanced in civilization. Tho 
facts so ably compiled by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor for the United States, would be of incalculable 
value. This, together with the findings of similar commissions 
appointed by 32 of our different States, could be utilized. It 
would also have the benefit of the completed work of the English 
royal commission of labor, and also g work of the 
higher council of labor established in France, and the higher 
council of labor appointed in Belgium. Not only would it have 
the benefit of all such ego | accumulated facts, but it would be 
in position to study the best laws of civilization and the best 
thoughts of the age, and thus be able to recommend more equita- 


the United States was....................-.-.. 65, 000, 000, 000 


The value of farm lands was, therefore, only about 19 per cent of 
the value of eee in this later period. Thus in twenty years the 
farm lands settled from 33 to 19 per cent as compared with the total 
value of all property, and this notwithstanding theopening up of 
millions of acres rich in soil. 

These are startling figures when we consider that the value of 
farm lands is not increasing in due proportion toall other property; 
that agriculture is the foundation of all other industries, and that 
40 per cent of the toiling people are engaged in tilling the soil. 

o country can prosper when the agricultural interest is suffer- 
ing. This commissicn is needed by the farmers not only because 
of these facts, but on account of their growing discontent as shown 
by their various organizations and protests against unequal burdens 
and discriminating laws. Even if the agriculturists had noth- 
ing of which to complain or to adjust, they are needed in such a 
conference as this to aid in seeking a way out of the manifold 
labor troubles which so vitally affect their interests as well as 
those of the whole population. 


In regard to the importance of the manufacturi 
industry, I will state that in 1890 the number. 
persons 10 years of age and upward engaged in 


Gt SECNIEN IN . 5 a neo nsw dk cineenenedeunes 22, 785, 661 * : : l 

ofthis min chews egal mans: "*"O'0 | Mala acne cy Gate 
NONI nic caliente laniincanieitin toiek nnd , 712, ; : se. 

Of this number there were eng in agriculture 8, 303, 000 uuienen one ewe ge Fes Ramen d origin, _ nae first 
The total wage receivers of all classes were. .__-_- 14, 920, 525 | in 1869. They have since been established in 33 —- husetts 
The number of manufacturing establishments in The first eeemtamanae et taber, Ge Fen “Carroll D Wrickt 
earner ervey rary ron ter te Oeceny oven $6, 130 joe ate | Was appointed under the General Government in 1885. The Eng: 
Total ar aa... et 76 34 | 28h royal labor commission was appointed by royal warrant dated 
Total — sold “oe ieee no meremeninenipieniinte $2 283. 518. 29 April 2, 1891, and was of 27 members. The fifth and 
Cost ? toate ‘al one pres tin heme era NOR SOS a0’ 044’ ov | Anal report of this commission was made to both Houses of Par- 

OE ae = MOB. 0 - 2 enn con weonenens $5, o >>.) | liament in June, 1894. The German commission of labor statis- 
Teel Siene a RRENeEEE pretaets We... $9, 872, 437, 283 | ties was appointed in 1891, and it consists of 14 members, 168 civil 


lt will be seen from this stgtement that of the 22,735,661 of all 
occupations 4,712,622 were engaged in manufacturing and me- 
chanical industries. More people are in this indvstry 
than in any other, with the exception of farming. The greatest 
per cent of actual loss by reason of strikes-and lockouts comes to 
those in manufacturing and theiremployees. Great good 
should ultimate to those engaged in this industry by wise consid- 
oe of the violent disturbances which so vitally affect all con- 
cern 
This commission is designed also to benefit all other business 
uits and the professions. The disturbed condition of affairs 
entailed great loss upon the business community. The loss 
of $208,757,913, as shown in table quoted, in thirteen and one-half 
years to the laborers and the employers cf labor is but a fractional 


servants, and 84 assistants. The higher council of labor was es- 
tablished in France in 1891. It ren oe members, chosen 
from among manufacturers, workingmen, persons well in- 
pace ero amen RN a SR The Belgians’ higher 
—-* labor was appointed in 1892. It ane of 48 members, 
osen in equal numbers from workingmen, employers, and spe- 
jialists in economic science. Both these latter are ‘aatinorined to 
examine into and recommend legislation. These foreign commis- 
sions are cited as precedents and to show that civilized nations are 
along the line of our declared principles of equality 


are recalled by this bill. 
_ Mr. Chairman, after referring to these foreign commissions I 
wish to state that some of the most important results in our own 
i ve Coe See through the instrumentality of 


i 


. part of the loss sustained by transporters, merchants, and others on which was the uction of the 
engaged in business ts. Business men have and will con- | Constitution of the United States. On the day of March, 
tinue to suffer great depreciations in value and increasing losses | 1785, the joint commissioners of the States of Virginia and Mary- 
unless a better adjustment is made. Business men need and | land met at Mount Vernon, under the auspices of Washington. 
eicens Snheraphe Seg Sane ee en settlement | These commissioners the terms of a compact between the 
of differences with with whom they deal and upon whose | two States for the j over the waters of Chesapeake Bay 
lavor and products successful business must depend. e better | and the rivers that were common to both States, and, conforming 
labor is protected in all its rights the greater will be the security tothe wishes of Washington, oe arog to grant 
for earnings. No aie pala oy arta, agate $a the free use of the branches of River wi its limits for 
and fair effort to harmonize conflicting interests in a and The pestiankanry object of t that river and the Potomac. 
peaceable way, for all such must know and see from the hi The object of the , they took 


commission being 

up matters of general policy and recommended to the two States 
uniform duties on imports, a uniformity of commercial regulations, 
and a uniformity of currency. George Mason was charged with 

a report of their Gr S tea his Gtate—Virginia. 
with the legislature of Virginia invited all 
States to appoint commissioners to meet at lis on the 
ber, 1786. This convention me the 


represented or south of , save V It was a meet- 
ing of central States, it resulted in a convention of 
the States to meet at Philadelphia on the second Monday of 
787. The result of this convention of commissioners was 

the United States which saved 


There was great disturbance and distress and Congress 
the States were powerless to meet the aeealon. It should 


and 
not, therefore, be f that it was a commission, an advisory 
body and sah n taateieetes ihe inne eee this great change 


of the recent past that the great industrial problem may shortly 
be met by violence if not worked out in peace by law. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is designed to give an hearing 
to those who complain of discriminating laws ual bur- 
dens. It is expected that it will be composed of the a and 
pest of each class named. It will bring into conference repre- 
seutative men of labor, agriculture, manufacturing, and business, 
thus bringing er the and those whom the 
grievance is tea eee 
causes and recommend laws looking toward a more just distribu- 
tion of the burdens and benefits of our free Government. It is 
nie Se SS ee nonpartisan, seeking exact facts and 
conditions, and to conform weg perenne em 9 a a a 
.— Government—to place all men on an equal footing before 

aw. 

I believe such a commission the most practical way to meet the 
issue. Our national’ 14 State legislative bodies are not so consti- 
tuted as to give proper time to the consideration of the industrial 
questions presented in this bill. They have not met and are not 


a 
f 
| 


2 


meeting them, as discord, strikes, and violence are constantly in- | Now, under the Constitution, asthen, under the Articles of Con- 
creasing. These bodies are not made up equally of representative Se ee ee ts are meet- 
men, such as are proposed by this bill; they are besieged by men ! ing the disturbed tion of our new environments, 
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and the only road to us now, as then, is through a commis- 
sion, an advisory body. . ; : 
Mr. Chairman, the ittee on Labor did not consider the 


commission too to nt a continent such as ours, with 
its yast and varied industries. The difference in climate, the dif- 
ference between plain and mountain, the difference between North 
and South, East and West, give rise to great industries in one 
section that are not well understood in another; all of which 
should have representative men serve on the commission. Even 
the number provided for will not represent all, but it is believed 
that it will have reasonable knowl of all the great pursuits of 
our country, and will be in full sympathy with all, so as to hear 
and recommend for the greatest good of the greatest number. 
lause. 
t in, fide Committee on Labor do not think the appropriation 
required by this bill too large to secure and compensate such rep- 
resentative men as it requires. While the Government is appro- 
wriating millions of dollars for internal improvements, for material 
Nevelopment, for defense on land and sea, it should not hesitate tc 
grant such a comparatively small sum to investigate the industrial 
questions recommend some remedial legislation for its indus- 
trial classes to prevent violent disturbances which cause so many 
million dollars of loss to the people. 

Mr. Chairman, the question is. one of equality. The —- of 
man was shown in creation, affirmed in redemption, and first de- 
clared as the foundation of human government in this new world 
one hundred and twenty years ago. This is the greatest political 
question of the nation and of the world. The barbarous ages are 

, feudalism is gone, serfdom has been destroyed, and slavery 
as perished from the earth, but the question of equality has come 
to the front, and is pressing for solution with irresistible power. 

The of the world teaches that God holds nations respon- 
sible to the standard they set up. Our standard was the highest 
erected since the dawn of time, yet it must now be apparent that 
this nation has been as false to its declared principle of equality 
as it was to its declared principle of freedom. [Applause. 

. Chairman, when this nation was founded and equality de- 
clared there were only 3,000,000 of inhabitants who owned this 
continent, capable of sustaining in comfort one-half of the inhabit- 
ants of the civilized globe; yet in a hundred years we have ex- 
= it and distributed its land and wealth most aoe. 

e have wanton! yo per tee many of its forests, its animals, fish, 
and birds, eel of utilizing them for the benefit of man, and 
are now trying to replace them. We have ually divided the 

ublic domain; have been prodigal of land, giving it by the mil- 
ions of acres for development. This waste fitly ended in a great 
scramble for the last public lands in Oklahoma, where the strong 
bore down the weak and the man with the swiftest horse too 
—- not in right, justice, or mercy, but by physical force 


Mr. Chairman, with a continent vast in extent, incomparably 
rich in soil and mineral, teeming with vegetable and animal life; 
with its mechanically multiplied labor forces, capable of sus- 
Se of millions of inhabitants; and yet with only 
65,000,000 there have been and are yet large numbers out of work, 

and finding none; many needy, hungry, and 
poor; all with comeasies and storehouses full of all the com- 
modities of life; yet millions of laborers can not earn and have 
no a. We have thus recently presented the anoma- 
lous in the time of the greatest abundance we have 
had the want. This can only be accounted for upon the 
oe ane opportunities, unequal privileges, and unequal 


We have been as brave and patriotic as any people; we have 
foreign wars and the greatest civil war in recorded 
time; we have been as generous to forgive as we were brave in 







battle; yet in business we have been of our inheritance 
and in its distribution. 

Mr. the massing of capital and labor which has been 
caused by the and use of steam and electric power and 
invention of modern machinery has brought us to face a new in- 


dustrial problem of the greatest magnitude. History furnishes 
us with no precedent or example for its solution. This age is one 
of concentration, corporation, and centralization. It is an age of 
organized capital deals with labor it must 
organized labor. Organization on the one 
organization on the other, so that there may be two 
pee to the agreement, otherwise the first party would 
and the other submit. Oursisthe contract system. While 

this is the best order of society that has yet obtained in the world 


men will not continue to contract as freemen while believ- 
that they must submit as slaves. 
must be two ies to the contract. 


control the production and ex- 
of iis Geetioet. ieees capital and massed labor are 


nn manufactures, and tra tion, 
the very sources supply and demand upon which all depend. 
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These are now so frequently in conflict that all the relations of 
life are being disturbed. Society has rights which must be re- 
spected by both these contending forces, and its good order and 
peace demand a settlement which should be equitable, just, and 
durable, oven) 

Again, this centralization of capital and labor has produced a 
world-wide war of competition in which labor suffers, fortunes 
are wrecked, and homes are destroyed. Honorable competition is 
considered the life of trade, but the weapons which are more and 
more being used are cruel; they are reduction of wages and adul- 
teration and counterfeiting. Low bids are made to secure large 
contracts, with no other hope to meet them than by the reduction 
in wages, and labor has lost in all these battles. 
in this competitive battle is adulteration. This occurs in medi- 
cine, food, and raiment. There are adulterations and counter- 
feiting in all we eat, drink, and wear, thus endangering health, 
comfort, and life. While we have adequate laws to punish the 
counterfeiting of money, the more dangerous and damaging coun- 
terfeiting of the commodities of life goes unpunished. If passing 
pewter for silver or brass for gold is punished, the other should 
be more severely punished. The first means only loss in value, 
the latter means loss in valueand endangers health and life. Dis- 
honest men engaged in the war for gain grow rich in selling coun- 
terfeit commodities, while many honest competitors fail and their 
fortunes are wrecked. 

Mr. Chairman, the war of competition, as now waged, instead 
of being the life of trade, too frequently means the death of one of 
the contending parties or a combination in which the people lose. 
Property won by fair competition or honest toil will be respected; 
but won by special privileges, unjust competition, or frand in 
adulteration can not be respected, and the time is fast approach- 
ing when such methods of acquisition will not be tolerated. The 
holder of such property can not atone in acts of charity, return- 
ing in part to the few that which he has wrongfully taken from 
the many. [Applause.]. Philanthropy is one of the noblest traits 
of man; but it should be expended in teaching, in lifting up the 
race, in caring for the disabled, the suffering, and the helpless, 
All that others require is an equal chance in the race of life, with 
none to hinder and none to handicap. They require justice, not 
charity. [Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, it is most apparent that our laws have in no 
sense kept pace with the new discoveries, inventions, and develop- 
ments of the age. The world has made more advancement in 
physical development and scientific discovery in the last one hun- 
dred years than it did in the preceding six thousand. While the 
founders of this Republic declared new principles, yet the laws 
they adopted were largely taken from a monarchy, and belonged 
to a darker age, when labor was oppressed, had no voice in the 
Government, and had not even the right of organization. We 
thus put our “‘new wine into old bottles,” and they are bursting. 

We say, ‘‘Government exists for the people,” yet we adopted 
the laws of those who say that ‘‘the people exist for the govern- 
ment.” New conditions confront us on every hand, in the concen- 
tration of capital and organized labor, in new improvements, in 
the instruments of husbandry, in the mode of manufacturing, 
transportation, travel, and communication. All these have been 
revolutionized within a generation. We have been offering pre- 
miums for inventions, discovery, and development, for labor-sav- 
ing machines and devices of all kinds, until we have changed the 
whole orderof industrial pursuits, of production and distribution. 
While we have had thousands inventing and discovering, we have 
offered no premiums for talent or energy; have had no men study- 
ing these new conditions and adjusting laws to our new environ- 
ments; hence there is friction, discontent, and violence, destroy- 
ing peace, property, and life. 

Max Miiller has stated that the word mankind is not found in 
human language before Christ. There was nothing in language 
to express the kinship of the race. It was Mede, Persian, Gre- 
cian, Roman, bond and free. But since the human race has 
learned its kinship and the word mankind has expressed this rela- 
tion—this brotherhood—the laws of society must more and more 
recognize the obligations and rights growing out of this relation. 
Our Government is one government, our body politic being one 
body; when, therefore, any ‘‘one member suffers, all members 


Another weapon 


suffer with it.” When a number of the members of the human 
body suffer, and are not speedily healed, the body dies; so event- 
ually will the body politic die if many members suffer. By not 


caring for others, we injure ourselves, as, for example, poverty 
and the want of sanitary conditions breed physical disease. This 
is true in a community, in a nation, and in the world. Even the 
world is bound together by ties of humanity which may not be 
disregarded without injury. Pestilence follows famine. This 
was recently demonstrated by the outbreak of cholera in Russia, 
which caused many deaths in other nations, and for a time af- 
fected the commerce of the world. If a small portion of the loss 
sustained by other nations had been spent in promptly relieving 
want, and caring for the afflicted in Russia, millions of money 
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would have been saved, and the angel of death would not have 
spread its wings over the world. It mustnot be forgotten that in 
our body politic when one member suffers ail the members suffer. 

In the last analysis of human government it will be found that 
it must be based upon principles which meet the highest wants 
and guarantees the best good of all in view of our common origin. 
common interests, and common destiny. No self-government can 
exist without a community of interests. Equality can not be 
denied nor favors granted. Every man according to his ability 
must contribute part, otherwise he becomes a privileged person. 
No man can obtain true success who lives and acts solely for self. 
A purely selfish existence is worse tian no existence. The highest 
he.ppiness is to be and do for others, and no government of the 
people and for the people can fulfill its mission unless it has con- 
etantly in view the highest gocd of all. We in this self-govern- 
ment have pee faith to each other. Every loyal citizen must 
be protected in all his rights, because he is a citizen and a part of 
this Government. Noa discrimination in favor of any individual, 
company, or class can be tolerated in such a Government, fo the 
cry of discrimination comes to us from every State and district 
over the whole continent, and it demands prompt consideration 
and just action. mn Ne 

Mr, Chairman, the Fifty-third Congress spent the larger spent of 
two sessions discussing the silver question and the tariff issue, 
and a considerable portion of this session has been spent discussing 
the same subjects. These two questions, important as they are, 
constitute only a part of the great industrial issues; yet upon this 
fractional part Congress has consumed all this time, leaving the 
greater needs of the people unanswered. It will be found that 
when this labor question—the industrial issue—equality, which is 
the final problem of the world—is understood, that tariff and the 
coinage of silver areonly a small part of it. In fact, we have been 
doing like the Pharisees of old, *‘ Tithing mint, anise, and cum- 
min,” and have omitted the weightier matter of the law, “‘judg- 
ment, mercy, and faith.” ‘‘These we ought to have done, and 
not left the others undone.” As important as tithes, tariff, or sil- 
ver may be, they are not all-important. The laborer and agri- 
culturist are not organizing and protesting on account of the 
coinage of silver or the tariff issue, but on a question of right; 
and right, like truth, is eternal and will prevail. The levying of 
tariff will not settle it. 

Protection t the product of the underpaid labor of Europe 
can never settle the question of equality and just distribution 
among our people. This has been demonstrated in both tariff and 
freo-trade countries. In European countries, which are not dis- 
turbed by tariff agitation or the free coinage of silver, we find the 
industrial question to the front and threatening the very existence 
of nations. In all our discussions how often have we heard the 
rights of the laborer, the farmer, the manufacturer, and business 
man spoken of except in connection with tariff and free trade or 
the free coinage of silver? Yet their rights are superior to both, 
and the disturbed condition of the country can not be settled by 
the adjustment of these questions. I believe in protection, and 
have advocated it in this House upon both moral and economic 
grounds. I believe in bimetallism; in the widest ble use of 
silver with safety to our business interests, and t all dollars 
should be equal in value, but do not believe in either one or both 
of these measures as a cure for all the ills of society. Ido not, 
therefore, believe in ‘‘ cure-alls,” but do believe in ‘‘all cures.” 
[Applause. | 

ain, too much of our law is made up of compromise meas- 
ures. All Me ame laws, from the Missouri Compromise to the 
present time, if not in all time and in all nations, have been dis- 
appointing if not disastrous. If there be any t compromise 
law in nature scientists have not yet disco it. If there be 
any great compromise law in the Bible theologians have not yet 
expounded it. We can not compromise truth or a facts 
or figures. If there be no great compromise principle in nature, 
reason, mathematics, or revelation, compromises should not enter 
so | ly into our law. 

I believe that in the last analysis of this industrial problem, in 
view of our common origin, interests, and destiny, the golden 
rule will be its solution, and that a large per cent of existing laws 
will be stricken from the records by inserting, ‘‘All things what- 
soever ye would that men should do to you, do yeeven so to them.” 
This is in strict accord with our declared ciples of freedom 
and equality, and we must return and build again upon this ever- 
lasting foundation of justice, mercy, and right. 

Mr. Chairman, therightsof woman must be more fully recognized 
in the future than Oran been in theo ete She is constantly 
entering new indus fields and their requirements 
with fidelity and ability. Her advancement in intellectual and 
moral pursuits is without a parallel in are She is beginning 
to dominate along all the lines that lead to the betterment of the 
race, She has built and endowed more institutions of benevo- 
lence and charity for the relief of want and ———e the 
fifty years than were established by both sexes in 
time. Yet, notwithstanding all this, many of her sex toil in 
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| sweat-shops, fighting an uneven battle for child and 
avarice and ed. is blot upon civilization must > 
and woman's rights and influence be recognized in any future 
movement for betterment of our industrial system [A 
plause. } = 

The requirements of this enlightened age for a better industri 
and sete system must be met. Too many of the toiling millions 
are not properly housed, fed, clothed, and educated. 

They must have homes, not hovels; must have proper food 
clothing, education; must, in our unlimited fields of industry, havo 
a chance to sow and reap and rest after toil; must share in the 
comforts of life, if they endure its burdens. 

Mr. Chairman, it is painful to live in a land of such bount y and 
see so much suffering. It is distressing to feast while so man 


| are hungry; to be clothed in comfort while many are clad in scanty 


garments or rags; to be sheltered in pleasant homes while so many 
live in hovels; to meet distress on every hand and be unable to 
relieve it. Individual effort can accomplish but little; only by 
united effort, upon principles of humanity and by doing unto 
others as we would have them do unto us, can our Government 
be established upon a foundation which no storm can move? 

Mr. Chairman, all this can be done and more; not out of our 
abundance, but out of our nee This is sufficient to 

meet every physical want and relieve all distress that comes from 
man’s inhumanity to man. 

Mr. Chairman, while this bill seeks to meet the just demands 
| of all classes, it must, however, be borne in mind that this is not 
a class government, not a government of laborers, farmers, manu- 
gma transporters, or business men, but is a government of 

e people. 

No one class established this government in eight years of war: 
no one class saved it in four years of rebellion, and no one class 
can ever govern it unless it be by despotic rule. 

Mr. 1 , as this nation was the first on earth to declare 
the true principles of government, my greatest desire is that it 
shall be true to these Senge ge and go on winning new fame and 
glory, living through the ages, and that wherever its flag floats on 
sea or land it may be the symbol not only of freedom but of 
equality. [Loud applause. } 

I wish to call attention to the general wish of the people, espe- 
cially of the labor and farm interest of our country, in favor of this 
measure, as shown by petitions, resolutions, and letters addressed 
to the Labor Committee of the last Congress, and also to the Labor 
Committee of this Congress, some of which I append: 


New York. January 7, 1895. 
My Dear Srp: It is with more than ordinary pleasure I note that House 
bill 7756 has been referred to the Committee on Labor, of which you are the 
rman, _ at the prospects are good for a favorable report 
e House 


of the American Federation of Labor, to tho 


convention, recently held at Denver, Colo., I took occasion 
to say the ny 2 bn in reference to ; 

“A bill was in uced by the Hon. THomAs W. PxaiLutps in the House for 
the purpose of a commission, to be py by the President, for 
the purpose of inquiring into the condition ary and to what extent 
bo 2? og © have been deprived of the — by the Constitution 
of nited States and the Independence. The bill pre- 
—o representatives from organized labor, business men, and farmers 


shall ‘ 

“ The earontive council indorsed the bill and organized labor generally 
approved it, bo Ptembng J resolutions to their ive Cepgresemen and 
Senators certifying to that effect. It isdesirable the bill before its final 

should receive the consideration of this convention to say whether 
any amendments may be requires. 

. of the bill eae before the appropriate committee to which 


committee on president’s report, 
committee be appointed for the 
sentiments of the convention thereon. The special 
Te ade recommended its indorsement by 


recommendations: 
in case the said bill becomes a law, all 
action 


d 
bod shall be sub- 
ved of tabor for in the bill, and that 


ti to 
efforts be put a by the seouanre council to secure the appointment of 
Ty Rate rented iat all Bodies afMiatod with the Am: 
tion their and Representa- 


yeanseuve Senators 

the above-named measure.” 

oie nieaware insaying, was adopted by the 
wena the coming week, and if I 


in con- 
salother measures in wiich the organized waxe wor 


SAML. GOMPERS. 


Hon. LAWRENCE E. potas, 
ae pin tatives, Washington, D. C. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., December t/,, 1394. 


Str: U that your committee have now under consideration 
H.R. 7756, introduced by Congressman PHILLIPs of Pennsy A 


lvania, be 
tment commission to collate in- 
formation and comer apd recommend Ingation to, moet she Uric 
ve 
tinal and offal indorsement ofthe propositions therein contained, It isnot 
possible 


t 
within the prescribed limits ofa to give all my reasons therefor, 














ve to say for the present that it seems to me this would be a practi- 
wee an of securing the best information as a basis for the making 
of laws conse! the interests of all classes, but would, to a considerable 
extent, do awa: th the necessity for various organizations of labor, capi- 
tal, an: iculture sending committees to Washington to influence legisla 
tion and lobbying in the interest thereof. The prosperity of the urban work- 
ing classes is so closely interwoven with that of the agriculturist and the 
manufacturer that I doubt very much if any of us know where the interests 
of each begin orend. Such a commsssion as proposed by the bill would have 
the combined adyantage of being representative of all classes, and securing 

information hardly ible under other conditions. . 
The weight of recommendations from such acommission to the lawmaking 
power of States and nation would certainly be much greater than similar 
recommendations coming from any other source, inasmuch as it would be 

nonpartisan and representative of all c 

Believing I voice the hearty concurrence of the large constituency I have 
be affiliated with and represent in the above indorsement, I am, 


y, yours, JNO. W. HAYES, 


General Secretary-Treasurer. 
. LAWRENCE McGAwn, 
Be en Committee on Labor, Washington, D. C. 


HARRISBURG, PA., December 22, 1394. 


Drar Sire: My attention having been called to House bill No. 7756, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, entitled ‘A bill authorizing the sSepctatmnont 
of a non n commission to collate information and to consider and rec- 
ommen tion to meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, 
and capital,” and having examined the said bill with much care, I had it laid 
before a ue Alliance council of this country, where it met, after dis- 
cussion, with unanimous approval. 

This week it was laid before the council of the Pennsylvania State Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and saampotries Union, its provisions discussed, and the measure 

s practically unanimously approved. 
wn evil es loos laid before a majority of the members of the executive 
committee of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, and has 


i al 
<——— it will become a law ata ve 


the honor to 
Very 


‘ ‘ Lho early day, as the agricul- 
wat cee of the United States, I am sure, will be greatly benefited by 
the labors of a on appointed in the manner propcsed by the bill 


referred to. 
respectfully, H. C. DEMMING, 
= " Secretary Executive Committee 


National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union. 


Hon. LAwrence E. McGann, M. C., 
Chairman of the Congressional Committee on Labor. 


Des Mornes, Iowa, December 18, 1894. 


Dear Sir: H. R. 7756 having been called to my attention, I take great pleas- 
ure in informing you that it meets my most agers eqpeovel. 

It seems to me that the bill pcomises more for the harmony of conflicting 
interests at this time than any other measure now pending in Congress. 

Thanking zt for the introduction of so just and timely a measure, and 
trusting for its immediate passage, I am, 


» yours, J. R. SOVEREIGN, 
wide Grand Master Workman. 
Hon. T. W. Puruiips, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 7, 1896. 
A bill, known as the “industrial commission bill" (H. R.21), has been intro- 
duced in the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. The position of the 
National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union on the proposition is as fol- 


Ws: 

We favor the a tment of a nonpartisan commission to collate informa- 
tion and to r and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, and capital. Inasmuch as it is to be preliminary 
to proposed wholesome na an, and as the work of such a com- 
mission will gen ay facts res into official form, all at the ex- 
pense of the Government, we indorse such legislative action. 

In indorsing such a commission, however, we are firmly of the opinion that 


the a) tment of the commission should be surrounded by such safeguards 
as to the appointment of members favorable to the industrial classes. 
The expenses of such a commission should be kept within the limits of strict 
economy. 

J. W. BOWDEN, Chairman. 

Cc. R. WHITE, 

Cimjerenee otntee BL and 
‘erence Committee N. F. A. and I. U. 
Certified copy. 


J. W. BOWDEN, Chairman. 


OFrFrice oF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, ORDER or Kyicuts or LAnor, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1896. 
GENTLEMEN: general officers of the Knights of Labor, 
acting on tion, cordially Sieeal te our fever: 
= and oust consideration eee 21, merosuced by — a T. W. 
Pennsylvania, which is entirely acce our m ' 
Tes y Pp em bers. 


= J. R. SOVEREIGN, G. M. W., 


M. J. BISHOP, G. W. F. 
JNO. W. HAYES, G. 8. P., 
C. A. FRENC 
T. B. McGUIR 
J. M. KENNEY, 
alekend af Manes Executive Board. 
2, ‘ve 
ComMITTER ON LABOR, 
House of Fifty-fourth Congress. 
From the report of the committee on the ent’s made to the fif- 
of American Federation of Labor, held at New 
ork, N. Y. 9 to 17, inclusive, 1895, the following extract is taken: 
whienewed Be ee aarare the pasmge of the Phillips bill, 
e was at the last session of Congress, a committee should 
convention to urge the passage of this bill.”’ 


a WasnrincorTon, D. C., March 18, 1896. 
‘e have carefully considered the bill H. R. 21, commonly known 
acommission to inquire as to what ton ie necessary 


of the and as it - 
, oe. bank goes to the from your com 


the ble 


as 
to the best 
mittee we 
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It wee to usasastrictly nonpartisan and impartial measure, and we com- 
mend it because it singles out no class, creed, or party to conduct said inves- 
tigation and proposes no legislation in favor of any class, creed, or party. 
Were it otherwise we would not feel that we could lend it our indorsement 
or ee 
very truly, yours, 
. E. E. CLARK, 
Ovder of Railway Conductors, 
F. P. SARGENT, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
P. H. MORRISSEY, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 


P. M. ARTHUR, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineera 
W. V. POWELL, 


Order of Railroad Ti legraphers. 
Hon. ThomMAs W. PHILLIPs, 
Chairman Committee on Labor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
[Mr. PHILLIps having yielded the floor temporarily, the follow- 
proceedings took place: } 

tr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

oa committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to present a privileged report, and move its 
adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the order of the House adopted on May 20 be so modified as 
to allow the consideration of House bill No. 6119 to continue until Friday, 
May 22, at 4 o'clock. General leave to print remarks on said bill is hereby 
} given for ten days. * 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. Austin & Co.: 

A bill (8. 1338) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Durham, in the State of 
North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
8. Dak.; 

A bill (8. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United States 
Marine-Hospital Service; 

A bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of an act to provide for 
the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the vol- 
unteer forces; 

A bill (8. 1500) for the relief of William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, 
and Benjamin Hellman, Lawrence R. Bresnahen, John W. Griffin, 
George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his 
official bond as postmaster at Cheyenne; 

A bill (5. 168) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (8. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan; 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of Augustus Boyd; 

A bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond; and 

A bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (8. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; and 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of the 
Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had 
appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. SEWELL, and Mr. WALTHALL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R. 5675) authorizing the construction of 
a wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charlesy 
Mo., asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. Quay, and Mr. NeLson 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 

A bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of Juné 8, 1890, entitled *‘An 
act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the Navy or 
the Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor and Judge- 
Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John 8. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

A bill (H.R.8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the circuit 
and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8109) making —— for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

he message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference, and had further insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, asked a further conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr, Fryr, Mr. Quay, and Mr. VEst as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill H. R. 8109—the fortifications appropriation bill—and 
agree to a conference on the disagreeing vote thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present at this time a 
conference report on the river and harbor bill, which will take 
very little time to dispose of, I will not ask the reading of the 
report. The situation is this: There are two amendments about 
which there was some mistake, and in order to correct them the 
a to the —— — eee committee. I 

esire for t esent, therefore, to disagree to the entire report. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, 

Mr. HEPBURN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


























































































Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman, I understand, an en- 
tire di ent on the part of the conferees of the two Houses. 
Mr. HOOKER. Not an entire di ment. 





Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). The question I wish to ask is 
this: That places the bill, as I understand it, in the position ‘that 
it was in prior to the appointment of the conferees on the of 
the House. If that be true, I desire to raise the poi order 
upon the amendments of the Senate, under Rule 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it does place it in 
that position. 






































in connection with this matter a few days ago, that so far as the 
Chair has been able to find there is no objection, in point of par- 
liamentary law, to asking unanimous consent that the action that 
was taken should be taken under the circumstances. The Chair 
thoughtalso that the question of reconsideration could not be raised 
because at the time it was presented the order was purtially exe- 


cuted, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well,:now, Mr. Speaker, that order having 
entirely failed, as I understand the situation, it requires some fur- 
ther action of the House to continue the conferees of the House in 
their position. In other words, the river and harbor bill, after 















































the report made by the gentleman . Hooker], is precisely in 
the situation faiah it was when it aoe the oo table as 
a message from the Senate, and in that view of matter I now 








raise the point of order that under Rule XX all of the amendments 
of the Senate must be considered in the Committee of the Whole 
mn DINGLEY. ee - to ‘liamentary inquiry 
: . Lrisetoa 6 
The SPEAKER. The aan will state it. 









































Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that a conference is pre- 
ome which there is an agreement reported as to all the items 
ut 
. The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was an entire d t between two Houses? 





isagreemen 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no; that is not so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is what the gentleman stated. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And it was upon that statement that I based 
what I have said. ’ 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, there has been an entire agree- 
ment on the part of the committee of conference on all the 
amendments proposed by the Senate to the House bill except six. 






































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 







the bill about which an error had been made 








re 


= if that is the case I want to make and insist upon my point of 
order. 









ment. He has re 
















The Chair ought to state in regard to the question brought up | 





Mr. HEPBURN. [did not so understand the gent! 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, I stated that there were twa fete 
, and the Senate, for 

a 

to take the same course here, and to move a con- 


for the prrpose of sree those two items. 


Mr. H N. That is as I un the gentleman. H 
an entire di ent between the two committees, 


Mr. CANNON, I understand the gentleman reports an agree- 


ment, 


Mr. HEPBURN. He has not yet officially reported an agree- 
a total disagreement. 
Mr, HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, I desire t 
r, . Mr. er, I desire to call the attenti 
the Chair to Rule XX—— ; ale 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read. 


_ ae reading the —— report. 
r. interrupting the reading). Mr. Speak 
has ail been printed in the REcorp. © a 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The audieaien Will state - oe 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to know whether we are acting on the 
verbal report made by the chairman of the committee or upon 
some document? 


TheSPEAKER. The nae a conference report. 
a Chair correct? The Chair the gentleman from New 
ork. 


Mr. HOOKER. Yes; a conference report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was no statement of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair had ordered the Clerk to read 
the conference report. It is impossible for the House to know 
what is before it until it is read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I want tocall the attention of the Chair 
to this matter and ask that the notes of the reporter be read, if 
necessary. The gentleman his report as a verbal one, and 
he made the statement that there was an entire disagreement 
between the two committees. That made a different parlia- 
—_ situation of his bill from the one that he is now seeking 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we ought to 
have the r order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If he in fact made a verbal report, if he re- 
ported an entire disagreement between these two committees, then 
this bill occupies the parliamentary status which it had prior to 
the intment of the conferees. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think we had better have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. The gentle 
en eee: 5 ee ee ee 


Clerk resumed the of the report. 
Mr. CANNON (interrupting reading). Mr. Speaker—— 
The For what man rise? 


CANNON. a yt 

Mr. CANNON. As this takes from the special order, and 
I understand from the gentleman’s statement that he is going 
House to disagree to the conference rt, I rise for 
of asking unanimous consentthat the further reading 
report may be dispensed with, and the gentleman then can 
his motion. 

Mr. HOOKER, I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reading of the 
conference report will be ~o™ with. 

Mr. KEM. I object, te wns 

Bbw SPEAKER, The from Nebraska {Mr. Kru) 
° 

‘Pe Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the conference 

For text of conference report, see Senate proceedings of 


Ma = 
Nr. URN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the recent from Senate, showing that 


the 
this conference report has been disagreed to by the Senate. Then 
I want to call the attention of the een by the 
gentleman—the verbal I want further to call the atten- 


of the 


5 


tion of the Chair to the that any from a conference 
committee dissolves the committee of , and that there 
is no conference committee after the hasbeen made. Now, 
in view of these I submit tothe Chair that the parlia- 


tions, 
mentary status of bill is precisely the same as it was when it 
came hore from the Senate asa message from thefenste, and that 
the amendments made by the Senate are in y the same 
ee ore action of any kind was taken by the 
ouse. 

eee Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon mo 
at 

Mr AEPBURN, Let me make my point a little further. 











1896. 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 
Mr.HEPBURN. Then letme further suggest that these amend- 
ments of the Senate, being appropriations of money, must, under 
Rule XX of this House, be rst considered in Committee of the 
Whole House on the stateof the Union. I make that point now, 
that this bill, being in the situation that it was when it was re- 
turned with the Senate amendments, when it first came from the 
Senate, that those amendments, under our rule, must first be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Jnion. 

: The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman do with the action 
of the House in nonconcurring in the Senate amendments? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is what I desired to call attention to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that that action, so 
far as it can be removed-— 

The SPEAKER. So far as it can be removed; but can it be? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to re by subsequent action it can. 

The SPEAKER. How about the action the House has taken 
when it refused to concur in the Senate amendments? That is the 
action of the House of Representatives, and it can not be over- 
ruled by the S er. 

r. HEPBU RN. Now—— 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will hearthe gentleman from Iowa 
on that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair has 
already reached a conclusion, it is not worth while for ‘the gen- 
tleman from Iowa” to try to move it. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. Perhapsnot, after the statement the Chair has 


made. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to disagree to the confer- 
ence report and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the gentleman’s mo- 
tion be to insist on the disagreement of the House to the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference. 

The gentleman from New York moves that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and agree to 
the conference asked, 

The motion was — to. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair will appoint the same gentlemen 
as conferees. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
‘was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed acts of the following titles: 

On May 20, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; and 

An act (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour. 

Nore.—The following bill was presented to the President on 
May 8, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, has become a law without approval: 

An act (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebene- 
zer G. Howell, late a private pany F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers. 


LABOR COMMISSION, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union has had under consideration the bill 
H, R. 6119, and has come to no resolution thereon. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. S er, Imove that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the special order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to limit the debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not at this stage. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole House was 


accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
resumed and concluded his remarks as printed 


FE] 
ie 
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CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to address 
ttee, the a bes! _ the ae sections. 
proceeded to r e preamble. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the status of this bill at the 
and the condition of the debate? I understood that 
twoor three gentlemen on the other side who intended 


on this su 
+ The Clerk is now reading the bill by para- 
for amendments. The Chair waited for gentlemen to 
tee debate, and no one seemed to claim the floor. 
. Wecan have the same privilege to-morrow, as I 


CHAIRMAN, No. 
: URN. Certainly that must not have been understood 


. There are a number of gentlemen who propose to 
general discussion. 


oF . = 
(ei 


aEpERLE 
li 
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Does the gentleman from New York desire 


The CHAIRMAN. 
to take the floor? 

Mr. LOW. Not to-day. I propose to take it to-morrow. I 
yielded to gentlemen on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to take the floor 
all general debate so far as the bill is concerned will be closed, 
and the bill will be read by paragraphs for amendments. [After 
a pause.] The Clerk will read. 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman, I will take the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LOW. This Congress since convening has considered revy- 
enue bills, bond bills, appropriation bills; it has discussed inter- 
national questions and other important business, all of which 
were national in character and of vital importance to our country. 
Now we have been presented with a question of great impor- 
tance—one that touches the relation between capital and labor. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, in advocating the passage 
of the bill, to portray distressing scenes nor oppressions which the 
toilers have had to endure while battling in the field of labor for 
the necessities of life; neither do I propose to call your attention 
to the imposition capitalists have had to suffer and put up with 
by and through the despotic rules of labor unions. 

Capital and labor have been in conflict time and time again for 
many decades, disturbing the peace and prosperity of our basiness 
centers. It does seem to me with all the intelligence that the peo- 
ple of these United States possess, remedial legislation ought to be 
secured with a view of harmonizing these two great interests 
which have made the world what it is to-day. It is a fact, andit 
can not be controverted, that the human race, whether it is in 
this or any other country, is composed of classes ranked accord- 
ing to their training, education, and peculiar fitness for the sphere 
in which they live, and no law, no legislation, or sentiment: can 
change these conditions while the world exists. There must be 
leaders, there must be hewers of wood and carriers of water. and 
there will always be the rich and the poor, but happiness and 
contentment ought to be within the reach of every person living, 
without regard to class. In this great Government of ours legis- 
lation is a potent factor in guarding the people’s interest; there- 
fore it seems wise and proper that we should take into considera- 
tion one of the greatest questions that confronts the people of the 
United States, and that question is the labor question. It is one 
that has been growing in importance, spreading in influence, until 
its agitation is felt in every section of the country; it slumbers at 
times, only toawaken with renewed vigor. Any time spent by this 
House in considering this bill will be devoted to a measurein which 
every American citizen is interested. 

The many disturbances in the labor field, such as discontent and 
strikes, which often culminate in violence, bloodshed, and loss of 
life, evince that there is a demand for something more than a 
superficial investigation of these twin interests—labor and capital. 

The agitation between employer and employee has been going 
on throughout the world for years, entailing loss of time and 
money toboth. The very fact that there has been so much trouble 
between the two shows a power and strength on the part of both 
that can not be evenheniend or ignored. 

Unsettled public questions will ever be present and continue to 
vex us until changes of a a character take place. 
quires reasoning from an unselfish standpoint. 

There has been a growing disposition on the part of the em- 
ployer and employee to adjust their differences amicably. The 
subject is a deep one for legislation, requiring much thought and 
study and consideration at the outset. It is not expected that 
members can do more than consider the bill; after that turn the 
matter over to a committee as suggested in the measure, and leave 
it to them to analyze. They will have the power to examine men 
in every grade and condition in life. They will follow business 
of all kinds from the laborer’s work up to the employer and capi- 
talist. "When the masses see that the Government is interesting 
itself in the importance of contentment among all classes, then 
there will be no need of a labor candidate in the field of politics, 
for he who is chosen by the people will represent all classes. 

If you have a chance sit down and talk with the workingman. 
With few exceptions you will find him interesting; experience in 
life has given him manyideas. Severe trials may have warped his 
opinions on some questions, for his is a nature more to be touched 
by things seen than things told. He knows that his capital is 
labor and that it can not draw interest unless employed; an idle 
day means no income for that day; for unlike other capital it can 
not be hoarded, hence idleness at any time can not be made up, 
and the toileris theloser. When you talk over the situation with 
him you find that his demands are not extravagant. He does not 
want to usurp the position of the capitalist; he has no desire to 
live in the same luxurious manner as that of his employer, but he 
does want to be able at all times to pay the rent of his humble 
home and provide for himself and family the necessities and ordi- 
nary comforts of life and havea dollar left in his pocket wher 
Monday morning comes around. 


This re- 
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With an intelligent, active, and determined board of commis- 
sioners, I firmly believe that excellent results will reward their 
labors, productive of great benefit to the masses, and goa long 
way toward formulating some eee | for existing evils in the 
labor field, at the same time giving full protection to capital. 

We want contentment among all classes, and in order to obtain 
that people must broaden their views. This bill suggests an open 
field to enter upon, where candid men can have an opportunity, 
free from politics, to discuss questions and theories which sooner or 
later wemust meet. In ace woe this bill we must not lose sight 
of the fact that the remedial legislation suggested is for our own 
people—citizens of the country, the masses who support and main- 
tain our form of government. Among the masses is the wealthy 
capitalist, one who employs labor in re outhis plans. Who 
is he? An American citizen, an upholder of our laws. We have 
also among the masses the laborer, toiling to complete the plans 
of theformer. Whois he? An American citizen, ever ready, too, 
to uphold the laws of our land. Both American citizens, both in 
the busy arena of life, both have their missions to fulfill, and both 
want their country to prosper. The nation depends upon them 
both, not only in time of peace but in time of war. Thus far the 
disadvantage has been with the toiler, whose opportunities for 
employment have not always been within his reach. Wages are 
often so small that when he is forced into idleness he has nothin 
saved with which to bridge over a dull time. He looks aroun 
his humble home and sees want and poverty; then he compares it 
with that of his employer near him, who enjoys not only the com- 
forts of life but the luxuries; then he thinks and thinks, and while 
he knows that he lacks the training and the executive ability to 

lan, to carry out industries as a leader, yet he feels that the gap 

»etween himself and employer is too great. Busy times come 

around again and we find him employed. He sees busy times 
ahead, and with the remembrance of his deprivations of the past 
his inclination is to get higher wages, sometimes more than his 
ea can pay. 

On the other hand, the employer is striving to make all he can out 
of his employees; hence there exists a conflicting element within an 
industry, and prosperity can not thrive under those circumstances. 
Harmony and success can be reached only through the avenue 
of reciprocity which ought to exist between capital and labor. 
Withdraw capital from an industry for any length of time and it 
will suffer. ithout labor os of all kinds would stop, and 
absolute want would follow, affecting rich and r alike; henve 
capital and labor are coordinate interests, Neither can live any 
length of time without the other. 

Capital is a purchasing power. There its function ceases, for it 
has neither brain nor thought, but both are requisite in preserv- 
ing and keeping it safe. Labor has both brain and thought, and 
through their agencies capital is produced. The prosperity of any 
nation depends upon rich men, the skilled workman, and the toiler. 

What workingmen want is not a they do not ask for 
—— but merely an opportunity to fairly fight the battle of 
ife. They do not want aggregation of wealth on one side with- 
out some consideration on the other, for that is the side that aids 
in the production of wealth. ; 

History has proven that in countries where the common people 
are doing well the nation is prosperous, and that nation is most 
great an werful, a 

With all due respect to capital, and giving it the fullest meas- 
ure of consideration, let me say that it is to the toiler that we are 
indebted for many of the c orts and luxuries of life; hence his 
wants merit our earnest consideration. 

Capital can seek unlimited fields for investment, but labor has 
its special sphere, divided among the masses. The bricklayer can 
not take up any other calling, neither can the carpenter, painter, 
or blacksmith, 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to address the 
committee the Clerk will read the for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 1. Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized and directed to a ta commission, to be called the industrial 
commission, com as follows: Five men representative of labor, five men 
representative of agriculture, and five men representative of business; but a 
rey of this commission not to any one of the political parties 
which took part in the last Presidential election. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. On behalf of the committee I desire to offer 
an amendment to this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 5, 6, and 7 of section 1, the represe 
tive of labor, five men tative of Serioaltare. and five men represent- 
ative of business"; and instead thereof, “‘three men representative 


f labor, three men resentative of agriculture, three men tative 
of manufacturing, ont’ three men representative of business ond the profes- 
gions.” 


Mr. TRACEY. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word ‘ three” wherever it occurs and areas **two.” 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I object to that amendment. The amend- 
ment which I have off has been submitted by the authority of 
the committte, who have given the bill very careful consideration. 
In view of the vast and varied industries of our country a com- 


“five men nta- 


mission of smaller number than that which the commi 

pose would not meet the requirements of the case. “Tt can that 
the amendment which I have offered will be adopted. P 
- Mr. care ieces — i Mr. Chairman, 
iamen inquiry. Is another amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN . ‘Two amendments to this section are already 
pending. A substitute would be in order. ad 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire, then, to offer the {,)). 
lowing as a substitute: After the words“ President of the Unit.) 
States,” in line 3, insert the words ‘by and with the advice a1, 
consent of the Senate,” and let the following part of the secti.., 
provide as at present for 5 men representative of labor, 5 men rep- 
resentative of agriculture, 5 men representative of manufactur: 
and 5 men representative of husiness, so that the section w 
Vi oe Pp age Hoe mes . 

r. Mr. Chairman, this commission as origin: 
proposed was to consist of 7 representatives of labor, 7 een y 
atives of agriculture, and 7 representatives of business, making 
21inall. As now proposed to be amended by the committee. it 
will be composed of 5 men representative of labor, 5 representa- 
tive of agriculture, 5 representative of manufacturing, and 5 rep- 
resentative of business and the professions. Thus we shall havo 
4 divisions of 5 members each instead of 3 divisions of 7 members 
each. As amended, the commission will consist of 20, instead of 
21 members, and there will be a new division, that of manufac- 
tures. It was thought that in view of the vastness and impor- 
tance of our manufacturing industries they should be distinctly 
and separately represented. 

This amendment was adopted after correspondence with gen- 
tlemen representing that branch of industry. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DiInGLEy] also suggested this amendment. | 
hope, therefore, that the amendments will remain as they aro 
recommended by the committee; that is to say, five in each group, 
three of whom are to be appointed by the President, and two to 
be selected by each division after it is appointed. The reason for 
requiring these subsequent appointments was for the purpose of 
su Pea any talent that might be lacking. 

e bill provided originally for seven representatives of labor, 
five of them to be appoin by the President and two by each 
division of the commission after their appointment. We have 
reduced the number to three who are be appointed by the Presi- 
dent and two in each group to be selected by the commission, in 
order,as I have said, to supplement any talent that might be 


lacking. 

Mr. SINGHAM. Are they to be confirmed by the Senate? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. No, sir; the bill dves not require confirmation 
by the Senate. 

I hope the gentleman will yield, therefore, and not press the 
amendment. We have made a careful investigation of the sub- 
ject, and we are satisfied that the great interest of agriculture 
could not be properly represented on this commission with three 
men. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will you permit a question? Has the commit- 
tee made an estimate of the probable cost of the whole business? 

Mr. TRACEY. It will cost $252,000 for salaries for the two 
years alone. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. We have not made any exact estimate. 

Mr. oe Well, have you any es te—an approximate 


estimate? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. It will be about $300,000 for the whole com- 
miesion for its full term of two years. 
Mr. BRUMM. That I understand only includes salaries? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. No; that includes the whole expense. 
Mr. ae Does that include the cost of acquiring informa- 
e, 


tion outsi a , papers, and so on? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes; 350,000 is set for that purpose. 
Mr. BRUMM. Why not allow the dent to spect two, 
and these two another, thus making in all 12 rather than 20 men? 
. PHILLIPS. I will that You take, for in- 
the country—the Pacific 
the South, and the a, 
representatives of the 
a diversity of interest and 
? Take, if creo “' the _ 
mining, the manufacturing, iron, the coal, the 
, and the railroad interests. We want these industries 
fairly represented, and we do not think the commission is too lari: 
to represent a continent so vast as this, with interests so vast and 
varied. And while we are spending millions of dollars for ‘v- 
fenses on land and sea, we should not hesitate to spend such * 

and recommend remedial 


I rise toa par- 


Sy 


ill pro- 


small sum to inves tion for 
the benefit of our industrial interests. It should beremember«!, 
also, that the expense and loss involved in one great strike would 
pay the cost of such a commission dozen times over. [Applause.] 
move that the committee now rise. 
The aeatnle aneurin and the ving Te 
rose; 
sumed the chair, Mr. Pavan reported that ne Committee of the 








1896. 
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Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under aiail Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the bill, with the 


sideration the bill H. R. 6119, had come to no resolution thereon. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLaTr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate still further insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, numbered 
{1, 12; 18, 14, 16, 19, 22, 28, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 305, | 
306, 307, 308, 309, 810, 313, 314, disagreed to by the House of Rep- | 
resentatives, had asked a further conference with the House on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. CuLLom, Mr. TeELLer, and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 
6249) making appropriations for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various tribes of Tedions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other p i : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested: 
“i bill (S. 8011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. ; 

A bill (8. 3008) authorizing the employment of day labor in the 
construction of certain municipal buildings and works in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 8001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Nor- 
folk, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 2945) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 2943) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 

A bill (8S. 2499) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company”; 

A bill (S. 2473) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” approved July 
20, 1892; 

A bill (S. 28394) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salem, Z.; 

A bill (8. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to copyrights; and 

A bill (8. 2284) for the relief of actual settlers on unsurveyed 
public lands, 





LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I see that the Senate has dis- 
to the conference report; and I move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement and agree to the request for further 
conference on the part of the Senate on the bill H. R. 6248, the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
e motion was to. 
The SPEAKER announced as conferees Mr. Binauam, Mr. 
McCa.t of Tennessee, and Mr. DocKkErRY. 


RACHEL PATTON. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a veto mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 


read, , 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 
I herewith return without sparoval House bill No. 1185, entitled “An act 
to Rachel ton.”’ 
) the husband of the beneficiary, was a captain in an Illinois 
iment, and was killed in action June 25, 1863. 
of $e , 1868, the beneficiary was pensioned as his widow at the rate 
received this pension for thirteen years and until 1 when she mar- 
ried one William G. Culbertson. Thereupon, because of such marriage, her 
name was dropped from the pension rolls pursuant to law. 
1889, thirteen after her remarriage and the termination of her pen- 
sion, Ly a decree of divorce against her second husband on the 


She has 
ber in the frorce prac but it does not appear that alimony was allowed 
proposed by this bill to her at the same rate which was allowed 

her while she remained the ee the deceased soldier. 
It can not be denied that the remarriage of this benefi terminated her 
relation to the Government as completely as if it never existed. 


od somite Thich s0 provides sim declares what is approved by a fai 
and sensible considera eee Lad les. dae leant) sepentiion the 


w 
pensionable status of a soldier's widow, he t be 
recovered the dissolution of the second ~ o. Wai  awever. 
ie aeety principles to the subject. Soap not en. 
: widow be te restore to the 

of soldier's widow to again one a in adie teaneiee tin an Sed 

e, : 

advantages and comforts of a second quite willing to 


{rego the rovisia which was made for her vernment solely on 


EXRcUTIVE MANSION, May 21, 1896. 


EF 


, has 
the 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


message, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF IMMIGRATION BILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 
leged _— from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee, having had under consideration House resolution No. 365, 
providing for the ps of 10,000 copies of the immigration bill which 
passed the House May 2), 1596, for the use of the House of Representatives, 
recommend that the same do pass. 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the immigration bill passed this day be 
printed for the use of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask a vote upon the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration House resclu- 
tion No. 346, authorizing the employment of two additional laborers by the 
Postmaster for a period not exceeding thirty days, at a salary of $3 per day, 
respectfully report in favor of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster of the House is hereby authorized to employ 
two laborers, at $3 per day, for such time, not exceeding thirty days, as shall 
be necessary to distribute and deliver to the members of this House the gar- 
den and flower seeds which are arriving in large quantities, said laborers to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MITCHELL VS. WALSH. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I have prepared the views of 
the minority in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 
The report is now presented within the timeagreed upon between 
the members of the minority and the majority of the committee. 
Lask leave now, by unanimous consent, to file the views of the 
minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] asks unanimous consent to file the views of the minority 
in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [| Mr. Kem]. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
W. Branham, late anassistant surgeon in the United States Marine- 
Hospital Service—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1338) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Durham, in the State of North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of Augustus Boyd—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 163) providing for tha erection of a public building 
at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. Austin & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1500) for the relief of William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, 
and Benjamin Hellman, Lawrence R. Bresnahen, John W. Griffin, 
George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his offi- 
cial bond as postmaster at Cheyenne—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to presenta privileged report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the bill 8. 804, and move 
that the House agree to the conference asked by the Senate, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 18, 1896. 

Resolved, That the Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to tho bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll 


Poe, and asks a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. MircuHe.tu of Wisconsin, and Mm 
BAKER be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves to 
nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate, to insist on the dis- 
agreement of the House, and to agree to the committee of con- 
ference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Tuomas, Mr. CRowTHER, and 
Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, Faircui.p, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BLack of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, TuRNER of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
‘ sr! Mr. Draper, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 

amily. 

To Mr. Miuzs, for the rest of the week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, BartLertt? of Georgia, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION, : 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the House 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H, R. 225) to provide for the transfer of the Fort Omaha 
Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House agree 
to the conference requested by the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done, I should like to under- 
stand the amendments of the Senate. Are there any changes of 
importance? 

Mr.MERCER. Oh, no; the amendments only consist of changes 
in four or five words. 

Mr. DINGLEY. is there anything in the bill that makes the 
United States liable? 

Mr. MERCER. Oh, no; the general tenor of the bill is as it 

the House, 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill transfers the reservation to the State 
of Nebraska, does it not? 

Mr. MERCER. It did that when it passed the House, 

Mr. CROWTHER. By a lease simply. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much land is involved? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Eighty acres. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the value? 

Mr.MERCER. The reportsaysforty thousand or fifty thousand 


dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the United States reserved the right to 
resume Poy and control at any time? 

s Mr. CER. Oh, yes; at any time the Secretary of War 
esires, 

The motion of Mr. MercrR was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. BisHop, Mr. 
Tracey, and Mr. McCLELLAN. 

And then, op motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein namwd, as follows: 

Mr, MILNES, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8726) to provide 
for the payment of certain claims pe the District of Columbia 
ky drawback certificates, repo the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a ot (No. 1923); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8885) amending and ex- 
ten the provisions of an act of Congress entitled ‘“‘An act 
appro with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” approved 
ye une 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and supplemental 
thereto, approved August 3, 1894, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1931); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. : 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred House bill No. 8893, —— in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 9118) to ratify an agreement.with the Indians of the Sho- 
shone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., and making an appro- 
— to carry the same into effect, blishing the Wyoming 

ot Springs Reservation and an on for the 
survey thereof, accompanied by a report (No. 1932); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 


_ Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 2271) to authorize a ro. 

tired list for enlisted men and appointed petty officers of th, 

United States Navy, reported the same with amendment, aceo1)- 

som by a report (No. 1934); which said bill and report were r.. 

~ to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of tho 
nion. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands. {5 
which was referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (Son- 
ate Con. Res. No. 38) relating to patents to lands sold by the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company to bona fide purchasers, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1949). 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


— clause 2 oon XIII, aa _ and resolutions were 
sev reported m committees, delivered to the Clerk, an. 
wehereak to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: o 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: The bill (H. R. 3470) for the relief of Arra M. Farns- 
worth. (Report No. 1922.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7460) to increase the pension of Sarah E. Jackson, 
widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier-general of United 
States Volunteers, to $50 month. (Report No. 1924.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6968) granting a pension to John Carr, 
(Report No. 1925.) 

ae Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 2610) for the relief of A.H.Sympson. (Report 
No. ae 
" — = R. 6595) for the relief of Smith R.Mershon. (Report 
0. ; 
ae 7.) (H. R. 464) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co. (Report 

0. . 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 8252) for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, as administratrix of 
the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased. (Report No. 1928.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 3122) entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Bridget 
Lane.” ( rt No. 1929.) 

The bill (S. 808) entitled “‘An act for the relief of Daniel W. 
Perkins.” ( No. 1935.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8966) to authorize Commander E. 8. Houston, 
United States Navy, to accept a ~— from His Majesty the 
Emperor of Germany. (Report No. 1930.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 34) entitled ‘*An act for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary 8. Sheldon, and Florence P. 
Lee, | representative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of 
Lewis Smith, deceased.” No. 1936.) 

ay Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (S. 1857) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Nathan 
Mitchell.” (Report No. 1937.) 

The bill (S.996) entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
— Isaac D. Toll.” No. 1938.) 

e bill (5.341) entitled *‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Napoleon B. Breedlove.” 0. 1939.) 

The bill (S. 760 granting a pension to Rhoda 
Chick.” No. 1940.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (8S. 1946) entitled ‘An act ting an increase 
of n to Elijah N. Parkhurst.” No, 1942.) 

y Mr. LAYTON, from the ttee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 1944) to pension Catharine C. Goodrich according 
to the military rank of her husband. 


( No. 1943.) _ 

By Mr. PI , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 9139) i a to et J. Young, 

in lieu of House bill No. . (Report No.1944.) 
R. 9138) granting an increase of on_to Maria 
Kelly, reported in lieu of House bill No. 8789. (Report No. 1‘)!°.) 
By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1148) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Celestlia 


A. a No. 1946. ; 
By Mr. OMAR. from the Comentttes on Invalid Pensions: 


The S. 2133) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mary E. 
Ely.” (Report Xo. 1947.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, report! 
adversely (Report No. 1941) the bills (H.R. 6058 and H. R. 6126) 
for the hase of letters patent of Dickenson self-righting 


= -bailing lifeboat; w said bills and report were laid on 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

llows: 
= Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H.R.9119) to provide an elastic 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H.R. 9120) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and con- 
tinuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R.9121) to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. — ; 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H.R.9122) granting condemned guns 
and cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Home at Bristol, R. L—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R. 9123) to prevent forest fires 
on the public domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9124) to protect the forests on the public do- 
main from destruction by fire—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 366) providing 
that Wednesday, May 27, 1896, be allotted to bills reported from 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 368) for the 
relief of Lauretz Olson—to the Committee on Accounts. ‘ 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A resolution (House Res. No. 369) to print 
the views of the minority in the contested-election case of J. Mur- 
ray Mitchell vs. James J. Walsh—to the Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were nted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 9125) for the relief of Ed- 
mond B. Miller, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of Nelson McLaughlin, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R.9127) for the relief of 
W. A. Procter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9128) for the relief of George 
Koonce, of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H.R.9129) granting a pension to 
Emma T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H.R. 9130) for the relief of William 
R. Davidson, alias Harmon Davidson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9131) to 
have George Itzkine honorably discharged from the United States 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9132) for the 
relief of W. D. Catlett, of West Virginia—to the Committee on 


Claims. 
By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 9133) granting a pension to 
Capt. J. Francis Ho —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 9134) for the relief of Charles T. 
Plunkett, of L burg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MAN: A bill (H. R. 9135) to pension Napoleon 
. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


w 


By Mr. SKINNER (b uest): A bill (H. R. 9136) to reim- 
burse the depositors of t » Frosdmen's Bank—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9137) granting an in- 


of pension to George F. Davenport—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions, a4 , 


sf 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of certain residents of Melrose, 


i 


Mass., for favorable action on bill to amend the postal 
— : to second-class oo and bill to eg , wan 

half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roatis, 


By Mr. eee eke citizens ~ ay + , NVest Branch, 

rs City, Mich., for favorable action 

on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petitions of citizens of Bellaire, Bridge- 
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port, and Toronto, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bills Nos, 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

3y Mr. DANIELS: Petitions of citizens of Colden and Buffalo, 
N. Y., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of George S. Harness and 20 other 
citizens of West Virginia, praying for relief for the Presbyterian 
Church at Petersburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON; Petition of citizens of West Union, Ohio, 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Petition of citizens of Franklin, N. Y., asking 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, toamend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL: Petitions of citizens of Salisbury, Brunswick, 

reen City, and Bucklin, Mo., asking favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of citizens of Salamanca. Frank- 
linville, and Gowanda, N. Y., for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of citizens of Mason, Ohio, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitions of citizens of Des Moines, Pella, Swan, 
Knoxville, Nevada, and Milo, Iowa, asking for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—tothe 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of citizens of 
Reynolds, Lisbon, St. Thomas, Dickinson, Ardoch, Buffalo, Pem- 
bina, and Churchs Ferry, N. Dak., for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KYLE: Petitions of citizens of Charleston and Oxford, 
Miss., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Washington, 
D. C., in favor of House bill No 6119, for the appointment of an 
impartial committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 
remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petitions of citizens of Riverhead and 
Glen Cove, N. Y., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Williamson, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of George E. Green and 46 other citi- 

zens of Binghamton, N. Y., urging the passage of House bill No. 
260, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 
Rules. 
By Mr. REED: Resolution of the national convention of rail- 
road commissioners, held at Washington, D.C., May 19 and 20, 
1896, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and 
Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of citizens of Delaware, Ohio, ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amend- 
ing the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of citizens of Vandalia, Mo., ask- 
ing for favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of citizens of Oakfield and 
city of Niagara Falls, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petitions of citizens of 
Spencer and Southbridge, Mass., asking for favorable action on 
Hones bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Paper to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of George F’. Davenport—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition of Schenectady Technical Associa- 
tion, of Schenectady, N. Y., in regard to House bill No. 7251, re- 
lating to the metricsystem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Schenectady, N. Y., in favor of 
House bills Nos. 4556 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


to 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 22, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MitBury, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary procee 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 18th instant, a list of all judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in favor of claimants since the 6th day of 
April, 1896, in Indian depredation cases, including the names of 
claimants, the amount claimed, and the amount of judgment re- 
covered in each case; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
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printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 19th instant, a schedule of all claims allowed by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury under appropriations the bal- 
ances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
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ment No. of the present session, up to and including the 2ist 
instant, amounting to $63,214.89; which was read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 



































printed forthwith and returned from the Printer. 
done in the course of two hours. 
The motion was agreed to. 


























ion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response t 
tion f the 5 y of the Navy, transmitting, i t 














aliens employed in the Navy Department; which was ordered t 
lie on the table, and to be printed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to submit a conference report. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
bill to be referred? 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


HOUSE 
































Certainly. 
BILL 
The bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of th: 
United States was read the second time by its title, and referrec 
to the Committee on Immigration. 
JOSEPH R. WEST. 
Mr. GALLINGER suhmitted the following report: 











REFERRED. 































































, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five” 
sane, 





; and the House agree 


to the 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
W.N. ROACH, 
GEORGE L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. PICKLER, 
HENRY. F. THOMAS, 
C. J. ERDMAN, 
: Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
REGULATION 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance o 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from North Carolin: 
will permit us to go through with the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena 
tor from North Carolina after the morning business is concluded 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; Ido not want to interfere with rou 
tine business. 


OF BOND ISSUES. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Genera 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cleveland, Ohio 
remonstrating against the sale of spirituous liquors in the Capito 
building at Washington, D. C.; 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
1: 


ic 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Cleveland, 
against the manufacture or sale of liquor in any building unde 


Public Buildings and Grounds, 


led to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- | 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 
20, 1874, since the allowance of those embraced in House Docu- 


He also presented a memorial of the General Conference of thx 


Ohio, remonstrating 
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I move that that communication and ac- 
companying papers be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and that a special order be made that it be 
It ought to be 


) 


a resolution of the 9th instant, a statement showing the number of 


) 


My colleague will allow the immigration 


» 


l 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 673) grant 
ing a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major-general, United 

ites Army Volunteers, having m«¢ er full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol 
he Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


In lieu of the 


f | 


, | adversely thereon, and the joint resolution was postponed indefi- 


] 


1 j 
which was referred to the Com- 


» 
t 


r 


Government control; which was referred to the Committee on 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Mount Pleasant 
Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 3123, relative to highways in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of W. F. Merrick and 69 other 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation giving relief 
to the suffering Armenians in Turkey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. 
Greene, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3182) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, 


| widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer, reported 1t 


| °49 ° 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | W!t® amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
ec a” 4 44 ‘ St « c a~ | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. 43854) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, 
widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United 
States Volunteers, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (5.3161) amending and extending the provisions 
of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approving, with amend- 
ments, the funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and 
the act amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved 
August 3, 1894, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River from the borough of Braddock to 
the township of Mifflin, Pa., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 


| on the 2ist instant, intended to be proposed to the general defi- 


ciency appropriation bill, the amendment providing that hereafter 
all printers and bookbinders and all skilled mechanics, such as 
carpenters, machinists, etc., employed in the Government Print- 
ing Office shall be paid at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time 
actually employed, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to, 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.5258) granting an honorable 
discharge to John B. Besler, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 138) for the relief of James P. Veach, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of James P. Veach, reported 


nitely. 
Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S.R.137) granting a life-saving 


| medal to Henry Adsit Woodruff, of New York City, N. Y., re- 


ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3205) direct- 


| ing the Interstate Commerce Commission to prepare a uniform 


freight classification; which was read twice by its title. 
MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 


| resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 


ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the House of Representative s (the Senate concurring), That there 


| be printed 15,000 additional copies of the Messages and_ Papers of the Presi- 


dents, Richardson's compilation,of which there shall be 5,000 copies for the 











1896 





Senate and 10,000 copies for the House of Serene eet to be distributed 
and disposed of, including the fraction in each case, as provided in the House 
joint resolution numbered 170, approved on the 30th day of April, 1596. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3200) to enable the personal | 
representative of E. M. Shield to bring suit against the United | 


States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com; | 


mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3201) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William Repp; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3202) for the regulation 
of cemeteries and the disposal of dead bodies in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 2203) granting an increase 
of pension to Aurelius Roberts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3204) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvester Walters; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Imove thatthe Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of what is commonly called the filled-cheese bill. I hope it 
will be acted upon promptly , without further delay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded, the Chair will state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate after the morning business is over that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] addressed the Chair to 
submit a motion to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
1341, and the Chair stated to that Senator that he would be recog- 
nized for that purpose at the conclusion of the morning business. 
The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous consent, as the Chair 
understands, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill 
which will be read by title. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
cheese bill. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

Mr. BUTLER. That bill will lead to discussion, and I feel com- 
pelled to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


29 


Un 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 


posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BIOGRAPHY OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution which I submitted 
day before yesterday be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved, That Benjamin Durfee be, and he is hereby, directed (in addition 
to his other duties and without extra compensation) to prepare an alphabet 
ical biography of Congress from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana rise 
to present morning business? 

Mr. TURPIE. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina 


permit me to call up a bill to relieve Charles W. Rinehardt cao 
the charge of desertion. 


It is a House bill, that has been pending 





It is the bill commonly known as the filled- | 
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| 





| with the Senator from West Virginia 





Ps 


edede 


9 


it considered. 





during the whole session, and I should like to have 
It will not be a subject of discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican not hear a word the Senator says. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will re- 
peat his request. 

Mr. TURPIE. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina to 
allow me to call up the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military 
record of Charles W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable 
discharge. Itis a House bill,and all that is lacking is action on 
the part of this body. It will not lead to any dis ‘ussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state to the Senator from Indiana that 
as soon as Senate bill 1341 is taken up I will give way for that 
purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object now. 
bill 1341 is taken up. 

Tha VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interp sed. 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from North C 


Is there objection to the request of 
I shall not object when Senate 


The ques- 
arol in: 1 To pro- 


ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the fur- 
ther issue of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. HILL. This being an important question, I desire a full 
Senate. I suggest the want of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will cal 
The Secretary called the roll,and the following 


} 
i 


the roll. 
Senators an- 


| swered to their names: 





Allen, Davis, Mé “v2 id e Sewell, 
Allison, Dubois, MeMil lan, Sherman, 

acon, Faulkner, tortie Stewart, 
Bak Gallinger, Mills, Teller 
Bate, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg Thurston, 
Berry Gray, Morrill, Tr irpie, 
Blackburn, Hale, Nelson Vest 
Brown Hansbrough, P. ass Vilas, 
Burrows, Harris, Pe Walthall 
Butler Hawley. P ert ins, Warren, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pe ttig "ew Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Pr hard. Wilson. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Pi 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wits-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1541. 


Mr. HILL. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceeded 
| to call the roll. 
Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was c: _~ <1). I am paired with 
| the senior Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Smiru], but I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Utah Mr. CANNON] ‘and vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 


{Mr. ELKrNs]. 
name wascalled). J 
¥. PALMER], 


Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his 


am paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [M 


but I will transfer 


that pair to the Senator from Montana |Mr. MANTLE] and vote. 
I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name wi is called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but I am in- 
formed that he is in favor of this measure. I therefore exercise 


my discretion and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihavea general 
pair with the junior Senator from South ¢ ‘arolina [Mr. TiLLMAN] 
but as I am advised that he is in favor of the present considera- 
tion and passage of the measure now sought to be brought before 
the Senate, and with that understanding, upon all matters affect- 


ing its consideration I shall exercise my discretion and yote. I 
vote ** yea.” 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 


CAMERON}. 
The roll call was concluded. 





Mr. GEAR. lam paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SEWELL. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MiTtcHELL]. If he were present,I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wo.cortrt] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio |Mr. Brice]. If my colleague were 

| present, he would vote ‘‘ yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—34 
Allen, Daniel Mitchell, Oreg. 
Bacon, Dubois, Pasco n. 
Bate, George, Peffer, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Pe ! est, 
Blackburn, Harri Pr Warren 
Brown, Jones, Ark, Prit White. 
Butler, Kyle, Pugh, Wilson. 
Chilton, Martin, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Mills, Stewart 


CONGRESSIONAL 


NAYS—20. 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Lindsay, 
McBride, 
McMillan, 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Lodge, 
Mantle, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Gorman, Palmer, 
Hoar, Platt, 
Irby, Proctor, 
Jones, Nev. Quay, 





Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Sherman, 
Vilas, 
Wetmore, 


Elk 
Faulkner, 
Gear, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 


Aidrich, 


Blanchard, 


ins, Roach, 
Sewell, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Tillman, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit 
the further issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Iask the Senator from New York to yield to 
me for the purpose of asking unanimous consent to call up House 
bill 2054. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which will be 
read for information. 

Mr. PEFFER. Would it not be better to lay the pending bill 
temporarily aside for the purpose of considering the bill? I ask 
that that may be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kansas pardon me a 
moment? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Chair whether that 
would prejudice in any way the bill the Senate has just voted to 
take up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending bill be temporarily laid aside for 
the purpose of considering the bill indicated by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
proper place as soon as that bill is disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 


The 


CHARLES W. RINEHARDT. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


sider the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles | 


W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, which 


had been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an | 


amendment, in line 3, to strike out the word *‘ War” 
the words ‘‘the Navy”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to correct the military record of Charles W. Rine- 
hardt, » third-class musician in the United States Marine Corps band, by 
removing the charge of desertion against him therefrom and granting him 
an honorable discharge as of date August 15, 1882. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

COMMUTATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senate to consider, with- 
out prejudice to the bill which has just been taken up, House bill 
No. 1436, which the Committee on Public Lands have reported, 
and it is desirable to have it passed soon in order to effect its ob- 
ject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill be laid aside temporarily 
tor the purpose of considering the bill indicated by him. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Will it lead to debate? 

Mr. VILAS. It.will take but a few moments, and it can be 
passed without the least interference with the pending bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will it lead to any discussion? 

Mr. VILAS. I think not. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it leads to 
not press it? 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no; I shall not press it; I will give way. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1456) to quiet title to 
lands in persons who purchased the same in good faith without 
notice and for a valuable consideration, and to enable the Goy- 


and insert 


any discussion the Senator will 


ernment to issue patents on such lands, and that commutations | 
of homestead entries shail take effect from date of settlement | 


and not from date of entry, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands with amendments, in section 1, line 
12, after the word *‘ proofs,” to insert ‘‘and that no other reason 
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Such consent will retain the pending bill in its | 





| fulfillin 
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why the title should not vest in the entryman exists except that 
the commutation was made less than fourteen months from the 
date of the homestead settlement, and that there was at least six 
months’ actual residence in good faith by the homestead entry- 
man on the land prior to such commutation”; in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘heirs,” to insert ‘‘and”; in line 19, after the word 
‘*representatives,” to strike out ‘‘assigns, grantees, mortgagees” 
and insert ‘‘as of the date of such final certificate of entry”; and 
in line 21, after the word ‘‘ thereon,” to insert ‘‘ and the title so 
patented shall inure to the benefit of any grantee or transferee in 
good faith of such entryman subsequent to the date of such final 
certificate”; so as to make the section read: 

That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office tnat an error has heretofore been made by the officers of any local 
land office in receiving premature commutation proofs under the homestead 
laws, and that there was no fraud practiced by the entryman in making such 
proofs, and final payment has been made and a final certificate of entry has 
been issued to the entryman, and that there are no adverse claimants to the 
land described in the certificates of entry whose rights originated prior to 
making such final proofs, and that no other reason why the title should not 
vest in the entryman exists except that the commutation was made less 
than fourteen months from the date of the homestead settlement, and that 
there was at least six months’ actual residence in good faith by the home- 
stead entryman on the land prior to such commutation, such certificates of 
entry shall be in all things confirmed to the entryman, his heirs, and legal 
representatives, as of the date of such final certificate of entry and a patent 
issue thereon; and the title so patented shall inure to the benefit of any 
grantee or transferee in good faith of such entryman subsequent to the date 
of such final certificate: Provided, That this act shall not apply to commuta- 
tion and homestead entries on which final certificates have been issued, and 
which have heretofore been canceled when the lands made vacant by such 
cancellation have been reentered under the homestead act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill relating to com- 
mutation of homestead entries, and to confirm such entries where 
commutation proofs were received by local land officers prema- 
turely.” 

WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from North 
Carolina to yield to me a moment that I may call up House bill 
2042, a pension bill. The beneficiary is a resident of my town, 
and it is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the Senator couple with that a request that 
the pending bill be temporarily laid aside, so that it will not be 
prejudiced. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the pending bill be 
temporarily laid aside for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill be laid aside temporarily for 
the purpose of considering a bill, which will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension 
of Wilbur F. Cogswell; and by unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consideration. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilbur F. Cogs- 
well, late an assistant engineer in the United States Navy, at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. MILLS. I give notice that I shall object to any further 
unanimous consent after this bill is disposed of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask leave to call up the conference re- 
port on the Indian appropriation bill. I move the adoption of 


| the report. 


Mr. BUTLER. In order that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing, [ ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be temporarily 
laid aside in order that the conference report may be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire of the Chair whether 
the consideration of the conference report will affect in any way 
or displace the biil before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will not displace the pending bill, 
the Chair thinks. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report‘of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H.R.6249) making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
e treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, as printed 
in the Senate proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The report has been read. 
concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 


Lask that it be 














amendments and ask for a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL 
were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and 
brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor 
Carroll Poe; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. THomas, Mr. CROWTHER, and Mr. LAYTON managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. . 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 225) to provide 
for the transfer of the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the 
State of Nebraska; agreed to the conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Bisnopr, Mr. Tracey, and Mr. McCLELLAN man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; further insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 132, and 342 to the 
said bill; agreed to the further conference asked for by the Senate 
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on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- | 


pointed Mr. Hooker, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. CATCHINGS man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. MILLS. I demand the regular order. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S.1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I appreciate the anxiety of my friend 
from Texas [Mr. MiLis] to hear my remarks upon the pending 
measure. Perhaps there are some other Senators who do not feel 
that interest in what I may say on this subject. 

Mr. President, the crime, the alleged ‘‘ crime of 1873,” is nothing 
compared with the crime that will be perpetrated if this bill shall 
pass the present Congress and become a law. Stripped of all its 
unnecessary verbiage, condensed as it is, it is a bold proposition 
for the repeal of the resumption act of 1875, a repeal of the only 
provision of law that exists for the successful maintenance or re- 
demption of the paper currency of the country. It does notin so 
many words or express terms repeal the law of 1875, but by declar- 
ing that forno purpose whatever, no matter what necessity may 
exist therefor, shall there be moneys provided by the issuing of 
bonds for the redemption of the greenback currency of the coun- 
try, it is in effect a repeal of the resumption act of 1875. 

Mr. President, it is a startling proposition. Such repeal will 
not solve the silver question. It will not solve the financial ques- 


tion. That will still confront the Senate and confront the coun- 
try. It will simply embarrass the Government. It simply puts 


in peril the finances of the country. 
the wrong direction. 

Of those who in the days of 1875 opposed the resumption of 
specie payments I have nothing to say. 
opposed such resumption in 1875. There are those in the Senate 
to-day who think any resumption act whatever is unnecessary. 
There are those in the Senate to-day who seem to think that the 
Government can maintain a paper currency without anything 
provided for its redemption. There are those who vote for the 
issue of Treasury notes without providing anything with which to 
redeem them. There are those who thinkit is the province of this 
Government simply to issue its promises to pay without providing 
any fund whatever for redemption. To these paper-money men 
1 have no appeal whatever to make. To the men who want to 
establish a paper currency without any redemption fund with 
which to maintain it I have nothing to say. Itis a part of their 
creed; it is a part of their theory; it is a part of the system of 
finance which they want inaugurated in this country. They are 
fiat-money men. 

Mr. President, it was appropriately announced by the sponsor 
of this bill and by the leader of the Populist party upon this floor 
yesterday that it is a Populist measure. So béit. So itis. 


It is a measure leading in 





There were those who | 


there be no misunderstanding of it. 
Populist measure. 

What is the effect of this proposed act? Whatis the act of 1875? 
The act of 1875 simply provided the method and manner of re- 
deeming the paper currency known as the United States notes. 
There were greenbackers in those days as now who thought that 
no redemption fund was necessary, who wanted an irredeemabie 
paper currency, who said that the simple fiat of the Government 
is sufficient for its money and nothing else is needed, that there 
shall be no hard money back of it, nothing that requires labor and 
wealth to produce. That is theirtheory. They can consistently, 
of course, support this measure. It is part of their principles, a 
part of their creed, a part of their policy. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that it is either 
good policy or that it is right for this Government to put afloat its 
promises to pay without something substantial back of them, some- 
thing that is money in fact, something of intrinsic value, something 
that will take labor to produce, something that possesses all the 
ingredients of money, of hard money. 

Mr. President, I do not now propose to review any of the de- 
cisions of the courts of our country as to what constitutes money. 
The subject is an old story. I know not what the courts might 
decide now if the question were presented anew. I am opposed 
to the issuing of greenback currency or paper money to circulate 
as money, especially in the absence of a proper and complete and 
full redemption fund always ready to redeem such paper money 
upon presentation at the Treasury. 

As I said a few moments ago, there were those who thought 
and who still think that no redemption fund is necessary for 
paper money. They prefer the ‘* battle-scarred greenbacks,” and 
want nothing back of them. They want no fund provided with 


It is boldly avowed to bea 





which to redeem paper money; they want to compel by decree of 
law that the people shall take it asa legal tender for the payment 
of debts. They do not want any redemption now or hereafter. 
This is the theory of finance upon which this bill is based. This 


is the theory of those who clamor and have rec 
the repeal of the resumption act of 1875. 

Of course the Senate may pass this bill. I do not bel 
is a Senator here who thinks it will pass the other House. 
not believe there is a Senator here who thinks that the 
can consistently approve of the measure. It is not because I am 
anticipating that the bill is to become a law, but because I dis 
like to see good friends, with whom I agree upon many financial 
problems, place themselves upon record as they do by this vote in 
favor of an irredeemable paper currency, for that is what this 
scheme is, that Iam opposing this unwise and dangerous meas- 
ure. In substance and in effect it repeals the only act upon the 
statute books of the United States that provides securely and safely 
for a redemption fund. 

What is the argument? The friends of the bill assert that we 
need no redemption fund; we want none. he fact will 
cripple the Government does not concern them in the least. 

W hat is the effect of this proposed repeal? The revenues of the 
Government are now insufficient even to meet its ordinary ex 
penses. We keep constantly making appropriations from the 
Treasury, extraordinary appropriations as well as ordinary appro- 
priations, which will soon exhaust its funds. Senators upor 
floor have justified their votes in favor of large appropriations by 
pointing to the funds in the Treasury, placed there by the sal 
bonds. We can not refuse to look at the situation that con! 


ntly clamored for 
ieve there 


[do 
President 


that 


i this 


: of 


ronts 


us. A tariff bill has been passed—no matter how or why passed 
which does not realize sufficient moneys for the support of the 
Government. When you exhaust your reserve fund as well as 


your annual revenues, in the end there will come a time when 
there is nothing left for the floating of your paper currency— 
nothing for redemption purposes. What is then to be 

If your revenues do not bring you sufficient moneys, how are yor 
to provide a fund with which to keep your paper currency afloa 
except by borrowing, when your revenues will not pport 
the ordinary expenses of Government? more 
nor less than plain, open, bald 1 Repudiation is what 
this bill means. 


aone? 


t+ 


even Si 
This bill is nothing 
epudiation. 


Dishonor is what this bill means. Degradation 
of your currency is what this bill means. The ‘‘crime of 1873,” 
so called, pales into insignificance compared with the enor of 
this contemplated measure 
We have now over §100,000,000 in gold in the T re 
about $168,000,000 of other funds. The p ntat n- 
backs, which can be made under existing laws, will, « rse, 
they are redeemed, reduc ither the gold reserve funds 
in the Treasury. The payment of thea} priations made at this 
session of Congress will largely reduce t} mount of money on 


hand. The contracts ent 1 into for th 


legislation here enacted, will draw largely 


rec 


luture 


upon these funds and 


| in the near future exhaust them. 


Let | required expenditures, 


It may be said that this is a safe measure to pass, because 
future there will be provided sufficient revenues to meet all t! 


W hen the reserve funds are drawn it will 
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be said, ‘‘ We shall provide a tariff which will furnish ample rev 


those very greenbacks again to pay the appropriations which you 


enues for the expenses of the Government, and also for the re- | have made. 


demption fund.” Let Senators be not deceived. 
upon the financial question, and divided in reference to other ques- 
tions. The man who expects any tariff legislation of any conse- 
quence in the next year or two will be disappointed. 
make-up of this Senate, the very lines upon which it is divided, 
and upon which it is likely to be based for the next two years, will 
prevent any sufficient revenue legislation to adequately replenish 
the Treasury. 

Assuming, then, for the purposes of this argument, that the 
Wilson bill, so called, will not do better in producing revenue than 
it has done during the past two years, the question is presented, 
What is to be done? How is the situation to be met? By repeal- 
ing all laws for the issue of bonds. Is that the answer? 


of redemption? Is that the theory; is that the idea? Every time 
during an interval of Congress when the reserves are so low that 
redemption must stop is there to be an extra session of Congress 
called? What are we to do during next September or next Octo- 
ber? Is Congress to be convened to pass a revenue bill—a revenue 
bill which will take weeks and months to pass? 
quate remedy? No; this measure, this infamous scheme, takes 
the Government by the throat; it ‘‘ holds up” the Government; 
it substantially paralyzes the Treasury, makes your greenbacks 
irredeemable, and it destroys the only fund and means provided 
by which your greenbacks can be redeemed. 

I need not enter into any discussion of the question of the 
authority to issue bonds under the act of 1875. Those who have 
zealously favored this bill have doubted the legality of the issue 

_of bonds for the purposes of redemption. I might say, if there is 


no authority now existing, why expressly prohibit such issue? | 


Why do an unnecessary thing? Mr. President, it is because they 
believe and are convinced that the authority exists now under the 
act of 1875 that they want to further embarrass and strangle the 
Government. If there shall be no tariff legislation enacted in 
the next year and this bill should be passed, how are you to re- 
deem your paper currency that will be presented? It is not the 
silver question which is here involved; itis more than that. It 
is the integrity of your Government; it is the honor of the Gov- 
ernment. The question involved here is the preservation of the 
good faith of the Government, which demands that our paper 
currency shall always be redeemable in the coin of the Govern- 
ment. 

I hear some good friends say, ‘‘ Oh, pay in silver. That is the 
solution of the difficulty.” Is it? Let us see. Suppose to-day 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should proceed to coin the 
seigniorage—that is, all that is available, for against the remain- 


der of the bullion in the Treasury notes have been issued, and | 


they are outstanding among the people. You have therefore 
pledged, you have mortgaged that bullion fund, and you can not 
reissue or use it without taking up your Treasury notes. 

There seems to be a prevalent idea in the minds of some that 
there is a fund of two or three hundred million dollars of bullion 
which the Government has which can be coined and the coined 
money put right back into the Treasury for the uses of the Gov- 
ernment. Thatis not true. That isa false notion, a false idea. 
If every particle of the bullion in the Treasury was coined, the 
most that could be realized for the uses of the Government for 
the payment of its expenses, or for redemption purposes, would 
be about $55,000,000 additional, and that is all; and that is the 
seigniorage, so called. That whole sum, if coined, would pay 
but a small portion of the appropriations already made and to be 
made by the present Congress. It would be but a ‘‘drop in the 
bucket” toward an adequate redemption fund. This is an im- 
portant fact which is not generally understood. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask the Senator from New York if he believes, 
under the act of 1875, or under any other act now in force, money 
can be raised for the purpose of paying the ordinary expenses of 
the Government or for any purpose other than the redemption of 
greenbacks? 

Mr. HILL. 


bef re, 


Mr. President, I have answered that a dozen times 
Money can be raised for the purpose simply of redeeming 
the greenbacks, of course, and for no other express specific pur- 
pose. But need I again elucidate the point? When your green- 
backs are presented for redemption and they are redeemed in gold, 
need i tell the Senator from Mississippi that then those green- 
backs are funds of the Government? A law has been passed, to 
which [ propose to call the attention of the Senate before I am 
through, which compels the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue 


You know the | 
political complexion of this Senate; you know how it is divided 


The very | 


Isit then | 


expected that Congress is to provide some other mode or method | I should have supposed that one redemption would have ended the 


| question; that it of course would have ended it; that when they 
| were redeemed they were paid; they were no longer obligations 
| of the Government; as when a man pays a note, ordinarily that 


Is that an ade- | 


| fore, and I repeat it. 





Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, that may be true. 

Mr. HILL. Itis true. 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be true, yet it is no justification to 
retain upon the statute books a law authorizing the issuance of 
bonds for the purpose and intent of securing money to run the 
Government upon. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, nobody is proposing to issue bonds 
with which to pay the expenses of the Government. I said it be- 
Senators, it seems to me, must be able to 
comprehend the distinction which Imake. The act of 1878, passed 
after the act of 1875, defined this question, defined the status of 


| redeemed greenbacks, and I should have supposed, when the law 


of 1875 said that money should be provided with which to redeem 
greenbacks, that of course it meant their subsequent cancellation. 


would be a cancellation of it; he would not keep that same note 
in his possession to reissue it to the next man who came along. 
But you passed a law in 1878 which said that when the greenbacks 


| were paid it should be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 


to reissue them; that he should not cancel them, he should not 
retire them, but should reissue them to pay the expenses of the 
Government. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is good Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from New York 
allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Theactof 1878, taken in connection with this pro- 
vision of the act of 1875, imposed upon the Government and upon 
the Treasury a continuing duty from time to time to pay in coin 
the greenbacks as they should be presented, even those that were 
reissued and were coming back in this endless chain which has 
been so often spoken of, 

Mr. HILL. Between 1875 and 1878 there was a considerable 
amount of greenbacks redeemed, and the question arose what was 
the legal status of those greenbacks; a very interesting and novel 
question. The strict constructionists claimed, and Ithink properly 
so, that the United States notes were in effect canceled; that they 
were paid; they were virtually exhausted; that they were done 
away with; that there ought not to have been anything afterwards 
done with them except that the Secretary of the Treasury might 
properly destroy them. That was the contention. While that 
question was being discussed, about which there were conflicting 
opinions, the old Greenbackers, of whom there are still remnants 
in the Democratic party, were clamoring for the reissue of these 
greenbacks. They wantedan irredeemabilecurrency; they wanted 
a paper currency that was circulating; they did not want any true 
redemption, and finally the act of 1878 was passed, a most unfor- 
tunate measure, because it perpetuated the existence of paper 
money in this country and has led to the difficulties which con- 
front us to-day. 

I wil! tell the Senator from Mississippi how you can absolutely 
prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from using any of these 
greenbacks thus redeemed for the expenses of the Government. 
All you have to do is to add a little amendment to the pending 
bill, which I intend to propose, in order to carry out your scheme 
in full and reach the alleged difficulty of which you complain: 

It is further provided that upon the redemption of any United States notes 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall not reissue the same. 

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be destroyed. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not care very much what becomes of them. 

Mr. President, what is the complaint of those who now wish to 
repeal the last vestige of legislation for the protection of the 
Treasury in the redemption of greenbacks? When I ask them, 
Do you want to keep up an irredeemable paper currency? some 


say they do, and some do not know whether they do or not. The 
law of 1878 says that United States notes must be reissued. That 


is a duty imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury, a duty 
which he can not escape, which no—if I may use that expres- 
sion—silver Secretary of the Treasury could escape. If Congress 
makes an appropriation, and the Secretary of the Treasury has 
not other funds, he, of course, takes any funds which may be in 
the Treasury to meet the appropriation. 

The complaint is further made that after the greenbacks are 
redeemed and are placed back in the Treasury, subject to all 
appropriations and all expenses of the Government, the Secretary 
ot the Treasury does use these redeemed greenbacks for the pay- 
ment of appropriations for the expenses of the Government. Mr. 
President, there is no law to prevent it. On the contrary, there 





1896. 








is a law absolutely reqviring it to be done. Yet, instead of bring- 
ing in a bill proposing to repeal the law of 1878, which would keep 
this fund of redeemed greenbacks intact and prevent the use of 
these redeemed greenbacks in the future, they bring in this meas- 
ure, which absolutely stops the accumulation of any redemption 
fund. If my friends here with whom I differ upon this question 
want to stop what they call the use of the redemption fund for 
the payment of the expenses of the Government, if that is the 
complaint, if that is the wrong which is being done, then let them 
accept the amendment which I may suggest, which will absolutely 
prevent the use of these greenbac ks for any such purpose. 


Mr. GEORGE. [ask the Senator from New York would it not 
be better for Senators on both sides of the Chamber, seeing the 


trouble in which the Treasury is placed, to lay aside partisan views 

and pass, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
a revenue bill for the purpose of raising the necessary funds? I 
think that would be the way to meet this difficulty, rather than 
using funds raised by the sale of bonds for an entirely distinct 

and separate purpose. 

Mr. HILL. Those will be welcome words to the ears of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
sissippi uttered. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. I will inform the Senator from Ohio, in behalf of 
my friend from Mississippi, that he suggests whether, in the in- 
terests of pure, unadulterated patriotism, we should not on both 
sides accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed 
immediately to prepare a revenue bill which will provide ample 
revenues for the support of the Government, and I say 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senatorfrom New York 
yield? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I prefer to be the organ to express my own 
opinions rather than to have even the distinguished Senator from 
New York do so for me. 

It was stated by the leader—I believe he is called the leader—of 
the Democratic side of this body that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury laid great stress upon the fact that there was a large deficit. 
The Senator from Ohio agreed with that—and he is the leader on 
the other side—and suggested a mode which was very agreeable 
to me, that the Senate on both sides agree on some nonpartisan, 
fair revenue bill for the purpose of meeting the necessary expenses 
of the Government. If those words from me are welcome to the 
Senator from Ohio, as suggested by the Senator from New York, 
then I am very glad to have so distinguished an authority to be 
in consonance with my views upon that subject. 

Whilst Iam up, if the Senator will allow me, I will repeat in 
public what I have said privately—and what I believe has been 
said by some members of this body—that it appears to me to be 
an absolute shame. when it is acknowledged on all hands that there 
is a deficit, and a very large deficit, in the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment as compared with the expenditures, that we should sit 


I did not hear a word the Senator from Mis- 
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| to us I would vote for a moderate 
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Those who advocate the measure know there is no other way of 
doing it. This measure is now mere moot-court talk in the Sen- 
ate, because the Houseof Representatives will not pass such a law, 
thank God, and therefore we are wasting our time and exposing 
ourselves badly before the people of the United States, because 
everybody knows this bill can not pass the House of Representa- 
tives. Weare taking it up at this inopportune time merely to 
debate old questions over again. 

Mr. President, I think it would be wise if the Democratic 
party—I would leave out our Populist friends, who have notions 
that I do not believe they will advocate in a year or t l think 
it would be wise if the Democratic party, one of th at politi 
cal organizations of this country which has existed for 
period of years and was in power almost from the tir 


L 
wo 
I 


long 


oe 5 


ne of Jeffer- 


son down, except during and since the war, could demonstrate 
that it was strong enough and powerful enough to free itself from 


the popular whims and passions of the moment and take up and 
consider measures for the relief of the Treasury. 

The Republicans of the House of Representatives have sent youa 
bill. It may not please you; it does not please us; but it was a bill 
intended to meet the very difficulty that we shall encounter on the 
ist day of July next, a temporary bill, made so purposely, and not 
a bill framed upon the theories and arguments of the Republican 
party nor upon the theories and arguments of the Democratic 
party. It may not be a good bill; but the Democratic members 
joining with the Populists without even a hearing, laid it on the 
table by striking out all of it after the enacting clause and sub- 
stituting a provision for the free coinage of silver. 

The Democratic party can not escape the responsibility in this 
matter, and the people of the United States will remind them of 
it over and over again. The conservative element, especially in 
the Eastern States, will know that whatever difficulties occur by 
a deficiency of revenue must rest upon the Senators here who 
destroy this bill when they might have taken it up, removed its 


errors, and made provision, and ample provision, for various 
sources of income to supply the de ficiency. 
I said before, and I say now, that in order to supplement and 


add to the provisions contained in the House bill which 
tax on tea 


wa 
and a — tax 


ser ft 
S seni 


on coffee, and I would increase the tax on sugar if it was thought 
to be necessary. That would depend entirely upon the figures. 
Suppose you should get the figures from the Committee on Eaew 
priations, and ey yuld tell us that it would be necessary to 


idly here and quarrel with each other as to who is responsible for | 


this unfortunate state of affairs rather than devote our time and 
attention for the purpose of formulating a measure which will 
produce the necessary revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to say a few words, if it will not interfere with what the Senator 
is about to say now? 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator want to ask me a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I wanted to answer very briefly the re- 
marks made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}. 

Mr. HILL. Iyield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said yesterday and I say to-day in all seri- 
ousness that I think for the Congress of the United States to ad- 
journ without some provision being made to meet the current 
expenses of the Government would be an outrage, a shame, and a 
disgrace that would fall upon both branches of Congress, but 
more especially upon the Senate. 

We have gone on in the most affluent way, like a spendthrift 
who has just come into the possession of a fortune, and we have 
made appropriations to the extent, as near as I can gather from 
the Committee on Appropriations, of somewhere from fifty to one 
hundred million dollars more than the current revenues of the 
Government that will accrue during the next fiscal year. The 
President of the United States has no power to borrow money 
except for a single purpose, and undoubtedly he will not do it 
except for that purpose. This Senate has refused to give him the 
power to borrow money at a lower rate of interest, and it refuses 
in this bill, in the most ignominious manner, to provide any 
measure whatever to redeem United States notes. It is the act 
of a bankrupt, and of a dishonest bankrupt at that. What I 
have suggested ought to be done, and everybody knows it ought 
to be done. 

This bill proposes to repeal the only provision by which is main- 
tained the parity of silver and gold, and that is the purpose of it. 


raise fifty, or sixty, yr seventy million dollars more than the « <ist 
ing revenue law STO ides for, it would be our duty to provide in 
creased revenue. The House bill would raise about thirty or forty 
million dollars, and the Senate should take up that bill and add 
to it increased taxes. 

That is the business of the Senate. It is their consfitutional 
prerogative to make amendments to revenue bills and change 
| them as they may deem ne essary. If we do not do that, it seems 
to me that the Senate of the United States will fall below tl 
high standard it has so long held in the history of the countr) 
and that it will grossly neglect the duties which we are sworn to 


perform. If we do not do that, we can not help but feel that on 
the ist day of July next the President the United Sta W 
be justified in calling us back here to do what we ought to have 
done in the past. That is my position. 

In expressing these opinions I have no party feeling whatever. 
I think on this side we have done the best we coi 


ld. We have 


attempted to change the revenue bill sent to us by the House of 
tepresentatives. We sent it te » the Co munitter -on Vinar \ re 
it could be considered fairly; but that bill was summarily disposed 
of, first in the Committee of Finance and ‘th 1 in the Senate. 
Now, we have no jurisdiction in the way of securing additional 
revenue unless we take up that reje« ‘ted bill and act upon it, 
because we have no other bill upon which we can formulate a 
tariff. The House of Re} ntatives must or nate s l " 
and we have not the power todo it. The only bill which we could 
utilize for that purpose is the bill which has been ign ni Ly 
rejected and laid upon the table and is there to-day. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from New York pardon mea 
moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the § r from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in regarding t] LC! n ‘ 
| of this country and in the tory of the Senate of the United 
States. I believe with him that to adjourn withon rem 
dial legislation for the evils with which we are threatened and 
the evils which we are now suffering would be, in his languag: 

an outrage and a shame. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. MayI ask the Senator stion? 


aqu 


Mr. GRAY. Inone moment. Ishall be throuch in amoment. 
Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that if 
his committee, or if he will give the assurance that it i pported 


on his side of the Chamber sufficiently, will propose a me asure for 
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increasing the revenue, a measure to reasonably increase the rev- 
enue, such as he last indicated, of which there can be no doubt at 
all as to its effect—I mean a small duty on tea and a small duty 
on coffee and an increased duty, to use the words of the Senator, 
if necessary, upon sugar—he will find enough votes on this side, I 
believe, to pass such a measure, and I make that offer now with 
that belief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Democratic party is in the 
minority compared with the Republicans of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course we are. We are not responsible for 
legislation. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The House of Representatives is nearly three- 
fourths Republican, and Ido not know but more. There is in 
that House a majority so large that you can hardly measure it. 
The Senator’s proposition is that on the only measure of relief 
upon which we can act we will disregard the action of the House 
of Representatives, the only body that has the power to originate 
taxes, that we will tear their manuscript bill into pieces and dis- 
regard it, in order to take up the idea of purely a revenue tariff. 
A great majority of the other House believe as 1 do that every tax 
ought to be levied with a view if possible to promote an American 
industry while it produces revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. Ah! 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yet the proposition now made by a minority 


of this body is that we, who at least constitute a plurality in the | from New Hampshire 


Senate and a great majority in the House of Representatives, 
shall entirely ignore the action of the House and select three or 
four items of taxation on the food of the poor. They would have 
us confine the taxes to tea, coffee, and sugar. I say that a more 
liberal spirit and a broader spirit must prevail. 


Senator in any tax—yes, I would levy a tax on your coat or your 
clothes or anything you have to secure adequate revenues. 

Mr. GRAY. All right. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. Injustone moment. I was afraid that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio did not thoroughly understand himself when he 
made the offer. 
that regard I desired to cooperate with him; but now he modifies 


his proposition, and says we must accept in addition the measure | as the Senator from Delaware has Democrats when he makes an 


that came from the House, which, in my opinion, is demonstrably 
a purely protective measure that would produce no increased reve- 
nue, but would be much more likely to decrease, as the McKinley 
Act, its prototype, did decrease, the revenues received from cus- 
toms taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why could not the Senator, then, propose 

ndments? Let us take up the bill in the Senate; you can pro- 
pose your amendments, and if you have a majority—— 

Mr. GRAY. I want a revenue measure proposed on a non- 
partisan basis; a measure that will produce revenue and not one 
in which we are compelled, in order to get revenue, to pay toll 
for the benefit of interested classes who wish to use this exigency 
of the Government in order to benefit their own pockets. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls attention to the 
fact that the Senator from New York [Mr. HILt] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Iwas simply going to suggest that the tariff bill 
which is on the table had better be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York has 
the floor, and unless he yields to some other Senator he is entitled 
to proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only rose for the purpose of asking the Sena- 
tor from Delaware a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I merely rose to ask the Senator from Delaware, 
who was upon his feet tendering the good offices of the Democratic 
side to the Republican leader to support one of their measures, if 
he would vote for a Democratic proposition to coin the seignior- 
age in order to furnish the depleted and broken-down Treasury 
with a little money? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not stand here and make a tender of the 
Democratic side. I said there would be cooperation on this side 
in the direction indicated by the Senator from Ohio, for the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has just asserted the same 
thing. I undertake to assert that there will be support enough 
on this side of the Chamber for such a measure, if 1t should 


ced, to enact it into a law. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator vote for a proposition to coin 
the selgniorage and give a little money to the Government? 
Mr. GRA rhat is not the way to get money. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
for a moment? 
Mr. HILL. 

Hampshire, 


Will the Senator from New York allow me 


I yield to my good friend the Senator from New 


We must take 
into consideration the views of the House of Representatives, and | from New Hampshire is that the bill to which he refers is a bill to 
if they have not provided enough means, I will join with the | 


He spoke of a patriotic nonpartisan offer, and in | 





| 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Delaware. The motion has been made once or twice to take 
up in the Senate the House bill upon the Calendar, and it has 
failed. I now suggest to the Senator, in view of the tender he has 
made of his own assistance—we know not whose else as yet—that 
he now move to take up the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily in- 
crease revenue to meet the expenses of the Government and pro- 
vide against a deficiency. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will move to take up an honest measure, 
but I never will agree to take up a fraud. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has been reported to the Committee on 
Finance with an amendment. This business must come down to 
some specific proposition at some time, and the conversations be- 
tween the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] will not bring us to anything specific. 
if wecan get this bill up and can reject the free-coinage amendment 
which is proposed by the majority of the Finance Committee, we 
can arrange all these other details with the aid of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from New York 
[ Mr. HiLL] and other Senators, and make actual progress in the 
business of getting the country out of the crisis which the Sena- 
tor from Delaware appreciates so fully, but does not seem to be 
ready to help to dissipate. 

Mr. GRAY. The difficulty with the proposition of the Senator 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. I will be through in one moment. 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 


Mr. GRAY. The difficulty with the proposition of the Senator 


increase the revenue of the protected classes of this country 
and not a bill to increase revenue to the Treasury of the United 
States, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a bill which we can amend, if the Sen- 
ator from New York will allow me. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from New Hampshire will agree to 
amend it in a way different from that I will join with him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwillagreeto votetoamendit. Iwill make 
a tender—I think I will have about as many Republicans with me 


| offer on the floor—I make a tender to the Senator of my own sup- 


port and the support of many Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber in the direction of amending the bill in the interest of 
patriotism. 

Mr. GRAY. I will be glad to cooperate with the Senator from 
New Hampshire in that direction. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from New Hampshire says he makes a 
tender. The trouble is, it is not a legal tender, and it can not be 
accepted on this side. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not forget 
the main proposition involved here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to say a word or two 
in relation to the condition of the Treasury. I represent nobody 
in what I say but myself. I am the humblest member of this 
body, and I do not pretend to control its proceedings. I have 
been profoundly impressed by what has been said by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], as well as by what has been said here- 
tofore by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorRMAN], as to the 
unfortunate condition of the Treasury. I believe we have reached 
a point where, to appropriate an idea expressed by the Senator 
from Ohio, we ought to lay aside partisan motives and undertake 
the patriotic duty of furnishing the necessary money to pay the 
expenses of the Government. 

] desire to say to him, and to Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber, who only lack one of having a majority in this body, 
that if they will propose any measure along the lines [ shall indi- 
cate they will have one accession on that question, which will 
give them a majority, whether anybody else goes that way or not. 
I do not think they ought to present us with a protective measure 
now. That willnot do. I do not think they ought to undertake 
to pass a measure here which will excite partisan debate. I think 
we ought to pass a temporary measure for the purpose of raising 
revenue, and in order to do that I will indicate some of the meas- 
ures for which I am willing to vote. 

I am willing to vote for a tax on beer. 
a revenue tax on wool. I think that ought to have been put in 
the bill that we passed in 1894. I am willing to vote for a reve- 
nue tax, the very same tax that was incorporated in the act of 

1883, on lumber. I am willing to vote for a tax, a fair revenue 
tax, on teaandon coffee. I am willing, also, toincrease the tax on 
certain species of tobacco, on cigars, manufactured and imported, 
and on cigarettes. I am willing, also, to vote for a revenue duty 
on any agricultural product that is imported from Canada into 
the United States. 


I am willing to vote for 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
sissippi what he would figure a revenue duty on wool? 


May I ask the Senator from Mis- 


Mr. GEORGE. I should say about 30 or 40 per cent ad valorem. 
I would not be particular about it, however, so it was not pro- 
tective. 

Lam willing, also, to go to the free list and put a tax on statuary. 
Iam willing to put a tax on the fine paintings which are intro- 
duced here, and if there be any other article upon the free list 
which is used generally by the people of this country, not con- 
fined to consumption by the poor alone, I am willing to vote for a 
tax upon it. I will do that upon my own responsibility without 
reference to what action is taken by any other Senator on this 
side of the Chamber. I believe we ought to raise revenue. 

1 voted to amend the tax bill from the House in a way which, 
if we had so amended it, I believe we would have had plenty of 
revenue. I believe thatif we had substituted the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver for the bill which came from the other House 
there would have been such an advance in the prosperity and 
business of the country as would have resulted in bringing us an 
increased revenue—suflicient revenue. But as itis certain that 
such a bill can not pass, I will vote to reconsider that, and to take 
it away from the tariff bill, provided only we can get a fair, non- 
partisan, and reasonable revenue measure which will yield suffi- 
cient money to pay the expenses of the Government. I think it 
is our duty to do that. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Willthe Senator from Mississippi, 


then, join with the Republicans on this side, or as many of them | 


as will vote that way, to take up the House tariff bill and see if 
we can not amend it in such a way that we can agree to it and 
ass it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I hesitate to answer in that way for the reason 
that I think there ought to be some understanding before that 
question is mooted as to what is to be done. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. He speaks of additional taxes to raise rev- 


enue. I can not comprehend what is the immediate necessity for 
revenue. There is $270,000,000 cash balance in the Treasury, and 


it seems to me what afflicts the country now is a surplus and not 
a want of revenue. With the present deficit going as high as 
thirty to thirty-five million dollars a year, it will take several 
years to draw down the surplus toa healthy amount. I do not 
see any immediate necessity for revenue. The difficulty is that 
we have impounded our money and we get too much revenue 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. It got there by issuing bonds, 

Mr. HAWLEY. By borrowing. 

Mr. STEWART. Stop issuing bonds and then there will be 
enough for two or three years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihad assumed that it was the general under- 
standing, both on this side of the Chamber and on the other side, 
that there was a large deficit in the revenues. I am willing to 
make that deficit good along nonpartisan lines, so that there will 
be no necessity to borrow money to pay the appropriations of 
Congress. I have said all I desire to say upon that question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky will 
suspend. The Senator from New York [Mr. HILu] is entitled to 
the floor. Permission must be asked from him. 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi if he does not think it would be a simpler line of procedure 
to reduce the appropriations rather than to increase taxation un- 
der existing circumstances? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been on that line all thetime. I always 
thought that when a man got into financial difficulties there were 
but two ways to get out of them—one to reduce expenses and the 
other to increase profits. I do not see any chance to reduce ex- 
penses. On thecontrary,as far as I see the tendency is to increase 
them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from New York yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it seems to me there will not be 
much trouble for Senators to come together by making just a few 
concessions here and there. I do not profess to speak for anyone 
but myself, but I will state that I will vote for any reasonable 
revenne bill which is designed to raise revenue to conduct the 
Government, provided it is coupled with the free coinageof silver. 

Senators will recollect that tive Senators voted here not long ago 
against taking up the Dingley tariff bill, so called. Those Sena- 
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tors have been indorsed almost unanimously by their people on 
Every one of them will be a delegate to the national 

{ myself, for instance, received every vote but five 
in our State convention, with the distinct understanding on the 
part of the delegates, as I read the instructions, that I shall not 
vote for any tariff bill now or hereafter unless it is coupled with 


that issue. 
conv: 


nrion,. 


the free coinage of silver. Now, with this condition confronting 
us here, just these few and trifling differences of opinion among 
Senators around the Chamber, I see no reason why we should not 
go ahead and adjust the tariff bill in accordance with the convic- 
tions of each of us, raise revenue for the Government, and adjourn 
and go home, ; 

Mr. HILL. The proposition to go home will meet with the 
entire approval of the American people. [Laughter.] In thelan- 
guage of a distinguished gentleman from Alabama in the other 
House, ‘‘Where were we at,” Mr. President, when I submitted to 
an interruption in regard to the tariff? 

The side discussion which has been had—and I was very glad to 
permit it, even to the extent of hearing the views of the Senator 
from Nevada -— STEWART], who was not so kind to me last 
evening when I wanted to make a few brief observati 
illustrated the difficulty which confronts us. The very discussion 
which has been had, the tenders upon each side of votes which 
nobody can control, show the difficulties that are in the way of 
agreeing upon a tariff bill. 

First came the startling proposition of my rash friend the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who rushed pellmell into 
the arena with the declaration that he is anxious, earnestly desi 
ous, of cooperating with the great Republican leader upon the 
other side. I was rebuked the other day by the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TuLLMAN], whose State stands 
by him as well as the State of Idaho stands by the Senator from 
that State [Mr. Dupots], because I spoke a few words of 
dation of the distinguished Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
and I was substantially sought to be read out of t 
Jacksonian-Calhoun party. 

Here comes my friend the Senator from Mississippi, who ten- 
ders his vote, his voice, and his influence in this Chamber for the 
purpose of enacting a nonpartisan tariff bill, and immediately 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio nibbles at the bait, and he 
welcomes him with open arms. Hesays, ‘‘ Of course, we want to 
have a tariff bill,” and then he gets into a discussion with my 
friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRay who rather 
‘‘calls” him. Then the Senator from Ohio retracts and says, *‘Of 
course, I mean a bill satisfactory to the great Republican House 
which must be largely consulted.” So, immediately, all their non- - 
partisan professions go to the wind, andafter all each stands upon 
his fundamental party principles. 

The Senate as it is at present constituted c 
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nvains an eiemeni 
a bold, vigorous, I will not say unscrupulous minorit; silver 
Republicans, ready to take a great tariff measure by the throat in 
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order to procure the free coinage of silver. They are true 
convictions. They seem to think that the free coinage of silver is 
just as important to the great Republic and to the Republican 
party as is the tariff. They are acting consistently from their 
standpoint in taking the position they do. There are four or five 


» their 


of those Senators, and I think upon a muster they could get sev- 
eral more who sympathize with them, but do not have quite the 
courage they have. In the light of all those Senators being sus- 
tained at home, I think in the near future, next December, when 


the next Congress meets, they will rally more npon that 
now. 
tent, 


side than 
This side is divided upon the financial question to some ex- 


The other side is divided, both sides differing as to what 
should constitute a nonpartisan tariff bill. How is a tariff bill 
to be formed, then? 

Mr. President, the experience of the past is that tariff bills are 
framed by political parties. They are not perfect; necessari 
| 


they are imperfect; but in the main there has been no such thing 
in the history of this country from an early day as a patriotic 
nonpartisan tariff bill. We are governed by parties, and we will 
continue to be governed by political parties as time rolls on 
These proffers of Senators are all right enough for politica! effect. 
I am sorry the distinguished Senator from Ohio is not here. I 
think I recollect an interview with him after the election last fall, 
when he was flushed with the victory that resulted from the 
efforts of his party. He said, ‘‘ Yes; there must be tar 
tion; but I shall insist that in any tariff bill that is enacted 
next Congress there shall be a duty upon wool.” 

He knew that the Democratic party had in the main cham, 
the idea of free raw materials. He knew that tl 
party were unanimous 0} the Cl 
free wool. He knew that it was utterly imp 
upon any such tariff, ar was 
tender to Democrats upon this 
they could not consistently ac 
do not refer to myself, because 
subject is of no special juence 
great deliberation, putting wool up 
was committed to anything upot 
to that. It could notretreatin less tha: 
the experiment had been fully tried. 
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No, no, Mr. President; be not deceived. There will be no tariff 
bill passed at this session. If the President calls an extra session, 
there will be no tariff bill passed. Next session there will be no 
tariff bill passed, and a year from now there will be no tariff bill 
passed. Do not these vi ry differences of opinion which we have 
here disclos ed prove it? Need I call other witnesses here? I 





might imitate the course pursued once by a distinguished Senator 
when he « d Senators as witnesses here and there to give their 
ti stimony. W hat kind of a hotchpotch tariff bill would we have 
here if every Senator got up and stated what he wanted? Tariffs 
can not be constructed that way. 

Therefore the point I make is that with the Senate constituted 
as it is, with no prospect of any material change in the future 
upon this subject, with this Senate divided among Republicans, 
Populists, and Democrats, they also in turn divided—a faction of 
the Republican party divided upon the propriety of passing any 
tariff bill at all unless coupled with the free coinage of silver— 
how can any man outside of an insane asylum think there is any 
prospect of agreeing upon a tariff bill to produce revenue? Yet 
with that situation staring us in the face, and in the meantime 
with the country pledged to the maintenance and redemption of 
your greenback paper currency, when you have not adequate rev- 
enue, when you can not practically provide means except by bor- 
rowing to redeem the pledges which you have given out to the peo- 
ple, you propose to take the Government by the throat and repeal 
the only safeguard there is for the protection of the honor and 
the credit of the Government. 

That is the situation. It can not be disguised. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] made a suggestion and said, *‘ Coin 
the seigniorage.” If coined it would not last a month, and you 
could not coin it in a whole year. Thecoinage of the seigniorage 
would afford but little relief—a mere trifle. Butitis said, ‘‘ Open 
your mints to the free coinage of silver, and there will be money 
enough.” You can not get any money into the Treasury in that 
way. As I sai 7 before, some people think there is a bullion fund 
of two or three hundred million doll: irs, and that all you have to 
do is to coin it and put it right into the Treasury to the credit of 
the Government. It not true. Suppose to-morrow a bill for 
the free coinage of silver should pass. What would be the effect 
of it? 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Notnow. What would be the effect of it? Every- 
body who has silver bullion would take it to the Treasury and have 
it coined into silver dollars, and take his dollars away with him. 
Where does the Treasury get any benefit? How does that replen- 
ish the Treasury? Some gentleman suggested that it would im- 
prove to so extent the general prosperity of thecountry. That 
maybe. Iwill notdiscuss that question now. That isan indirect 
benefit. It might, orit might not. Free coin ifie- 
ally put any money into the Treasury, and you have to have either 
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gold or silver, and y you have not enough of either to redeem the 
paper currency. You have to earn it. You have to receive it 
from revenue, and you can not get revenue if you do not have 
taxation. Yet, with tl ituation confronting us, you propose to 
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necessary to keep your greenbacks afloat aon is the situ: ition. 
Mr. GE IRGE. Will the Senator from N: ae allow me: 
Mr. HILL. ¢ ‘ertainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator from New York to 
assert with some confidence that there will be no such change in 
the political personnel of the Senate at the next session, even as 
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friends, 





leemed gives _ 


bill to get your revenues, shal i you stop the Gove rnment or shall | 


|} cour 


you borrow? 
stabs that have been made at the credit and honor of the Gove rm- 


say there are but two courses to pursue. 


revenues upon the one hand, or if you are so situated politically 
that it can not be done, then borrow your money. 


| them and necessary for redemption also. 


It is honorable to borrow, and notwithstanding the 
ment it can borrow and borrow cheaply even now. Therefore I 
Kither provide your 


But I would 
not strike off from the statute book the only authority you have 
got to keep your Government afloat. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New 
question at that point? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from New York pretend to 
represent the views of the Administration in the remarks he has 
just made? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I supposed that even the Senator 
from Kansas comprehended my position upon this floor. I have 
repeatedly said that I do not assume to represent the present Ad- 
ministration. I sustain that Administration when I think it is 
right; I oppose it when I think it is wrong. I am not identified 
with its interests. I am not even consulted by it. 

Mr. President, I fail to see the significance of the question 
‘‘whether I represent the Administration.” Sir, Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber, with whom my personal relations are the 
most pleasant, and I hope they will continue to be, although we 
differ upon this subject, I have seen vote for appropriation after 
appre »priation for which I could not conscientiously vote, piling up 
enormous appropriations and pointing to the very fund in the 
Treasury realized from the sale of bonds as the place where they 

are going to get the money to meet the appropriations. 

Sir, if I represented this Administration, if I were the President 


York allow me a 


| of the United States, which I suppose, Mr. President, from the 


present outlook, I never will be [laughter], I would tell my party 
‘*Tf you do not give the Treasury some relief I will stop 
paying out the moneys to meet these appropriations.” I would 
exercise the discretionary power vested in the Chief Magistrate in 

regard to these appropriations for great public works, and I would 
stop them until Congress should provide moneys necessary for 
I would not let the 
paper currency which was provided by my predecessors in office, 
and for the existence of which I was not responsible, go to pro- 
test. I would take the last dollar in the Treasury—I was almost 
going to say rightfully or wrongfully—to redeem such currency. 
I would maintain the honor and credit of the Government at all 
hazards, and I should expect the people to sustain me. 

Sir, I misjudge the character and the courage and the firmness 
of the present President of the United States if he does not take 
substantially that position. I believe, sir, that he will insist at all 
hazards, at all risks, at all times, that our paper currency of the 
shall be redeemed in coin, in something of value, in some- 
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| thing that labor and wealth will produce; and he will see that 





| that it is ver 


Mr. HILL. That is my view. 

Mr. GEORGE. With the acknowledged inability on the part 
of the present Senate and on the part of the next Senate to pass 
any revenue bill to increase our receipts, does the Senator propose 
that we must get in the condition and remain in the condition 
during all the next Congress, two years beyond this, of relying 
upon the act of 1875 as the means of procuring revenue to pay the 
— nses of the Government? 

. HILL. “ie. President, the situation is indeed a grave one. 
If we are running behind at a rate of $30,000,000 for annual ex- 
penses, which is about the figure,and with the large appropria- 
tions made by this Congress in pending bills in addition, and you 
can not agree upon a tariff measure necessary to produce it, and 
Lthink you can not, notwithstanding the offers and professions | 
which have been made! . then [say, sir, that it is prudent—it is, 
in fact, the height of wisdom—to leave upon the statute book the 
measure which gives you authority to redeem the greenbacks 


ara 


when we declared away back in 1869 that the Government would 
redeem its paper money in coin such pledge shall be kept. Mr. 
President, [ would not sanction the programme of refusing to 
raise adequate revenue, of refusing to strengthen our necessary 
reserve, and then tolerate extravagant appropriations and spend 
them for the benefit of particular localities. I would stop these 
appropriations, as he has a right to do, although undoubtedly, sir, 
reluctant to do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment? ; 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York tell me that 
if he were President of the United States he would stand by the 
expressed by him in his speech at Elmira, N. Y., Decem- 
ber 4, 1892, to pay out silver coin to bring it to a parity, or favor 
the bea coinage of silver‘to bring it there, as he said in that 
speech it would do, and that not thing else would do it but that? 

Mr. HILL. Is that your question? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, all the information the Senator has 


upon the silver question he seems tohave derived from that Elmira 


speech. I will simply say to the Senator 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to say to the Senator from New York 
ry good doctrine and I am sorr y that the Senator will 





not stand by it. He was acandidate for President then. He said 
a few days ago that the South had declared for Grover Cleveland 
and the free coinage of silver; that they did not get the free coin- 
age of silver, but they got Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. HILL. That is ancient history. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems if they had gotten DAvip BENNETT 
HI they would not have gotten free coinage. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a word about that Elmira speech. 


Every time I rise to speak, or somebody else does, my friend from 
North Carolina grabs that Elmiraspeech. ‘‘ Did the Senator from 
New York say this?” ‘‘Did the Senator from New York say 
that?” He absolutely threatened the other day to put that Elmira 
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speech in the RECORD. 


Let me tell my dear, good friend from 
North Carolina I myself put that Elmira speech in the RECORD a 
year or two ago, and it is there now. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then you are right on the record. 

Mr. HILL. It will stand. It has nothing inconsistent in it 
with any position that I have taken here to-day. Study it, my 
good friend, and you will understand the silver question a great 
— a than you do now. [Laughter on the floor and in the 
ralieries. 

7 The PRESIDING OFFICER. There must be order in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. President, here is the situation: Last 
evening when this bill was moved I recognized the fact that prob- 
ably a majority of the Senate desired to pass it, probably at this 
session. I thought it would be unwise to take it up. The moot 
discussion which has been spoken of by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
ees I presumed would be inaugurated; perhaps nothing 
new could be said upon the subject; and I was going to suggest 
that possibly some arrangement might be made by which a vote 
might be had upon it. But the moment I proceeded to make a 
single suggestion the impetuous Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] jumped to the front and would not let me say a single 
word, and I concluded that I would take a course whereby I 
would be enabled to say something, if not last night, at least 
to-day. 

Now, if the Senate desires to pass this measure, well and good; 
it has the power to do so. We all know the complexion of the 
other body; we all know the views of the President of the United 
States. It can not become a law. I do not think it is a wise 
measure, my Democratic friends, and I speak to you in all candor. 
I do not think it is a good measure on which to go before the peo- 
ple. It actually injures the silver cause. It has nothing to do 
specially with the silver cause. With the free coinage of silver 
to-morrow secured, as I have explained, you will still have to get 
the money with which to redeem your paper currency, and you | 
have got to get that money, not by the free coinage of silver, be- 
cause the silver belongs to the men who own the bullion—you 
have got to get that silver or you have got to get that gold from 
taxation, and if you can not agree upon a tariff bill, you have got 
to get it under the law of 1875. ; 

Now, shall we go to the country upon this proposition? Ama- 
jority of the Democrats upon this side of the Chamber, I regret to 
say, want us to go to the country on a proposition upon which 
we can not get a solitary vote in the Northern States, The old 
Democratic State of New York, which was Democratic and I hope 
it will be Democratic again. stood by our good friends in the South 
and West in all the fights they made in the past for their rights | 
and endeavored to sustain the Democratic cause. Weare asked 
now to go to the country witha majority of Democrats sustaining 
such a measure as this to repeal the last piece of legislation left | 
with which to sustain the honor and credit of the Government. | 





Do you expect us, with such a measure, to keep up our party in | 
the Northern States? It is clearly unwise legislation. It is fool- | 
ish legislation. It is unnecessary legislation. It is a Populist | 
measure, and you have espoused it. | 

Mr. President, it is the height of folly. It is 1860 and 1861 over 
again. It will surely divide the old Democratic party as it was 
divided in the past. I am not now in this part of my argument 
complaining of your advocacy of the free coinage of silver. It is 
a question which, I have frankly stated over and over again, is a 
matter about which good men may honestly differ, but I do think | 
and feel that it is a mistake to plant ourselves upon the issuance 
of an irredeemable paper currency and call ourselves hard-money 
Democrats. No, no, Mr. President, we have enough to contend 
against in the North now, with a tariff bill which cuts down the 
revenues of your Government greater than was ever anticipated. 
We have hard enough work to keep up the old Democratic party 
in the North without having this legislation imposed upon us. It 
makes my friend from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] smile. Usually, 
with that sober countenance of his, he listens to all we have to 
say, but when I picture the fact that the old Democratic party 
can not stand this strain he even indulges in a smile. Of course 
it suits the Populists. Just such measures suit those who want 
to destroy the Democratic party. 

Now, Mr. President, what good will it do? Why, it is said we 
are making arecord. Yes,thatistrue. Weare making a record, 
such asitis. It is a record which will bring dishonor and defeat. 
Our friends wonld have us pass this bill and go into the fall cam- 
paign in the months of August, September, and October with the 
greenbacks presented at your Treasury repudiated. With sucha 
result we could not carry asingle State inthis Union. Talk about 
previous follies of the party; talk about our tendencies toward 
greenbackism; this would be the worst step ever taken, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Democratic party can stand a good deal, but it can not 
stand this. We must see to it that when the notes of the Govern- | 
ment, for which its honor is pledged, are presented for payment | 
they shall be met—metin the coin of the Government; met in hard 
money, and redeemed. That is the Democratic theory. That is 


the true theory of our Government. 
It is the only policy we can pursue. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me a 
moment to make a brief statement with reference to the bill? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, I yield for a few moments. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, this bill appears to be harmless 
upon its face; but at the present time and under existing circum- 
stances I regard it as one of the most dangerous bills ever pre- 
sented to any legislative body. 

It is quite evident that on the 4th day of March, 1897, we shall 
have a Republican President, Major McKinley, or some other 
equally good, honored, and trusted Republican. And in order to 
maintain the honor and credit of the country it is essential that 
we have sufficient revenue to pay the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. It is admitted by all parties represented in this body 
that the Gorman-Wilson bill does not produce revenues sufficient 
to pay ordinary current expenses; that under such bill there is, 
and will be so long as it remains on the statute book, a deficiency 
of from fifty million to one hundred million of dollars annually 
in the national revenues. And no method is provided with which 
to raise money to supply this deficiency. The Senate of the United 
States, by its action at this session, has refused to place upon the 
statute book any law increasing the revenues, although Demo- 
crats, Populists, and Republicans alike admit that we need more 
revenue. 

The Democratic Senators, the Populist Senators, and five silver 
Republican Senators have gone into the RECORD as opposed to 
any tariff legislation. Thirty-nine Democrats, six Populists, and 
five free-coinage silver men have voted against tariff legislation. 
These Senators combined constitute a large majority of this body 
and dominate all legislation, and that they will continue so to con- 
duct themselves I have no doubt; and if they do, and the Presi 
dent is shorn of all power to sell bonds to raise money to protect 
the credit of the nation, then bankruptcy and repudiation are in- 
evitable. 

Under existing conditionsand circumstances this bill, if enacted 
into alaw, will be, in my judgment, the greatest crime of the nine- 
teenth century. The years of sorrow and trouble through which 
we have and are now passing will be nothing in comparison to 
the evils the legislation proposed by this bill will produce. 

A government long without revenue can not exist; a free people 
will not long submit to such condition. Revolution will come, 
peaceably, I hope—forcibly, if necessary—to maintain the honesty 
and integrity of the nation. This bill attacks the financial hon- 
esty and integrity of the Government; it foreshadows panic, dis- 
turbance, and repudiation. 

It at once seeks to unsettle the finances of this country and to 
destroy the equality of our circulating medium, composed of gold, 
silver, and paper money, all as good as gold. 

We need money to maintain the credit of the nation. 


That is the honest policy. 


This bill 


| seeks to destroy the only method left to maintain the credit of the 


nation. 

That Congress, as now constituted, will not cooperate in raising 
sufficient revenue to pay the expenses of the Government has been 
established by the deliberate act of the Senate; and that it will not 
maintain the present monetary system is apparent by the advyo- 
cacy of the present bill by free-silver Democrats, free-silver Re- 
publicans, and paper-money Populists. 

For the reasons herein given I shall cast my vote against t 
bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a 
question before he closes. Does the Senator from Kansas ap 
of the issue of bonds by the Government under the present 
istration? 


hie 
iS 


prove 


I 
Admin- 


Mr. BAKER. I will answer that question in this way: When 
I first came to the Senate of the United States at the present ses 
sion I would have voted for this measure, because I then was 


under the impression and thoroughly believed that the Repub- 
lican party, aided and assisted by a sufficient number of patriotic 
men from the other side, would place upon the statute book a re 


enue law that would give us the money requisite to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. When I saw that effort de- 
feated, when I saw the Senator from Colorado and four other 
Republicans joining their forces with the free-silver D eracy 
and refusing to take up any tariff legislation, then I changed my 
mind upon the subject. As I believe that there will be a Repub 
lican President in 1897, and that we must have revenue in order 

) 

ii 


to carry on the expenses of the Government or ¢ Ise 
disgrace, and bankruptcy, 


go into shame 


I changed my mind, and I am now in 


favor of leaving this little vestige of power where it exists, be- 
cause when that time comes the Democratic party and the ardent 
free-silver men will combine again and hold up this great Gov- 


ernment and say it shall have no legislation all. For th 
reasons I am in favor of leaving this little vestige of power right 
where it is now. 

Mr. TELLER. 
one more question. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 


54 
‘ 


I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
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suspend fora moment. The Chair is compelled to call attention, 
under the rule, to the order of business. The hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, and there being no unfinished business and no 
special order, under the ninth rule the consideration of the Calen- 
dar is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate shall 
proceed with the consideration of the bill that is now- before the 
De Te ate 

RESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

TILSON, ‘chook 

JTLER. I move to take 

h has been under consider 

RESIDING Ol "FICER. 
lina moves that the 
bill 1341. 

Mr. HILL. 
my sper ( h? 

The PRESIDING 
arrived, it certainly 
to do. 

Mr. HILL. The clock is to blame, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
was the Chair. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name 
the senior Senator from New 
fer that pair to the Senator 


up Senate bill 1341, the bond 
ation. 
The Senator from North Caro- 
senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
Is it proper to take me off the floor in the midst of 
OFFICER. The ho ~ of 2 


o’clock having 
was the duty of the Chair, 


under the rule, so 


the rule. 
clock was right. So 


not 


No, sir; 


thea 
Lilt 


was called). 
Jersey { Mr. but will trans- 
from Utah |Mr. Cannon]. If the 
present, he would vote ‘ yea.” 


SMITH], 


senator from Utah were 

‘yea. 

FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Se West Virginia [Mr. ELkins], but I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Indiana | Mr. VOORHEES] and yote 
‘nay. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was ca 
senior Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when 
transfer my pair with the Sen 
the Senator from Montana |[Mr. MANTLE}. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name 
pair Ww ith the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. NELSON (when ame was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. BLANCHARD], but I am in- 
formed that he is im favor of = neasure, and I therefore exercise 
my discret 9 and vote. I vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was c called I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which 
I transfer tothe senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy] 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

coneluded. 


The roil call was 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I havea general pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado jMr. WoLcotT}. Ido not know how he would vote on 
this question. I presume he would vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that my colleague [Mr. WoLcorT] 
would vote ‘*‘ vea,” if he were here. 

Mr. BRICE. 1 ain informed that the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murpuy] is not paired, and I will transfer my pair to 
that Senator and vote ‘nay. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. I will transfer that pair = the Senator from 
Indiana {Mr. Turpie}, who is not in the Chamber, and vote 
** yea. 

‘Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
recorded my vote, but I inquire if the 
[Mr. Squire] has voted 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has not vot 

Mr. | 


nator trom 


led) 


(GORDON |. 
j 


Iam paired with the 
if he were present, 


his name 
ator from tli noi 


was called). I will 
s |[Mr. PALMER] to 
I vote ** yea.” 

was called). I announce my 


nis ni 


I have 
Senator from Washington 
The Chair is informed that he 
“hen I will witl 


] idraw my vote. 
The Senator from Washington voted ‘* 


yea” on 
» voted ‘‘ yea.” 
y well; I will let my vote 
having voted in the affirmative). 
from Utah | Mr. Brown] recorded? 
MING oe FICER. The Chair is informed that his 


stand, 
Is the vote 


hame 
Mr. BA TE. 
that Senator. 


is not 


Then I will withdraw my vote. Iam paired with 


I am paired with | 


I vote | 


| probability of agi 


| able 
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Mr. BUTLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Ten- 


nessee to the fact that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] voted 
**vea” on the former vote. 


Mr. BATE. I am informed that the Senator from Utah voted 
‘‘vea.” I will then let my vote stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Dubois, Morgan, 
George, Paseo, 
Hansbrough, Peffer. 
Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Martin, Pritchard, 
Mills, Pugh, 


NAYS—27. 
Davis, Hawley, 
Faulkner, Hill, 
Frye, Lindsay, 
Gallinger, Lodge, Vilas, 
Gear, McBride, Wetmore, 
Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson. 
Hale, Morrill, 


NOT VOTING—33. 
Murphy, 
Nelson, 
Palmer, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Tillman, 


Allen, Roach, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Thurston, 
White. 
Chilton, 
Clark, 
Cockrell, 


Allison, 
Baker, 
Brice, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 


Platt 
Se well, 


Sherman, 


Aldrich, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Elkins, 


Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hoar, 

Irby, 
Jones, Nev. 
McMillan, 
Mantle, 


Turpie, 
vo. 
oorhees, 
Walthall, 
Warren, 
Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1341) to 
prohibit the further issuance of interest-bearing bonds without 
the consent of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, before this pleasant interruption 
which we have had, we were discussing the question as to the 
reeing upon a patriotic, nonpartisan tariff bill, 
and I expressed some apprehension that possibly we might not be 
toagree. The question then occurs, if we shall be unable to 
agree upon any increase of revenue in the immediate future, and 
this bill should become a law, what would be done in regard to 
the redemption of United States notes? Mr. President, 1 pause 
for a reply from any friend of this bill who wants to explain the 
situation in which the Government would be, and what course 
would then be pursued. 

Mr. PLATT. Iamnot a friend of the bill, but does not the Sen- 
ator understand that the object of this bill is to prevent the possi- 
bility of the redemption of United States notes in gold? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Or at all. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the same difficulty will exist of re- 
deeming them in silver. It is not a question of redeeming them 
in gold or silver; it is a question of redeeming them at all. 

Mr. PLATT. That is very true. 

Mr. HILL. It is the question where you would get the silver, 
let alone where yout would get the gold. The President of the 
United States could not issue silver bonds if this bill should pass. 
Assuming, then, that this bill is to pass Congress and become a 
law; assuming, as it has been clearly demonstrated, that you are 
to have no change in your revenue system for the next two years, 
which is clearly shown by the attitude of this Senate, what is to 
be done with the Treasury notes when they are presented for 
redemption? 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question at that 


point? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit to the Senator, in case the Secretary 
of the Treasury changes his present policy to one which is strictly 
legal, and proposes to redeem the greenbacks and Treasury notes 
with silver coin, in my judgment that would immediately stop all 
application for further redemption. 

Mr. STEWART. We have $50,000,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. The $50,000,000, [ have already explained, will last 
but a short time. The difficulty with the explanation of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is that it does not explain. For whom does he 
speak? Does he speak for the holders of greenbacks? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. 

Mr. HILL. I think not. He has heretofore in this Chamber 
disclaimed the idea that he represented the holders of greenbacks, 
and now is he to step forward and say that they will not be pre- 
sented for redemption? If they are presented, isthe question I put 
to the Senator. The right to present them is an option which 
exists not with the Senator from Kansas; it exists with the owners 
of the greenbacks, and when they present them for redemption 
with your Treasury exhausted, and with neither silver nor gold, 
and no means to provide revenue, pray tell me what kind of a 


The Senator from New York 
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spectacle would then be presented? 
Government then be placed? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me to read him a 
statement—— 

My. PEFFER. I ask permission to be heard for a moment. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Kansas seems to have the right 
of way. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield to the Senator from Ohio in a mo- 
ment, but what I wish to say comes in properly at this point. 

The Senator from New York speaks about discretion and states 
that the discretion in this matter of redemption in one coin or 
the other belongs to the creditor. I insist,in the presence of the 
Senator from New York and in the presence of our history, that 
there is no such discretion allowed, and there never has been any 
such discretion allowed; that the discretion is upon the part of the 
Government and not upon the part of the holders of these notes. 
If I made a mistake in the use of the words before I beg pardon, 


In what dilemma would the 


but what I wish to say is this, that the debtor, when he has several | 


different kinds of legal-tender money, has always had in banking 
history, in business history, in Government history, the right to 
determine for himself which he will offer in payment; that he may 
make his own selection and choose the money with which to pay. 
If that policy were adopted and the interests of the Government 
would prevail instead of the interests of the speculators and the 
gold gamblers, then this business of redeeming Treasury notes 
in gold would stop immediately, and the country would have no 
further trouble on this subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to read to the Senator from New York 
a statement in regard to the silver certificates. 

The silver dollars in the Treasury are pledged specifically by 
law for the redemption of the silver certificates. The amount of 
standard silver dollars to-day in the Treasury is $363,590,000; the 
amount of standard silver dollars outstanding and in circulation 
among the people is $348,322,504, leaving only a margin of about 
$15,000,000. Those silver dollars are all pledged for the redemp- 
tion of silver certificates alone, silver certificates being payable 
expressly in silver. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio, if he will allow me, that we have bullion to the amount of 
$178,000,000 and more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bullion purchased by the Treasury notes, 
which are outstanding. 

Mr. TELLER. We have $55,000,000 of silver bullion, which 
does not represent notes or anything else; and under the system 
of redeeming the notes in gold there is no sense in maintaining 
that silver; but there is $55,000,000 of free silver bullion in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a portion of the statement of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is avery fairone. All that 
the Government has 

Mr. TELLER. I would inquire what is not fair in it? The 
statement is absolutely true. 

Mr. HILL. I was referring tothe statement in reference to the 
seigniorage, so called; I mean that itis fair to this question in- 
volved. I did not mean to accuse the Senator of any unfairness. 
Of course he does not suppose I would. 
For the purpose of redemption of any kind we have only, first, 
what we realize from revenue and, second, what we have on hand. 
That is a very clear proposition. From only two sources have we 
any redemption fund. First, what we have on hand, realized 
from revenues and from the sale of bonds, which will in the near 
future be exhausted by appropriations of the Government. No 
one denies that. In the second place, you can realize about $55,- 
000,000 seigniorage, which, when coined, belongs to the Govern- 
ment. That is your capital, and that is all. When you use the 
seigniorage you have nothing left with which to redeem your Govy- 
ernment obligations when your gold reserve and other moneys 
have been exhausted. Now, the question—and I state it again— 
is not a question of redeeming in gold or silver; it is aquestion of 
redeeming at all in either metal. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. I wiil be more kind to the Senator than he was to 
me last evening. Yes; I will yield to him. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, we have in circulation nearly 
$350,000,000 now of silver certificates. 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest to the Senator not to goclear back 
to the A B C of the question. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall be brief. 
main in circulation and constitute the only good money we have 
out in circulation. 

Mr. HILL. Whatis the amount? 

Mr. STEWART. 
which, as I say, is the only good money. It does not come back; 
it is not necessary to redeem it; it stays out among the people, 
and does, I think, three-fourths of the entire business of the 
country. 








Those silver certificates re- | 





What would be the condition if we took away the royal preroga- 
tive of the Executive to carry on the Government by raising rev- 


enue through the issuance of bonds? What would bethe situation? 
That is the question. In the first place, we know very well that 
silver certificates stay out; that they do not come in for redemp- 
tion, because they are redeemable in silver. Greenbacks and 
Treasury notes are also redeemable in silver, and we could con- 
vert them into good money if we redeem in silver according to 
law. 

We have now in the Treasury, I believe, about $114,000,000 of 
gold. We have in the Treasury, which it is the duty of the Sec- 
retary to coin, $55,000,000 worth of silver bullion. That would 
be a pretty good fund to start on and to pay out the silver first. 
The gold we have got there will last as long as the present law 
remains if it be kept there. But that is not all. Th silver 
certificates being such good money that when they come into the 
Treasury they can be converted by the Treasury, they can be 
exchanged for the silver itself, and the Government can take the 
current revenues ad libitum, as they come into the Treasury con- 
stantly, and pay out silver certificates, which are coming in daily. 
They can be exchanged by the Secretary for silver and the silver 
which is in the Treasury can be used in that way for the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes and greenbacks. 

The resumption act provides, in the first instance, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall redeem these greenbacks with any 
money in the Treasury which comes in by way of revenue and is 
applicable to the redemption of greenbacks. Havingin the Treas- 
ury one hundred and ten or one hundred and fourteen millions of 


Se 


| gold, having a surplus of $55.000,090 of silver bullion, and $35,- 


000,000 more, making $90,000,000, we have over $200,000,000 of avail- 
able coin for the redemption of outstanding greenbacks and 
Treasury notes. Inasmuch as a large portion of our revenue is 
paid in silver certificates, as they come in they are exchangeable 
at the counter for silver coin, and an abundance of silver coin is 
constantly coming into the Treasury in that way; and so you have 
got an endless chain of supply, an unlimited supply, as the reve- 
nues come in with which to redeem your greenbacks. 

All this act proposes to do is to resume the function of Congress, 
which has been usurped by the Executive, to provide for the cur- 
rent revenues of the Government. How ridiculous the idea that 
it is unusual or prejudicial to the credit of this Government that 
the function provided in the Constitution shall be maintained, 


that the independence of the coordinate branches of the Govern- 
ment shall be observed, that Congress shall provide revenue; and 
the idea that Congress is not as patriotic as the Executive and will 
| not attend to it, or that the credit and honor of the Government 
will not be preserved, is absurd. There can be no question about 


the duty of taking from the Executive this power, this dangerous 


power, the exercise of which by Charles I was t 






he principal cause 

of his overthrow. The raising of revenue by the Secretary of the 

Treasury without the sanction of Congress was unheard of in a 
republican form of government until the recent usurpation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I always like to listen to my friend 

from Nevada. He seems to believe what he says, while some of 

| those, I think, who argue upon the other side hardly can be 


The proposition is this: | 





Nearly $350,000,000 of silver certificates now, | 


charged with that. 
tion or two. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I stand up. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator see any reasonable prospect of 
any new revenue legislation? 


I want to ask my friend from Nevada a ques- 


Mr.STEWART. At this session of Congress, to increase taxes? 
Mr. HILL. At this or the next session. 

Mr. STEWART. To increase taxes? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. We already have a surplus in the Treasury. 
Mr. HILL. About what time will it be, does the Senator think, 


before we shall have any revenue legislation? 


Mr. STEWART. We ought to go on for two or three years; 
but if it be necessary, before there is any more revenue legisla- 
tion, with the present law we ought to draw out the $150,000,000 
of surplus in the Treasury before we put any more in and take it 
away from the people. The Constitution has trusted Congress 


by providing that Congress shall have power over this matter. 
Mr. HILL. I did not know but the Senator wou!d be 


willing 


to fix some date, say two or three years hence, when there will be 
a likelihood of some additional tariff legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. There will not be any necessity to ra more 
revenue during this century under the existing law. [ft take 
the balance of the century to draw down the surplus to reasonable 
proportions. That is settled; and I think we can trust the Con- 
gress of the United States in the next century as well as we can 


trust ourselves. 


Mr. HILL. 


NY 


Mr. President, exactly how the Senator from Ne- 
vada is going to figure, with no increase of revenue for the next 
three or four years, with simply the amount of money we have on 
hand, and with the ordinary present revenu iing in from the 


sources which the Government has, that we are going to survive, 
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I can not see, because the amount of money in your Treasury will 
be substantially exhausted within the next year. That has already 
been demonstrated over and overagain. Bear in mind that if this 
bill passes we can secure no borrowed money. All the money re- 
ce y the 

within the next year your revenues will be exhausted. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator anticipate that the defi- 
ciency during the next year will be $170,000,000? 

Mr. HILL. All the appropriations have not been yet made by 
this Congress, but the deficiency will be very large. I ask the 
Senator within what period does he himself think this fund will 
be exhausted? 

Mr. STEWART. I think it will be about four or five years. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, my friend is very confident; but it 
will be but a very short period, under existing conditions, when, 
if greenbacks are presented, the gold reserve will be drawn down. 
My friend sees no difficulties or dangers to the country in that. 
Be that as it may, the point Iam making is, that while the pres- 
ent deadlock continues, and it is likely to continue for the next 
year or so, and the Treasury funds becomesubstantially exhausted, 
what will you do with the greenbacks which are presented? 
not a question of paying in silver. You will not have the silver 
with which to pay, because, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] says, all the silver that you can possible procure, aside 
from taxation, is the $55,000,000 of seigniorage in the Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh no. 

Mr. HILL. What would you have on hand, then? 

Mr. STEWART. Weshould have thesilver certificates coming 
into the Treasury every day. 

Mr. HILL. The silver certificates come in simply as part of 
your revenue that is all. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. That does not change the situation. 
The silver certificates must be redeemed in something, and the 
bullion in the Treasury, other than the seigniorage, is mortgaged 
for your silver certificates. It does not really belong to the Gov- 
ernment. In other words, it is an even thing. 
sent the same thing. The bullion must meet the silver certificate 
and the silver certificate the bullion. It is not an available fund 
for the Government for purposes of redemption. 

That, Mr. President, is the situation; and there is no Senator 
who will rise in his place and tell us what is to be done if this bill is 
passed when the present redemption moneys are exhausted and 
you have no new revenues coming into the Treasury. 

Mr. PEFFER. I asked the Senator a question amoment ago— 
which I have no doubt he overlooked in the tumult we had here— 
whether or not in his opinion. if the Secretary of the Treasury should 
exercise his lawful discretion and say to the people, ‘*‘ We will re- 


} 
} 


ived 


Government must be from revenues; and I say | 


They both repre- | 
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| the other side. 


| with the Treasury. 
| remember correctly, was this, that we have a comfortable sur- 


| moneys. 





deem your greenbacks in silver when we have more silver than | 
we have gold”—if the Secretary of the Treasury would exercise | 


that discretion, if he were to pursue that course, does the Senator 
believe that there would be any drain upon the Treasury? 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty is not as to the question of redemp- 

ion in gold or silver; the difficulty is that when the Government 
is constantly running behind it b 
when all the redemption funds will be exhausted. 

Mr. PEFFER. ‘The Senatoreither does not get my meaning or 
else he isevading ananswer. I donot know which. The Senator 
himself can tell. 

[put this proposition first, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the lawful discretion to redeem greenbacks and Treasury 
notes in silver whenever he wishes to do so in the interest of the 
Government. Now,I put the question directly to the Senator 


whether, in his opinion, if the Secretary were to pursue that pol- | 


icy and proposed to redeem these Government notes in silver, 


May 22, 


| this side of the Chamber, who would be very glad to have that 


statement established asa fact. Ihave heard it disputed upon 

Mr. PEFFER. The best authority in the world that we can 
have is the President of the United States, who has told us sev- 
eral times within the last year that it is not a question of revenue 
The language in one of his messages, if I 


plus of some sixty-three millions on hand, but it is not gold, and 
the difficulty is as to gold. The President wants to pay green- 
backs in gold. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty will not be with payments in gold 
or silver in the future. It is a question whether we shall have 
any adequate fund of either gold or silver. So long as we are 
running behind our ordinary expenses at the rate of $30,000,000 
a year, and with appropriations that are being made here in ex- 
cess of our revenues far beyond that sum, if we donot have more 
revenue it is a question of bankruptcy in the end, unless the Pres- 


| ident calls a halt and refuses to recognize these large appropria- 
| tions as available at present. 
It is | 


Mr. PEFFER. Again, if the Senatorfrom New York will allow 


| me, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has repeatedly ex- 


pressed the idea that the Secretary of the Treasury has the power, 
and has frequently exercised the power, and is doing it now, and 
some of his subordinates are doing the same thing, of refusing to 
make contracts where there is not sufficient revenue in the Treas- 
ury or in process of coming in with which to pay the indebtedness 
that would be incurred thereby. 

Mr. HILL. Iam very glad my friend has spoken about that. 
This, then, is his expectation, that if there is no new tariff legis- 
lation, if the revenue law does not produce more than it seems 
likely to produce now, and if there are no new receipts coming 
into the Treasury, the public works are to be suspended. That is 
the way you are going to get money with which to redeem your 


| paper currency. That does it; that solves the difficulty, it is true. 


Is that the spectacle to which we are invited? Is that the feast to 
which we are asked to sit down? Is that the way this Government 
is to be continued, by cutting off the expenditures on account of 
appropriations which have been made? 

Of course that isaremedy. All the President has to do is to 


| stop all the works, to stop every appropriation, to absolutely dis- 


pense with them, although Congress has solemnly voted these 
What will the Senator’s constituents say to that course? 
That may be the only course left for the Administration of this 
Government to pursue. That, Mr. President, of course can be 


| done, and all these appropriations cut off. Then of course you 


will have moneys with which to redeem; but who expects to do 
that, Mr. President? 

Mr. PEFFER. That would be better than selling bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, itis not better than selling bonds. 
There is not a dollar of your bond money wasted. If there are 


| public works to be constructed, and you have not got the revenue 


| course you must pay some interest upon it. 
comes a mere question of time | 


| simply issue Treasury notes. 


with which to construct them, you must borrow the money. Of 
You can not issue 
your irredeemable Treasury notes, as the Senator voted to do the 
other day. Of course it is an easy way when you want money to 
That proposition was voted for by 


| several Senators the other day, as though that was a remedy, as 


though those notes did not represent a debt, as though they had 
not to be met at some time in the future and be redeemed. 
No, no, Mr. President; the stoppage of all the public works in 


| this country will give you adequate moneys to redeem when the 


would not that course immediately have the effect to stop all runs | 


upon the Treasury? If the Senator answers that question ‘* Yea,” 
then I ask whether or not the revenue 
received from year to year would not be sufficient for the next 
four or five years, at any rate, without a change of the tariff law? 

Mr. HILL. The mere fact that the Secretary of the Treasury 
would announce that he was going to pay the greenbacks in silver 
would not affect the question one way or another. It is a ques- 
tion of funds, and not a question as to what particular coinage he 
shall pay in. 

Mr. PEFFER. But, again, if this policy is pursued the green- 
backs and the Treasury notes—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to put to him a question? 

Mr. PEFFER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILLb. 
now: 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not think we are running behind now. I 
think we are catching up, to use a schoolboy’s expression—that 
our deficits from year to year are less than they have been in the 
past two or three years. 

Mr. HILL. I will commend that statement to my friends on 


which are now being | 


source of revenue from bonds shall be cut off. But is that the 
kind of administration you want? No, Mr. President. An Ad- 


| ministration that would voluntarily follow that course must be 


driven from power. 

Now, I appeal to my Democratic friends to observe what the 
Senator from Kansas, one of the leaders of the Populist party on 
this floor, wants us to do. He wants to crowd the Democratic 


| party into the condition of cutting off the possibility of raising 
| money by the issuance of bonds, and cutting off the revenues. 


About how much are we annually running behind | 


Then he wants to stop the public works of the country. What 
show would we then samek against the Populist party or any 
other party in the Government? And yet some Democrats seem 
bent upon following just such a course as that, and think they 
are going to preserve and strengthen the Democratic party. It is 
folly. Itis madness. It is political suicide. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me, he undertakes to 
state my view, and I have no object in view 

Mr. HILL. You have undoubtedly some patriotic policy in 


| view 


Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is in the habit of coming in be- 
tween my sentences at such a point as to make them ridiculous. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know anybody more to blame for that 
than the Senator himself. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me for a moment, he 
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assumes that my object is to destroy the Democratic party by dis- 
honorable means. I do not want to destroy the Democratic party 
by such means. 

Mr. HILL. 
means. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do desire to destroy the Democratic party, and 
I also desire to destroy the Republican party, but I want it to be 
done on high grounds, honorable grounds. I want the people 
themselves to take care of this thing. The old parties will ina 
very short time disintegrate. The Democratic party now is dis- 
integrating on the money question. It is simply a question of 
time. 

If the Senators who are represented in this matter by the distin- 
guished Senator from New York and their friends would take the 
course laid down and advised by the Populist party, it would even- 
tually redeem both the Democratic party and the Republican 
party and bring all the governing forces of the country back to 
where the fathers used them. 

Mr. HILL. And then the millennium willcome. [Laughter.] 
No, no, Mr. President, I do not accuse the Senator of endeavoring 
to destroy the Democratic party by any dishonorable means on 
his part; not at all. But he is not doing all thisforfun. He has 
not that intense desire to serve the public that he wants us to be- 
lieve. He is ashrewd Kansas politician, and a good one at that, 
and he thinks he can drive the Democratic party into a false and 
wrong position, that is all, and he is trying to do that; and there- 
fore day after day he is speaking against bonds, bonds, bonds, and 
not a word about preserving the honor of the Government. 

Not a word about insufficient revenue; not a word about the 
difficulties that confront this Administration. He asserts that 
this Administration is dishonoring the Government by its course, 
ruining the people, overtaxing them. Then hesays that ‘‘ we will 
not agree upon any revenue bill; we will prevent the issue of 
bonds, and then if you can not run the Government successfully, 
why, stop all your public works”; and then he expects us to 
appeal to the people for support. That isa fine scheme mapped 
out by the Populist Senators. Democratic Senators seem to be 
following in their lead and apparently expect to be sustained by 
the Democratic party. No, Mr. President, an unwise policy is 
sought to be pursued here by those who support this measure. 

The other day the argument was made that it was wrong for 
the President to use the proceeds of the bond sales—that is, the 


I do not accuse the Senator of using dishonorable 


redeemed greenbacks—to pay the current expenses of the Govern- | 
After you have used up the $50,000,000 seigniorage coined | 


ment. 
what would you do then to pay the expenses of your Government? 
There is no answer to that. There can not be any answer to it. 
I have suggested a way by which gentleman, if they want to, can 
stop the use, directly or indirectly, of any of the proceeds of the 
sales of bonds to pay the current expenses of the Government; 
and yet you will not adopt that course. You want to keep these 
greenbacks afloat. You want them issued and reissued. 
want an irredeemable paper currency. 

I suggested an amendment providing further that upon the re- 
demption of any United States notes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall not reissue the same. That settlesit. If you object 
to the President using directly or indirectly the proceeds of bonds 
with which to pay the current ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
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You | 


| the present delicate situation of the party upon the 


ernment, then amend this bill by stopping the reissue of green- | 


backs, and that settles the question. No, no, Mr. President, 
they want the greenbacks to be reissued, Under existing law 
they compel the President to reissue them, and then they cut off 
the only means, except a limited and insufficient revenue, that he 
has to properly redeem them. The free coinage of silver does not 
settle this question of redemption at all, as I have repeatedly ex- 
plained. It willnot fill the coffers of the Treasury. 
enable the owners of silver bullion to take the bullion to the 
Treasury and get money therefor. It does not help the Govern- 
ment one penny. You can coin your seigniorage, and that is all. 


of tariff legislation being enacted—none whatever—now or in the 
near future. The same combination that prevents it or the same 
influences that have prevented it in the past will prevent it in the 
future. Therefore we must meet this question and meet it 
squarely. This is simply a scheme whereby the President of the 
United States shall be prevented from redeeming greenbacks as 
they are presented. That is all there is of it. It is repudiation, 
pure and simple and undisguised. It can not be evaded. Of 
course if you had revenues and plenty of them, then it could be 
done; but when your revenues are exhausted, your money on 
hand is exhausted, and you can not borrow money, your green- 
backs must go unredeemed. 

From a party point of view I object to this course. I do not 
wish to detain the Senate after I have expressed my views fully 
upon this question. 
right to pass it, and I would not have objected last evening toa 
vote being had after I had made afew remarks if I had not been 
suddenly cut off by my impetuous friend the Senator from Nevada 


It will simply | 


-— = 
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[Mr. STEWART], who seems to think he is in league with this side 
of the Chamber, and he has actually taken a seat here on the 
Democratic side. My Populist friend the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] announced that this is a Populist measure. My 
friend from Colorado is over here getting Democratic votes to sus- 
tain a Populist measure. 

Mr. PEFFER. We always have pickets in a fight. 

Mr. HILL. They are trying to pick off the Democrats in the 
fight. Thatis the business of the Populists. I donot blame them 
for being over here trying to disorganize our party, trying to make 
them follow false gods and false teachers, but I object to Demo- 
crats going off and following these men, crazy as they are upon 
the subject of finance. A man may sincerely believe in the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and not believe in this bill. He 
is not obliged to believe in the pending bill. The most earnest 
friends of silver can consistently oppose the bill. A sincere friend 


| of silver van well say, ‘‘ These obligations of the Government must 


be redeemed in something.” 

If the revenues are insufficient and there is no prospect of tariff 
legislation, why forbid the President from borrowing? What 
will be the result? He can well say from his standpoint that at 
every opportunity he will vote for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. That is a different thing. That relates to 


establishing 
a new system of finances for the country. That affects the vol- 


ume of money. That affects our general business relations. It 
may directly or indirectly aid business. That may be true. Iam 


not now going to discuss the silver question proper. But free 
coinage will not bring you revenues with which to take care of 
this large volume of paper currency which is afloat. 

As I said at the outset, there are those who think that paper 
money should not beredeemed. There are those who opposed any 
specie resumption in 1875. There are those who think that bonds 
are an invention of Wall street. There are those who think that 
all the money in the country is owned by Wall street instead of 
by the people. It is useless to address argument to such men. 
But this bill presents an entirely different question from the gold 
and silver question proper. It is a question of paper money. It 
is a question of taking care of that paper money. It is a ques- 
tion of keeping the paper money ata parity with your gold and 
your silver. You must always keep a fund sufficient to redeem 
those notes whenever they are presented, and when you cut off 
these sources of redemption it is repudiation, unless at any time 
when a man presents one of these notes you are prepared to give 
him coin in place of it. That is the true position; that is the 


| right position; that isthe correct position; that is the true Demo- 


cratic doctrine. 

I have detained the Senate longer than I expected upon this 
question. If Senators think this is a proper bill, they will exer- 
cise their own judgment in voting for it. I wash my hands of the 
whole business. I think it was unwise to inject it at this session. 
1 think it was unwise for the Democrats to support it in view of 
financial 
question. I have avoided as far as I could any discussion of the 
gold-and-silver question proper, which I say is not involved in this 
matter. We have difficulties enough to contend with without 
adding this. 

Mr. President, let it once be understood that the party to which 
we belong is attempting to cripple the business of the country by 
not maintaining a sufficient fund with which to redeem the paper 
ot success. We may 
as well count the days until we shall retire permanently from 
power. Sir, all my ambitions and all my hopes are involved in 
the success of that party to whose support I have given the 
days of my life. It is said I represent in part a financial 
center of the country. I beg to remind my Democratic friends 
that the city of New York but once in its recent history has given 
a Republican majority, and that was upon a local issue. In the 


+ 


currency, and there is an end to our prospect 


+ 
best 


at 


gre 


| days of our distress, when other localities disappointed our expec- 
Mr. President, as I have said before, there is not any prospect 


tations, the great stronghold of Democracy has been the city of 
New York. It has saved the country by its immense majorities 
on many an occasion. Thousands and thousands of business men, 
its bankers and its merchants, have maintained their fidelity to 
the Democratic cause. They differ with you upon the det: 
the financial question, but they are loath to believe that 
in favor of irredeemable money. 
that they are wrong. 


° 
| 





you 
Do not attempt te convince 


are 
them 


Mr. President, we can not maintain our party in the North—in 

| the Middle or Eastern States—upon any such theory. Let it be 
understood that we shall provide ample funds at all times with 

which to redeem our paper currency, and then we will solve the 


| gold and silver question satisfact 
| 


If the Senate wants to pass the bill, it has a | 


orily thereafter, and we can main- 
tain the grand old Democratic party, which in the history of the 
country has done so much for its glory and its honor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, we should consider this ques 
tion as if we were the only legislative body, the supreme and final 
authority, in the United States. It is altogether wrong and quite 
| useless to be thinking of some cooperative body or of some executive 
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officer who shall remedy the wrong we do. We are responsible, | provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
and shall be held to be responsible. We shall deserve just as | States? Why do they not support propositions to raise revenue 
much of glory or of infamy asif we alone had passed and executed | by taxation to carry on the Government, and why have both of 
such a law. them and the forces behind them opposed at all times all efforts 
Now, what is this great deliberative body, which has managed | to lay just and equitable duties aan excises upon the property- 
to keep the respect of the country for a hundred years, about to | owning people of the United States to help to support the burdens 
do by the coming vote? What is the situation? This is the bill: | of this Government? 

That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any The Senator from New York has been a conspicuous advocate 
urpose whatever without further authority of Congress is hereby pro- | and defender of the moneyed interests of thiscountry. He refused 
ibited. to vote for the tariff bill which is now upon the statute books. He 

would not vote for an income tax. The Senator from Connecticut 

| would not vote for an income tax. He would not vote to put an 

| internal-revenue tax on manufactured articles which brought in 
that it has been for some years. In the next place, the Senate re- | a hundred and thirty-odd million dollars a year during the last 
fuses even to consider a revenue bill. I am disregarding party | years of the war and just after it was over; but it was swept away. 
lines. I am talking about the Senate and not the Democratic | It was said that it was an inquisitorial tax, because it struck the 
party or the Populist party or the Republican party. The Senate | wealth of this country. I will vote with ‘him to day and every 
refuses to consider even for a moment a revenue bill. day that I stay here, and I will vote with the Senator from Con- 

| 

| 


It is a short, absolute, sweeping, thorough bill. What are the | 
obvious facts, that need not be dwelt upon? Everybody, every 
intelligent boy, knows that the revenue is largely insufficient, and 


In the third place, the Senate is about to forbid the Government | necticut every day to put a direct tax on these protected manu- 
from borrowing money for any purpose whatever. Does anybody | factures and take a part of the protected price from those goods 
need to be told what these things mean? Now, the Senate, I say, | and put it into the public Treasury. But I will not get any sup- 
can not avoid the responsibility which will remain upon us; and, | port from the Senator from Connecticut, nor will I get the vote 
in my judgment, if we carry this bill through, whether it becomes | of my distinguished friend the Senator from New York. They 
a law or not, it will be one of the foul spots—the foul spot, the | will not vote for any tax on wealth. They will pile the tax to ex- 
only foul spot, I may say—on the record of this great body, that in | haustion on consumption, which falls on the poor people of this 
the opinioh of the Senate it is for the good of the country that the country, which falls by indirection, so that they do not see it 
bill shall become a law. | whenitcomes. They only know there are hard times. They only 

[ positively, with all respect for my honored colleagues, can not | know there is a want of employment for labor. They can not see 
believe that that is the real belief of the Senate. It is horrible; it | how the blow is coming, but it comes because this is the only 
is altogether impossible. I would resent the charge if I were on | Government -on earth which excuses all wealth from taxation 
the other side of the globe and heard somebody say the Senate was | and puts the whole burden upon the backs and shoulders of the 
about todo such athing. We might just as well say that we will | laboring people of the country. 
not pay bonds as to say we will not issue bonds; for we can not Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator from Texas to say that I 
redeem existing bonds; we can not pay them without issuing | would not second his efforts to pass a proper revenue bill. Ithink 
others, for our revenue is deficient. that is the charge, is it not? 

Now, Mr. President, this is repudiation—and nobody has shown Mr. MILLS. Let the Senator make his charge. 
it better than has the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Mr. HILL. Is not that it in substance? 


HILL|—this is bankruptcy; this is anarchy; it would be infamy. Mr. MILLS. Let the Senator make his charge, whatever it * 
[ have nothing to add, desiring only to place on record my total | and I will answer it. 
and earnest disapproval of the measure. Mr. HILL. Iam asking if that is not the charge. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I have listened to-day to two of Mr. MILLS. Ido not know what the charge is. Let the Sen- 
the most extraordinary addresses I have ever heard in my life. I | ator himself make it. 
have he: ae a three hours’ argument made by the Senator from | Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator whether in his patriotism 
New York [ Mr. HILu] to the effect that it is the duty of the Goy- | he would be willing to vote for a duty on wool, as the Senator 
ernment to borrow money to carry on its ordinary expenditures. | from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] said he would? 
[ have heard a plea from him and an impassioned exhortation by | Mr. MILLS. I do not want to vote for a duty on wool, and I 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEy] denouncing the | do not want to vote for a duty on woolen goods. 
effort to take out of the hands of one man in this country the ex- Mr. HILL. That shows the difficulty there is in agreeing upon 
traordinary power to enslave its whole population, that the greed | our own side. 
of foreign and domestic money changers may be satisfied. Mr. MILLS. No, the Senator is not talking about me. He is 
It has been seriously maintained in this body that the American | talking about the Senator from Mississippi. He is avoiding the 
people are incapable of sending representatives to their Legislature | issue. 
who will have the integrity and the capacity and the patriotism Mr. HILL. Iam simply showing the difficulty of agreeing 
| 


to levy taxation to obtain revenue to carry on the Government. | upon a tariff bill and the unlikelihood of any bill being passed at 
It is assumed and gravely assumed by the distinguished Senator | this session or the next session of Congress. 
from New York that the present Congress, the Congress to come, Mr. MILLS. Very well. There is just as much difference be- 
and the one to come after that, and all the other Congresses, I | tween the Senator from New York and the Senator from Missis- 
suppose, will pass no law for the raising of revenue by taxation | sippi as there is between him and myself. We differ about those 
to meet the current expenses of the Government, and it is argued | things. The Senator from Mississippi feels that wool ought to be 
that this extr vordinar y power must remain upon the statute book, | taxed. I donot, and I have my reasons for it. I know very well 
allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell a thousand or two | that if you put a tax on wool, you have to put what is called 
thousand millions of bonds, or three or five thousand million dol- | a compensatory duty on woolen goods; and I know the whole of it 
lars of bonds, the limit only to be defined by the measure of the | goes to the manufacturer and that the woolgrower does not get 
greed of those who wish to have investments in the blood and | a cent of it, and he never has. 
sweat of the American people. The Senator from Mississippi perhaps does not thinkso. He has 
Mr. President, if such a scheme had been proposed a hundred | not investigated the question asmuchaslhave. Itdoes not occur 
years ago to our fathers, they would have denounced it in the Sen- | to him that if we put a tax on wool we have to raise woolen goods 


ate of the United States. in the same proportion. If you do not do it, and permit wool to 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? come in untaxed and woolen goods to come in untaxed, you destroy 
Mr. MILLS. Certainly. all the woolen manufactures in this country, and our wool will 
Mr. HILL. Does the Senator think that the present Congressis | have to be exported to a foreign market to be manufactured, and 
likely to agree upon some revenue bill? instead of having the advantage over the foreign woolgrower that 


Mr. MILLS. It does not make any difference about what the | he has to pay the cost of transportation to the United States in 
present Congress is going todo. If the present Congress does not | order to compete with us, we shall have to pay the cost of trans- 
do its duty to the people of the United States, the people are still | portation to the foreign market to compete with him there, 
sovereign and every element of their power is unwasted, and they | Mr. GRAY. It all falls on the consumer. 
will send to Congress those who will do it. Mr. MILLS. Ido not want to be drawn off to these side ques- 

Mr. President, when the Constitution was formed it placed the | tions. 
power in the Congress to lay and collect revenues for what pur- All this most remarkable plea, all this most revolutionary and 
pose? To pay the debts, to provide for the common defense and | un-American plea, for bond sales are based upon the assumed 
general welfare of the Union. One of the grandest of all the | proposition that you can not pay the Treasury notes of the United 
statesmen this country ever produced said he would make but one | Statesin anything but gold, notwithstanding they are made paya- 
amendment after the Constitution was formed, and that was to | ble in coin by the declaration of law. It is said if we pay in sil- 
take from th Gov rnment of the United States altogether the | ver the silver will soon be exhausted. We have had day by day 
— to borrow money. Why is it that the Senator from New | for months, for a year, a surplus of some twenty-five or thirty 

ork and the Senator from Connecticut do not help us to lay and | million standard silver dollars in the Treasury, over and above 
collect some duties, some excises, in order to pay the debts and | all the outstanding silver certificates, which may be applied in the 
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redemption of these notes; and, as I said once before, $1,000,000 is 
enough. 

Do: you suppose, Mr. President, or does any other sensible man 
suppose, that the holders of the greenback notes will present them 
for redemption in silver? The greenback is every bit as good in 
the whole circulation of this country as the silver dollar. 
object could there be in the exchange? 
in asking for gold. Paper is more convenient than silver. and that 
is one of the first requisites of circulation. Nobody will come to 
the Treasury to exchange a Treasury note, which a man can put 
in his vest pocket, for a thousand dollars in silver that he will 
have to hire a conveyance to transport. No, sir; 
play. What he wants is gold, and he wants the gold because the 
Government has not got it. He wants the gold because he can 
compel the Government to sell him bonds. He wants the gold 
because if he can get the Government to agree that he shall be 
paid in gold alone he can compel the Government to pay him in- 
terest, and hecan secure a profitable investment for his idle money; 
and for large capital there is no such investment as the bonds of 
an honest government, a rich government, and a powerful and 
prosperous people like ours. 

Mr. President, does it not seem a most absurd contention on 
the part of the Senator from New York and those who agree with 
him that these notes must be 


There would be an object 


What | 


seiaites 
| 


that is not in the | 


redeemed in gold and gold alone, | 


and the power to sell bonds for gold shall remain upon the statute | 


books in order to provide the country with revenue for its current 
administration, when it has been denounced to us by high au- 
thority as an endless chain; 
Treasury; that it puts back the gold again when the bonds are 
sold, and the endless chain puts out the gold again, and day by 
day and month by month and year by year this monumental pile 
is heaped upon the shoulders of the American people and upon 
their children, born and unborn, in order to constitute an invest- 
ment to the bondholders, foreign and domestic? It does not serve 
the purpose for which it is contended here. 
said to us that he does not need any money for current expendi- 
tures. He has said that he had a comfortable surplus. 
agree with him. I agree that money is needed. 
seemed as if the deficit was falling away and that we would coms 
to a par between expenditures and receipts by the 30th of June, 
1895. But that has been dissipated, and we do need more revenue 
to meet the current expenditures of the Government. 
Congress does not afford it the next one will. The people will 
speak, and speak so as to be heard, and speak so as to be obeyed. 
If they do not, then all of our theories anal the capacity of the 
people for self-government will have been exploded, when they 


that it takes the gold out of the | 


The President has | 


I do not | 
At one time it | 


It this | 


permit their Government to fall because it has not energy enough | 


in its legislative branch and has not power and virtue enough in 
the constituency to send men to Congress who will make the 


proper levies of taxation and appropriation to run the Govern- | 


ment. 

But, Mr. President, it isa strange sort of contention for a Demo- 
crat on this floor to become the enthusiastic advocate of bonds. 
I was prepared to see the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. HAWLEY | 
get up and denounce as repudiation the effort to repeal this most 
extraordinary war power placed upon our statute books, that gives 
to one man the power at his pleasure to enslave the whole nation, 
because by the sale of bonds for thirty years, as he has been do- 
ing, he can sell a thousand million or ten thousand million dol- 


lars’ worth; and there would be a cry of repudiation, indeed, if | 


the people could not pay the interest and pay the principal of 
that debt. But the Democratic people who originated the party to 
which the Senator from New York and myself belong began e arly 
in this century to teach to their children and to teac h to the people 
of the United States the great evil of a bonded debt. They have 
told us that one generation has no right or power to bind another; 
that each generation comes upon the earth and is entitled to its 
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enjoyment as long as it lasts, but that it must leave the earth to | 


its successors unencumbered. 

They have told us of the facility and warned us against the evil 
of increasing the bonded indebtedness. The bonded indebtedness 
of this country in the earlier stages of the Republic was paid rap- 
idly. The bonds ran for only short periods, and it was made the 
duty of the legislature to lay and impose a tax consecrated to the 
extinguishment of that debt within a reasonable time and eman- 
cipate the American people. But,strange to say, when one cen- 
tury has gone, we see rising in the Senate of the United States a 
great leader of the Democratic party, who tells us it is one of the 
main features of the Democracy that we must obtain the money 
to support the current Administration of the Government by sell- 
ing interest-bearing bonds, and argues to say that we can not pass 
a tariff-tax measure; that we can not pass an internal-revenue-tax 
measure; that we can not pass any measure of taxation that raises 
revenue of any kind at all; that we are utterly incapable; and as- 
suming that as a fact, he labors for three mortal hours to impress 
upon the Senate of the United States the importance of selling 
bonds to meet the current Administration of the Government and | 
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continue to doit. If we should adopt that policy, the fool killer 
ought to be turned loose on the Senate; we are unworthy of the 
position we occupy here; we are unworthy to be called Senators 
by a free American people; and the American people will not be 
long in discovering that we are unworthy to hold the position to 
which they have accredited us. 


"a 


] 


ie; 


[ am not to be alarmed, Mr. President, by the denunciations of 
the Senator that this is Populist do« trin This was the doctrine 
of the Democratic party before the Popul list party was in the egg- 


shell, before it was ever dreamed of. Tt was advocated by Demo- 
crats eighty years ago—sixty, fifty, forty, thirty, twenty years: 
and it has come down to us as good American doctrine, t] 
trine of the people. Iam not to be driven away from the cardinal 
doctrines of free government and just government by the charac- 
terization of the Senator from New York that I am wing the 
leadership of the Populists. The Populist people I do not think 
are entirely beyond the hope of recovery. They do some things 
and they advocate some things, and many things, to which I dis- 
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agree, but they do occasionally fall in line with some good old- 
fashioned Democratic doctrine, and whenever they do I am willing 
to meet them and to share with them the honors of carrying into 
effect the Democratic policies of our fathers. The Populist people 
do not believe in irredeemable national-bank notes; they do not 
believe in a currency issued by corporat ti ms for the benetit of cor- 
porations; they do not believe in giving to corporations the power 
to contract and expand the currency. They sat at the feet of 
Democracy and learned in those lessons the doctrine of the fathers 
of Democrac y. It was the doctrine of Andrew Jackson, and it 
was the doctrine before Andrew Jackson. Yet, with all the strong 
| denunciation and the long denunciation of irredeemable paper 
money by the Senator from New York, he confined himself to the 
Treasury notes and never once spoke about the irredeemability of 
national-bank circulation. Is not that as irredeemable as the 
Treasury notes? It is redeemable by law in the Treasury note, 
and if the Treasury note is irredeemable,the bank note that is 
redeemable in an irredeemable note must be irredeemable, too. 

Yet the Senator did not give us the benefit of his opinion upon 
the subject of national-bank notes. The Senator wants a monu 

| mental national debt. He wants it as a pedestal, as a foundation, 
upon which to erect a mammoth and monumental system of na- 
tional banking in this country and turn the whole circulation of 
the country into the hands of corporations with the power to con 
tract and expand as much as they please and when they please, 
and they always will please whenever it is to the interest of their 
pockets either to expand or contract, to expand and put prices up 
and contract and tear them down, and sell out the country and 
pocket the profits of the transaction. Yet there is no condemna- 
tion of that. He was as “gentle as any sucking dove” when he 
was talking about irredeemable paper money. 

Now, the great value of the Treasury note is that the power to 
contract and expand is in grasp of the representatives of the peo- 
ple. It is a power that can not be exerted without the repre 
sentative feeling the strong cord of responsibility that ties him back 

| to his constituency. He has got to be called to account for his a 
tioninthatrespect. Butthenational bank corporationsare respon 
sible to nobody butto the stockholders. They want to drive the 
silver out of circulation; they want to drive the greenbacks out of 

| circulation; and then they will occupy the whole field with gold 
as the only basis. But tell me when im the history of this country 
the banks did not drive the gold out too? When, in the history of 
this country, since banks have been created with a power to con 
tract and expand the currency at their will, did it not drive both 
metals out of circulation and give the people wildcat currency 
worth 10, 15, 20,30 cents, sometimes nothing, in the dolla Prices 
go away yonder and then they commence contracting. They hold 
their annual association. They agree about what they are going 
todo. They understand their business thoroughly. It isa very 
intelligent corps of people. They do not fight upon that ques 
tion because they know that they are very vulnerable upon it, and 
they direct all their shots on the credit of the country, pleading 
for the maintenance of the national credit; demanding ls in 
order to keep up the credit of the country. 

Suppose you carry on the business of selling bonds until you 
can not pay what you owe; you can not pay your prin i, and 
your bonds go to protest. Your people are too poor b ise the 
whole wealth of the country is excused from taxation. Not a 
dollar rests upon land, not a dollar upon personal prope not 
a dollar upon railroad and bank stocks, and all those tl s, in 
order to support an Administration that requires from five to six 
hundred million dollarsa year. It all falls upon consun n, on 
food, onraiment,on shelter. This w! burden falls on the stron 
arm of thelaborer. the mechanic, the cabinetmaker, the blacksmith, 
and the farmer at his plow. 

It is a very easy a to get up in the Senate of the United 
States and talk in gr round, eloquent numbers about publi 
credit while you are onsioviag ¢ the people. What is all this a; 


gregation of wealth in the East, from whence the Senator from 
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Connecticut comes, who denounces our action here as repudiation? | 
His face was almost swollen with rage while he denounced the 
effort to emancipate ourselves from this most extraordinary power 
as an actof repudiation. How is it that that is the money-lending 

tion of the country? Is it as rich as your delta of the Missis- 
sippi? Is itasrichas your fertilelandsin Alabama? Texas raises 
about third of the cotton of the whole United States and one- 
fourth of the whole world, and yet with all of these advantages 
she can not accumulate wealth; but New England, New York, 
the great manufacturing centers, are the money-lending and the 
banking sections of the country. 

They have got the money. It is through legislation, it is by the 
infamous system of taxation that excuses the wealth and prop- 
erty of the country and puts all the burden upon labor, that destroys 
our markets and grants them a monopoly to sell at exorbitant 
prices. How sickened we are occasionally when we see an ac- 
count in our newspapers of some American girl being sent to 
Europe to be sold tor a title, despising the institutions of the 
country where she was reared, despising the people from whose 
pockets she has been enriched, so that she becomes an object of 
sale, her father and mother exposing her tothe highest bidder all 
over Europe to be bid for by dukes and counts and earls and no- 
bodies, whoever they may be, who have atitle. All this business 
of piling up great bonds and concentrating great wealth and es- 
tablishing a system here by which the poor are made poorer and 
the few : made richer is tending all the time to undermine the 
institutions of the untry. It is tending to let down the whole 
great democratic fabric of this Government, and it is one that as 
long as I stay in public life I shall oppose with all my might. 

Mr. President, all this extraordinary devotion to the enslavement 
of the American people by piling upon them interest bonds I would 
have expected from the other side of the Chamber—the men who 
come here to represent the great corporations, manufacturing and 
banking and others; but of the men who come here confessing the 
creed of equal and exact justice to all as the first and fundamental 
element of a Democrat, [ am a little surprised that my distin- 
guished friend from New York should be the advocate and de- 
fender of the system. It is the duty of the American people. 
through their representatives in the Senate and House, to pay 
their bonded debt and stop the interest as rapidly as possible. 
When my friend from Ohio gets up his filled-cheese bill, I give 
him notice now that [am going to test the sincerity of some of 
our people on this floor by offering to fill in a little more of that 
bill, and to put an internal-revenue tax on the manufactures of | 
iron, and steel, and copper, and lead, and zinc, and all the metals, | 
and cotton, and wool, and flax, and hemp, and jute. All these 
are protected. You have enormous duties levied upon the people ! 
that places an enormous amount of revenue in the pockets of these 
protected classes. I want you to pay some of them into the public 
Treasury, and there I want it to remain, pledged as a fund for the 
purchase and redemption of the bonded debt of the United States. 
We shall then see who is in favor of equal and exact justice to all; 
who is in favor of emancipating the people from this cancer (Jef- 
ferson called it acancer) which is eating at the vitals of the people. 
The people want that debt paid. They want the interest stopped. 
They want the requirements of the sinking fund religiously ob- | 
served until that debt is extinguished. They want to see the | 
expenditures of this Government on account of its debt lessened, 
and all its expenditures lessened, and they want to see it come 
down to an honest, economical administration of public affairs, and | 
the money to support it taken by a just system of taxation. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in discussing this question it 
may be well to understand what the law and the facts are. That | 
will have something to do with this question as well as rhetoric. | 
By the law certain duties are imposed upon the Secretary of the | 
Treasury in the redemption of United States notes. I read now | 
from the resumption act. After providing for resumption, or 
making it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem 
Treasury notes on the ist day of January, 1879, the resumption 
act provides: 


5e 


one- 





( 


re 


cr 





And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for 
the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is authorized to use 
any surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
propriated, and to issue, sell,and dispose of at not less than par, in coin. 
either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act 
of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refund- 
ing of the national debt,’ with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to 
the extent necessary to carry this act into full effect, and to use the proceeds 
thereof for the purposes aforesaid. , 


- 


The act of 1890, under which the Sherman notes were issued, 
makes those notes redeemable in gold or silver coin at the option 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, but the third section of the act 
declares that the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin sufficient of 
the bullion purchased under the act to provide for the redemption 
of the notesissuedthereunder. Soallthe obligationsof the United 
States are redeemable in coin. 

The bonds are expressly payable in coin, principal and interest. 
It was so declared, ex industria, in the act of July 14, 1870. It 
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| the option to pay in either gold or silver. 
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was provided in that act that the bonds authorized therein to be 
issued should be paid in coin of the then standard value. The 
coin at that time consisted of silver dollars containing 4124 grains 
of standard silver, and the silver dollar was the unit of account at 
that time. The gold coin was of a larger denomination. That 
was the law, and that is printed on every one of the bonds of the 
United States now outstanding. There is no mistake about what 
the law is. Then the Secretary is authorized to sell bonds to buy 
coin when there is not sufficient coin in the Treasury coming from 
the ordinary revenue with which to redeem these greenbacks. 

There never has been any authority to issue bonds to redeem 
Treasury notes of the act of 1890. On the contrary, there is a 
prohibition against selling bonds for that purpose, because the 
act provides how coin shall be obtained. It is to be obtained by 
the coinage of the silver in the Treasury, and that by implication 
excludes any other mode of obtaining coin for that purpose. That 
he may sell bonds to buy coin to redeem the greenbacks when there 
is not enough in the Treasury there can be no doubt. 

Now, what is the condition of the coin in the Treasury? Inthe 
first place, the cash balance in the Treasury, in round numbers, 
is $270,000,000. Of that $270,000,000 there is about $114,000,000 of 
gold coin. I can not state the exact amount, because gold is go- 
ing out every day. There isabout $114,000,000 of gold coin. The 
Treasury statements show that there has been issued $350,000,000 
of silver certificates—I speak only in round numbers—that there 
isin the Treasury some 374,000,000 silver dollars, leaving 24,000,000 
silver dollars in the Treasury for which no certificates have been 
issued. There is also in the Treasury, say, $11,000,000, speaking 
in round numbers, of silver certificates. These silver certificates 
may be exchanged by the holders for silver dollars. The Govern- 
ment can exchange them for silver dollars whenever it is conven- 
ient todoso. That makes 35,000,000 silver dollars available for re- 
demption. In addition to that, there is $55,000,000 of uncoined 
silver in the Treasury, which it is the duty of the Secretary to 
coin, making, in round numbers, $90,000,000 of available silver 
and about $114,000,000 of available gold for redemption purposes. 

The President of the United States informs us that there is 
abundant revenue; that there is no necessity to sell bonds except 
to get gold. We say that there is no necessity for that purpose, 
because the law expressly provides that these obligations may be 
paid in silver. That question was solemnly decided by nearly a 
three-fourths vote of the two Houses of Congress in 1878. It is 
plainly written in the law. No man can mistake the law in that 
regard. 

Then we find ourselves with $270,000,000 cash balance, nearly 
$100,000,000 of which is silver and over $100,000,000 gold. Can 
anybody suggest a possible reason for the sale of more bonds? 
There was no necessity for the last sale of bonds, or the one before 
There was a surplus then in the Treasury, as the President of 
the United States informs us. The reason for selling bonds is to 
discriminate between the two coins and violate the platforms of 
both parties. Both parties have declared over and over again in 
their national platforms that they were in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money, without discrimination; and the only 


reason for selling bonds now is to enable the Secretary of the 
| 


Treasury to violate the law. He is only authorized to sell bonds 
to the extent necessary to buy coin when there is a deficiency in 
the Treasury. There being no deficiency in the Treasury, it is a 
bald violation of law, and he has been violating the law. 

The other reason I have given for selling bonds is to discrim- 
inate between gold and silver and to degrade silver. If the law 
on the statute book had been observed there would have been no 
panic in 1893; there would have been no raid on the Treasury to 
get gold for the gold gamblers, because there has been at all times 
ample provision for silver to meet all the Government obliga- 
tions. We know very well that if the law had been executed 
there would not have been a word said; nobody would have made 
or pretended to have madea raid upon the Treasury, any more 
than they did upon the French treasury or the German treasury, 
which were situated precisely as our Treasury. There they have 
They tell all comers, 
‘*If you demand gold for export we will pay you in silver.” Their 
credit was not injured. If this law had been executed, the credit 
of the United States would have been preserved. Itis the repeated 
violations of law, after the Secretary has piled up the money of 
the country to lie idle in the Treasury, thus ruining business, 
and the scandals which have been created by the sale of bonds, 
which have affected the credit of the country more than anything 
else. The scandals with regard to the mode of disposing of these 
bonds have gone on from year to year. 

After all this, Senators say it would be repudiation to stop this 
Executive usurpation; it would be repudiation for Congress to 
assert its power under the Constitution. Nobody believes that 
Congress does not have the credit of the nation at heart as much 
as the Executive. Besides that, legislation is delegated to Con- 
gress as a coordinate department of the Government, and it is its 
duty, from which it can not shirk, The idea, the pretext here, 
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that Congress will not do its duty, and therefore we must abdi- 
cate our duty and let usurpation go on in the land,is not to be 
entertained. 

I have heard statements here this morning about the revenue 


and the passage of bills for its increase. It was said that parties 
in this Chamber could not agree upon particular methods, and 
therefore we should allow the President of the United States to 
exercise the same powers which Charles I and other usurpers have 
exercised—to raise revenue without authority of law. 
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I say that | 


no Senator can maintain for a moment that there is not sufficient | 


revenue in the Treasury; andif the Secretary of the Treasury has 
any power to issue bonds, either for gold or silver, it is only to the 
extent necessary to get coin. Does anybody say that with $270,- 
000,000 in the Treasury—$200,000,000 of coin or bullion converti- 
ble into coin—there is any necessity to issue bonds to buy coin to 
redeem those notes? 


Everybody knows there is no such neces- | 


sity; and when it is admitted that there is no such necessity then | 


it follows that there is no such power. 

We have allowed this to go on without rebuke. At whose be- 
hest has it been done? It is not the people who are suffering for 
coin, not the people who are suffering for a circulating medium, 
not the people who are ground to powder by the gold gamblers and 


the money changers who manage the affairs of this country, who | 


want these bonds sold. It is those who speculate in them, those 
who make their $10,000,000 out of them, who want bonds sold. 


They control the banking fraternity on the other side of the At- | 


lantic, and the banking fraternity on this side of the Atlantic | 


controls this Government and compels it to violate the most 
sacred laws, compels it to issue bonds when we have a surplus in 
the Treasury, compels it to issue bonds for speculative purposes 
contrary to the plain provisions of the law. 

This is adangerous power. It never was intrusted by the Con- 
stitution to the Executive; it never can be intrusted in any free 
government to an executive. It is the highest legislative func- 
tion to raise revenue either by taxation or by borrowing money. 
Place in the Executive the power to borrow money, and your lib- 
erties are gone. Liberty can not exist where that power exists, 
because it makes the Executive supreme. He is the Commander- 
in-Chief of the armiesandnavies. Give him command of the rev- 
enues of the Government by the unlimited power to borrow money 
and you have a despotism as rank and as extensive as any other 
ever created on the earth. There never was a more bold detiance 
of law and usurpation of power than the issue of bonds to buy 
coin and to redeem the greenbacks when there was ample coin 
in the Treasury and when there was no authority to issue the 
bonds, because they can only be issued to the extent necessary to 
provide coin. 


| ing much weight to what the Senate does. 


Now, the plain proposition is, Will Congress assert its legisla- | 


tive function, or will it goon and let the Executive issue more 
and more bonds and have more scandals? 

Talk about the credit of the Government! 
Government has been more injured by violation of law than by 
any other cause. All that has injured the credit of this Govern- 
ment for the last five years has been the violation of law and the 
declaration that we were insolvent. The Governments of France 
and Germany were not injured by executing the law. If we had 
executed the law there would have been no raids on the Treasury. 

These bond dealings are bringing the Government into disre- 
pute. See how the bankers of Europe distrust this country, dis- 
trust our finances, distrust our solvency, because we proclaim 


ourselves insolvent—with a Government like ours, with $1,100,000,- | 


000 of circulating medium in silver and in paper, dependent upon 
what gold we can borrow. Of course we have nocredit. Our 


credit has been destroyed by the administration of the Govern- | 


ment, and our credit will never be restored until Congress makes 
laws and sees that they are executed—sees that they are not vio- 
lated. There is power in the two Houses of Congress to require 
the Executive to obey the law. The machinery is provided when 
usurpation occurs; and to stand idly by and give up these powers 
to the Executive is entirely wrong. 

I tell you, Senators, there is nothing which shocks the people of 
the United States so much as the issue of bonds by the Executive 
without Congressional sanction. There is nothing which alarms 
patriotic men so much as this. Can anybody believe that Con- 
gress will not make proper preparation and provision for emer- 
gencies? I claim the provisions of law are sufficient, are ample, 
that the revenues of the Government will be sufficient for years, 
according to the present rate of deficiency, and that this surplus 
ought to be drawn out of the Treasury. Isay that thesuggestion 


which has been made in the Senate that we tax the shirts off the | 
backs of the American people so as to make them pay something | 
they did not agree to pay in order to maintain the credit of this | 
Government is an outrage, when the Executive declares that we | 


have no credit, when the Executive makes his own laws, and when 
we lie supinely by and do not resist his usurpations. 

It would be hailed with delight if Congress should pass this bill 
and put an end to these scandals and to these usurpations. Let 
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the legislative department of this Government assert its inde- 

pendence. We must have three departments or we bave no free 

Government. Everything now is done at the other end of the 

Avenue; nobody dares speak out against this usurpation. iam 

glad this question is before the Senate face to face, and I believe 
it will be answered manfully and independently. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to protract this 
debate; but on a bill which seems to me as dangerous as this bill, 
I desire to state my own position very clearly. Ido not think the 
question is one that lends itself to much debate. The use of gold 
or silver, the question of money standards is not involved, still 
less is the question of the proper policy to be pursued in regard to 
the tariff. It is a plain question here of honesty and good faith. 
We know, as a matter of fact, that the Government revenues are 
short and show a monthly and annual deficit; we know that the 
Senate is unable and unwilling to pass a bill to give the Govern- 
ment additional revenues. If this bill passes it means that we 
shall not only be placed in a position where we can not redeem 
our coin obligations, but that we shall be unable to meet the just 
debts incurred in the ordinary running of the Government. This 
bill means the practical repeal of the resumption act, for + takes 
away the power to sustain the reserves of the Treasury given 
by that act. It will amount in six months to avirtual repudia- 
tion. 

Mr. President, I am well aware that this bill, if it passes the 
Senate, will not pass the House of Representatives. It is true that 
a Republican House would kill this bill if it ever allowed it to 
come to a vote. It is equally true that a President, at least nomi 
nally Democratic, would veto it if it ever reached him. It is also 
true that the performances of the United States Senate in regard 
to the great question of revenue and the great question of the 
public obligations have been such as to prevent people from giv- 
3ut when business 
is in the condition that it is now men do not stop to reason too 
carefully; and it will go out to the world, if this bill passes, that 
the United States Senate has deliberately voted to put the Gov- 
ernment in such a position that it can by no means whatever meet 
its current obligations or pay its coin notes. That is what this 
bill means. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
that point. 

Mr. LODGE. I decline to be interrupted. 
ish what I have to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. LODGE. It amounts to a direct repudiation. That will 
be the effect. Business is very bad, it has been very bad; men are 
very sensitive; business is very sensitive. The action of passing 
this bill will be another blow to the business of this country. If 


I should like to ask the Senator a question at 
I should like to fin- 


The Senator from Massachusetts de- 


| it passes here to-day or to-morrow you will see a repetition of the 


The credit of the | 


alarm, the fear, the panic, which have beset business at different 


| times during the last two or three years. 


} 


| 





The only plea I desire to make at this moment is that the Sen- 
ate should spare this blow to the business of the country. We 
know here, if it isnot understood elsewhere, that this bill can never 
become law; that it can not pass the House of Representatives; 
that it can not, if it passes that House, get by the President's veto. 
We know that it is merely an exhibition of a certain power in 


| thisSenate; and although it is a miscellaneous Senate, without 


party cohesion or party responsibility anywhere on these ques- 
tions, nevertheless this action will be disastrous and injurious to 


| the already stricken business of the country. 


I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will at least spare the 
country this last blow to its business. Why should we alarm 
business further by taking this perfectly useless and yet menacing 
and dangerous action? 

I have nothing further to say, Mr. President. I only wished to 
make my earnest plea that the Senate would not pass this dan- 
gerous and dishonest bill, which can do infinite harm by its pas- 
sage here, although it can by no possibility become law. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, Irise for information only. I am 
impressed by the speeches that I have heard with the importance 
of this vote. Ido not desire to give my vote to any bill or any 
policy that means repudiation; I do not desire to give my vote for 
anything that means dishonor to the credit of this nation; I do 
not desire to give my vote to anything that savors of anarchy. I 
care nothing for prophecies of evil to come. 1am impressed by 
the reasons which have been given against this bill; and if they 
have their foundations in fact, I desire to vote against the bill, 
and I should be glad to ask the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] if he were in his seat; but, as he is not, I take the lib- 
erty of asking the Senator from New York in good faith if there 
is anything in this bill, from the Calendar number at the top of it 
until the bill closes with the word ‘“ prohibited,” that prevents 
the Government of the United States from borrowing every dol- 
lar that is necessary not only to redeem the greenbacks, but to pay 
the current obligations of the Government? 
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L. Mr. President—— 

E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
Senator from New York? 

RK. Lasked a question for information, hoping that 
inswered. 

T he act of 1875 is the only authority upon the stat- 
hich gives to the Secri tary of the Treasury the right to 
s for “any purpose whatever; and if that act shall = 
no bonds can be issued for any purpose. I state th: 
investigation of this subject. The Secretary of the 
year ago suggested to Congress, and the House passed, 
which provided that there should be authority in the | 
f the Treasury at all times to issue certificates of in- 
for the purpose of meeting temporary deficiencies in 
The recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
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not in a querulous 


great emer- | 
me that Con- | 
country | 


shadowed the legislative power, to the great danger of the country, 
in my judgment, as at the present time. 

any of the constituted committees of this body; 
Committee on Public Lands, of which the distinguished Senator 


lake 


from Idaho [Mr. 


whi 


Py 


mitts 


a? 


Mr. 


ch any of the Senators may have cognizance. 
legislation affecting certain States comes before the Committee on 
iblic Lands, what is the first question that is asked by that com- 
Is it the question that this bill ought to become a law? 
Is it a question as to the policy which should be pursued in rela- 
tion to the public 
not better, and must we not, send this bill to the Secretary of the 
Interior or to the Commissioner of the General Land Office to get 
his opinion as to whether it ought to become a law or not? 

Does not the Senator know that the custom of ask- 
ing the opinion of the Departments of the Government in relation 
to measures affecting the particular Departments has existed for 
great number of years? 


HILL. 


a 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
of getting 

Mr. HILL. 


into law. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


diss 


It is true, 


tions 


President, I intended to make no extended remarks. 
only say that, believing as Ido that the object and intent and pur- 
pose of this bill is to curtail the powers of the Executive of the 
Government in the control of our financial affairs, and believing 
that Congress alone, under the present conditions and circum- 
stances, should have the right and the power and the authority to 
say when and where and what kind of bonds and paper of this 
Government shall be issued, I am in favor of the bill. 
Mr. 
the part of the Government of the United States 
measure to resume specie payments and enacting into law the 
provisions of the act of 1875, commonly called the resumption act, 
that necessity exists to-day and now. 
that act we did resume specie payments, and this country was 
extricated under the Administration then in power from all the 
isters and troubles that menaced the country from an irre- 
deemable paper currency. 
that there 
the act of 1878, which was utterly at variance with the theory and 
principle of the act of 1875, which was not entitled to be called 
ise finance, making itoblig: 
States, 


GRAY. 


sir, 


: facts on record than for the sake of getting opinions. 
Of course. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, it is for the purpose of getting the facts. 
For the purpose of getting facts inquiry is permissible; but show 
me the report that comes from one of the Executive Departments 
of this Government. 
opinion as to how the law will operate if the bill should be passed 


after the demand obligations of the Government had been 
redeemed in coin, to reissue them. 
force there grew upa practice in the Treasury of the United States, 
afterwards recognized by law, of providing and setting aside a 
sum in gold coin, established at $100,000,000, in order to secure the 
speedy redemption of all the demand obligations of the United 
| States and to give confidence to the business of the country. 

policy has been pursued from that time to this by all Administra- 
3, and this Administration, in its management of the 
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this country, has thought it obligatory upon it to maintain that 


policy and to keep in the Treasury of the 


United States a sum in 


gold ccin that should not be less than the $100,000,000 recognized 


by law as necessary to the stability 
| greenbacks and the paper currency payable in coin that was ac- 


of the constantly reissued 


cumulating from time to time by virtue of enactments of Congress. 


But, Mr. 


President, that is not all. 
ure of the duty imposed by law upon the Administration. 


That is not the full meas- 
In 


1890, by the law known as the Sherman law, which provided for 
the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion every month, and 
the issuance and payment therefor of Treasury notes to be re- 
deemed in coin, these demand obligations of the United States 
were enormously increased, and yet the gold reserve remained at 


the old figure of $100,000,000. 


Still more, that law made it the 


duty of the United States and of the Executive Department to 


maintain the ‘ 


‘two metals on a parity with each other upon the 
present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law.” 


That 


was a duty imposed by Congress after due consideration, after 
exhaustive debate, and it has been lived up to from the time it 


vas enacted until this day; 


and because of those obligations im- 


posed upon the Treasury of the United States, because of this 
unwise financial method, of paying obligations and then reissuing 


them, thereby putting the Treasury of the country in a position 


anomalous, I will venture to say, among all the treasuries of the 
civilized world, we find the Government now struggling under 

conditions that have never been paralleled in the histery of civil- 
| ized government on the face of the earth. 


| | admit, 


sir, 


that the machinery of the law of 1875 for the main- 
nation when the executive power of this Government so over- | tenance of the gold reserve is awkward, expensive, extravagant, 











1896. 


and that it imposed undue burdens upon the American people; | 


but the law is there, and Congress has refused with one of its lit- 
tle fingers to touch the burden which it placed upon the Treasury 
of the United States. When the law of 1890 was repealed, what 
did we do? Did we reform in any respect this anomalous, this 
unfortunate condition? Not at all. We repealed the purchase 
clauses of the act of 1890, it is true, but we again declared in a 
form of law that— 

The efforts of the Government uld be steadily directed to the establish 
ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States. 

Where? Atthe Treasury, as the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE] said the other day when I was speaking on this sub- 
ject in an interlocution with some one who had the floor? No, 
No, but ‘inthe markets ” of the world. Howis that tobe done: 
Senators say here it must be done by paying out silver to a cred- 
itor who demands gold and paying out gold to one who demands 
silver. Instead of pursuing the only course that a wise man would 
pursue under this obligation of duty to maintain the parity of the 
two coins in the markets of the world by indifferently paying 





times the 


either at the demand of the creditor, Senators say it was the duty | 


of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in the coin that was not 


demanded, to discriminate against thecreditor, and thereby main- | 


tain the parity of the coins. 


[ can not believe that Senators are sincere when they say they | 


have confidence that that plan and that practice would have main- 
tained the parity which to-day, and up to this hour, happily exists 
throughout all the borders of the United States. Why is it that 
this boasted parity which our silver friends on both sides of the 
Senate sometimes speak of is maintained to-day? Why is that 50 
cents or thereabouts of silver, measured in gold, when coined is 
maintained at a parity with a gold dollar of 100 cents? It is be- 
cause the Treasury of the United States up to this time has held 


itself out as willing to pay indifferently either coin as it may be | 


demanded in order that the parity may be preserved, not as an 
equality at the counters of the Treasury, but in the markets of the 
world. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. I will hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. IasktheSenator,if asilver dollar is on a parity 
withagold dollar and just as good asa goid dollar, why the creditor 
of the Government should demand gold instead of silver? 

Mr. GRAY. The very fact that that duty was enjoined by 


Congress upon the Administration testifies to the anomalous con- | 


dition existing at the time when those laws were enacted. Never 
before in the history of this country, or in any other that I know 
of, was such a duty imposed upon an executive. And why was 
it? It was because the commercial ratio between the silver dollar 
and the gold dollar was not what the mint ratio was. 


world and commercially 129 cents. It was not worth more than 
70 or 80 cents, as the market might happen to be at the time. 

Mr. MILLS. Doesmy friend the Senator from Delaware think 
that the parity of the two dollars is kept and preserved alone by 
the action of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Senator has no objection to the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver? It would not disturb the parity, would it? 

Mr. GRAY. I donot understand the Senator. I have objec- 
tions to the unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. MILLS. Why? 

Mr. GRAY. Because it would put us upon a monometallic sil- 
ver basis, in my belief. 

Mr. MILLS. Would that disturb the parity? 

Mr. GRAY. Of course. 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Secretary of the Treasury has nothing 
to do with the parity? 

Mr. GRAY. He could not maintain it with free coinage. I 
hope I do not haveto teach such a distinguished leader of my party 
as the Senator from Texas what, it seems to me, with all deference 
to him, are the A B C’s of monetary science, that when a metal is 
coined at a ratio not corresponding with its commercial ratio, 
nothing but the limitation of that coinage and the discretion given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury can maintain the parity. 

Mr. MILLS. I agree with the Senator from Delaware, but that 
is not the question. The Senator says the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may either maintain or disregard the parity of the two metals 
by the manipulation of the two dollars, gold and silver. I deny 
his power to disturb the parity by any manner of payment. 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose a silver half dollar or two quarters con- 
taining less silver together than is contained in the half of asilver 
dollar should be brought to the Treasury and other money de- 
manded for them, and the Secretary of the Treasury should an- 
nounce the policy that hereafter he would only exchange for those 


silver coins weight for weight, instead of money exchangeable | 


with all the current coins of the United States, what would those 
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Mr. GRAY. Very well. I acknowledge the tyrannical foree 
that-is contained in a legal-tender act. Youcan force me to scale 
| my debt by compelling me to take a dep 1 coin for a debt 
that 1 contracted when that coin perhaps was at ] with the 
most valuable coin current in the country. W1 m1 to 
| the execution of legal-tender laws, it is one thing, but I am talk 
ing about men upon whom the shackles of such a law do not rest, 
and when we are free to accept or decline, then there i ther 
condition and there is another question as to the curre1 of the 
common coin of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator admits that the law <« 
him to scale down his debts and take one half dollar on paym 
for a dollar, he admits at the same time that the law car rce the 

| debtor to pay two dollars for every one that he agreed to pay, by 
laws that have appreciated the standard of value. 

Mr. GRAY. I have already, in such fashion as I was abie, dis- 

| cussed the matter of the depreciation of silver and the ap ation 
of gold. Itisaquestion of monetary economics, and I do not care 
| to discuss it now. 

All I want tosayin regard to the proposition of the Senator from 
North Carolina [| Mr. BUTLER] is, that we are to repeal the resump 
tion act of 1875 and put nothing in its } e. It ns to me to | 

| an act of political suicide and that we ourselves are bankrupting 
our own Treasury, stabbing and destr« r tl life « wn 
Government, and repudiating the faith that the Govern i 
pledged to the people of the co intry and to the creditor 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I tell the Senator from Delaware what I 
propose to put in the place of it? This puts in the plac 

| Mr. GRAY. I do not see anything in the place of it in the 


Senator’s bill. 


| Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can interpret the plain reading of 





the English language. It puts the power and responsibility upon 
Congress, upon the two Houses, in place of the will of « man, 
| Does the Senator think that the President of the United ites is 
| more patriotic than Congress, and that Congress can not be trusted 
| to represent the wishes of the people? 
Mr. GRAY. I think he is quite as patriotic. 
Mr. BUTLER. Quite as patriotic. Then let us have Congres 
| consulted before the debt of thiscountry is increased for any pur- 
pose. This is a constitutional duty of Congress, and | gress 
never has had the power to delegate it to the Executive or to any- 
| one else. 
Mr. GRAY. Sincethese bond issues have commenced for the 
purpose of maintaining the parity of the twocoins in the markets 
| of this country, nearly two years have elapsed; Congress |] een 
in two sessions in this city,and it has failed to with that 
power from the Executive. If it had chosen, or if it had been will 
ing, it could have passed a law similar to the one proposed he 
Senator from North Carolina at any moment of its existence. 
Mr. BUTLER. Itis a pity it did not do it. 
Mr. GRAY. It never has done so. and the Executive of th 
| country was authorized to accept that nonaction as the will 
| Congress; that they did not intend to restrain him from/acting 
| upon the will of Congress as expressed in the act of L875 
| Mr. BUTLER. So much the greater reason for acting now. 
Mr. GRAY. Very well. It is perfectly within the competence 
of Congress to repeal the act now. ‘The Senator had a to 
introduce his measure, and we are now debat t,and when Con 
| gress expresses its will in accordance with the bill of t Senator 
| from North Carolina that power will cease to be exercised by the 
President, and all the consequences that I and many on this floor 
who agree with me believe will happen will fall upon tl weople 
of this country. Panic, business stagnation, wretched) wd 
want will stalk like specters all over this broad land of Lf 
it had not been for the agitation of the unw mame in- 
| philosophical free coinage of silver we would have be ni 
my belief, on the highway to that prosperity of wii , 
| now that the advance agent has started from tl 
| Ohio River. No, sir; it will not come with that or a1 i 
| vance agent. It will not come until the people of 1 ( try, 
through their representatives, bring about—— 
| Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 
| Mr. GRAY. One moment. It will not come about until the 
| people of the country, through their representatives, brin Or 
that repose, that confidence in the stability of the great sure 
of value in all the markets of the world which can only rt 
about by a standard that is stable and fixed, and not liable to be 
attacked by parties either in or out of this Chamber. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator predicts disaster if this act is 


| repealed. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware what 
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there has been in the history of this country, from its formation 
down to this time, that leads him to believe there would be any 
disparity between gold and silver if they were both admitted upon 
terms of equality to the mint? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not intend to be led aside into all the excur- 
sions that questions of that kind might lead to, but I will say to 
the Senator from Nebraska that there is this in the history of the 
country, there is this in the monetary experience of the world, 
that the one essential to business prosperity, to the prosperity of 
a country civilized as is ours, is a monetary stability, stability in 
the measure of valu 

Mr. ALLEN. Iagree with the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. 
business enterprise a dollar of similar standard value will be 
returned, and not a depreciated one. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iagreetothat; but I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator—I do not want to interrupt him unnecessarily—to the fact 
that there never was a disparity between gold and silver as coins 
in this country until that disparity was made by legislation, and 


even under the partial disparity made by the legislation of 1873 | 


we accumulated from 1878 to 1890 about $236,000,000 of gold, not- 
withstanding we were coining silver under the Bland-Allison Act 
and the Sherman Act. 

Mr. GRAY. Wewent on coining silver; and because the dis- 
parity did not come at once, or because the difficulty of maintain- 
ing the parity was not immediately apparent, does not argue that 
it would not have come under the Bland-Allison Act, a conserva- 
tive act in comparison with anything thatcame afterwards. But 
$2,000,000 a month was coined, and there was no accumulation of 
silver at that time upon which to pile those dollars. 

So we went on, until the act of 1890 more than doubled the coin- 
age of 
the legal-tender demand obligations of the United States, dollar 
for dollar, for every dollar’s worth of silver that was bought. Be- 
cause a reservoir of water into which a pipe or stream is leading 
does not overflow its banks in a single hour or a single week or a 
single month does not argue that it will not goon until it does 
overfiow, when the disastrous flood will come. 

Mr. ALLEN. It never has come. 

Mr. GRAY. It came, I think, in 1893, when we were called 
here to repeal the Sherman Act providing for the purchase of the 
silver and the issuance of the Treasury notes, which then had dis- 
placed gold to such an extent that it was leaving the country and 
depleting the reserve that had always been held in the Treasury to 
maintain the paper issues of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to call 
his attention to a fact? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call theattention of the Senator to the fact that 
from coionial days down to early in 1893 there had been no dis- 
parity between gold and silver in this country until Mr. Harrison 
announced to the world that he would redeem all forms of paper 
money in gold, Thereupon began the panic which‘has continued 
from that time ever since. 

Mr. GRAY. The time is too short for 
answer—— 

Mr. ALLEN. It isa historical fact. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not agree with the Senator’s statement of 
what is a historical fact. 
it is a historical fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I can prove it. 

Mr. GRAY. Icertainly do not believe—for that is not a his- 


me to undertake to 


torical fact, it is a matter of opinion—that the consequences of | 


those transactions were such as he states. 

Mr. ALLEN. When did our gold begin to leave us? 
ator must confine himself to facts. 

Mr. GRAY. It began to leave us shortly after the passage of 
the act of 1890. I have not the figures now. 

Mr. ALLEN. It never started to leave us in the world—— 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes, it did. 

Mr. ALLEN. Until Mr. Harrison declared it his policy to 
make every dollar as good as every other dollar, meaning that 
he would redeem all forms of money in gold. 

Mr. GRAY. The argument post hoc, } 
by anybody. Ido not believe in cause and effect such as stated 
by the Senator from Nebraska, and I have not the time now, for 
it would only be consuming time unnecessarily, and be a diversion 
from my purpose when I rose, to answer him. My purpose was 
to point out that the proposition of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BurLER] to repeal the resumption act leaves the Gov- 
ernment stripped stark naked and helpless before the money 
sharks and gold gamblers of New York, about whom the Senator 
from Nebraska has so much to say. 

As long as we have these anomalous conditions confronting the 
administration of our fiscal system, as long as we have the de- 
mand notes, not only greenbacks but Treasury notes, outstanding, 


The Sen- 
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And confidence that when a dollar is put into a | 


ilver and in addition to that provided for the increase of | 


I have no doubt he thoroughly believes | 


ropter hoc can be made | 
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all of them authorizing the holders to draw upon the pile of cold 
in the Treasury, it seems to me it is madness, it is folly on tne 
part of the Senate of the United States to attempt to take away 
from the Executive the only power he has to meet and defend the 
Treasury against such attacks. Repeal, then, if you will, but take 
| away from the President and the Administration the command 
| of law that now exists on the statute books that he shall maintain 
| the parity. Take off from him the burden which you have placed 
| upon him if you are g>ing to disable him from maintaining that 
burden, paralyzing his arm, defeating every purpose he has to 
carry out the will of Congress as enacted into law in 1890 and 
again in 1895. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Ido not intend to detain the 
| Senate long this evening or to engage at any length in this debate. 
I merely wish to express my conclusion. 

[ am very sorry that this bill has been introduced, not that it 
| will do any harm in the one sense of the word, for it is a harm- 
| less project. It will fall dead as soon as it passes the Senate. It 
will not be acted upon by either the House of Representatives or 
the President of the United States,in my judgment. The evil 
| which will be done by the bill will be that it will excite agitation, 

create alarm among the most timid of all people in the world, 
| those who are conducting the business of banking and those who 
| engage largely in other business where they are either compelled 

to. borrow or where they are enabled to lend money. This little 

bill, which seems to some of you so harmless and so plain, will 
| create a great deal of trouble, a great deal more distress than we 
are aware of, and will probably lead to grave doubts as to our 
ability to maintain specie payments. 

Now, there is another thing. The law of 1875 is just as much 
a contract between the United States and the holders of its 
bonds as a contract between two individuals by which one indi- 
vidual borrows money and agrees to give a mortgage to secure 
| the repayment of the money. This was done in the act of 1875. 
| It must be remembered that the act of 1875 was the beginning of 

the process of resumption. It did not accrue until four years af- 

terwards, but the details and the mode and the manner of resump- 

tion were pointed out by the resumption act. That act is a con- 
| tract made between the people of the United States and every 

holder of a United States note—just as much a contract as one be- 
| tween two individuals for the loaning or borrowing of money. 

That contract contained the stipulation that the United States 
would after a fixed period redeem those notes in coin at the will 
of the holder of the note. It isa stipulation which is expressed 
on every note of the United States. It is an obligation of the 
United States expressed fully in a law defining the form of the 
contract and printed on the face of every note issued. It is just 
as much the obligation of the United States as if the law were 

| written over and over again on paper and signed and re-signed as 
| the most formal business paper that could be drawn up. It is the 
| law. It is the contract, and that contract is between every indi- 
| vidual holder of a note and the United States of America. 

The United States can not violate that contract in any of its 
terms. If it does, it stands in the position of a person perfectly 
able to pay, but seeking to avoid the obligations of his contract. 

1 "I By the terms of that 





Chat is the position of the United States. 
contract it was the agreement of Congress that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, an officer always at his post, an officer who is charged 
with these financial duties and not Congress, should pay the 
notes when presented, and in order to enable him to do so, it au- 
thorized him to sell certain classes of bonds to pay them, and he 
was authorized to say which of those classes of bonds should be 
| sold in order to provide the money. That isa contract, an obliga- 
tion with terms and details, and we are bound by it. The means 
of paying the notes and the authority to issue bonds of a partic- 
| ular description to secure their payment is as much a part of the 
| contract as if it was printed on the face of the note. 
The people of the United States are bound by contract, and for 
more than fifteen years that contract has subsisted. It was passed 
| in 1875. It went into operation the Ist of January, 1879. From 
| that day to this that contract has been preserved inviolate, and this 
| is the first time, I believe, in the history of our country when it is 
| proposed to violate such an obligation. 
Now, sir, you repeal this authority conferred upon the Secretary 
| of the Treasury to issue bonds. Who else can issue them? Con- 
gress, it is said, may authorize their issue. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is a public officer who is always at his post. The char- 
acter of the bonds is defined by law. Every man when that law 
took effect knew that a 44 per cent bond, or a 4 per cent bond, or 
a 5 per cent bond, either of which might be sold, should be used, 
| and those particular classes of securities were set aside and mort- 
gaged to the holder of these notes. You have no right to change 
| them. You have no right to take away the power from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury—I mean in the broad, moral sense. It is 
| the duty of every man to fulfill his obligations; especially is it the 
| duty of every government to fulfill its obligations, There the 
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stipulations are made. 


You propose to repeal all authority to 
issue any of this character of bonds and leave it for Congress. 
Suppose, sir, no such law as that had been upon the statute 


books when the bonds were sold here in the spring of 1895. Sup- 
pose it had occurred then, in the midst of excitement, when people 
were alarmed. It was believed that we were going down to the 
silver standard and that everything would bein chaos. Why, sir, 
it was with great difficulty and only at a sacrifice that even the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President were able to arrest 
the torrent. If Congress had been in session it would have taken 
them six months to decide what should be done, 
an executive power; it has no executive duties. It is a legislative 
power. It passes laws, and those laws must be obeyed literally 
and strictly by the executive officer, but Congress is totally in- 
competent to execute any law except that which relates to its own 
rules and regulations. 

The executive and legislative powers are necessarily dissevered 
and entirely inconsistent with each other. Is it the idea that 
these notes should not be paid until Congress is in session and 
then that a bill should be introduced to say what kind of security 
shall be given, whether it would be paid in silver or gold, whether 
the Democratic party is in power, or the Republican party is in 
power, or the Populists are sufficiently strong to make the two 
great parties utterly unable to do anything? Is that the condi- 
tion you desire? 

Why, Mr. President, the more I think of this proposed measure 
the more it seems to me indefensible and wrong, as violating the 
public faith, as in every respect undesirable. Now, we must re- 
deem our notes. We must maintain our contracts. We can not 
do otherwise. If the Government of Great Britain would violate 
one ot its contracts with its people we would denounce them in 
unmeasured terms. We have from the foundation of our Gov- 
ernment preserved the public credit with untarnished faith. 
From the time of Alexander Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson, 
when they first provided for the coinage laws, and from the time 
they provided for the funding of the public debt up to this hour, 


the public debts of the United States and the public contracts | 


made by Congress have been religiously observed. 

This is a gross violation of the public faith, pledged to creditors 
at home and abroad. I do not say that the notes will not be paid, 
that Congress will not be compelled by public opinion to sell 
bonds to pay them, but the difficulties of convening Congress, 
the uncertainty of their action, their effort to pay in silver, the 
disregard of express provision for their payment—all these and 
many other causes will impair the credit of our securities, and is 
apparent to everyone. Therefore, I say this is a repudiation of 
a public debt. I denounce it as a repudiation. 
we should pass an act that we will not pay the public debt. It is 
just as bad to violate any one of the stipulations made in that 
contract as to violate the main one, that we will pay these notes 
in coin whenever presented. Sothe public mind will be disturbed 
by even the fact that the Senate of the United States has taken 
this action, the place where, of all others, the obligations of con- 
tracts ought to be preserved, that serene body of old men, as it 
was supposed the Senate would be when this Government was 
formed. 

It was supposed that this Senate would be the conservative check 
upon a numerous and tempestuous body of Representatives, and 
prevent unwise and hasty legislation, and yet we here, the part of 
the Government of the United States which it was thought could 
be most safely relied upon, violate the most sacred contracts made 
by the people of the United States. You strike out the resump- 


tion law; you leave these outstanding notes without defense or | 


protection; then you will have your silver certificates, which are 
paid in silver dollars, and there are but little more silver dollars 
here than enough to pay the silver certificates. You will then 
have forced upon the people, to the extent of the amount now 
coined and in the Treasury, 370,000,000 silver dollars, when we 
have been unable, with all the efforts that have been made by the 
executive department, to hold in circulation more than $60,000,000 
atany time. Now about $50,000,000 are outstanding in circula- 
tion. 

So with your Treasury notes issued for the purchase of silver 
bullion. They are being gradually paid off, as they ought to be; 
but do you say that no provision shall be made for the United 
States notes, the most sacred obligations of all, that they shall be 
dishonored? Do you say that they shall travel all over the world 
with only the promise to pay? Sir, during the war we had to 
issue those notes. 
not say when or where, and the result was that our notes went 
down, down, until they were worth only 40 cents on the dollar. 
The pride and honor of the people of the United States, the gen- 
eral sentiment of the country, gradually raised those notes up to 
the par of gold by the promise to pay them on demand when pre- 
sented at the Treasury of the United States. And when power 
was given toa Chief Executive officer to sell bonds, to sell the 
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Congress is not | 


It is as bad as if | 


The United States promised to pay $1, but did | 
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credit of the United States and to pay these notes in that way, in 
coin, at that time in 1875 there was no controversy between silver 
} and gold. Silver had been dropped out by the act of 1873, and in 
1875 it began to be perceived that silver was falling below the 
margin of gold. 
In 1878 what is called the Bland-Allison Act was passed. 

this contract was made at a time when both silver and 
| at par with each other, and now it is proposed to violate the faith 
by which we pledged to redeem those in coin. The United States 
exacted for their bonds gold coin, and now it is proposed to pay 
| both bonds and notes in silver worth but 50 per cent in gold. 
| It is proposed to repeal this law; it is a direct, open, papable 


But 


gold we re 


_ 


violation of the law. Itis a crime to be denounced, and not a 
measure to be voted on. It may pass the Senate here in the hurry 
of the closing days of its session, but I believe every man who 
votes for it will feel the injury that he has done to his standing 
and to his character. I say now that it is as much a crime for 
| any agent of the United States to violate a public engagement as 
it is for him to violate his own obligation, whatever may be its 
terms. I regard this simply then as a violation of public faith, a 
thing that ought not to pass. It will only injure the Senate of 
the United States. Thank God the House of Representatives still 
stands on the right side, and the President of the United States 
will aid that House in preventing any such action. [Applause in 
the galleries. | ; 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] dwells at some length upon a contract which he 
we made with the bill holders, but the Senator not state 
truthfully what that contract is. He knows, and everybody here 
knows, that we never made a contract to pay in gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said in coin. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, but the Senator assumes that it was 
gold. That misrepresents this question to the American people, as 
it has been done by the Senator from Ohio for many days and 
many years. He knows very well that the letter and the spirit of 
| that law is preserved when we pay in silver coin, and he knows, 
as every other man knows, that every dollar of silver coin in this 
country in circulation is the equal of every gold dollar. Now, 
upon what theory, upon what ground, that is not an insult to the 
intelligence of the American people,can the Senator stand here 
|} and say that we are violating the pledged faith of the Govern 
|} ment? That is arrant nonsense, and it is untruthful. Th 
tor knows that we violate no moral or legal obligation when 
| pay according to the letter of the contract. 
| Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this question now, but 
| I can not allow statements of that kind to go unreproved and 
| unrebuked. The whole argument of the Senator is that the pea 
| ple of this country can not trust the legislative department, but 
| can trust the executive. It is the argument of the Senator from 
| Delaware | Mr. GRAy] in extensothat the people can not leave the 
| question of raising money to meet the obligations, whether they 
| are the current obligations or the plighted obligations with. refer- 
|ence to the redemption of paper, to the legislative department, 
but must leave it to the executive. 

It has been a fundamental principle of English law for hundreds 
of years, which we incorporated into our Constitution, that th 
appropriations for current expenses and to meet Government ob 
ligations were to be provided by the legislative department. I 
is an abandonment of the legislative function when we turn it 
over to the executive. That a Democrat from the Democra 
State of Delaware should present such a doctrine is most aston 
| ishing, except upon the fact that the craze to maintain the gold 

standard has destroyed all sorts of honest politics and all sort 
honest opinions, and is, I think, rapidly destroying the Dem 
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party, as it will undoubtedly destroy the Repu im pal wefor 
the craze ends. 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States is bound b 
the Constitution, it is bound by the demands that the people will 
make upon it to meet every obligation. If there is an obligation 
to meet the greenbacks with coin, the people of the United Stat 
will see to it that Congress meetsit. There is no attempt torepu 

| diate on the part of the silver men. 

| The Senator from Ohio talks about the sacredness of cont ts. 
I remember when the Senator from Ohio declared that the person 

| who would not take a 40-cent greenback in exchar or any 


debt that the Government owed him was 
Mr. President, he changed his mind very soon afte1 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think I used those words. 

Mr. TELLER. He used the words“ robber” and ‘‘ extortioner 
that it was extortion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not “thief.” 

Mr. TELLER. He was a robber. 
ber without being a thief. 

Mr. President, | amentirely willing, so far as I am concerned, to 
| trust the legislative department of the Government. The Senator 
| from Ohio knows, however, that there would be no necessity 


and a thief. 


r that. 


a robber 


He could hardly be a rob- 




























































wt 


ey 


60 CON 


we 


' 


NGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 22, 




















knows that the present policy of the Treasury Department is not. 
Mr. President, 1 denounce the action of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury as dishonest in trying to maintain the parity by dis- 
criminating against silver coin and paying out the other exclu- 
sively. He is trying to create a disparity. I denounce it. and I 
denounce equally the action of those who support it, as being det- 
rimental to the best interests of the American people. I ask that 


| this bank circular sent out, which was handed to me by a bank 


| DECLARE 1 


| LIT 


whatever for legislative interference if the letter and spirit of the 
act of 1875 had been carried out. Heknows, as I said before, that 
that act meant silver coin as well as gold coin, and he knows that 
to-day the Government has $55,000,000 of seigniorage coin that 
can nade into silver dollars which every holder of a greenback 
will t in] l ean exporter of coin. There is not a busi- 
i n this whole country who wants a gold dollar in ex- 
change for a greenback except for export. The Senator is speak- 
n the interest of the exporter of coin, and not in the interest of 

nest holder of the greenback. No one pretends that that 

».000,000 of seigniorage is pledged for any purpose; we have 

it in addition to the silver certificates and silver dollars in the 
Treasury. 

We have enough to make up the amount of $178,000,000 that lies 
idle in our Treasury. The Senator says it is pledged for the sup- 
port of the Treasury notes. The Senator knows that under the 
present system. as conducted by the late Administration, and con- 
ducted by this Administration, and as he will insist shall be con- 
ducted by the next, that $178,000,000 will perform no more money 
function and be no more valuable to the American people than if 
it had been dumped into the sea. Yet with a people to-day stag- 

ering under burdens such as no free people ever did stagger under 
with our industries depressed and destroyed as had never been the 
case since our f floated, he is willing to borrow $178,000,000 
in of mo ind put the cost of that borrowed money upon the 
An n people, that he may accommodate the exporters of gold 
to muropean nial t 

ir. President, I shall not go into a discussion of this measure. 
[ wan vote on it. [want to cast my vote in favor of saying, 
n the first place, that I will trust the American Congress to main- 
tain the credit of the American Government, and in the second 
place, that I will trust no Executive, whatever may be his name 

character or to whatever party he belongs, to perform the dis- 
graceful acts which have b performed within two years with 
reference to the issne and sale of American bonds. 

The itor from Delaware talks about what will happen. He 
talks about the alarm. So does the Senator from Ohio. That is 
their stock in trade. That is the black beast that is held up to 
frighten the American people from having a fair and decent mon- 
etary system established in this country. Whom are you going to | 
frighten? The bankers in New York City, he says. In 1893 they 
created a panic to compel the Congress of the United States to ac- 
cede to their demat and they have indicated very plainly within 
. few days in the public press, the great public press of New York 
City, that tl intend to repeat that thing again. 

Mr. President, let them do it; and if we should ever get a man 
at the head of the Treasury Department who has the nerve of a 


Jackson, and the honesty of his predecessors as a general thing, he 
will put every one of those banks in liquidation, as might have 
been done in 1893, 


brought upon the country the panic of that year, uncalled for 


and unnecessary, that is still following the American people with 
its dire results and the effect of which is likely to be felt for years 
to come. 


Mr. President, I repudiate the suggestion of the Senator from 
Ohio that Iam any less honest than he. Noact of mine upon this 
floor or anywhere el justifies him in saying that I have less 
regard for the int agrity of our credit than he has: nor can this be 
said of the men who voted with me for a decent monetary system 
that would bring back to this country prosperity and with it 
ng the credit of the American Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think that the Senate and the 
country would at a loss to understand the very great excite- 


ise 


he 


ment of the Senator from Ohio |[Mr. SHERMAN] upon this ques- 

ion without some information that I hold inmy hand, and which 
will, I think,explain his great concern. This is a circular [exhib- 
iting] sent out by a syndicate of the national banks. This is the 
first copy that has gotten to the public. It explains why they 
want to_keep this power to burden the country with debt in — 





hands of the Executive. It shows a conspiracy on the part « 

these bankers and bon dididors to capture the national conven- 
tions of the two old parties and nominate men for President whom 
they can control. Here are their instructions sent out to the 
banks over the country calling upon them to control the two old 
party conventions and put up men who will stand for their infa- 


and thieving processes and methods. 


President, | am gging to have 





this cirenlar 
tnis circular re 


ad and put in 





the I ORD, but before doing it 1 want to reply to something said 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. He said that he de- 
nounced this bill of mine as an attempt at repudiation, and to 
tary he honor and credit of the country. It is astonishing 
how aman who has been one of the chief actors in committing so 
many il crimes against our people, a man who has gone 
into a conspiracy to rob his own people for the benefit of foreign 
— locks, can have the face tostand up here and attempt to defend 
ls 


actions. He knows that this bill is right and honest. He 


to pay them for the dastardly act by which they | 





| but if 


| 


| big 


official, may be read, and that it be put in the REcorp in full, 

heading, signature, and all. Thank God, there are a few bank 

officers who will not become tools and agents of the gold trust to 

oppress and damn their own people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested, 
The Secretary read as follows: 

THE AMERICAN B 

2 WALL 


ANKERS’ 
STREET 


ASSOCTATION, 
—_ 90% BROADWAY, 


» York, March 23, 1396. 
President, Eugene H. Pullen, vice peestions Nation: al Bank of the Republic, 
New York; first vice-president, Robert J. Lowry, Lowry emi s Com- 
pt iny, Atlanta, Ga.; chairman executive council, Joseph C. Hendrix, presi- 
ent National Union Bank, New York: treasurer, William H. Porter, vice- 


ore sident Chase National Bank, New York; 
2 Wall street, New York.] 
To the of the United States: 


At a meeting of the executive council of the 
tion, held in this city on March 11, 
by unanimous vote: 


THE 


secretary, James R. Branch, 


Bankers 


American Bankers’ Associa- 
1806, the following declaration was made 


EXISTING STANDARD OF VALUE. 


XECUTIVE COUNCIL OF THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCTATION 
NEQUIVOCALLY IN FAVOR OF THE MAINTENANCE OF THE EXIST- 
ING GOLD STANDARD OF VALUE AND RECOMMEND TO ALL BANKERS AND TO 
rHE CUSTOMERS OF ALL BANKS THE EXERCISE OF ALL THEIR INFLUENCE 
AS CITIZENS IN THEIR VARIOUS STATES TO SELECT DELEGATES TO THE PO- 
AL CONVENTIONS OF BOTH THE GREAT PARTIES WHO WILL DECLARE 
UNEQUIVOCALLY IN FAVOR OF THE MALNTENANCE OF THE EXISTING GOLD 
STANDARD OF VALUE.” 

Your influence is earnestly requested to give practical effect to this action. 


‘THE } 


oF 





THE NEXT CONVENTION, 

The next annual convention of the association is to be held in St. Louis, 
Mo., on September 22, 23, and 24, 1896, and it is intended to make the convention 
of unus al interest to bankers, and to devote the programme chiefly to the 
discussion of banking questions by members. To this end short, compact 
au t 


juestions involving banking practice or problems are solicited fr 


oft the 


m all parts 
country. 
ARE YOU A MEMBER? 





association seeks to unite all banks and bankersin one efficient national 
organization, and it solicits all national and State banks, savin; banks, and 
banking firms to become members. For the current year ending September 
1, 1806, the dues are $10 for banks with a capital of $100,000 and more, and $5 
for iks having less than $100,000 capital and for private bankers. The ad- 





‘ment in the 
> worth the 
return inclosed b 





association’s proceedings, sent to 
cost of membership. 
lank. 


to all banks and bankers, 
If you desire to join, kindly sign and 


WAR UPON BANK CRIMINALS, 


» of the associat 
Throug rh 
iggressive agent of its members against | 


Special attention is called to the protective featur 


is developing into great practical benefit 
tl 
comes the é 


ion, which 


the association be- 


professional bank crimi- 

nals 
Every bank in the United States should cooperate in this important work. 
This association recently captured the forgers who swindled a bank in San 
Francisco out of $20,.0Win gold. It hasample evidence to show that criminals 
know who are members of the association, and are selecting nonmembers 





for attack. Ten burglaries, yielding over $50,000, were recently committed 
iwainst nonmembers, and in one instance a burglary was abandoned because 
of the discovery that the bank involved was a member of the association. 
EUGENE H. PULLEN sident. 
JAMES R. BRANCH, Secretary. 
JOSEPH C. HEN RIX, 
Chairman an tive Council. 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from North Carolina a 
question about that circular? 

Mr. BUTLER. You may. 

Mr. GRAY. Where did the Senator discover that secret and 
criminal missive? 

Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. GRAY. 


It speaks for itself. 
I say where did the Senator discover it? 


Mr. BUTLER. Where did I discover it? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think it is my duty to tell the Senator 
who furnished it to me; but I challenge him or any other man 
who stands for the bankers on this floor to say that that is not a 
true copy of the resolution passed, a copy of which was sent to 


every banker in America. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope it isa true copy, but I do not understand, 
and I want to understand, about this conspiracy, among other 
things, to punish forgers, bank thieves, and other criminals 
against the public. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply had it read in full to show that it was 
cenuine and referred to bank matters as well as to other matters; 
the Senator from Delaware will look at it, he will see that 
the resolution directing the bankers of the country to use their 
efforts to capture the two old parties is putin black type and in 
letters at the head of the circular, and everything else is in 
small type as to the matter of details. 

Mr. GRAY. Is this meeting to be held at night and in secret? 








1896. 





Do they propose to meet in darkness, or is it to be a meeting in 
open daylight, as American citizens are entitled to meet? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know whether in the night or in the 
day; but these actions are so damnable that they ought to meet in 
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midnight darkness; and I can not see how any honest man in the | 


day or in the night can indorse it. 

Mr. GRAY. lam not indorsing it yet until Ican find out what 
are the special matters the Senator from North Carolina finds fault 
with. If it is nota dark-lantern and secret organization, not one 
that indicates a conspiracy against somebody, but is to meet in 
open daylight, in the presence of their fellow-citizens, exercising 
the right of American citizens, as manufacturers, for instance, get 
together and devise means of electing Mr. McKinley or somebody 
who represents the protective idea, [ am at a loss to know what 
it is the Senator condemns in these American citizens exercising 
the right of association and combination. And I wish to know 
whether we live under a tyranny that is to be created by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, and a junta of such as he who are to sit 
in judgment upon what American citizens may or may not do? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is under the tyranny of a majority of the 
American voters. 

Mr. GRAY. You have not got that majority yet. 

Mr. BUTLER. And under the tyranny of common justice, 
which is a terror to all evil doers. 

Mr. President, I want to say in this connection that the more I 
study the question of the demonetization of silver and every act 
which has been passed on finance by this Government from 1869 
to 1870 and 1875 and sinee, the more I believe that every one of 
those acts was inspired by the bondholders. I believe that free 
silver was struck down to increase the value of their bonds, to 
increase the purchasing power of the money in which the bonds 
will be paid. I believe that silver was struck down in the interest 
of the bondholder. There have been many other effects to follow 
it, but it was done with one purpose, and it was backed by one 
set of men and one focalized influence, and that was the holders 
of wealth, who conspired to rob the American people to mak 
themselves richer. 

Mr. President, I call that a conspiracy, because it is a united 
effort of the gold power of this country to control both the old 
party conventions and to nominate a man who will do their bid- 
ding. If the Republican party should elect their candidate for 
President (Mr. McKinley, or whoever he may be), and he should 
call to be Secretary of the Treasury the Senator from Ohio [| Mr. 
SHERMAN], as he probably would, then | suppose that the next 
Secretary of the Treasury would pursue the same policy which the 
present Secretary pursues in defiance of law and the spirit of law, 
and pay coin obligations in gold alone, when he knows and the 
present Secretary of the Treasury knows, that that appreciates 
gold and depreciates the other coin, silver. Itnot only appreciates 
gold, but it puts down the price of products, puts down the price 
of American labor, and makes the standard which measures values 
grow shorter, causes money to get scarcer, debts to get bigger, 
while the people suffer and the bondholder grows fat and rich. 

Can it be possible that we are to have the next Secretary of the 
Treasury carrying out that criminal and infamous policy as the 
present one is? I fear from the speeches that we have heard from 
him to-day, and the great concern that he shows that this power 
shall be left in the hands of the President, that if the Republican 
party should elect the next President we shall have Mr. SHERMAN 
for Secretary of the Treasury and that the Carlisle policy will con- 
tinue, 

This endless-chain robbery was first started by the Republican 
party under Secretary Sherman; it has been indorsed and contin- 
ued by the Democrats under Mr. Carlisle, and now we are threat- 
ened (with the help of the banks) with a return of Mr. SHERMAN 
to the Treasury Department to continue and consummate this evil 
and direful wrong. 

The gold power may not be able to capture both Houses of the 


next Congress, but they are determined to own the President, and | 


therefore the Senators from New York and Ohio are anxious to 
keep this power to issue bonds in the hands of the President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President. I think it is entirely proper be- 
fore this imporant bill shall pass 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska, 
with his permission, of course 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. To the assurance made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER| that the friends of the 
measure were not intending to participate in the debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think we will participate to any very 
great extent, and yet [ do not think I shall be 
ing what I desire to say by the remark of the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection to the Senator’s doing so; on 


the contrary, welcome the Senator into the debate. I merely 
called his attention to the fact, 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think this is a good time to be- 
gin to tell the truth respecting this important bill, and I want to 
review very briefly some of the arguments that have been made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from 

lelaware [Mr. Gray]. 

The Senator from Ohio became quite indignant and character- 
ized this bill as a measure of repudiation and those who advocate 
it as repudiators, because it was intended to take from the Chief 


| Executive the power to issue the bonds of the Government ad 
libitum. The Senator from Ohio said, with his peculia nd of 
logic, that seems to be made to fit every occasion, that it was a part 

| of the contract when the resumption act of 1875 was passed that the 
notes that had been issued by this Government, the greenbacks, 
should be redeemed in coin. I agree entirely with the $ itor 
from Ohio that that statementistrue. When the Congr d 
the act of 1875, the resumption act, it did pledge the faith the 
Government and the revenues to the redemption of all f is of 
paper money that had been issued; and while it can not | vid 


prevented from say- | 


lin 
a strict legal sense to be a part of the contract. notes 
had been issued before the resumption act became a law, yet the 
Government by the passage of that act 
redeem the outstanding notes in coin. 
The Senator from Ohio also characterized any person w 
putes his statement as a repudiationist. He visits all such per- 


becaus 


became n 


sons with the full weight and power of his wrath, and [ say 
the Senator from Ohio has himself given more aid and comfort to 
repudiation and has been a greater repudiationist than Sen- 
ator in this Chamber for a quarter of acentury. H is encour- 
aged the policy which converted the coin-resumption : S75 
into a gold-resumption act and has helped wrest it from its orig 
inal purpose and meaning. His aid was given to tl rk as 
Secretary of the Treasury a few years ago; his voice and his vote 
have been given to it in this Chamber; and I have been told that 
the Senator has been the chief adviser of the present Administra 
tion respecting the financial policy it has pursued. At any rat 

he has been a visitor at the White House and was a visit re 


in 1893 more times as an adviser than the distinguished c] 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate 
Mr. President, if it is important to observe the 


lwiTrmMan 


» 


provision of the 


resumption act of 1875 and redeem our outstanding notes in coin, 
| was not the Senator from Ohio a repudiationist when he advised 
the President to refuse to redeem them in both gold and silver 
|coin? Of course, redemption in gold and silver coin d 1ot 
answer the purpose of the power which moves the Sena m 
Ohio and the Senator from New Y ; 

Then the Senator from Delaware | Mr.Gray] sings the | song 
that has been sung here for three ars to my knov with 
that peculiar air of superiority of knowledge that cl terizes 
the gold advocates, that the two coins are kept at a p by 
the construction given the law by Secret the ‘I ury. 
The Senator from Delaware tells us that the | vis maintained 
between gold and silver now by the const i placed on the 

| Sherman Act of 1890 and the previous coinage act rhere is not 
a school child 10 years of age who does not know that the parity 
| has been stricken down and does not exist to-day. .Ther no 
parity. Why stand in the presence of the American p then 
and say to them that a parity exists between gold and silver when 
one has been made the chief and the other subsidiary metal? Sil 
| ver was stricken down by the criminal action of Congress in 1873, 
| the chief mover in which event was the senior Senator from Ohio 
| There never has been a parity between the two metals from that 
| time to this, and yet the Senator from Delaware t II is that if we 
? 


resume the redemption of our notes in silver we shall go to a 
tion of silver monometallism and destroy the parity betwee 
and silver. 








Mr. President, that statement is a mere dream of the Senator, 
and it is a bad dream at that. There is not th izhtest thing in 
our history to prove or to support the asset . We coined sil 
ver in our colonial days, and that silver stocd at a ] vith 

| gold until the crime of 1875. There had never been a disparity 

| between the two coins until that time. In 1873, when the e 

| for that is what it was. a crime against civiliza id t apy 

| ness and prosperity of our country—was committed |} 
monetization of sitiver, silver was at a premium over gold alm 
{per cent. Of course it was: -e thing to n é 
ver. It was an honest thing lo to strike « the 

| money of the country and increase the ind people 

| one-half and correspondingly depreciate th and 

| products. Having obtained advantage by th nal act, it is 
proposed to hold it, to the detriment of th 

Then the honorable Senator from Dela to 

| after the partial remonetization silver in the Bla 

| Allison Act, instead of gold coin taking to its | and fleeing 
the country, as he assumes it would now under free coinage, 
| we actually accumulated $256,000,000 in gold more than we had 


| 


from 1878 until 1893, at the time of the 1 
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the purchase clause of the Sherman Act. The history of the 
country is against the assumption and the assertion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 


Have we any right to suppose that under a system of free coin- 
age, if inaugurated now, the condition of the country would be 
different from what it was in the past? <A distinguished colonial 


statesman, [ think it was Patrick Henry, said that the only way 
to judge the future is by the past; and judging the future by the 


past under a system of absolute and unrestricted free coinage as 
well as under partial coinage, gold coin, instead of disappearing, 
has been increasing. No, sir; gold monometallists are not afraid 


that gold will be driven away by free coinage. Shylock has the 
contract that calls for the pound of flesh, and he proposes to en- 
force it in dollars that have swollen from 100 to 200 cents under 
gold appreciation, and to take from the debtor $2 of his produce 
and in the products of his labor and his field where $1 was in the 
first instance contracted. 

Then the Senator from Delaware grows indignant again as 
respects maintaining the parity. Mr. President, how can the 
parity be maintained between gold and silver when one is demone- 
tized and the other is coined without restriction? When the two 
metals are placed on an equality before the mints, when you give 
them equal monetary functions, when you permit silver to do 
that which gold is permitted to do alone, you will put the two 
metals on a parity, and until you do that a disparity between the 
coins will exist and be maintained as a result of legislation. 

Mr. President, for the purpose of d 
been for no other purpose, I think 
purchase clause of Sherman Act, there was inserted in the 
repeal bill a part of the Democratic platform. I presume that is 
the only way in which it will ever be transmitted to posterity as 


or the 





v part of the permanent history of this country. Here is the 
plank: 

Sec. 7. We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act 
of 1890 as a coward). ceshift, fraught h pos lities of danger in the 
fut vh i ‘ | ts su vell as its author, anxious 
for | rey Wi i to the use of both gold and silveras the stand 
ard m he ’ 


If any Senator will refer to the repealing act of 1893 he will find 
this language— 









and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discriminating against 
either metal or charge for mintage, but the d t of coinage of both 
metals must be of « ial intrinsic and exc e, « be adjusted 
tl a I r by such safeguards of legi ion as shall 
in nten l ty of the tw 1 1d the equal power 
of « all kets and in the payment of debts; and 
W iat all paper hall be kept at par with and redeemable 
in such n We insist icy as esper y necessary for the pro- 
tection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first and most defenseless 
vict s of unstable money and a fluctuating currency 


It was thought necessary to put a part of that plank of the 
Democratic platform of 1892 in the act of 1893. But was there 
any attempt after we passed the repeal bill of 1893 to supplement 
it by free coinage? We were told at the time by the Democratic 
party that 
a bill would be introduced here a 
gress for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. That bill has 
not been introduced. The honorable chairman of the Finance 
Committee at that time, whois unfortunately absent from the 
Chamber as a result ill health, told us in repeated speeches 
that the Democratic party was pledged to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, and that as soon as the repeal bill of 1893 should 
become a law a measure looking to free coinage would be intro- 
duced and would be passed speedily through both Houses of Con- 
gress, and would receive the approval of the President. That is 
the last we have heard of it. 


Mr. BUTLER. It } 


nd into the other branch of Con- 


Ol 


1as been suggested to me that we can not 
get a vote to-night, as several Senators desire to speak. There- 
fore I should like now, while the Senate is fairly full, to ask 
unanimous consent to vote on this question on Monday next at 4 
o'clock. That seems to be to those with whom I have conferred | 
a satisfactory hour, and I hope it will be satisfactory to the 
senate, 


Mr. HILL. What hour does the Senator say? 

Mr. BUTLER. At 4 o'clock on Monday afternoon. 

Mr. HI | have no doubt there will be ample time between 
now and then to make ail the speeches desired. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest to the Senator to make the hour 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


4h. 


— reports, and if the time is fixed at 5 o’clock that may be 
done, 

lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from North Carolina. 


Mr. BUTLER. At the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLIson| I will change the hour to 5 o’clock, and ask that 


the vote be taken on this question at 5 o'clock on next Monday. 





deceiving—for it could have | 
in 1893, when we repealed the | 





| the 


| amendments we ought to vote by 5 o’clock. 
| through with the amendments by that time if we do not debate 


immediately on the passage of the repealing act of 1893 | them. 


May 22, 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


I do not object, with the understanding that 


| the right is reserved to all Senators to move amendments at that 


time, before the vote is taken. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without debate. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the vote upon the pending bill be 
taken at 5 o’clock on Monday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Reserving the right to all Senators to move 
amendments at that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendments to be considered under the five- 
minute rule? 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. PLATT. Without debate. 

Mr. PUGH. We do not want debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is to be no debate on the amendments, 
I will withdraw my suggestion as to 5 o’clock, and will say 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that we may have no misunderstand- 
ing about the consent agreement, do I understand the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to be that after 5 o’clock 
every Senator shall have the right to offer amendments which 
shall be voted upon without debate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee precisely com- 
prehended my meaning. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the hour had better be made 4 o’clock, 
if that is to be part of the agreement. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let the agreement stand at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now desire, on the suggestion of several Sen- 
ators, to change the request that the debate on this question shall 
cease at 4 o’clock on Monday, and that at 5 o’clock the final vote 
shall be taken—not later than 5 o’clock—that the time between 4 
and 5 be devoted to the purpose named by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to offer amendments to be voted 
upon without debate. 

Mr. HILL. Dol understand that amendments can be presented 
at 5 o'clock? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; at 4 o’clock—the final vote to be taken not 
later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The objection to that is that we might not 
get through. What I meant to suggest to the Senator was that 
at 4 o'clock debate should cease and we should then proceed to 
vote upon all amendments without debate, and when the amend- 
ments have been completed that the final vote be taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. The final vote, however, upon the amendments 
and the bill to be taken not later than 5 o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We may not get through by that time. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the Senator wants to reserve 
more time than is necessary. If we are to do nothing but offer 
We ought to get 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not want to have two different hours 
agreed upon. At4o’clock we cease debate; amendments are then 
in order; all amendments offered are to be voted upon, and then 
bill is to be voted upon before we adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Amendments are in order from this time on. 
Senators can commence offering amendments now if they choose. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he will permit me, that to start at 5 o’clock—— 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. STEWART. Four o'clock. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will result ina half hour or an hour when the 
Senate will not have a quorum present, and there will be inability 
to obtain a vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Therefore I understand 4 o’clock is to be 
the hour according to the present request of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
are to be put in. 

Mr. BUTLER. Senators are to begin to put in amendments at 
{4 o'clock, and they are to be voted upon without debate. Now, it 
is clear that unless there is a string of 100 amendments or more, 
amendments without limit, they certainly can be disposed of with- 


Four o'clock is the hour when the amendments 


| out debate in an hour. 


Mr. ALLEN. DolI understand the proposed unanimous-con- 
sent agreement to mean that a vote shall absolutely be taken at 5 


| o'clock? 


It may be necessary to act upon some confer- 


} 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not anticipate any delay, and I do not 
understand the anxiety of the Senator from North Carolina to 
have the voting on amendments to end in an hour. I might want 
to offer an amendment, and the Senator from North Carolina 
might, at 4 o’clock, offer the McKinley Act itself as an amend- 
ment, which would take more than an hour to read it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Hardly. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator is likely to do so. 
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Mr. CLARK. I should like to know if, as a matter of fact, the 
Senator contemplates doing it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isubmit the separate proposition, that at 4 
o’clock debate shall end and we shall go on and finish the bill, 
reserving the right to every Senator to offer amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And positively to stop at 5 o’clock, when a 
vote shall be taken on the main question. 


CONGRESSION 


Mr. HILL. Five o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not agree to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I was afraid of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppose Senators do not cease offering 


amendments by 5 o'clock? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the use of an agreement at allif you 
are going to make that kind of an agreement? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That we shall finish the bill before we 
journ. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I shall have to object. 
time we can better arrive 
gone on a little further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. HILL. Iask the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] if 
he will yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALLEN. If I can go on in the morning, the bill retaining 
its place—— 

Mr. HILL. It is the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished business, and the 
Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. My speech is not yet through. 
clude it in the morning, when the bill is laid before the Senate, 
and now, as there is routine business to be transacted, I yield the 
floor for to-day. 


I think to-morrow some 
at an agreement, after the debate has 





I wish to con- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the ame ndme nts of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8109) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Mr. 


Grout, and Mr. BOUTELLE managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. ; 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. FRYE. Iask the Senator from New York to withhold the 
motion to adjourn which he proposed to make. 

Mr. HILL. Very well; I shall not press the motion. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the Chagresten. votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7977) ** ma ain publ propria- 


tions for the construction, repair, and prese rvation of certain = ic works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and 


free conference have agreed to recommend ‘and do recomme nd to their 
resp ctive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 342 and agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the language proposed insert the following: 

‘Fora deep-water harbor for commerce and of refuge at Port Los Angeles, 
in Santa Monica Bay, California, or at San Pedro, in said State, the location of 
said harbor to be determined by an officer of the Navy, to be detailed by the 
Secretary of the Navy, an officer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be 
detailed by the Superintendent of said Survey, and three experienced civil 
engineers, skilled in riparian work, to be appointed by the President, who 
shall constitute a board, and who shall personally examine said harbors, the 
dec is ion of amajority of which shall be final as to the location of said harbor. 
It shall be the duty of said board to make plans, specifications, and ~eeenes 
for said improvement. Whenever said board shall have settled the location 
and made report to the Secretary of War of the same, with said plans, ope ci- 
fications, and estimates, then the Secretary of War may make contracts 
for the | comple tion of the improvement of the harbor so selected by said 
board, acce rding t to the project reported by them, at a cost not exceeding 

in the aggregate $2,900,000, and $50,000 is hereby appropriated, so much there of 
as may | » necessar y to be used for the expenses of the board and payment 
of the civ vil engineers for their services, the amount to be determined by 
the Secretary of War: Provided, however, That if the board hereby consti- 
tuted, as in this section provided, shall determine in favor of the construc- 
tion of a breakwater at Port Los Angeles, no Saedtaare of any part of the 
money hereby appropriated shall be made, nor shall any contract for the con- 


struction of such breakwater be entere 4 into until the Southern Pacific 
omnpany, or the owner or owners thereof, shall « xecute an agreement and 
file the same with the Secretary of War that any railroad company, or any 


corporation engaged in the business of transportation, may share in the use 
of the pier now constructed at Port Los Angeles and the approaches and 
tracks leading thereto, situate westerly of the easterly entrance to the Santa 
Monica tunnel, upon such just and equitable terms as may be agreed upon 
between the parties, and if they fail to agree, then to be determined by the 
Secretary of War; and before any expenditure of the money hereby appro- 
priated is made for the construction of a breakwater at Port Los Angeles said 
Southern Pacific Company, or the owner of the tracks and approaches lead- 
ing to said pier, shall execute an agreement and file the same with the Secre 

tary of War, that any railroad or transportation company or corporation de- 

siring to construct a wharf or pier in Santa Monica Bay may, for the purpose 
of approaching such wharf or pier, and for the purpose of constructing and 
operating the sam ‘oss the track or tracks, approaches, and right of way 
now used by the Sor wathe srn Pacific Company under such re guls ations as may be 

prescribed by the Secretary of War and upon the payment of such compen- 
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sation as that officer may find to be reasonab le: Provided furt That in 
vent said harbor is located at Port Los Angeles no greater roy ralty on the 
rock used for the construction of the breakwater than 12} cents a cubic yard 
shall be charged, and the Sout hern Pacific Company shall charge no more than 

| one-half a cent a ton-mile for frei cht on rock transported over its road." 

And the Senate agree to the sam« 

That the House recede from its ‘disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the language proposed insert the following: ** but no such con- 
tract shall be entered into until the board provided for in this act to deter- 
mine the location of a deep-water harbor for commerce and of refuge, as be- 
tween Port Los Angeles, in Santa Monica Bay. and San Pe ir », in the State of 
California, has made its report to the Secretary of War, and not at all if said 
report shall be in favor of San Pedro as the location of said harbor *’; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
M. S. QUAY, 
G. G. VE es, 
| Managers on the part of the Senate. 
| W. B HOC KER, 
| BINGER HERMANN, 
T. C. CATCHINGS 
Manage rs on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 


ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the other House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the 
Mr, ALLISON, and Mr. G 


and Mr. 
ppointed. 
CYRUS THOMAS, 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Senate totake up the bill 
granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Cyrus 
Thomas, late second lieutenant Battery B, First Vermont Heavy 
Artillery, and sergeant Company B, Eleventh Vermont Infantry 
a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension which he now 
receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


part of the Senate, 
IRMAN were a 


PERKINS, 


H.R.4 


910) 


Committee of the 


MARKET 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution R. 148) for the relief of 
and truck men in the city of Washington, D. ¢ 

Mr.BUTLER. Therequests for unanimousconsent are granted 
with the understanding that they do not displace the present bill 


PRIVILEGES FOR FARMERS. 


farmers 


and can not do so, of course. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Of course. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATEN 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up a local me 
the bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, o 
grant the right of way for railroad purposes through certain lands 
of the United States in Richmond County, N. Y. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
to be engrossed for a third reading, 

JOHN LITTLE 


ISLAND RAPID TRANSIT COMPANY. 


asure, 


LSS] ; 


, ordered 
read the third time, and passed. 


AND HOBART WILLIAMS 


Mr. THURSTON. §Iask for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, of 
Omaha, Nebr. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
Little and Hobart Williams $1,423.75, being the amount due them 


as reported by the Court of Claims. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. and passed. 
Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 50 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
| 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


minutes 
May 23, 
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| holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” 


| Company 


ed to the | 1 : 
| ex 


| from the (¢ 
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May 22, 


amendment the bill (H. R. 2042) toincrease the pension of Wilbur 
F. Cogswell. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


| amendment the following resolution: 


d by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
5,000 additional copies of the Messages and Papers of the Presi- 

ison’s compilation, of which there shi ill be 5,000 copies for the 
10,000 ¢ the House of Representatives, to be distributed 
g the fraction ineach case, as provided in the House 
approved on the d0th day of April, 1896. 


opies for 


f. ine ludin 


170. 


n No. 


‘message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S.3170) to authorize the Butler and Pittsburg Railroad Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Allegheny River; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requeste xd. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
ken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
A bill (S.3 


} 


011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.—to the Committee 
i the District of Columbia. 
A bill (8S. 3008) authorizing the employment of day labor in the 
struction of certain municipal buildings and works in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (8.3001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Nor- 
folk, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pel 1s. 
A bi 
the A 


to the 


IS1O! 
ill (S. 2945) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
labama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company— 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
\ bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
imerce. 
A bill (8.2943) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
A bill (8.2499) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to incorporate 
Falls Electric Railway Company ”—to 
ommittee on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (S. 2473) to amend an act entitled ** 


shington and Great 


An act to provide for 


approved July 
20, 1882—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2394) to provide for the construction of a public build- 

r at Salem, Oreg.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to copyrights—to the Committee on Patents. 

bill (S. 2284) for the relief of actual settlers on unsurveyed 
public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (8.3170) to authorize the Butler and Pittsburg Railroad 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Alle- 
sheny River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


JOSEPH R. WEST. 


Ir. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


report. 
The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference o: 
rendment of the House of 
m to Joseph R. West, 
Army Volunteers, 
to 


the di 
‘presel 
brigadier 
having met, after 
recommend and do recommend 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on 
itatives to the bill (S.673) granting 
and brevet major-general, United 
tes full and free conference have 
d to their respective Houses as 
lows: 
That the 


use, 


Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount pr posed to be inserted insert “ seventy-five’; and the House agree 
to the same. 

J. A. PICKLER, 

HENRY F. THOMAS, 

1. J. ERDMAN, 
Mana rs on the pa t of the House, 


J. H. GALLINGER, 

W. N. ROACH, 

GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing te the conference 
report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motivn of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 
EXAMINATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a - report 
‘ommitiee on Public Lands on the bill (H.R.5819) to 
provide for the examination and classification of certain lands i in 
the State of California, and I desire to call it up. 

The SPEAKER, The report does not have to be made in open 
House. It is not in order to make it in the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. The Senate has submitted certain amendments to 


Mr. ELLIS. 
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the House bill, which previously passed the House, and they asked | 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 70, 72, 78, 79, 81, 82, S4, 85, 88, 89, 91, 92. 95, 94, 95, 
for a conference. The bill was referred to the Committee on Pub- | })"13/"\" 100, os = seine ian 113 ae Lae Aad dae tae 1a tae tat 
lic Lands, and the committee report it back with the recommen- | 149° 150° 151° 152. 153. 14. 155. 156. 150. 161. 162. 163. 164, 165. 166, 168, 169. 170. 171. 173 
dation that the House agree to the Senate amendments. | (but to os inserted at the end of the item for the Potomac River, instead of 
The SPEAKER. But the Senate amendments require consid- 17 180, 1 sis Py goa 188 18D. 190. 191. 192. 198. 194 "4 in | BaD, B06, 167, 178, 
eration in Committee of the Whole, do they not? ‘ 00 210 § Oo} 3° 13 216 217 OLS 19 } 29] aon" 904" O92 245" 
Mr. ELLIS. Iamnotsureaboutthat. Ithink perhaps they do. 22, 3 9, 240, 241 52, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined them, and finds they —¢~_"- ooo aen ae m6 
do. In that case the bill goes to the Committee of the Whole. WT BOO 310 S11 S12 313 314 31S m1 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit a parliamen- KW), S31, Se, KM RS, 336, 337, BS, : 1) 345, 
tary inquiry as to this case. | oe Ie STL Gee eB Hg gp ~ S58, 30, 268 5, 367, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. roe) a Sil ee _— 
Mr. LOUD. Here is a House bill. Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede fron ‘ nt 
The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and therefore not in order | the amendment of _ wenate 1 in ered Si,and agr Y n 
to-day against unfinished private business. | et oo ake ee ae 
Mr. LOUD. Itisa privileged matter. Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to La -al 
The SPEAKER. It is not a privileged matter except on the | year, beginning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of WRONG & 
=e . . : authorized to be expended "’; and the Senate : » the same 
days of public business, 5 s : Amendment numbered 45: That the Hous ‘de from lisagrecment 
Mr. ELLIS. Then I withdraw it for the present, and will call | to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the sam: an 
it up at some subsequent time. amendment as follows: In lieu of the language stricken out ins« t vO 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter should go to the “re es ngthening and improving the bulk! a lca 
Committee of the Whole, under the rules of the House. | along the oiaee aay belonging t Seeds esta teary "P. Mobiese al ich on 

Mr. LOUD. If the Chair will allow me one moment. If this | th channel known as Gowauus Creek Channel, the said esta 
report be made and it then go to Committee of the Whole it then son. its heirs ete ne eee ee ee Sees fe oun 
will lose its privileged character. oltesed Men: beatemine 40 tech teem the touthecte side of Bevant cirect 

The SPEAKER. It can not lose any privileged character by | and the easterly side of Court street. and said — d shall the t 
going where the rules require it to go. ny See De a, ee ee One eee 

. . 2 —_ ie present easterly line of the pier at present owt ned by the esta Ip 

Mr. LOUD. It seems to me strange how this, being privileged, | Robinson. and extending thence southerly in a straight line distant 45 fi 
got to the committee. from said pier line to the present bulkhead line continued, a distan f. about 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state precisely how it went to| “tees a ee a" oe 
the committee. Being a House bill with Senate amendments, with | ,, {Proving Gowanus ree eee Lay ae 7 ahead, te thes tee 
a request for a conference, it went to the committee. That com- | with the Red Hook Channel, $25,000." as pe 
mittee had the right to report, because the Senate requested a And the Senate agree t » the si - aie 
conference. Being reported, it goes to Committee of the Whole | ,, vw ne eae ws ae aed tee eae nt 
because that is the rule of the House. | cenaeianent an telbenar ta ten of the tute an aiioaes: neert “tol- 

Mr. LOUD. Well, but, Mr. Speaker, I see matters of a similar | lowmg paragraph Ss 
character every day presented to the House and the House privi- ‘im ate ev at _ fof Et k. N.Y aang waprovement, in 
leged to take some action on the matter. te aad in eeaieateets to the same , ee 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state any case? | ‘Amendment numbered 71: That the Hi use recede from its disagreement to 

Mr. LOUD. Why, appropriation bills and pension bills with | t*@ ee ee me numbered +1, and agree to 1 , in 
Senate amendments on them. ieee ee — " — 

The SPEAKER. Appropriation bills can not be considered nendment numbered 7: That the House recede from it ir it to 
under those circumstances except by unanimous consent. Pen- | te amendment of the Senate } umbered 76, and agree to the L 
sion bills for increases of pensions, with Senate amendments, or | {f\i.0. See ee eee oo een tee dee oe oe 
Senate amendments represe nting increases by the Senate are not | same 
within the rule of measures like this, where a new item is pre- | _Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its disa ment to 
sented involving a new ap wropriation, which Rule XX of the | T°? endment os tm "Senate eS 57, Se See Se ie seen Wine Oe 
House sends to the Committee of the Whole. The matter is very and neiine ei anne —i Ee ee eee 
clear. That bill was submitted to the Chair, and the Chair was the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
not aware that there was a new appropriation in it on a cursory | ;°?A°° — joes SS ane agres YY the same v as ws: 
examination; but on a careful examination it is quite evident | "1 that when anid. P Goodvear. hia heirs and assiens. hes il 
there are expenditures not in the original bill, and relating to a | a200-foot channel of a minimum depth of 23 feet atm n | tide. $30.00 
new or cognate subject—that is, including another State. shall be paid therefor; and when he | ecured a channel 2X) le, 24 

Mr. LOUD. It is the same subject-matter, though relating to | 0. SPs deepening 0 said bar shall be completed within 1 pone 
another State. from the date of the passage of this act: Prov l, That no paymet ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Relating to another State and making other | Sa Goodyear or his legal bp meer, pecnt hy amet naling 
expenditures, | on r of the Coast and Geodetic Surve v selected by him ' r th ut pu 

NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LAND SETTLERS | such depths and widths have severally been obtained by him « 1 


I ! I l 
said officer shall make to Congress a report in detail of the amount of work 
done, its cost, and its value to the Government.’ 


Mr.LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire topresentaconference report. 






It is the one which we had up the other day. It was then read And the Senate agree to the same 

and laid over until yesterday morning, but I let it go over until Amendments numbered 86 and 87: That the House recede from 

this morning so as to give gentlemen an opportunity to examine | ™°™' to the eect et the Se ce oe ict, one 

it. The report was read and also the statement, but an objection 30,000""; an d strike ¢ ment a remainder of the para 

was made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to one | vise, including amendment numbered 87; and the Senate agree to 
feature of the substitute bill presented by the conference commit- | ¢ Aree ered ee TW. edd acren tn the agreement 
tee. Iwould like to dispose of the bill now, and if the gentleman amendment as follows: After the word “improvement,” in the | = 


from Arkansas desires, I will yield him time toexplain his objection, | of the paragr aph, strike out the word “fifty” and insert ‘seventy-fiv: und 
retaining the floor. If,however,the other business of the House | °°" the word “million,” in the seventh line of the paragrap! rt the 





* s : . : * . . words *‘and fifty thousand”: and the Senate agree to the san 
is in such a situation that this will interfere, | do not care to press | “ Amendments numbered 107, 108, 109, 110, and Ill: That the Ho 
1t at this time. | from its disagreement to the amendments of the S« t nun i j 
The SPEAKER. There is other business pressing. | 108 ~ an : 1 TL and agree tow es — . ith = mon iment 
hw lr : . } Out the entire para sraph and nsert in Heu thereo 1e | Ww p 
Mr. LACEY. Then I will withdraw the report for the present. | + Improving i etna ie snistee, Mich.: Continuing 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. | ing the interior channel, $15,000; and all moneys he1 ! 
|} now unexpender o may be wed for cree 8 1 interi 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference | ¢retion of the Secretary of War. Any limitations on such fort 
report on the river and harbor bill. | ations are hereby repealed.” 
The conference report was read. | And the Senate agree to the same 
1 














7 - c | ouse rec s fro its disagreement to the amendn G 

The report is as follows: By = use 126 recede ae. tas ties 
The committee of conference on the dis oe ing votes of the two Houses on | Restore the language proposed to } < 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill | R 7977) making appropriations | vided an the first line of the language p1 

for the construction, repair, and roth ata of certain pub lic works or word “further”; and the Senat y tot 

rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and fre« Amendment numbered 128: That the H 

conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective | to the amendment of the Senate numbe1 ls, and a to tl 

Houses as follows: an amendment as follows: In lieu of the s I sed ¢ ** gor und 
cn at the Seni ate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, | the Senate agree to tl ame 

69, 73, 74, 75, 83, 104, 142, 157, 158, 160, 172, 207, 208, 223, 250, 251, 333 Amendment n 16: T the H I isa t 
The at the Ho use re eae from its disagreement to the amendments | to the amendmen Senat I l i 

Se nat numby red 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, | an amendment as fi : Restore the language prop i to be str 7 

ZA, 25, 26, 27, 283, 29, 30, | 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 3¥, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 5 and at the end of it insert the following: ‘If in the opinion of the Secretary 
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of War the interests of commerce demand such expenditure”; and the Sen- 
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|} amendment as follows: 


| to th 


|} Creek, 


ate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the twelfth line of the language proposed to 
be d strike out the word * but,” after the word * Point,” and insert 
in | -reof the word ** until”; and in the fourteenth line of said proposed 
language strike out the words ‘“‘through the Secretary to the next Con 
gress” and insert in lieu thereof the words **to the Secretary of War on the 
first Monday in December of the current year”; and at the end of the lan- 
guage proposed insert the following: 

*And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to carry out the recom 
mendations of said board, and = mociy ‘the present contract, if necessary, | 
and adjust any loss with the contractor oce: ned by the provisions of this 
act, and to pay the same out of ‘the approp wWiation under which the said con 
tract was made; also to expend the additional sum of $25,000, in his discretion, 
for such dredg ring as may be necessary for the maintenance of channels from 
the mouths of the Appoquinimink River and Blackbird Creek in the channel 
of the Ds laware River through the dike now being constructed from Reedy 
Island to Liston Point for the improvement of the Delaware.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 185: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$10.000; and 
the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreeme 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Se > numbered 204, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follow re the languag “oposed to be stricken out, 
and in the next to the last line of the same str ut the word **dams” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ** locks and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 245: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 245, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “war,” in the fourth line of the 
language proposed to be inserted, insert the following: *“‘not exceeding $5), 
000, or so much thereof asmay be necessary "; and after the word “ river,” in 
the following line, strike out the words “such amounts as may be neces 
sary " and insert in lieu thereof the word *‘and’’; and the Senate agree tothe 
same 

Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same withan 
amendmentas follows: After the word “ otherwise,’’ proposed to be inserted, 
insert the words ** not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof as may be neces 
sary and the Senate agree to the sam« 

Amendment numbered 249: That the iouss recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 249, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the language proposed to be inserted strike 
out the words “such amounts as may be necessary”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 250, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word **dollars,”’ at the end of the first 
proviso, insert the words “exclusive of the amount herein appropriated 
and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Before the word * obtaining,” next preceding the 
—— proposed to be inserted, insert the word * ultimately”; and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

An 1endment numbered 265: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 265, and agree to the same with 
an at mendm: nt as follows: Strike out of the language proposed to be inserted 
all after the word **‘Commission”’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘For the purpose of improving the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks, not exceeding $70,000 at Omaha and Council Bluffs, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; at Rocheport, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; at Glasgow, and for protecting the shore line above 
Glasgow from the foot of Bowling Green Bend to the head of Harrisons 
Island, not exceeding $80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at 
Miami, not exceeding $65,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at St 
Charles, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: at 


and near the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jackson County, Mo., not exceeding 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: on the banks of the river 
opposite Leavenworth and Atchison, not exceeding $15,000 at each of said 
localities, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at Nebraska City, not ex 
ceeding $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the 
Commission may also expend such amounts as may be absolutely necessary 
at any time in the improvement of the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks at other harbors and localities on the river.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 2 That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 280,and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $150,000"; and 
strike out allof the proposed language following said sum, being the proviso; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 297: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $150,000"; strike 
out all of the first proviso proposed,and strike out the word “further, after 
the word * Provided,’ in the second proviso; and at the end of the language 
proposed to be inserted insert the following: ** Said canal to be constructed 
either by the Smiths Cove route or by the Shilshole Bay route, in the dis 
cretion of the Secretary of War”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 308: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the section proposed to be inserted insert 
the following: 

‘Sec. 6. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be made and transmitted to the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress a compilation giving a complete list of all the preliminary examina 
tions that have heretofore been made, date of report, witha statement as to 
each, whether favorable or unfavorable for survey; also a complete list of 
all surveys that have heretofore been made, with a statement as to each, 
whether favorable for adoption or unfavorable, and date of report, amount 
recommended for completion and amount recommended for each, to be ex 
pended during the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1896, by both the Chief of Engi 
neers and the engineer in charge; also a complete list of all projects now un 
der construction or maintenance, together with the year when adopted, and if 
modified, when; the total amount expended on each project and estimate of 
amount required to complete the same, and amount recommended by the 


SU: 


| by this act, making reference to the re 


| to the amendment of 
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Chief of Engineers and by the engineer in charge to be expended during the 
fiscal year beginning July 1. 1898, the amount appropr iated for each project 
sort of the Chief of Engineers, where 
report of each project is given, together with a statement containing the 
amount of the unexpended balance to the credit of each project July 1, 1897, 
whether under construction, work suspended, or appropriation made and 
work not commenced; also the total amounts appropriated heretofore for 
the improvement and maintenance of the rivers, and the total amounts here- 
tofore appropriated for theimprovement and maintenance of harbors in each 
river and harbor act; also the total amount of appropriation, by States, for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 324: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 324, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the language stricken out insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause to be made accurate 
examinations and estimates of cost of construction of a ship canal, by the 
practicable route, wholly within the United States, from the Great 
Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River, of sufficient capacity to 
tre unsport the tonnage of the lakes to the sea.” 


most 


And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 360: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 306), and agree tothe same with an 


In lieu of the language proposed to be Paeeted insert 
the following: 

‘Delaware River, with a view to obtaining a channel 600 feet wide and 30 
feet deep from a point at or near the city of Philadelphia to the deep water 
of Delaware Bay.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its disagreement 
‘amendment of the Senate numbered 375, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In addition to the language proposed insert the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

‘Removal of dam in upper Allegheny, near Corydon, and all the dams on 
the Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near Waterboro, in the Conewango 
a tributary of the Allegheny River.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 376: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the Senate numbered 376, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the language proposed to be inserted insert 





the following paragraph: 

**Gowanus Creek, with a view of obtaining a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

| <A ndment numbered 383: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 383, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the line after the language proposes to be in- 
serted strike out the word “from,” before the word “ modified,”’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “for”; and the Senate agree to the same. 





Amendment numbered 386: That the House recede f 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 386, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word ‘‘refuge,” in the next paragraph 

| but one preceding, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

Inner harbor at Point Judith Pond. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendments numbered 130, 132, and 342: The committee of conference 
have been unable to agree on the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 
132, and 342. 


rom its disagreement 


HOOKER, 


7a ATCHINGS, 
Managers on the oan of the House. 
WM. P. FRYE, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 
the conference report, insist upon its disagreement to the : Senate 
| amendments numbered 130, 132, and 342, and agree to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate. I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
statement which accompanies the report. 
| The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
Tr ~ bill as it passed the House carried appropriations amount- 
ng to 
Ase cum ucts amounting to- ‘ 
As the bill passed the Senate it c arried - 
And contracts amounting to---- ‘ 
The cash items have been reduced in conference................. 
And the reduction in the amount of projects plac ed under con- 
BERG TB io ocak dkepncihacsnkdavtindetebaamed chock beats deaein - 
The Senate amendments ‘upon which no agreements have been 


»3, 860.00 
51, 721, 210. 91 
12, 742, 350. 00 
60,473, 121.91 
$201, 000. 00 


$10, 4 








cavinteteciped hora hxtet 4, 110, 823.00 


| _ reached involve appropriations amounting to -.-..--....---.-. 100, 000. 00 
AE COmBPAORE GORE BOs nonce de ciad du dcaceskscacenctnevasee 3,341, 000, 00 
W. B HOOKER. 
BINGER HERMANN 
T. C. CATCHINGS. 


| Mr. DOCKERY. 
| House conferees? 

| by the conferees. 

| concerned. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any gentleman 
who desires to debate this matter, I am willing to yield time for 
| that purpose. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. Idesire to be heard; but I suppose the gentle- 

man himself desires to make a statement. 

Mr. HOOKER, Iwill make mine after you get through. 
| much time do you desire? 
| Mr. DOCKERY. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iwill yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from 
Missouri. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose the gentleman will yield me five 
| minutes additional if I require it. 

Mr. HOOKER. If necessary. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House 


Mr. Speaker, is that statement signed by the 
The rules require an official statement, signed 
I will, however, waive that point so far as | am 


How 
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for a very few moments, but even if I desired longer time I would | 


be unable to secure it. Iam in favor of proper appropriations 
for the improvement of the facilities for water transportation, 
but I am opposed to this bill because it carries riotous appropria- 


tions not warranted by the condition of the Treasury or the con- | 
I know, Mr. Speaker, that what | ' 


dition of business of the country. 
I may say will not be punctuated by applause. 
as well as any Representative on this floor. As my friend from 
California [Mr. Loup] aptly suggests, ‘‘ We are all init.” That 
expresses the whole situation. [Laughter.] When this bill left 
the House it carried, including the indefinite appropriation for 
the Monongahela River, appropriations and liabilities aggregat- 
ing $65,148,770.91, having received the affluent consideration in 
debate of forty minutes all told, without the right of amendment. 
As reported to the Senate by the Senate Committee on Commerce 
it carried in direct appropriations $12,690,550, the indefinite appro- 
priation of $3,000,000 for the Monongahela River, and authorized 
contracts of $63,353,121, making a grand total of $79,048,671. 

Mr. Speaker, in this connection I desire to call attention to 
the rapidly increasing totals of the river and harbor bills, alto- 


1 realize that fact 


gether out of proportion to the progress of the country, Since 
1878 the appropriations have been as follows: 
APPROPRIATIONS. 
TO a eee a ee a $8, 201, 700. 00 
Nd a et De eee Sa 7, 846, 600. 00 
Oi a ee ed a ae 8, 951, 500. 00 
I ag 5 a le 11, 441, 300. 00 
I rain iles  R li e N io - 18, 738, 875. OO 
| se Ne ee Te ee 13. 949, 200. OO 
I Ei 8 2 le i a ee es 14, 473, 900. 00 
I i a ae 7 cseseces meee ennee 
Se rho ai $25, 136, 295. 00} 88. 419. 274. 00 
‘Contracts authorized - 13, 282, 979. 00 § ’ 


Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment, I 

wish to say that he has not corre 
As | understand, it was $13,282,979. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the contracts were additional to the direct 
appropriations of that bill. The statement to which I am re- 
ferring was prepared by the accomplished clerk of the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and I venture to say it is correct. 

In 1892 the appropriations were $21,154,218; contracts author- 
ized, $31,760,521; total, $52,914,739. In 1894 the appropriations 
were $11,473,180, and no contracts authorized. In 1896, in the 
pending bill as passed by the Senate and sent to conference, ~ 
aggregate of specific appropriations was $12,690,550; Monong 
hela River, indefinite, $3,000,000; contracts authorized, $63,353,12 + 
aggregate, $79.043,671. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ican not yield. I have only ten minutes, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will give the gentleman some of my time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I decline to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The gentleman 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that the liabilities 
under the contract system are rapidly increasing. The contract 
system was recognized for the first time in the river and har- 
bor bill of 1890, the amount of contracts then —— being 
$13,282,979. In 1892 the amount leaped to $31,760,521; and this 
bill as reported to the Senate authorized contracts qnountine 
$63,353,121; and the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] sug- 
gests that the amount should be $100,000,000. I regret that the 
efforts of the gentleman from Oregon, in behalf of that State, were 
not recognized by the people of his district in the recent conven- 
tion which nominated someone else as Representative in Congress; 
because by his diligence and ability he has furnished through 
river and harbor bills the greatest source of revenue to the State 
of Oregon that it has ever enjoyed. 

Mr. HERMANN. My friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKErRyY] 
will allow me to say that the issue to which he refers was not 
raised before the people of Oregon; and if the people of Oregon 
had had the decision of the matter it would, I believe, have been 
decided very differently, so far as I am concerned, and by a very 
large majority. The people of Oregon favor the most liberal wa- 





‘tly stated the amount for 1890. | 


to | 


5907 


in the celebrated 
i882. They seem 


to this body when President of the United States, 
veto of the river and harbor bill of August 1, 
appropriate to this occasion. I quote the message: 


To the House of Representatives: 









Having watched with mu: ‘h interest the progress of House bill No 

itle d An act making ap propr iations for the « ion, repair, : 
ervation of certain works on rivers and harb r her } 
and. having since it was receive d arefully exami f matt 
eration I am constrained to return it herewith to the House of R 
tives, in which it originated, without my signature and with niy « bje 


to its passage. 
























Many of the appropriations in the bill are clearly for the general welfare 
and most beneficent in their chara r. Twoof the objects for whicl vi 
sion is made were by me considere i so important that I felt it my duty to 
direct to them the attention o ‘ess. |i ual message in Decem 
ber last  eraed the vital importance f f legis! ‘the reclam: m of the 
marshes and for the establishment of t ong t Pots we 
front. In April last, by special message, I an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Mississippi R scary that | 
that when my signature wou make the ng for tl 
other valuable national objects a law i uctance nd 
under a sense of duty that I with! l 

mss p r objection to the bill is that it contains appropriations for pur- 
pe 1e « 10n defens ind which do not pro 
mote commerce a g the St on the contrat ‘ 
entirely fi r the benefit of th Océ fom 0 prep sed to 
make theimprovements. Ire ippropriation of »public money as 
beyond the powers given b stitution to C ngress and th 1e Pre nt 

| feel the more bound to withhold my signature from the bill because of the 
peculiar evils which manifestly result from this infraction of the Constita- 
tion. Appropriations of this nature, to be devoted purely to local objects, 
eee in number and rmount As the citizens of one Sta 
find that money, to raise which they in common with the wh« int ire 
taxed, is to + ex pen led f for local Improv nts in another State, th d 
mand similar benefits for themselves, and t unnatural that they sl l 
seek to indemnify themse s for such use of the public funds by securing 
appropriations for similar improve nts in their own neighborbood 

I invite especial attention, Mr. Speaker, to the following sen- 


tence, inasmuch as it emphasizes the appropriate suggestion just 
made by the gentleman from California {|Mr. Loup 
Thus as the bill becomes more object ires more support. 
Again, President Arthur says: 


mable i 


tsect 


















This result is invariable and necessarily follows a neglect to serve the 
constitutional limitations im ed up pe aenes 1g powers 

The appropriations for riv« d harbor improvements | «, under tl 
fluences to which I have aliu ncreased year by year out of prop ) 
the progress of the country, great as that has b In 1870 the aggregate 
appropriation was $3,975,900; im 1875, 86.048.517.50; in 1880, $8.976.500, and | 
$1!.451.000, while by the present act ther appropriated $18,743,875 

Whiie feeling every disposition to leave to the Legislature the responsibil- 
ity of determining what amount should be appropriated for the } 
the bill, so long as the appropriatio ar ? to objects ine 
grant of power, [can not escape the cor S101 hat, as @ pa th 
making power of the Governmen es uj to wi l 
my signature from a bill cont ns wl \ 
greatly exceed in amount the ne« intry for ese! ' 
year. It being the usage to provide these p ) y ann t] 
propriation bills, the President i to ex} ! » large an 
amount of money within so brief : t snditu in bye 
made economically and advantageously 

The extravagant expenditure of public money is an evil! be meas- 
ured by the value of that money to the people wl » taxed for it I y 

| sustain a greater injury in the demoralizing effect produced upon those ) 
| are intr usted with official duty through all the ramifica s of Gov ipnt 

These objections: ald be ren wvedand ry cor ‘ reit y 
attained should ¢ arene ean t that one-half only ie a i iu 
provided for in the bill be appropriated for exper iY the f al 
year, and that the sum so appropriated be expen r such ol 
eens eae Sen On She See ‘tary of War, 1 r ad nn l I 
dent, shall determine; provided case shall the expenditu rany 
cne purpose exceed the eum now desis d by the bill for that purpose 

I feel authorized to make this sugg estion be ‘ause of the duty imposed yon 
the President by the Constitution recommend to the cor leration of 
Congress such measures as he shal aa ‘cessary and expedient and b 
cause it is my earnest desire that the publ c works \ whi hare in progress shall 
suffer no injury. Congress will alsoconvene againin four months, whent 


terway improvements, and have indorsed my action in Congress | 


many times, for which I feel grateful to them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iagree with the gentleman 

Mr. HERMANN. They believe in public appropriations for 
purposes of this kind. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know the ability of the gentleman 
nominated as successor to my friend, but if I had resided in Ore- 
gon and been called upon to name a Republican for the position, 
i oy have supported the gentleman from Oregon {Mr. HER- 
MANN 

Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call the attention of the House to 

the views of a distinguished citizen of New York; and I commend 
them to the brilliant young New Yorker | Mr. Hooker] in charge 
of this bill. They are the views of Chester A. Arthur, submitted 





whole subject will be open for their consideration 
CHESTER A 


Auqusat 1, 1882. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Mr. Speaker, I have read the veto message of that prince among 
gentlemen, that splendid American President, who, called to the 
Presidency under circumstances peculiarly embarrassing, so ac- 
quitted himself in the discharge of the duties of that great office 
that in his retirement to private life he carried with him the grate- 
ful benedictions of the whole people. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill to me is more suggestive of the profligate 
expenditures of the kings of France in the years immediately pre- 
ceding the Revolution than any bill called to my attention during 
my Congressional service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Missouri has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like a few minutes more 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield the gentleman two minutes additional. 


The time of the gentleman from 


Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me—— 
Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman must excuse me, I had 


more time I would gladly yield. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield the gentleman so much additional 
time as he may require to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hopktns]}. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, in the first place, I want to ask the 
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ion: Whether he can see any parallel between 








gentleman this quest 
- 



































the expenditures France, to which he has referred, under the | 
kings there, and the expenditures under this bill, which are for 
the benefit of the whole people? And, in the second place, is there 
an item in the bill—and if there is I wish he would point it out— | 
which is objectionable and which can not be advocated and sup- | 
ported on the ground of public good? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Speaker, there was not a King of 











} 
i 


France who ever laid the heavy hand of the taxgatherer upon the 
ple who did not claim to do it in the interest of the people. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no! 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


And there is not asingle item in this bill that 
does not come 
people. 


here challenging our approval in the name of the 
{Applause.| And I say further that you know, and I 
know—but I have not the time to analyze the items of this bill 
in the limited time accorded me—you know that while the bill has 
many meritorious features, yet it is honeycombed with local pro- 
jects for private purposes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Name one of them. 


Mr. HOOKER. Point them out. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). And, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNE. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Missouri 
to ask if it would not be better for him, instead of reading criti- 
cisms upon a bill 14 years of age, to point out the items in the 
present bill which he regards as worthy of reproach, or which are 
unjustifiable? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that I have 
not gone into the details of this bill because I was assured by the 
gentleman in charge of the bill that I could not secure more than 
ten minutes’ time for discussion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield you time to point them out. 
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Mr. DOCKERY (continuing And I have to indulge, perhaps, 
in generalities, because the time is so limited. 

| know, Mr. Speaker, that my protest will be unheeded. I know 
that my voice will fall on dull ears; I know the claim will be 
made here and throughout the country that the enormous total of 
this bill, covering as it does about eighty millions of liabilities, is 
for the public weal. But I desire to say 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing But [ appeal from this tribunal 
to the great body of the American people. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] I appeal from the Representatives here whointend 





t 17? 
to sup 


port this bill to the farmers of the country, to men who fol 
low the plow and toil for ir daily subsistence; I appeal to the 
men who work in the fields and in the factories and in the mines, 
and to the men who are engaged in the various business avoca- 
tions of the country - 

Mr. HOPKINS. And they willall repudiate you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing I appeal to the vast army of men 
who earn their bread by their daily I appeal, Mr. Speaker, 
to them to condemn this this enormous, this unjusti- 
fiable, this profligate appropriation of public money. [Applause. } 

Mr. HOOKER. Now will you yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If time were conceded I would be glad to 
yield to any gentleman. But the gentleman from New York will 
have his own time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield you abundance of time. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). If it were conceded by everybody 
that the incoming Administration is to be Democratic, then it 
might be claimed by some of us that these stupendous liabilities 
you are imposing on the people and upon the Treasury are in- 
tended to embarrass such an Administration. 

Mr. HULICK. Nobody thinks that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But with the confident assurance which you 
make, with the claim that the incoming Administration is to be 
Republican, I am at a loss to understand the policy which piles 
up appropriations and liabilities to more than $600,000,000, 

Sir, I do not know who will be the next President—— 

A Memprer. McKinley. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). It is alleged by our Republican 
friends that their party will triumph, and that the gentleman 
from Ohio will be the next President of the United States; but I 
hope—— 

Mr. COLSON. If he is, one thing is certain—you will never 
praise him until after he is dead. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). I hope his friends on this floor 
will protest against the further ravishing of the Treasury [deri- 
sive laughter on the Republican side], that will result in its impov- 
erishment and the embarrassment of the Administration. 
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riotous, 
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question? 


In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say again that I invoke the | 
aid of all the people in denunciation of this bill, which will still 
further deplete the Treasury, already embarrassed in so far as 
current revenues and expenditures are concerned [applause and 
laughter the Republican side], and intimidate the business 
interests of the country, now suffering from ocean to ocean. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield to me now for a 





Mr. DOCKERY. I yield the floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is unfair in the gentleman, after conceding 
him the time, not to answer a question which I wish to ask in 
Zor «1 faith. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, I will answer it. 

Mr. HOOKER. And it is this: You supported the fortification 
bill, I believe, which provided for an appropriation of about $80,- 
000,000, did you not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwas not in this city when that bill was con- 
| sidered by the Committee on Appropriations. I was called away 
on a mission unnecessary to refer to—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Then by your absence the Treasury must have 
suffered greatly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I donot think I was present when it was 
considered on the floor of this House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Justanother question. I will yield toyon five, 
ten, or fifteen minutes’ time if you will point out a single item in 
this river and harbor bill which is not justified by the report of 
the engineer. [Applause. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it is known and has been known 
| for years that the estimates of the Departments for appropria- 

tions—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HOOKER. No; I do not yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; Lam cut off from the answer I 
should like to make. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. HEPBURN}. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I assure you that I have no ex- 
pectation of in any manner disturbing the convictions of the House 
with regard to the immediate necessity of passing this bill. I 
know that there area large number of gentlemen who, on various 
occasions, notably this morning, have made it manifest that they 
regard it as imperative that the bill should pass; and I can always 
tell approximately, Mr. Speaker, how much of an appropriation 
isin a particular district by the vociferous manner in which mem- 
bers of the House always resent adverse criticism. The gentle- 
men who are most intent on showing their disapprobation of 
everything that is said in opposition to this measure are almost 
always those who have succeeded in securing the greatest possible 
amount. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen have been very anxious to have 
some one point out the iniquities in this bill, while the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY] was using the first ten minutes 
allotted tohim. Did you want anything of that kind, gentlemen? 
You passed this bill without debate, and I make the aftirmation 
here now that not one section has been considered in this House. 

Vhy, Mr. Speaker, was there ever anything known inall the history 
of villainous legislation like this? Seventy-five million dollars in 
round numbers taken out of the Treasury of the United States, 
and not one section of the bill has yet been read for amendment. 
Not one paragraph had a moment’s deliberate consideration. 
There was not an opportunity to say a word in opposition to the 
multiplied iniquities of the measure. 

And now gentlemen have the insolence to get up on this floor 
and demand that the opponents of this bill shall point out wherein 
its iniquities lurk. Shame on such false pretense! Shame on it, 
[say! It is unworthy of the American Congress. If this bill is 
what you claim, if from every line of it there is to come bless- 
ing, why did you, coward-like, get away from investigation? 

{Applause on the Democratic side.]| Why did you do it? Mr. 
Speaker, I have no time in ten minutes to address myself to the 
provisions of this bill further than to call attention to one of the 
amendments proposed now. As the bill left this body fifty-odd 
millions were provided for in the nature of contracts. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] succeeded in getting an amend- 
ment on the bill, by consent, that 25 per cent only should be ava’'l- 
able in any one year. I say that practically the conferees have 
taken out that wholesome provision from this bill and that prac- 
tically the whole sum of $74,000,000 may be saddled upon the Gov- 
ernment in a single year—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Notin the way of payments, 
but in the way of deferred payments upon which the contractor 
will secure his interest in the increased demand that he will make 
for the work. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will you permit me a question? 
desire to be otherwise than fair? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not. Will you read the fifth section in 
your time? Do not take it out of my time. 

Mr. HOOKER, I will give you abundant time. The modi- 
fications made by the conference committee, so far as these con- 
tinuous contracts are concerned, will not change the appro- 
priations for any one fiscal year under these contracts to exceed 
$2,000,000. 


| Mr. HEPBURN. 


You do not 


I have not said that they would. 
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Mr. HOOKER. You say it would all become available in one Mr. HEPBURN. I was thinking about eight minutes, 
year? [Laughter. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I did not say that. Mr. HOOKER. All right. 

Mr. HOOKER. What I say to you to correct you is this: That Mr. HEPBURN. So that, Mr. Speaker, there would be four 
if all these contracts entered into are made by the Secretary of | contracts always to complete a work, and in the payment of each 
War immediately when he is authorized to do so, and all the | contractor he must have compensation for the assembling of his 
money provided for under the bill, he can not expend in any | plants, the assembling of his hands, and the deterioration of the 


one fiscal year, under the bill as it stands now, to exceed $16,612,- | work during the suspended period of work. Under this system, 

873. Now, under the bill as it passed the House the amount that | to some extent, that difficulty will be obviated; but where you 
could be expended by the Secretary of War in any one year under | make deferred payments you have got to do as every debtor does; 
the continuous contracts was $14,307,000, so the difference which | you have got to pay interest in some form or other upon these 
you say the conferees have made is simply $2,000,000. millions; and in addition to that, the difficulties of getting appro- 


Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman has entire ly misunderstood | priations out of the Congress of the United States, where a debt is 
what I said. I said that under the provisions of your recommen- | due, is something that all the people of the United States know 
dation the Secretary of War can burden the Government of the | of, and we will have to pay, in all of these contracts, for the repu- 
United States with an amount equal to every dollar, in debts, of | tation that we have upon matters of that kind. 
this seventy-odd millions, and you make it worse because we all Mr. HERMANN. [If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
know that when a contract is to be made covering a period of four | rupt him, I will say that admitting all that the gentleman has 
years and there are deferred payments, the contractor will insist | said, the gentleman will still see that there will be very great 
upon such an increased sum for his work as will cover the interest | saving, amounting to from 25 to 30 per cent; and inasmuch as the 


on the deferred payment. That is the point I made. gentleman is one who is in favor of economy in public expendi- 
Mr. HOOKER. Your statement was that the Secretary of War | tures, surely he would not prefer the old system to this, when 
could pile upon the Government an indebtedness of $75,000,000 in | there has been such a large saving in the amount that has been 
ayear. I want to say to you that under the bill it is not true. expended under this system. 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is untrue to this extent—that he has $12,- Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman understand he was ask- 
000,000 or $13,000,000 to pay out, and the residue he could pile up | ing me a question? 
on the Government of the United States through contracts. | Mr. HERMANN. Iam asking whether you do not believe that 


Mr. HOOKER. My dear sir, he can only expend $12,000,000 | the present system is far better, even assuming that it is neces- 
and some odd hundred thousand dollars, which is provided in the | sary to pay a considerable sum in the form of interest on the 
annual appropriation, and not exceeding $16,000,000 in any year | deferred payments? 
under contract. Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I will not ask you another question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He will expend this sum of $12,000,000 and | [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, if I had had the time I would have tried 


then the additional sum of $16,000,000, and all between these sums | to point out some of the expenditures carried in this bill that ] 
and the gross sum covered by this bill he may saddle upon the | think are not for the public interest. Some are good, but many 
Government as debt under the contracts. He can make the Gov- | items are bad, very bad. I would have referred again, as | have 
ernment of the United States responsible in the nature of con- | often referred in times past, to the pretended improvement of the 
tracts, and for the deferred payments made the contractor will | Mississippi River, especially for the purpose of emphasizing the rea 


recoup himself in additional sums he will demand for his work. | sons which possibly inspire the eloquence of the gentleman from 
is not that true? Mississippi | Mr. CaTcHInGs} on these occasions. I remember 
Mr. HOOKER. No, sir: because it is stated in the bill pre- | seeing a few days ago, in one of the public prints, resolutions 
cisely how much can be expended in any one fiscal year. adopted in the county convention of a county within the gentle- 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is as to the first payment. Now, let | man’s district. One of those resolutions went on to recite that 
me confound the gentleman with half a dozen sentences from his | the Democrats there assembled did not agree with that distin- 
own bill: guished gentleman upon national questions; that upon those 
. - 6 : . nestio » Was rr ri ul ( ‘-enresent bis people 1 
Sec. 5. That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, ry : ns he was all wi ns mac did not : r en Peo] but 
under the provisions of this act, in addition to the sums appropriated herein, iat he had been sou ul tothe people of that district in securing 
the Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pay, in any one ap prop Wiations to build levees along the Mississippi River to pro 
fiscal year, beginning July 1, 1897, more than $4,000 upon the said contr a tect their plantations from inundation that, notwithstanding the 
for any one of the works he rein placed under the contract system, except ‘ hat inners . ; exe : > 
herein otherwise specifically authorized to do: Provided, Any part of the an- | fact that they were not en rapport with him upon political matters 
nual allotment herein provided tor, not earned and paid for, material fur- | gen¢ rally ; they instructed their delegates to vote to continue him 
nished, or work done in one fiscal year, may be paid for material furnished | jn Cong 


ress. 
and work done under the contracts in any subsequent fiscal year: Provided = . ‘ . 
further, That nothing herein contained shall be so constructed as to prevent | [ do not hestitate to say, Mr. Speaker, that all the good that has 


the Secretary of War from making contracts for the whole or any part of been | accomplished by the ¢ appropriations which have been made 
Soe baad eyes hotovear ts he male's sealed in thie ction =?” | 2 Fiver and harbor bills for that section is found in the reclame 
tion of swamp and overflowed lands from the incursions of the 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; and that is just what I say here. | waters of the Mississippi River. We had here, and the commit 
Here is the limitation; and notwithstanding the $60,000,000 im | tee had before them, the report of the Secretary of War in rela 
contracts authorized here, the Secretary of War can not obligate | tion to the so-called Mississippi improvement. in which he stated 
this Government to pay more than $16,000,000 in any one fiscal | that $27,000,000 had been expended upon that river since the 
year. organization of the Mississippi River Commission, and that the 
Mr. HEPBURN. That is true; but here is an indebtedness | only result as to the improvement in navigation was that there 
to the other amount, and here is interest in the form of a larger | had been an increase of 18 inches in the channel depth of the river 
demand that will be made because of the deferred payments. | in two places! That is the testimony of the Secretary of War 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that is plain. upon that subject, and I call attention to ~ fact that after an 
Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ! expenditure of $27,000,000 there were last year twenty-three points 
question? I desire to ask the gentleman if he is familiar with this | on the Mississippi River right in the region of the ‘*improvement” 
experience under the contract system—that in almost every case | where there was a channel depth not exceeding.44 feet. Twenty- 
there has been asaving of from 25 to 33 and even 50 per cent under | seven million dollars expended, and the navigation of the river 
contract system; and that this $76,000,000 to which he refers is | still in the same condition substantially in which it was when the 
merely a possible approximation of the cost, but does not repre- | first dollar was expended! And yet, because ane are voters 

sent the actual ultimate expense. along that river, and because the aid of their Representatives he 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am free to admit that the con- | is necessary in order to pass the river and harb or bill, that work 


tract system is the better system if you will make the payments | is continued year after year and that Commission has a renewed 
promptly. There is. no question about that. Heretofore, under | lease of its power, and _ work of building now goes on 


the old system, we have been in the habit of appropriating 25 per | Mr. Speaker, I was glad when the gentle man from Missouri 
cent, about, of the estimated cost of the work, and the contractor | [Mr. DockERyY] read the message of President Arthur of less than 
could only get a contract for the amount appropriated that year. | fourteen years ago, in which he called attention to the wonderful 
There would be a necessity for assembling four different plants. | rapidity of the growth of the river and harbor bill through means 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. which he mildly criticised. At that time the } it] had reached only 
Mr. HEPBURN. My time was largely occupied by the gentle- | $18,000,000, but in fourteen years, by progressive steps, we have 
man from New York. | gone on and on in these raids upon the ‘Treasu intil to-day there 
Mr. HOOKER. Do you desire further time? | is the enormous sum of $74,000,000 carried and provided for in the 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. bill under consideration and no remonstrance against it. 
Mr. HOOKER. How much time would you like? Mr. HERMANN. Weare becoming wiser in our legislation. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Just about as much as you had. Mr. HEPBURN. If we goon at this rate—and there is every 
Mr. HOOKER. About five minutes? reason to believe that we shall, for I have no expectation that the 
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next House of Representatives will be more virtuous than this, or | 
the succeeding one more virtuous than the next—if we go on at 

this rate, I leave the probable enormous increase of future river 

and harbor bills to the prophetic wisdom of some of the friends of 

this m« ire. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House only a few 
moments with reference to this report. In explaining what has 
been done I desire to say simply this: The bill as it passed the 


d 


con 


an appropriation in cash of $10,453,860. It carried 
$91,721,210.91. The cash appro- 
y the Senate to $12,752,350—— 

Wiil the gentleman allow me a question? 


[ will. 


House carri¢ 
continuing 
priation was increased by 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
tinued in the next Congress as chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors—— 

Mr. HOOKER. You are 
occur. 

Mr. HEPBI T hope it will. 

Mr. HOOK! Thank you. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose that should be so, and that there 
should be the same class of ‘‘meritorious appropriations” pre- 


tract 


corecatina & 
crs Sagerezating : 


supposing something that may not 


N. 


™ 
iv 
oR 


sented to that Congress that have been presented to this, would | 
a like bill to this for the next Congress? | 
If I were honored with the position which the | 


ye 
i 


not the gentleman favo 
Mr. HOOKER. 
gentleman suggests, I would favor a bill which I thought would 


meet the demands of the people [applause]; and I will say to the | 


gentleman that I think this bill meets the demands of the people 


toa greater extent than any river and harbor bill that has ever | 


been passed by the Congress of the United States. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then would not the gentleman give us an- 
other bill of the same character next year? 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is going further into the future 
than I can see. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
not unfair for the gentleman to lay such stress on the compara- 
tive smallness of the mere cash appropriation in this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think not. I think that,as I go on,I will 
demonstrate to the House that I am correct. To continue, Mr. 
Speaker, I was about to say that the cash appropriation was in- 
creased by the Senate to $12,752,350. The Senate increased the 
contracts to $60,000,473.91. In conference the cash appropriation 
has been reduced to $12,551,350. 
bill as it passed the Senate have been reduced in conference $4, 110,- 


o 
4 


823, so that they now stand,as agreed upon in conference, at 
$56,357,308.91. 
The Senate in its amendment provided for eight additional 


continuing contracts—one at Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, car- 
rying an appropriation of $1,996,250; one at Oakland Harbor, 
California, carrying an appropriation of $666,000; one at Santa 
Monica, Cal., at Wilmington Harbor, California, 
$342,000; one at Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
[sland, $707,000; one at Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana, $1,173,250; 
one at Columbia River Boat Railway, Oregon and Washington, 
$2,064,477, and Lake Washington Canal, Washington, $1,400,000, 
That has been reduced, as I stated a moment ago, $4,000,000, with 
two projects yet in dispute between the conferees, the one at Wil- 
mington, Cal., and the other at Santa Monica, aggregating about 
$3,500,000. 


$2,998,000; one 


is 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the bill as it passed the House placed a limi- | 


tation upon these contracts; in other words, the House bill pro- 
vided that in any one fiscal year the Secretary of War should not 
expend under these continuous contracts more than 25 per cent 
of the amount estimated for the completion of the project. That 
has been amended in the Senate by a provision which states t hat 
not to exceed $400,000 shall be expended on any one project in any 
single year. 
all cases except four projects, if lremember correctly—one the 
Hennepin Canal 

Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
as to all the cases in this bill where the amount of the contract 
authorized is less than $400,000 the whole amount may be paid in 
any one year? 

Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


May I ask the gentleman a question? 
; : 1 


That is correct. 
Now, will the gentleman tellus what amount 


of payment may be required under that provision, together with | 


the other percentage, during the fiscal year ending in 1897? 

Mr. HOOKER. Ishall endeavor to do so before I get through. 
The Senate provision, as I was saying, modified the House pro- 
vision. There are four projects in the country as to which there 


is a limitation that not to exceed 25 per cent of the amount esti- | 
mplete the work shall be expended in any one fiscal 


mated to ¢ 
year. One of these is the Hennepin Canal; another the project at 


Duluth; another the improvement at Buffalo; and a fourth the 


Suppose that the gentleman should be con- | pleted and paid all the continuous contracts heretofore authorized 
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May 





harbor of refuge in Delaware Bay. Ihave had a computation 
made of the amount which would be expended under these con- 
tracts by both the House provision and the Senate provision, pro- 
vided the Secretary of War should let the contract for the entire 
amount estimated for the completion of the work. If he should 
let all those contracts provided for in the bill, for the full amount 
estimated, there would be expended under the continuous con- 


| tracts in one fiscal year $16,000,000 under the Senate provision 


and $14,000,000 under the House provision. 

Now I wish to say further that experience has demonstrated 
that there has been saved on the part of the Government by this 
system of continuous contracts all the way from 10 to 50 per cent 
in the different projects throughout the country. We have com- 


| except an expenditure of about $4,000,000. Therefore I say I am 


| justified in the statement that while this provision as it now stands 


Well, in view of the probability of that, is it | 


The contracts authorized by the | 


That is the general provision in the bill applying in | 
t © 


in the form adopted by the Senate authorizes the expenditure of 
$56,000,000 for continuous contracts, according to the figures that 
have been furnished us by the Chief of Engineers, these contracts 
will be let for from ten to fifteen million dollars less than the 
amount authorized; in other words, there will be a reduction of 
from ten to fifteen million dollars at least from the $56,000,000. 

Now, if the Secretary of War be prohibited from obligating the 
Government to pay upward of $400,000 on any one of these con- 
tracts in any one fiscal year there can not be in any event, after 
the cash appropriations have been exhausted, more than $16,000,- 
000 which the Government will have to pay. 


projects will be in such a condition that the contracts can be let 
| immediately after the passage of this bill. 
time before they are all contracted for. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If there are $60,000,000—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Fifty-six million dollars I said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, for convenience I will say $60,000,000. 
If the amount in the aggregate may be $60,000,000, may not $15,- 
| 000,000 mature during the next fiscal year on the continuing con- 
tracts—— 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you will have to add that to the $12,- 
000,000 carried outright by the bill. Now I wish to know what 
portion of these contracts will fall under $400,000; because all of 
them may mature in the first year. 

Mr. HOOKER. There are, I will say to the gentleman, very 
few—only two or three—less than $400,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Sothat you have there §2 
000,000 that may possibly be expended. 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir; there are no circuinstances under 
which this Government can be obligated to pay under these con- 
tinuous contracts more than $16,000,000 in one year if every one 
of these contracts be let. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the bill itself carries $12,000,000 in addi- 
tion to the contracts. Add that amount to the $16,000,000 and 
you have $28,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER, Iam not including the $12,900,000 in the con- 
tinuous contracts. They are two separate and distinct proposi- 
tions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
year. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is making a prophecy for next 
year. If we come back here—and I hope you will all come back 
in the Fifty-tifth Congress—and a river and harbor bill is prepared, 
| I hope, as I said a moment ago, that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors will prepare a bill which will meet the urgent demands 
| of the commerce of the country, and that they will have the 
courage to urge such a bill, even if it does take a few million 
dollars to make the appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like, with the gentleman’s per- 
mission, to ask him one or two questions. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to know, first, whether these con- 
tinuing contracts, in the main, involve the completion of the works 
which embrace them and for which the appropriations are made 
by this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; they are to complete the contracts. 
| Mr. HENDERSON. So that you will in the future eliminate 
them from the necessity of further appropriations? 

Mr. HOOKER. They will be eliminated; all of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, if understand you correctly, under 
the provisions of this bill, which we are now considering, $12,000,- 
000 is the minimum and $16,000,000 is the maximum that can pos- 


| 
I wish to say further that it is not at all likely that all these 


It may be some little 


~ 


‘ 


,000,000 or $28,- 


We shall have in addition the usual bill next 








| sibly be expended or called for by the Secretary of War, under the 
operations of the bill, from the Treasury during the next fiscal 
year? 


| Mr. HOOKER. No; not quite that. Twelve millions, I will 





1896. 





state to the gentleman, of cash appropriations are made by the bill 
for the two years. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


Or at the rate of $6,000,000 a year. 
Mr. HOOKER. 


Ye S, sir. 


tractors when he has the authority under the bill to let them, and 
at the estimated cost they are supposed to involve—the maximum 
amount that the Government would be obliged to pay is about 
$16,000,000 by reason of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then, doI understand that four millions 
may be added to the twelve millions, making sixteen millions; or 
is it an additional sum of sixteen millions to be added to the twelve 
millions? 

Mr. HOOKER. The cash appropriations and the continuing 
appropriations are two separate items. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Atall events, youare sure that twelve mil- 
lions will be expended during the year? 

Mr. HOOKER. No; during the two years that the bill runs. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well. Then there may be sixteen 
millions more, in addition, within the two years? 

Mr. HOOKER. Whenever the Secretary of War enters into the 
contracts, if he enters into all of them that he is authorized to 
enter into by the bill, he may obligate the Government to pay the 
amount of $16,000,000 under them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And in addition to that you have what 
you call the ‘‘ cash appropriations,” amounting to six millions a 
year for the two years? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is to say, you expect the twelve mil- 
lions to run over a period of two years? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
you make a total which may be called for during the year of 
$22,000,000? 

Mr. HOOKER. That is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that is the maximum that the Gov- 


° | 
ernment can be called upon to pay during the next year under | 


the operation of this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But my friend from New York does not in- 
clude the three millions of indefinite appropriations- 

Mr. HOOKER. I have included all of the appropriations that 
the bill carries. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But I mean the indefinite appropriation for 
the improvement of the Monongahela River. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, well, I do not know that we will go into 
that this year. That is a very indefinite subject. We will leave 
that to succeeding Congresses. 

Mr. DALZELL. Nobody knows anything about it yet. 

Mr. HOOKER. And it is not fair to charge it up as an appro- 
priation in this bill, because it is impossible to state when the mat- 
ter will be called to the attention of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, it may not be definitely fixed, but the 
gentleman from Pittsburg is on the trail. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. And hopes to get there some time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then,if I understand the gentleman from 
New York, if the Secretary of War exercises the authority given 
to him under the bill and provides for all of this work it will in- 
volve the Government in an expenditure of not exceeding $22,- 
000,000 for the next year. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the light of the comparative statement 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] of the vetoed 
bill of fourteen years ago, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if he can give us a comparison in the matter of the depth of 
water sufficient to accommodate the coastwise and internal trade 
of the United States at that time as compared with the present 
time, and the amount of water transportation in use to-day as 
compared with fourteen years ago, for the purpose of showing 
whether it is or is not true that the increased expenditures for 





rivers and harbors have not kept pace with the increased commerce | 


and depth of water required to float it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I see the gentleman from New York is prop- 
erly overwhelmed with the magnitude of the expected answer. It 
would take volumes to tell it all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I hope the gentleman will give us the 
information as speedily as possible. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why does the gentleman juggle with the 
idea of $6,000,000 a year? Does not the gentleman know that 
every dollar of the $12,000,000 may be appropriated and expended 
within one month after the 30th day of June next? 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not, and it is not even fair to insinuate 
that it could be done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We are speaking now of the appropriations 
that are authorized by the bill. The gentleman from New York 
is talking about spreading them over two years’ time. 


Now, there may be. if the contracts | 
are all let by the Secretary of War, and are entered into by the con- | 
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Mr. HOOKER. Does not the gentleman know that it frequently | 
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occurs that appropriations are made for projects throughout 
the country and they are not expended in two, three, and four 
years? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The most of them go back into the Treasury, 
however, if they are not expended within two years. 

Mr. HOOKER. There are millions of dollars to the credit of 
various projects that have not been expended. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman answer one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I believe I was recognized, and I think 


the gentleman should answer my question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing ta 
the conference report and insisting on the disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendments which are not included in the conference report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. Give us 
a record. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 33 in favor of the demand and 128 against. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. Hooker. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported on the demand for 
the yeas and nays—ayes 48, noes 141. 

Accordingly (more than one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DOCKERY. A parliamentary inquiry. As I understand, 


| the question is on agreeing to the conference report? 
And so, with the sixteen millions added, | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report and on insisting to the disagreement to the 
Senate amendments not included in the conference report, and 
agreeing to the further conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 189, nays 56, not 
voting 110; as follows: 








YEAS—189. 
Acheson, Doolittle, Kiefer, Robinson, Pa, 
Adams, Dovener, Kirkpatrick, Russell, Conn. 
Aldrich, Ala. Ellett, Va. Knox, Sauerhvering, 
Arnold, R.L Elliott, S. C. Kyle, Sherinan, 
Atwood, Ellis, Lacey, Simpkins, 
Avery, Evans, Latimer, Smith 
Babcock, Faris, Lefever, Smi 
Baker, Md. Fenton, Leisenring, Sou rd, 
Bankhead Fischer, Lester Spal r, 
Barham Fitzgerald, Lewis, Sparkman 
Barney, Fowler, Linton Spencer 
jartholdt, Gardner, Little Sper 
tartlet Gibson, Loud Stahl 
selknap, Gillet, N. Y Loudenslager, St 
sennett, Gillett, Mass. Low St i N. J 
serry, Graff, Mahany St i 
singham, Griflin, Mahor 
sishop Griswold, Mars! 
lue, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. 
-oderick, Grow, McCleary, Minn 
jromwell, Hadley, ‘ l 
srosius, Halterman, 
srown, Hardy 
suck, Harmer, 
gull, Harris 
| Burrell, Hart 
| Burton, Ohio Hartman, 
| Cannon Hatch, 
‘lark, lowa Hemenway, 
| Clark, Mo. Henderson, 


Hendrick 


Henry, Conn. 





Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal 











Joh 1. N. Dak. Prince, 
Kendall, Reyburn, 
NAYS—56. 

Abbott De Armond, Maguire, Shuford, 
Allen, Utah Dockery, McCall, Tenn. f r, 
Al . Erdman, Mc Dearmon, Sorg 
A Grout, M Stalling 
B H: ; M Str 
Ba Hainer, Nebr Ote Strowd, N.C. 
B Harrison «) e Swal } 
I Hepburn, Pe yn Tate, 
Burton, Mo. K Pitney, Tracewell, 
Clardy, Klehberg, Raney, Updegraff, 
Cockrell, Layton, R \ Wilson, Ohio 
Connolly, Leighty Sayers, Wood 
Crowther, Linney Shafroth, Woodard, 
Curtis, Kans Lockhart, Shaw, Yoakura. 
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NOT VOTING 


110, 


















































































































































































































Aitken, Dalzell Lawson, Richardson, 
Aldrich, TL D nore, Leonard, Robertson, La 
Allen, Miss. Downing, Livingston, Rusk, 

Apsle Di P Long Russell, Ga. 
Arn Pa. Fx Lorimer, Scranton, 

3a I Maddox, Settle 

Ba Fle McClure, Shannon, 
Bat Ga. F McCreary, Ky. Snover, 

b Fos Me nee Southwick, 
bi Ga. Gamble, McLaurin, Stephonesn, 
I v. ¥. Goodwyt! Meiklejohn, Stone, W. A, 
| Ha Meyer, strc de, Nebr. 
B ‘ Ha Mi le Sulloway, 
Brew r H W Mil , Kans. Thorp, 

I m H r : Miner, N. Y. Tucker, 
( rhead, H Ind. Moses, Turner, Ga. 
( rs, H Mozley, Turner, Va. 
Chickeri Howard Newland Tyler 
Codding Howell, Noon: Underwood, 
Coffin, Huff, Og Wadsworth, 
Corliss, Hull Patterson, Watson, Ind. 
Cousins, Hutcheson, Pearson, Wheeler, 
Cowen, Hyde, Perkins, White, 

Cc Johnson, Ind. Pr Wilb 

Crisp Jones Pugh Woodman, 
Crowley, Joy Quigg Woomer. 
Curtis, lowa Kerr, Ray, 

Curtis, N. Y. Kuly Reeves, 

So the motion of Mr. HOOKER was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. BourELLE with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. 
Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


RTSON oi Louisiana. 
DINSMORE. 

BAILEY. 

MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WoOoDARD, 
HULICK with Mr. PRIcE. 

KULP with Mr. Rusk. 

APSLEY with Mr. MILEs. 


> 
hOB 


Mr. Corrin with Mr. LAwson. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLAck of Georgia. 
Mr. HULL with Mr. OGpEN. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 


Mr. ADAMS with Mr. McLAuURIN. 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. JONEs. 
Mr. SNOVER with Mr. Mappox. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Mozuey with Mr. Mosgs. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Mr. WooMER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. LEFEVER W ith Mr. TURN! cad Virginia. 

For this day: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HuTcueson. 

Mr. CoppinG with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Corwiss with Mr. MEYER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Rosiyson of Pennsylvania with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
HENRY of Indiana with Mr. TUCKER. 

GOODWYN with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. UNDER 
Mr. BARRETT with Mr. Ty 
On this question: 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. (¢ 
On this vote: 


woob, 


LER, 


ATCHINGS., 


Mr. FarrcuiLp with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. WHEEL! oR, 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I see that the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is announced as being paired with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WooMER}. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted on this conference 
report. I find Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CarcuineGs]. 1 therefore withdraw my vote. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 
do not know how he would vote. 


The result was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint th 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPR 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
the conference report on the part of the 


‘same conferees. 
BILL. 

to a privileged report— 
House conferees touch- 


)PRIATLON 


ing the sundry civil appropriation bill 
Che Clerk prec ded to read the conference report. 
be or text of conference report, see Senate procet dings of May 19. ] 
‘ANN¢ yN during the reading Mr. Speaker, as the re- 
port is quite lengthy, I ask to dispense with its reading. There is 
a statement signed by the conferees on the part of the House 
stating the effect of the agreement. I suppose it is in order to 


ask to dispense with the reading of the conference report. 


The SPEAKER. [If there be no objection, the Clerk will omit 
the reading of the conference report. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7664), making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1897, submit the following written statement in ex- 


plane ition of the effect of the action recommended and agreed to by the 
| conference committee in the accompanying’ conference report on each of the 
Senate amendments, namely: 
On amendment numbered 1: Makes immediately available the appropria- 
tion for repairing the wharf at Sitka, Alaska. 


| 





On amendment numbered 5: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the Sen- 


ate, for establishing an assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak. 

On amendment numbered 20: Appropriates $8.00), as proposed by the House, 
instead of 312,000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to the Treasury, 
Butler, and Winder buildings. 








On amendment numbered 
submit a plan for a hall of 
suitablene 


1: Requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
records in Washington, and to report upon the 
3s of a site for such building, as proposed by the Senate 
















On amendment numbered %: Strikes out the appropriation of $8,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for wharf at qui jacana ne station, Key ro Fla 
On amendments numbered 27, 20, 30, 31 3, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, and 39, relat- 






r to! 







t-houses, beacons, and he ‘signals: Appropriates, as prop sed by 
», as follows: $2.000 for lighted beacons in Lynn Harbor, Massachu- 
500 for range lights at or near entrance of Maurice River, New Jersey, 
$5,000 for a fog signal at Menominee light station, Michigan, and $500 for 





setts, $4 


pos id range lights at Coos Bay, Oregon; strikes out the appropriations of 
s'0,00) each, proposed by the Senate, for the Overfalls Shoal light vessel, 
New Jersey, aml the relief light vessel for the Atlantic coast; authorizes the 
construction of a steam li ight vessel for Diamond Shoal, North Carolina, to 


cost not exceeding $80,000, to be paid for out of the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for the establishment of a light-house on said Diamond Shoal; 
authorizes the construction of steam light vessels for Fire Island, New York, 
and San Francisco Harbor, to cost under contract not exceeding $80,000 each, 
and appropriates $40,000 toward each; and authorizes the construction of two 
steam tenders f or the Second and for the Seventh and Eighth light-house 
districts, to cost under contract $75,000 each, and appropriates $37,500 toward 
the construction of each. 

On amendments numbered 40, 41, and 42, relating to the Light-House Estab- 
lishment: ens $300,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $320,000, 

rroposed by the Senate, for expenses of light vessels; $430,000, as pro- 

by the House, instead of $460,000, as proposed by the Senate, for ex- 
penses of buoyage, and $4,000, as proposed by the Senate, to establish gas 
nioys at certain points on the St. Lawrence River. 

On amendments numbered 45, 44, 45, 46, and 47, relating to the Revenue- 





a 
t 


posed 





















Cutter Service: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate, permitting 
oflicers and others of the Revenue-Cutter Service to make allotments of their 
Pp ; authorizes the construction of two revenue steamers for service on the 
Great a — ‘ost $ 200,000 each, and appropriates $100,000 toward the con- 
struc f each; and strikes out the ay »propriations proposed by the Senate 
fora new revenms cutter each for the Gulf of Mexico, the Atlantic coast, and 
the Pacific coast 

On amendment numbered 48: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, the 
appropriation for $600 for rent of office for agent for the Post-Office Depart- 
mit » supervise the distribution of stamps 

On amendments numbered 49, 50,51 53, 54, 55,56, and 57, relating to the 
Coa | Geodetic Survey: Approp! es $0,000, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for triangulation, topography, 
and hydrography of the coasts of California, Oregon, and Washington, and 
ther rvey of San Francisco Harbor; strikes out the increase proposed by 
the Senate in the salary of the Superintendent; and mz kes a transfer of $2,500 
from a general item of office expenses to tl lary roll. 

On amendments numbered 58, 59, and 60, relating t >the National Museum: 
Appropr s .000, as proposed by the House, ins ad of § 20,000, as proposed 
by the Senate. for cases, furniture, fixtures, ete.: $153,225, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $143,225, as proposed by the House, for preservation, exhi- 
bition, and increase of collections: and §4.000, as proposed by the House, in- 
stea $8.000, as proposed by the Senate, for repairs to buildings, et 

On amendment numbered 62: Appropriates $67,000, instead of $65,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, and $70,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the National 
Zoological Park. 

On amendments numbered 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, and 
77, relating to the Fish Commission: Increases the amount for employees of 
the Commission $3,020, as proposed by the Senate: appropriates $9,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, instead of $10,000, as_ proposed by the Senate, for ex- 
penses of administration; $110,000, instead of $105.000, as proposed by the 
House, and $112,000, as proposed by the Senate, for propagation of food 
fishes; and $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, fora fish hatchery in South 
Dakota. 

On amendments numbered 78 and 79: Makes the text of ‘the appropriation 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission read as proposed by the Senate and 


to conform to the language of the current appropriation. 
On amendment numbered 80: Appropriates $75,000, as proposed by the 


House, instead of $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses, 
independent treasury. 

On amendment numbered 81: Appropriates $55,000, as proposed by the 
Hon instead of $70,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the transportation 


of silver coin. 
l 


On amendment numbered 82: Makes the appropriation for recoinage of sil- 
ver ¢ s applicable only to uncurrent fractional silver coins, as proposed 
by the Senate. 


On amendment numbered 83: Appropriates $150, as proposed by the Senate, 
to pay John Lampman as a reward for arresting a post-office bu: e 
On amendment numbered 84: Appropriates $151,000, inste ad of $125,000, as 








proposed by the House, and $137,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses 
ot the quarantine service. 

On amendment numbered 85: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 pro- 
pose y the Senate for collecting statistics in relation to criminals and 
aupers 
; On amendment numbered 86: Strikes ont the appropriation of $12,0% pro- 
posed by the Senate for engraving on copper the map of the United States. 

On dments numbered 87, 8&, 89, and 90, relating to the Capitol building, 
Lp priates as follows: Thirty thousand dollars, as proposec i by the Senate, 
nstead of $25,000, as proposed by the House, for work at the Capitol; $100 for 
flacs for the Capitol; $1,500 for cleaning and repairing works of art in the 
Capitol, and $4,600 for repairs and improvements to the steam heating and 
ventilating apparatus of the Senate 

On amendment numbered 9: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Sen- 

| ate, ee of $2,000, as proposed by the House, for reproducing plats of 
surveys 


On amendment numbered 98: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
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city of Bismarck, N. Dak., to use Sibley Island, in the Missouri River, fora 
public park. 

On amendments numbered 99, 100, 101, and 102, relating to the Geological 
Survey: Increases the amount, as proposed by the Senate, for topographical 
surveys from $150,000 to $175,000, and the amount for gauging streams from 
$35,000 to $50,000. 

On amendments numbered 108, 104, 105, and 106, relating to the Hospital for 
the Insane: Appropriates $15,000, instead of $13,000, as proposed by the House, 
and $16,000, as proposed by the Senate, for general repairs and improvements; 
$1,500 for laboratory extension, and $6,000 for electric fans and resistance coils, 
as prope by the Senate, and strikes out the appropriation of $7,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for rebuilding shops. 

On amendment numbered 107: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a school at Circle City, Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 108: Appropriates $12,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $5,000, as proposed by the House, for reindeer for Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 110: Appropriates $1,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for salary of consul at Alexandretta, Turkish dominions. 

On amendments numbered 114, 116, 117, and 118, relating to armories and 
arsenals: Appropriates $10,200, as proposed by the Senate, for reconstruction 
of Rock Island Bridge; strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 proposed by 
the House for macadamizing Beyers street, in Springfield, Mass.; requires 
that no patented machine for testing purposes shall be erected at the Water- 
town Arsenal unless patentee shall first authorize its use by the Government 
without compensation; and strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 proposed 
by the Senate for machine guns. 

On amendment numbered 119: Limits the price for concrete or aspbalt 
pavements in the public parks of Washington to $2.15 per square yard instead 
of $1.75, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 121: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for paving roadways on the east and south sides of the 
State, War, and Navy building. 

On amendments numbered 130,131, 132, 133, 134, 135, and 136, relating to mili- 
tary posts: Appropriates $300,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $400,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, for construction of buildings at and enlargement of 
military posts; $100,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, for the military post at Spokane, Wash.; $75,000, as pro- 

yosed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, for Fort 
Riley, Kans.; $40,000, instead of $60,000, as proposed by the Senate, for Fort Har- 
rison, Mont.; $40,000, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for Fort 
D. A. Russell, Wyo.; and $40,000, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the military post at Bismarck, N. Dak.; and makes immediately available 
the appropriation for improving Fort Wayne Military Reservation. 

On amendment numbered 137: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the 
appropriation for the improvement of the Yellowstone National Park. 

On amendment numbered 144: Appropriates $1,500, instead of $2,058, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for purchase and use of land included in the military 
cemetery at Key West, Fla. 

On amendment numbered 148: Strikes out the appropriation of $6,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a cable to Alcatraz Island, California. 

On amendment numbered 149: Strikes out the appropriation of $800 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a military telegraph line in Colorado. 

On amendment numbered 150: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the California Débris Commission. 

On amendment numbered 151: Strikes out the appropriation of $650 pro 
posed by the Senate for the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark. 

On amendments numbered 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, and 160, relat- 
ing to the National Home for Disabled Voiunteer Soldiers: Strikes out 
the appropriation of $4,000 proposed by the Senate for a new coal shed at the 


Eastern Branch, Togus, Me.; ay meng $4,200, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $3.500, as — by the House, for additional boilers at the South 
ern Branch, Hampton, Va.; and strikes out the 


yroposed increase by the Sen- 
ate of the salary of the general treasurer of the Bi vard of Managers from $3,000 
to $3,500, 

On amendment numbered 162: Appropriates $40,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $25,000, as proposed by the House, for defending suits in claims 
against the United States. 

On amendment numbered 163: Appropriates $1,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for repairs and preservation of buildings in Alaska 

On amendments numbered 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 
176, 177, and 178, relating to expenses of United States courts: Appropriates in 
the aggregate for such expenses $4,360,212, instead of $3,508,212 as proposed 
by the House and $5,921,212 as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 179, 180, 181, and 182, relating to the Senate: Au- 
thorizes payment to be made to the Official Reporters of that body; appropri 
ates $3,500 for repairs to the Maltby Building, $1,800for rent of warehouse for 
storage of public documents, and $2,000 for repairs and improvements to the 
Senate stables and grounds. 

On amendment numbered 183: Appropriates $12,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the purchase of historical publications of James D. McBride. 

On amendments numbered 184, 185, 186, 187, and 188: Strikes out the increase 
»sroposed by the Senate in the allotments of appropriations for printing and 
Binding for the Geological Survey and the Library of Congress, and author- 
izes the printing of 5,000 copies of reports of the Geological Survey relating to 
the gauging of streams for distribution by the Geological Survey and Con- 
gress. 

On amendment numbered 189: Restores to the bill the provision proposed 
by the House, giving to each member of the House for distribution the eight 
copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD heretofore required to be sent by the 
Superintendent of Documents to public or school libraries 

On amendment numbered 191: Authorizes the payment to the Cotton States 
and International Exposition Company the unexpended balance of the appro 
priation for the Government building and exhibit at the Atlanta Exposit 
for expenses incurred and paid by said company in connection with said 
building and exhibit 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments, namely: 

On amendments numbered 2,3, 4,6,7,8,9, 10,11, 12 
Making appropriations for and extending the li 
buildings 





~ 


ion 


3, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,19, and : 


st of certain publ 





bol ee 


On amendments numbered 23, 24, and 25, relating to the marine hospital 
at Chicago, DL. : 

On amendments numbered 28 and 32: Appropriating $30.000 for range light 
in Sandusky Bay, Ohio, and $15,000 for a light-house on Swan Island, in t! 


Caribbean Sea 

On amendment numbered 61: Appropriating $250,000 f 
proof building for the use of the National Museum 

On amendments numbered 91, 92, 
Capitol Grounds by electricity. 

Ona 
Senate 


r an additional fire- 


and 93, relating to the lighting of the 


nendment numbered 94: Appropriating $55,000 for ventilation of the 
wing of the Capitol 

On amendment numbered %: Increasing the appropriation for surveys 
resurveys of public lands from $250,000 to $400,000, 


and 





| 
|} On amendments numbered 122, 


On amendment numbered 97, relating to the reclamation of arid lands. 

On amendment numbered 109: Appropriating $35,000 to enable the Govern, 
ment to take part in the International Exposition at Brussels, Belgium 

On amendments numbered lll and 112, relating to the editing of papers and 
archives of the Revolution. 

On amendment numbered 115: Appropriating 
bia, Tenn. 

On amendment numbered 120: Appropriating $1,500 for a children’s play- 
ground in East Washington. 


$500 for the arsenal at Colum- 


123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, and 129, r« 
the price to be paid for gas and electric lamps in the public grounds 

On amendments numbered 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, and 143, re to the im- 
provements of certain rivers and harbors under the contract 


ating to 




















On amendment numbered 145: Appropriating $1,000 for kee air 

the Guilford battle ground 

On amendments numbered 146 and 147, relating to the support and m ‘al 

treatment of destitute patients and to the Providence and Garfield h vitals 
On amendment numbered 161, relating to the disbursement of appropria- 
tions for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol 

On amendment numbered 19): Appropriating $100,000 for additional ground 

for the Government Printing Office, for the purchase of boilers, and the erec 
| tion of a boiler house. 
| The Senate, by its amendments, added to the bill $6,577,257.10. Of m, 
under the terms of the conference agreement Senate recedes f <2.990, 
| 008, the House agrees to $1,810,070, and there remains in dispute $1,777, 179.1 
G. CANNON 
E. J. HAINER 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS 
Ma yers ont wrt of é 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a word or two in explanation of 
Pe 
| this report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. should like to ask the gentle- 
| man—— > 

Mr. CANNON. I will make my statement, and then the mat- 

ter of debate will be arranged. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rely wanted to ask what 
| arrangement will be made for the discussion of the con ice 
| report? 
| Mr. CANNON. I propose to hold the floor if Ican and yieldto 

gentlemen for remarks directly upon the conference r rt, such 
as are fair and businesslike and lead to a speedy conclusior 
| Mr. Speaker, the Senate by its amendments added to t vill 
| $6,500,000. Of this sum, in the report just read the Senate re- 
| cedes in round numbers from $3,000,000—the sum of $2,990,000, to 
| be exact; the House agrees to Senate amendments aggregating 
$1,810,000, and there remain in dispute between the House and the 
| Senate, as by the report, items aggregating $1,777,000. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House 
| very briefly to the matters in real difference between the House 
and the Senate, and if they were out of the bill we could come, I 
| think, as to most of the other items, to a desirable and early agree- 
|ment. If gentlemen will take the bill as it passed the Senate 
(House print), they will find these items that are most annoying 


| 
| in the first 21 amendments. 

| Mr. MORSE. Seventeen public-building bills 
| 








Mr.CANNON. Inthe main public-building bills. Gentlemen 
|are aware that the policy of the House has been and is not to 
enact legislation authorizing a public building, and to the grief 
of many of us, that the condition of the Treasury and the coun- 
| try is such that this can not be done, or at least itis not being 
| done. Now, under the rules of the House, authorizing public 
| buildings is not in order upon a general appropriation bill, nor is 
| it in order to break the limit of the public buildings. For in- 

stance, a limit is fixed when a public building is a d by 
legislation, and frequently for one reason or another legislation 
| is subsequently had increasing the cost. That is the practice of 
| the House in its legislation. 
| This bill was a clean bill in that respect when it pa l the 
| House. In the Senate they added these 20 or 21 amendment \ 
| year ago, as to one amendment, numbered 2 in the b ) 
building at Boise City, Idaho, was authorized and $50,! pro- 
priated. Since then the site has been obtained, but no plans, and 
| there will be none until next winter. The Senate amendment ap- 
| propriates 590,00 )and enlarges the limit of cost ‘ WO, i ‘re 
| is a similar amendment as to a public building at Camden, | 
also at Cheyenne, Wyo.; and there is an absolutely new 
ization made for a public building at Fortress Mom V ! 
this bill, one that never has been authorized ot! ; 
also the enlargement of the limit for a building at Helena, Mont 
| and also an enlargement of the limit of cost of a gy 
at Kansas City, Mo., from $1,200,000 to $1,316 f 
items of this kind off this bill by points of o - 
cause they were not in order. The House confe1 ( to 
agree to these Senate provisions; and ut H eg 
from its disagreement to those Senate ame met ) ts 
its conferees to recede, I do not s iny pl eC Lt acre : 
unless the Senate recedes 1 want t state ft matter very 
frankly to gentlemen, so that the Honus f it es proper, can 
take action in the premises, cither along the line of further d 
agreement or along the line of receding from the disagreement 
to the Senate amendments. 
| Now I come to three or four matters that for the good of the 
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public Sé 





rvice ouzht to be provided for, and I ask the attention of 


the House to then 

A red 11: For court-house and post-office at Los Angeles, 
( yand alter sin the court-house and post-office build- 
il aw) 

It is the alterations that made this appropriation necessary. 


But for em this money « Letra ged. 1id out of the ordinary general 

appropriation for the repair of public buildings. The facts are 
th: it at - Angeles oe oe ir the postal revenues were in round 
numbers $150,000, and the ne ; revenues $90,000. They want this 
appropriation to finish the cellar or basement of that little public 
building, and the work musi ir anaeaneanman will have to move 
into a rented building. Nevertheless, your conferees did not feel 
at liberty to agree even to that pte n, although it could not 
be classed as the construction of a public building break- 
ing of the limit of cost of a public building, because the building 
is already up. It is for the House to take such action as it may 
desire touching the matter. 

Then ther 


, or the 


sis an item: 


For making certain proposed alterations in the post-office building in New 








York City, arranging and furnishing certain rooms in accordance with plans 
prepared by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, $60,000, 

I am frank to say that upon reading the report of the Supervis- 
ing Architect and upon fall inquiry I am satisfied that these al- | 
terations ought to be made, that the partitions ought to be taken 
down, the rooms change 1 somewhat, and some of the stairways 


altered—all for the good of the public service. But for the altera- 
tions this work also could be paid for out of the general appro- 
priation for repair of public buildings; but technically it comes 
within the rule, and there fore itis for the House to either insist 
further on its disagreement or to take such action as it may deem 
rin the 


rop premise . . 
Mr. DANIELS. Thes » alterations will double the room. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes, I understand that, as the gentleman from 


New York [Mr. 
these alterations. 
I want to call the attention of the House now to amendments 


DANIELS] says, the room would be doubled by 


numbered 18 and 19. found on page 6. Gentlemen know the new 
post-oftice building in this city, on Pennsylvania avenue, near 
Eleventh street. That is a great building, eight stories in 


height—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest to the 
man in charge of the bill, if he will permit me, that he should call 
attention to the fact that the difference between the House and 
the Senate is not so much on amendment No. 18 as on No. 

Mr. CANNON. Ithank the gentleman. I will explain thatin 
amoment. The first floor of this great building is to be occupied 
by the city post-office. The other seven floors are to be occupied 
by a clerical force that is now occupying rented quarters. That 
will be the greatest Government office 
this country. 

There is a desire to change the plan of 
making certain alterations so as to ace 
ber clerks. Then the Sup rvising 


gentle- 


the two upper stories, 
ymmodate a greater num- 
Architect has made some 


of 

















change in the finish. so that the ee: ‘an not bee ta ted 
within the limit, and if it is to be finished as it ought to be—I am 
not now justifying the ch anges in plan which fhe Dancevisier 
Architect has made—if the building isto be finished as it ought to 
be, the limit wiil have to be broken to the amount of $410,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the gentleman’s permission, I will say 
that the effect of breaking the limit—that is, of agreeing to amend- 
ment No. 19 as proposed by the Senate—would be that in eight 
een months from to-day nearly 3,000 clerks of the Government 
‘who are now occupying rented buildings would be transferred to 
this new post-oftice building, and the rent of the quarters now 
occupied would be saved, as well as the rent of the building in 
which the city post-oftice now is. <All that is involved in amend- | 
ment No.19. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What would be the s wing in rent? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should suppose about $100,000 a year. 

Ir. PAYNE. When could the building be occupied if we did 
not break the limit? 

Mr. CANNON. Thi ntleman from Texas has stated the facts 
better than Icould have done it. The gentlem an from New York 
| Mr. PAYNE] asks, if the limit is not broken an is appropriation 
is not made, when can this building be oceupi F i the Govern- 
ment? Isuppose that it can not be occupied in full at all until 
the limit is bre n, but it will make a difference of six months 
whether this a] prop riation is made now or made next winter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the building can not be covered in mat the lower parts of it oc- 
cupied without the limit being broken? 

Mr. CANNON. I think it can be covered in and the lower part 
occupied, but not the two upper stories. The changes in the plan 
are such that if they are to be made economically this appropria- 
tion ought not to b 108 ned, 


Mr. MILLIKE N. rhis appropriation, as I understand, 
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not contemplate the change in the roof which was proposed some 
time ago? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; this Senate amendment does not touch 
the question of the roof at all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That proposition has been adversely reported 
in es Touse. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, there is nothing in this about the roof. 

Mr. P AYNE. I understand that this change in plan has been 
already made, and that the building can not be completed until 
the necessary appropriation is made. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is correct. On the merits I 
am frank to say that from every standpoint I think this appro- 
priation ought to be made; but as it involves legislation, and as 
this is a Senate amendment, the committee of conference thought 
proper to report it with the other amendments and make a frank 
statement about them, so that the House could take such action 
as it deemed proper. 

There are several public buildings authorized outright by Sen- 
ate amendments. For instance, a court-house and post-office at 
Salt Lake City, for purchase of site and commencement of con- 
struction, $75,000. There is also one at Fortress Monroe, and 
there are several other cases in which the limit is broken. Great 
effort was made to break the limit also, I believe, on the post- 
office building at Omaha. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These are new buildings for which there is 
now no authority of law? 

Mr. CANNON. There is authority of law for that building; 
but they want to break the limit. 


Mr. DINGLEY. But as to the one at Salt Lake City? 
Mr. CANNON. Thatis entirely new. The Senate did not put 


on the Omaha building and many others. It did put on the Kan- 
sas City building. Now, it is for the House, with full knowledge, 
to deal with the question as suits its judgment, waiving, if the 
House chooses, its objection to legislation in connection with the 
Senate amendments, or insisting, if it desires, that the amendment 
shall not be agreed to. And let us understand that, if the House 
so insists, then, according to the courtesy and the rule between 
the House and the Senate; where one body insists on legislation 
upon an appropriation bill and the other will not yield, the pro- 
vision should go out of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Wiil the chairman of the 
on Appropriations allow me a question? 


Committee 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will the gentleman kindly explain to 


the House the status of the Senate amendments so far as they 
affect the public buildings at Boise City, Idaho; Helena, Mont., 
and C heyenne, Wyo.? 


Mr. CANNON. The House disagrees to those amendments. A 
| year ago, as I understand, public buildings were authorized at 


building in this city or in | 


does ' 


| takes time to acquire these sites. 


those three places, at a cost of $150,000 each, and $50,000 was 
appropriated lately, within the last month or two, and sites, I be- 
lieve, have been acquired at those three places. 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Sites have ue en selected, but not ac- 
= 
Mr. CANNON. Well, selected, but not yet acquired. We in- 


qt lired fully of the Supervising Architect about those three build- 





ings; and heinformed usthatin no event would p n be put to paper r 
on the plans in less than twelve months from the time when he 
spoke, which was February last, when we were making the ex- 
amination. The Senate amendment provides for breaking the 
limit at each one of those points; that 1s, legislatingso as to make 


the cost of the building in one case $200.000, 
and in another $300,000. That is legislation; 
House to say whether it will concur. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I understand the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations tosay the information coming from 


in another $250,000, 
and it is for the 


the Supervising Architect is that under no circumstances can 
| these buildings be provided for within twelve months. 
Mr. CANNON. They can not even commence on the plans. 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Now, appropriations having been on 
the statute book for two years, does not the fact which the gen- 
tleman mentions show a woeful condition of affairs in the Super- 


vising Architect's Office? Does it not show neglect, or at least a 
| deficiency in the matter of clerks, or something wrong in some 

respect? 

Mr. SAYERS. These appropriations, as I recollect, were not 
made two years ago. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. They were made in the last sundry 
civil bill. 

Mr. CANNON. One year ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, one year ago. 

Mr. CANNON. We know how the public service stands. It 


re is much about 
‘swap horses” with 


Of course the 
the public service on which I am willing t 
my friend from Idaho during the coming campaign, he telling my 
constituents and I telling his how bad the Administration has 
been and what a wonderfully poor condition the Treasury is in. 


1896. 





Mr. SAYERS. 
are about it. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, having said that much—— 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Has it not been the policy of 
the Appropriations Committee of this House to prevent the break- 
ing of the limit in respect to any of these public buildings? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman, then, 
concur in the action of the Senate increasing the limit on these 
public buildings? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Iam submitting the matter to the House. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Why not either condemn or 
approve the action of the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can say to my friend that the House 
conferees will not agree to these public-building matters involving 
legislation without some indication of the sentiment of the House, 
and it is entirely within the power of any member of the House to 
get avote on any of these questions as to whether the House should 
recede or not. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In view of the action of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in 
shutting out propositions of members of the House to break the 
limit in any of these cases, should not the gentleman, in order to 
be entirely consistent, condemn the action of the Senate in break- 
ing the limit? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I disagree with the action of the Senate. 
But I want to be entirely candid. The wants of the public service 
are such that if you ask me for my individual opinion I will say 
that if I had the power I would break the limit of the appropria- 
tion of $400,000 to finish the post-office building down here on the 
Avenue, so that we could six months earlier house those clerks who 
are now in rented buildings. If I had the power I would do an- 
other thing. I would make such repairs and enlargement in the 


I hope you will tell the whole truth while you 
[ Laughter. | 


public building in New York City as to double the court-room | 


accommodations. If I had power I would do another thing. I 
would allow repairs to be made in the basement of the public 
building at Los Angeles to accommodate the rapidly growing 
business at that point, instead of forcing them out into the street 
to rent buildings to accommodate the public service. 

Now, having said that much, perhaps I may say further that I 


sympathize with what I hear sub rosa—no, perhaps not sub rosa, | 
but hear quietly and have heard to-day and yesterday and several 


days before on the floor of the House. Gentlemen are naturally 
desirous of securing public buildings in their various districts. 
Mr. HOPKINS. We ought to have one in Elgin. Put that in 
and Iam with you. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says put in a building for 
Elgin and he is with me. Well, if the Senate had putin one at 
JolietI would be very grateful. [Laughter.] Itisa mostinterest- 


ing town, a growing town, animportant place, and ought to have a | 


public building; and many of the people there are saying: ‘* CAN- 
NON is chairman of the Committee on Appropriations; he can get 
us a public building at Joliet if he wants to, and we ought to have 
it.” Well, you all know what that amounts to. They are sug- 
gestions I can not meet. I would be glad to see a proper public 
building put there. 

Mr. DALZELL. You have already, I believe, quite a consider- 
able public building at Joliet. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and a good many Pennsylvanians are 
occupying it. [Laughter and applause. | 

So it is, gentlemen, I realize the embarrassment, that as this is 


not a public-building session of Congress, we all will have to face | 
the embarrassment of explaining when we get home, ‘‘ Why did | 


not you get us a public building?” You can say the revenues of 
the Government did not allow it at this time. Ah, but they will 
say, ‘* Why did not you get it if other people could? So and So 
got a public building and So and So got another one.” Thatis the 
way gentlemen argue with me, and I am simply stating the facts 
to you as they appear. I would be very glad indeed if it was 
possible to supply many of these places that ought to have public 
buildings. There is no doubt about that. But I think 1 have 
stated candidly the difference between the two Houses on these 
points. 


Mr. HICKS. Before the gentleman leaves that, I would be glad | 


if he would explain a little more fully the action with reference to 
the appropriation of $60,000 for the post-office at New York, and 
what action has been taken in reference to additional site for the 
Public Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. I will come to that a little later on. 
already referred to it in part. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois what 
is the aggregate of increase in public buildings made by the Sen- 
ate amendments over the Hotise appropriations? 

Mr. CANNON. The increase of the appropriations by the Sen- 
ate amendments for public buildings is $702,300, and the Senate 
legislation authorizes the further expenditure of $1,000,087 for 
public buildings on amendments. 


I have 
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Mr. HARTMAN. Another question, if you please: Have vou 
any objection to the public-land survey increase made by the Sen- 
ate remaining in? 

Mr. CANNON. Iwillsay tomy friend that I hope we can make 

| an adjustment of that matter in the next conference. It was c: 
vassed fully and a call for additional information made upon the 
Commissioner of the Land Office. In my judgement, the House 
provision is all that can be expended. But it is fairly open for 
consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much is the difference? 

Mr.CANNON. The difference is between $250,000, appropriated 
by the House, and $400,000, as the Senate proposes. : 

Mr. HARTMAN. In order to test the sense of the House on the 
Senate amendments, unless some other gentleman wishes to make 
the motion, I will make a motion at the proper time to instruct the 
conferees to recede from their disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON. 
to move to recede. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I will do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Eefore such motion is made,the House should 
| be asked to concur in the conference report, so as to eliminate 
from a further conference all of the items upon which we have 
agreed. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; there will be an opportunity to make 
that motion, I will state to the gentleman from Montana, after we 
have acted upon the report. 

Now, there is a matter of very considerable interest and im- 
portance to which I wish to direct the attention of the House for 
afew moments. I refer to amendment nunibered 190, 126 
of the bill. This is a provision to enable the Public Printer, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to purchase two 

lots of land immediately adjoining the present site of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, containing in all about 16,000 square 
feet, for the purpose of erecting a boiler house and coal shed in 
| connection with the Government Printing Office, and also to give 
light and ventilation to the new building belonging to that office 
now approaching completion. The provision is also made in the 
amendment for condemnation proceedings in the event that a 
satisfactory arrangement can not be made for the purchase. 

I will place in the RECORD, with the consent of the House, a 
letter from the Public Printer touching matter. I think I 
| can state the substance of it perhaps more quickly than it can be 
| read. Gentlemen know that last year we made an appropriation 

for the purpose of constructing a new addition adjacent to the 
present Public Printing Office, and it will be completed within a 
month or two—the Ist of July, lam informed, 


in- 


It is competent, of course, for the gentleman 


att 
Al 


on page 


this 


to be accurate 


Now, the heating plant is so situated in connection with the old 

| office that there is constant danger of fire, and it is insufticient to 
heat this new building. It is absolutely necessary, if that bnild- 
ing is occupied beyond November next, that there should be an 


| additional plant for heating and for power. It is estimated that 


this will cost about $100,000 to purchase the lot of ground and the 
requisite power house and fixtures. Now, it seems to ime that 
this ought to be done. It can not be done unless the House does 


it. Thisis a Senate amendment. It would have 
| a point of order if it had been offered in the 
ought to be done without reference 


tO What eventual 


done touching the Printing Office. You know that has been an 
| , 4 ‘ T 

old matter of contention between the House and the & ite, and 
it ought to be solved, but in the meantime 


Mr. HICKS. May I ask my f 
Mr. CANNON. Ina moment. 


riend a question? 
In the meantime 








Office is down there, and from sheer necessity an approp ition 
was made to put up a new additional! building Now if we 
commence, as I think we ought to comm rm : th iture 
to construct an entire new Printing Offi that will meet the 
demands of the public service, } [ regard i l l 
necessity that this ground should be purchased or condemned 
and that the heating plant should be erected so as t vith 
safety to life and limb and efficiency to ublic t 
buildings that we now have there and must occupy iding the 
time that provision is made for a new offic 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is new 1 ! 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I willstate it fairly \ eed 
toit. It is for the House to further in n or 
to recede; but Iam stating what the facts are, so tha Hou 
may act according to its best judgment, wit! hi nas 
I can give it. 

Mr. HICKS. Does not the chairman com think 
that if we should make this large ay priation now it will prac- 
tically settle the Printing Office question? 

Mr. CANNON. Idonotthinkso. Itis nota lar uppropria- 
tion. It is $100,000, and I regard it as an absolute 1 even 
if we get a new Printing Office within the next f . Ithink 
this is absolutely necessary in the meantime. |] not regard it 


| as settling the matter of a Printing Office permanently. 
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Mr. HICKS. Is it not a fact that the Public Printing Office possible to continue work in the office without interruption in case of an 


where it is now is considered unsafe and in a very dangerous con- 
dition? 


Mr. CANNON. Andvery largely unsafe because of the location 
of the heating plant and the boilers, which are absolutely insuffi- 
cient to heat the new building which has just been erected as an 
addition 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What will the cost of the 


new building be? 


Mr. CANNON. One hundred and twenty-one thousand dollars. 


Mr. W A LKER of Massachusetts. And the heating plant is to 
cost SLO0,0007 


Mr. CANNON. 
building for the heat plant, and it is proposed to buy 16,000 
feet of ground adjacent to the present building, and then to erect 
the boiler plant. The estimate for the whole thing is $100,000. 

Mr. HICKS. Would it not be sufficient to buy a small piece of 
ground, just enough for the heating plant? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, ground is quite 
judgment is that the proposed plan is better. 
matter of administration that could be considered hereafter 
do not want to go into the merits of the Public 
question. 


ing 


cheap now, and my 


| 
Printing Office 


Ll am only giving the House such information as I have, 
and my opinion in this matter, after investigation. Now, having 
said this much, I should like to take as little time as possible, and 
to get to direct action upon these various provisions. In order 
that we may progress, I will move the adoption of the conference | 
report. Then these other amendments will be open. 

Mr. HICKS. There is one item, No. 22, which my friend has 
missed. Will he kindly explain the necessity of it? 

Mr. CANNON. That relates to the repairs on the public build- 
ing at New York 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is not agreed to. 

Mr. H KS. It il] sociedad dn, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us adopt the conference report. Does the 
gentleman oppose any item in the contierence re pe rt? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to oppose an item that 
has been agreed upon by the conferees. 

Mr. CANN IN. Will five minutes answer the gentleman? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have been cut off on five 
minutes too often. I want about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield fifteen minuteson a single item 
in the conference report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman told me when 
he first brought the matter up that I should have a reasonable 
amount of time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I must be consulted as to what that is if 
it comes out of my time. I can not yield fifteen minutes on a sin- | 
gle item of the conference rv port. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New Yo ork. After the conference report is 
adopted I can not get a hearing on this question at all. 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iask for ten minutes. Lama 
ge of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. C AN NON. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman and 
then see whether he wants any more time or not. 


I will do the 
best I can for the gentleman. 


Mr. Speaker, before I yield to the gentleman from New York I 
will insert in my remarks memoranda and letter from the Public 
Printer before referred to: 


PRESE 







T DEMANDS. 















The battery of three steam boilers now constituting the power and heating 
plant of the Government Print Office is located in the center of the group | 
of building They are now the most serious menace to life which threatens 
the employees, and the same danger threatens the safety of the whole Print- 
ing Office property 

The capa f the three boilers in use for power purposes is 630 horse- 
power. T iiremer of t present power service is 581 horsepower, 
leav ix epower for contingencies, a power margin far too narrow 
for ss 

The 


lant in furnishing an average power and heating 





service 











I met by the additi a steam economizer | 
to one of the and by the utilization for the first of exhaust steam for 
heating put Che economizer is but an extension by the addition of 
another boiler erected above the old boiler, thus g 1g 1,000 square feet of 
steam-heating surfa 

During cold we: na ympanied by dark days, the requirements 
of the int are beyond the safe capacity of the boilers, | 
ind uirements of the office are not met at such times 

1 i withdr g one of ti boilers from service 
f re "ing any day other than Sunday or a holiday, it 
woul meet the wants of the office at a period when the 
max ice is required. 

NEW DEMANDS. 

! ww t building. which will be turned over to the Public Printer in 
June next, can not be heated next winter or furnished power from the pres 
ent steam plant its requirements in steam must be met from a new plant, 
which can 1 é i« “pt by the purchase of land. The proposed new 
boiler I and tv un re P wer boilers will not only meet the require- 
ments of the new ling i 1eat and pow it willafford a margin in 
steam service 


ile oft insuri 


y gre ter safety, and meet in part 
the imperative d mand for a ‘duplicate steam equipment, thus making it 


However, that is a | opice. 


You have to buy land on which to erect the | ! 


| nection with the erection of the 


accident to any one of the boilers. 


In no other respect is there a more urgent demand for immediate legisla- 


tive authority in regard to the work of public printing than in this particu- 
lar matter of additional steam facilities. 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1896. 
DEAR Str: I esteem it my duty to write you in connection with the item 
inserted in the sundry civil bill in the Senate, providing for the erection of 
additional boiler plant at this office and for the purchase of land, which item 
is now under consideration in conference with your committee. 

This work is the outgrowth of work undertaken a year ago, at the instance 
ot the Joint Committee on Printing, in securing the erection of the new west 

uilding, now nearing completion at this office; in fact, this plant is a part of 
the work conte mplated in such erection, inasmuch as it was intended, in con- 
new building on the lot line of adjoining 
owners, that the purchase of the adjoining land was to be made and the 
buildings removed, that light might be admitted into the two lower stories 
of the new bu ilding. As it is now many of the windows are completely 
darkened by the adjoining building. 

It was also understood and stated by me that the present boiler plant 
would not be sufficient and could not be enlarged to furnish heat for the win- 
ter for the new west building, The erection of five additional rooms to the 

under the appropriation of $75,000 in 1894, caused me to utilize every 
resource of the present boiler plant, that the present power and heating 
demands of the office might be met, and which is inadequately met during 
the severity of winter. 

There is no margin either in power or heat in our present plant to furnish 
heating facilities for the new buik or to be occupied in June. Such occu- 
pancy will be followed by vacating the building in November next unless 
heat is provided. No addition can be made to the present steam plant of the 
office except by purchase of land for the erection of the new plant. 

Ail other dangers attending life and property in this office lessen before the 
danger incident to the tremendous steam energy concentrated within the 


group of builc di ngs here, and which must be ope rated days, nights, and Sun- 
days, with s 








arcely ordinary opportunities for withdrawing the fire and 
cleaning the boilers. 
| ‘Thedemands on thesteam service are now greater than eve r, and the danger 
| greater. I have mentioned this danger in public reports and verbal st¢ 
ments. If the new boiler plant is erected, I will use it entirely for p 
purposes, and use the old ‘boil rs within the offic e exclusively for heating pur- 
poses, removing in a larger degree the great pre ssure of steam, thus lessen- 
ing the danger to life and propert y. 
The presentation of this matter to the S: enate Appropriation Comittee 
was in line of suggestions as made b vy members of the Committee 


on Printi 


ing, 


and not with a view of leaving your committee uninformedin the matteron 


my part. 
TH. E. BENEDICT 


Most truly, 
Public Printer. 
Hon. J. G. CANNON, 


yours, 





Chairman Cominittee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker 
of the House, I desire to call the attention of 
item which has been inserted in the Senate, and which I say is im- 
| proper and in my opinion is a fraud. I am conversant with the 
use of the English language; I am generally moderate in tone and 
| in statement; and when I make the statement that a particular 


and gentlemen 
the House to one 





Will five minutes be enough for the gentleman? | 


item is a fraud, I think I shall be able to sustain it in the course 
| of my remarks, even if I have but five minutes. You will find on 
page 119 an item in these words: ‘‘To purchase from Gen. James 
D. McBride.” Of course I may remark in passing that there is 
no such rank as ‘‘ general” in this country. He might be a ma- 
jor-general or a brigadier-general; but lam informed that this 
gentleman was never either. 
3ut it matters not what title he is found to have; here is an ap- 
propriation of $12,500 improperly inserted by the Senate and which 
successfully escaped the animadversions of the watchdogs of the 
Treasury in either body repre sented on this confere _ ec ommittee. 
| What is this appropriation? It is to pay to Gen. James D. Mc- 
Bride the sum of $12,500 for a series of what? For what they are 
pleased to term ‘‘ historical publications,” whereas they are mere 
| diagrams. They are six in number. The largest is subdivided 
into three segments. In this [exhibiting] is a facsimile of the 
Declaration of Independence; next we have the officers of Gov- 
ernment in the year 1876, because that was the one hundredth an- 
niversary of the Declaration of Independence—that is, the mem- 
| bers of one special Congress. Then we have in this set [exhibit- 
ing], 1892, the officers of Government, because, forsooth, that was 
the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of this country. 
Then we have three little tablets, representing each segment of 
the larger diagram, making four in all. Then we have the seals 
of the United States, taken from books in our libraries, taken from 
Benson J. Lossing’s encyclopedia, only the seal of the United 
States being reproduced in an enlarged and improper form. We 
| have all of these seals reproduced from books in our libraries, and 
then we have these poor vignettes of the Presidents of the United 
States—cheap and poor, imperfect and faulty in execution beyond 
all ex mception or description. 
Mr. LACEY. Do you say that $12,500 is appropriated for those 
things? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 


That is what it is. 


| Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What was the gentleman’s 
question? 
Mr. LACEY. Is $12,500 appropriated for these three things? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The sum of $12.5 


900 is appro- 
| priated for the purpose of giving members of Congress three sets 
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of these worthless diagrams. The larger diagram I have already 


described. The next threeare segments of the larger, and the other 
two I have here, the vignettes of the Presidents, and the other 
the alleged seals of the Departments of the Government. And 
for his valuable biographies of the signers of the Declaration, 
whatever word of truth be therein, gentlemen, is obtained from 
this book which I now hold in my hand. [Lossing’s Lives of the 
Signers. | 

I will only call the attention of the House to one or two biogra- 
phies. He tells us that John Adams was a teacher. I am unable 
to find that statement in the Life of Mr. Adams. In reference to 
Samuel Adams, he tells us that he was educated for the ministry. 
I am unable to find that statement in Lossing. In reference to 
the other signers, he tells us that some of them were elected dele- 
gates to the Provincial Congress, and of others who were equally 
delegates, as to that fact he is silent. But I will call attention to 
one or two biographies. For instance, beginning with Button 
Gwinnett, of Georgia, he says: 

He offered himself as a candidate for the office of briga lier-general; his 
competitor was Col me . Me Intosh. Mr. Gwinnett was defeated, and, with 
mistaken views, he looked upon his rival as a personal enemy and challenged 
General McIntosh. They met with pistols, and at the first fire both were 
woun Mr. Gwinnett mortally. te could well have said, in the lang 
of Hamilten when fatally wounded in a duel by Aaron Burr: “I have hive “dd 
like a man, but I die like a fool.” 

Mr. Lossing tells us: 

He offered himself as a candidate for the offic e of brigadier-general, and 





led, e 


his competitor was Colonel McIntosh, a man highly esteemed for his manly 
bearing and courageous disposition. Mr. Gwinnett was defeated, and, with 
mistaken views, he looked upon his rival as a personal enemy. * * They 
met with pistols, and at the first fire both were wounded, Mr. Gwinnett 
mortally; and in the prime of life », at the early age of 45, his life terminated 
He could well have said, in the language of the lamented Hamilton, when 


fatally wounded in a duel by y Burr: “I have lived like a man, but I die 


like a fool.” 
Of course there is no plagiarism there! 
I desire now to call attention to the biography of Charles Car- 

















Justice of the United States, 1 set to each associate justice, 1 set to each mem- 
ber of the Cabinet, 1 set to the Executive Mansion, and 1 set to each of the 
Executive Departments, 1 set to the Supreme Court of the United States, 1 


set to the Congressional Library; 42 sets to the Department of State for dis 
tribution among the various United States embassies and legations; 88 sets to 
the War Department for distribution among the various military post schools, 
including 1 set to the Military Academy at West Point and 5 sets to the Na- 


tional Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 2 

Justice for the use of the United States prison: 78 sets tot Navy eae 

for distribution among the various vessels of the United States having libra- 

ries, including 1 set to the Naval Academy at Annapolis; 48 sets to the De part- 

ment of Agric -ulture for a among the various agricultural 
} 


sets tothe Department of 













in the United States and Territories, and 8&0) sets to th 
Education for distribution among the varicus public libra 
institutions in the United States. And the sum of $12,500 is her ipproy] 








ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appr t 

able the said Secretary of the Senate to carry into effect the provisior his 

act. 

The cost of the 2,500 complete sets is put by the amendment at 

$12,500. Now, it is very easy to ridicule this work. It is easy to 
| hold up some minor part of it and say, ‘“‘ Behold,” and it is espe- 
cially easy for the gentleman from New York [| Mr. BartLerr}, be- 
| 


cause there are very few men who have his complete and universal 


take the opinion of the Bureau of Education of the United States 
which has warmly recommended it,and has recommen 
| purchase of many times the number of copies covered 
amendment. 
That is not all. 
recommended it, 


the 


} 
ied 


ry 


| knowledge, who, like him, have ransacked all history and all lit- 
| erature so as to be able to detect all errors. I looked, in common 
| with others, at these historical sketches and illustrations, and to 
my poor inartistic eyes they looked very well, and conveyed much 

of useful information which, it seemed to me, as it seemed to the 
| Senate committee and to the Senate itself, was fit and apt for dis- 
| tribution to the various public libraries and the various Depart- 
| ments of the Government. And im saying that I think the work 
| is apt for distribution, I do not rely on my own judgment, but do 
! 


this 


lucation 


aing 


The Senate Committee on Ex 
as Lam informed, and, acco 


earnestly 


under 


i 


to m\ 


soll. of Mersiend. a pre orn the amendment which was adopted by th: Sen 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. rfl ; See : a i a » thi kit > pete 28 i od 3 ana sane 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask five minutes more. nedh.cacapotenaes oipna'“e ae lipaam lige > edi her. sg “ogy caneg. ~ ec 
Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman really want five minutes | (°T?"¢e repert, wakes suites Giterences bebween the two ious 
longer? {Lau; chter. | = | to the extent ol 55,000,000 on a multitude e oO] SOOERS, 82 ld b voted 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes. sir down and sent back, well and good; they will take that action. 
Mr. CANNON. I vield it to him. W e found the amendment on the bill, an 1 aft r inquiry nd ex- 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This gentleman tells us thi it | aaa pict te ~ 8 ety le How roe a” 
Charles Carroll was the haat vestige that rem tined on earth of Se ae we —_ the - = 1 are ae itl mf : 
those who stood sponsors of our infant Rey } ublic and was re garded ; od eter Silos na aan ot cae Mow York, et j : vw 7 ; o~- 
7 ee country with the greatest veneration. have been saved from making the mn stake, if itis a mistake. 1 
For a long term of years Mr. Carroll was reg: i by the people of this | ” MT OW ea Oke Se ae - ra a ea cial torw in ; 
country with the greatest veneration, for whe n Jefferson and Adams died he | mak. 5 en aE. peaker, L rise { pS PESO ERE ae 
was the last vestige that remained uy mearth of that holy brotherhood who | | wish to ask whether the adoption of the conference report will 
stood sponsor at the baptism in blood of our infant Republic. | preclude a motion to recede from any action taken t 
Now, gentlemen, do you propose to agree to a report which Che SPEAKER. It will. 
gives $12,500 to a man for making up these diagrams—a man} Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, is there not some way by which we 
utterly unknown in the realm of scholarship, a man utterly un- | Can vote against this item without voting against the whole con- 
known to the students of this country? Why, Mr. Speaker, men | terenc e report? . : 
like McMaster, or any of our great historians, would never have | Mr. CANNON. You can vote it out by voting down the con- 
the hardihood to ask the Congress of the United States to make | ference report. a 
such a shameless appropriation asthis. These diagramscost,asi| Mr. DALZELL. Then I hope we shall do that. 
am credibly informed, something like a cent apiece, and we are Mr. LA‘ EY. It ought to be ae 
to make an appropriation of $12,500, not to benefit the people in Mr. CANNON. The gentlemat , says it ought to be done. I 
any way whatever, but merely because Mr. James D. McBride | will ask him if he has examined S WOrK: 
has influence enough to secure an appropriation of this kindin | Mr. LACEY. I have heard your statement, and you h 106 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. I tell you, gentlemen, this is | auswered the gentleman from New York. 1 tink there ought to 
a most dangerous appropriation. Think fora moment. When I | be nn Way to Yote Out am appropriation £0 friv as this 
begged the House to allow the sum of $10,000 to be appropriated for Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentl inan that, im my ig- 
the publication of our Revolutionary archives and of the papersof | Ment, 7 is not a frivolous appropriation. The House did not put 
the Continental Congress, one of the watchdogs of the Treasury, | 1 on the bill. The Senate inserted It, and they did so on t rec- 
whose cunning attention this item has escaped, interposed an ob- | ommendation of the Bureau of Education and of the Senate Com- 
jection, and I was preve nte <i from securing that appropriation mittee on Education, and the amendment seemed t be nsisted 
for that proper and laudable object. Now, will this House allow | upon to such an extent that the House conferees agreed to it. 1 
an appropriation of $12,500 for such a purpose as this—a purpose | Want to say, however, that in assenting to the Senat enainet 
which I venture to assert can obtain no advocacy whatever on the | I did so because, in my judgment, it appeared tot pt expend 
floor of this House? ; iture of the public money, and was supported by the 
Mr. CANNON. Just a word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gen- | those who are my peers and superiors touching such ( r 
tleman from New York, and then I will ask a vote on the adop- | objects of appropriation. I am quite content, withou l 
tion of the conference report. I do not know whether this is a feeling, that the House take such action as it ma ee 
particularly meritorious item or not. The House conferees came | uching the adoption ot this report. 
to an agreement with the Senate conferees upon this Senate | Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to ay} in 
amendment—for it is a Senate amendment—and it may be well to er ; 
turn to page 119 of the bill and see what it is: | The SPE AKER. | The gentlem ate 5 
Purchase of historical publications: That the Secretary of the Senate be Mr. BAL : LETT of Ne — Wou = - = : 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase from Gen. Jar p. | toinstruct the conferees to recede from their agre ‘ »am : 
McB ae Se i at ts of his s historical publ an amt ant | ment numbered 183? 
Gnited Staten. aad Gite an oe thee Unaite d States s neal seals ¢ of the exe the SPEAKER. The conference report must be accepted or 
jud al, and legislative departme nts of the Government”; uid | rejected a whole. 
Sn liste a tL zects| Mr. CANNON. | I move the previous question 
Hor the uso of the 6 3 ate the United Stat Et oe tho tne Del legate in ls Mr. HARDY. I rise toa parhamentary Inqnir W ‘ It be 
Congress; 1 set to the President, 1 set to the Vice-President, 1 set to the Chief | in order for me to make a motion to strike out the pi lon 10F 
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purchasing 2,500 sets of Gen. James D. Mc 
lications and ins 

** horse books’? 
our Ct 

Mr. CANNON. Th at is a very good inquiry to be 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAK ER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] 
can answer that question for himself. 

Mr. CANNON. Imove the previous question. 

Mr. POWERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
make at some stage of the proceedings a motion to recede from 
the disagreement of the House to a Senate amendment—not the 
row in question. Will that be in order after the vote on the 
adoption of this report? 

‘t a SPEAKER. Is it a matter included in the report? 

Mr. CANNON. 


3ride’s historical pub- 


I think they would be more beneficial to us and 


mn ituents, 


addressed to 


I wish to 


one 


Oh, no: it is a matter on which there has been 
no agreement, and the motion of the gentleman can come in after 
the ri port 1s adopted. 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Powers] will be in order after the vote upon the adoption 
of the report if it refers to any amendment not embraced in the 
report. 

The question beiz 
was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will the 
adoption of this report commit the House to the purchase of these 
2,500 sets of historical publications? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

r. DALZELL. Then I hope the report will not be adopted. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the conference report, 


ig taken on ordering the previous question, it 


there were, on a division (called for by Mr. CANNON)—ayes 59, 
noes sv, 
Mr. CANNON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordere wd 




















The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 151, not 
voting 145; as follows: 
YEAS—59 
Abbott, Doolittle, Loudenslager, Sayers, 
Aldrich, TL Fischer Marsh, Smith, Ml. 
Andrews, Gamble, Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, R. L Gardner, Steele, 
Avery, Griffin, Stewart, N. J. 
Bartholdt, Grout, Stewart, Wis. 
Berry, Hainer, Nebr. Tawney, 
Blue, Halterman, Mu rphy, Towne, 
Brumm, Ha , Northway, Updegraff, 
Burrell, Hi: an Parker, Van Horn, 
Burton, Mo. Hil I Pickler, Van Voorhis, 
Canno1 Hurley, Pitney, Warner, 
Clark, Mo Leisenring Powers, Wilson, Idaho 
Daniels, Long, Robinson, Pa. Wood. 
Dollive: Loud Sauerhering, 
NAYS—151. 
Acheson, I t, Va. Leonard Sorg, 
Aldrich, Ala. E tt, S.C Lester Southard, 
Allen, Utah Erdman Lewis Spalding, 
Ander 1 Faris, I Sparkman, 
Fenton, Spencer, 
] rerald, Sperry, 
( n, Stahle, 
G N.Y Stallings, 
Gillett, Mass Stokes, 
Graff, Stone, C. W. 
Griswold trait, 
Grosve r Stre x. 
Grow Strowd, N.C 
Hage Sulloway, 
Hardy, Taft, 
Harris, Mclé armon, Talbert, 
Harrison, McMillin, Tate, 
Brown Hart, McRae, Tayler, 
oo Hatch, Milnes, Terry, 
Burton, Ohio Heatwole, Moody, Tracewell, 
Cc ardy, Hendrick, Morse, Tracey, 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Conn. Neill, Treloar, 
( Ala Hicks, Odell, Underwood, 
Codd Hill, Otey, Walker, Mass. 
( x Wis Hubbard Otjen, Walker, Va. 
( . Wis Hunter, Owens, Walsh, 
Ce rl 7 Jenkins, Pears« mm, Wanger, 
Cousins, Johnson, Cal. Phillips Watson, Ind. 
Crowther, Kem, Poole, Watson, Ohio 
Crum] Kendall Prince, Wellington, 
Culberson, Kic Ps Rik ‘hardson, Williams, 
Curtis, lowa . 30 Willis, 
Dalzell, Wilson, 8. C. 
Danford. Woodard, 
Dayton Woodman, 
De Art md, Vright, 
D Yoakum. 
E 
Adam 3a Conn lly, 
Aitken Be Cooke, Il. 
Allen, Miss Bir t Cooper, Fla. 
Aps Bis ) ings Cooper, Tex. 
Arn , Pa Bla Ga “ing, Cowen, 
Bal B N.Y Cox, 
Ba B ; Crisp, 
Ba B ; Crowley, 
Bar Ga Brewster, Cummings, 
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Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Mercer, Settle, 
Curtis, N. Y. Howard, Meredith, Shannon, 
Denny, Howe, Meyer, Shaw, 
Dingley, Howell, Miles, Sherman, 
Dinsmore, Huff, Miller, Kans. Snover, 
Dockery, Houlick, Miller, W. Va. Southwick, 
Dovener, Huling, Miner, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Downing, Hull, Money, Stone, W. A. 
Draper, Hutcheson, Moses, Strode, Nebr. 
Sllis Hyde, Mozley, Sulzer, 
Johnson, Ind. Newlands, Swanson, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Noonan, Thomas, 
Fletche r, Jones, Ogden, Thorp, 
Foote, Joy, Overstreet, Tucker, 
Foss, Kerr, Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Fowler, Kulp, Payne, Turner, Va. 
Goodwyn, Lawson, Pendleton, Tyler, 
fadley, Layton, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Hall, Lefever, Price, Washington, 
Hanly, Livingston, Pugh, Wheeler, 
Heiner, Pa. Lorimer, Quigg, White, 
Hemenway, Low, Raney, Wilber, 
Henderson, Maddox, Ray, Wilson, N. Y. 
Henry, Ind. Mahon, Reeves, Wilson, Ohio 
Hepburn, McCall, Tenn. Reyburn, Woomer. 
Hermann, McEwan, Robertson, La 
Hitt, McLaurin, Rusk, 
Hooker, Meiklejohn, Russell, Ga. 


So the report of the committee of conference was rejected. 

During the roll call, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to make 
a statement for one minute, acc ompanied with an inquiry touch- 
ing the es effect of this vote. 

Mr. KEM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will ask the Speaker to state—— 

Mr. KEM and others. Regular order. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I demand that we have 
order on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WILLIs). 


The regular order 
is called for, 


and order is demanded on the floor. Now, gentle- 
you have a *‘ greenhorn” in the chair; do me the respect to 
keep quiet while the roll is being called. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of the roll, when 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. CATCHINGs. 

Mr. Foore with Mr. ELLett of Virginia. 

Mr. HADLEY with Mr. Money. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. LAYTON. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. McMILLIN, 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. Coss. 

For this day: 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. SOUTHWICK with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, when I voted I was under the im- 
pression that we were voting simply on the single amendment pro- 
viding the $12,500 to pay for a certain publication. I have since 
learned that the effect of my vote would be to reach the entire 
conference report, and I desire therefore to change my vote from 

‘no” to ‘‘ aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was absent in conference com- 
mittee, but believe I am paired on this question. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I was absent, Mr. Speaker, in con- 
ference. If present, I should have voted ‘‘ no” on this proposition. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to all the amendments of the Sen- 
ate on this bill, and ask a conference—the report having been 
rejected—on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. . ESTER. I think, Mr. Speaker, that a motion to regede 
from the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendments 
woul id have precedence of the motion of the gentleman. I move 


that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
to this bill. 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. LESTER. 
public buildings. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman from [linois, in- 
asmuch as the question respecting the public buildings has been 
submitted to the House, whether it would not be well to take a 
vote on them this afternoon. It will obviate coming back to the 
House again with a disagreement as to that part of the report and 
then asking for a vote. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, my motion that the House 
do further insist on the disagreement as to the Senate amend- 
ments leaves it in order for any gentleman who desires to do so 
to move that the House recede from its disagreement to any one of 
the amendments and agree to the same. Am I correct? 


That would embrace the entire report. 
I had reference to the amendments relating to 
















































































The SPEAKER, The gentleman is correct. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I am quite content that such mo- 
tion shall be made, especially as to those public buildings provided 
for in the Senate amendments. There is not much trouble, I will 
say, as I understand it, about an agreement with the Senate if 
the question of public buildings that the Senate has put onto the 
bill could be eliminated. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If that question is to be taken up, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to have a few minutes to be heard upon it 
myself. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I will modify my motion, which 
was to recede from the House disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments indicated by the gentleman from Illinois. Do I understand 
that his motion would cover all of the amendments, public build- 
ings and all? 

The SPEAKER. Which is the amendment the gentleman de- 
sires to move to recede from? 

Mr. LESTER. With reference to the public buildings. 

Mr. CANNON. All of them? I would have to ask for a sepa- 
rate vote on that question. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a motion with reference to one 
of the Senate amendments. I move, sir, that the House recede 
from its disagreement to its amendment of the Senate numbered 9. 

Mr. LESTER. I move to recede from its disagreement to all of 
the amendments relating to the public buildings. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman give the numbers of the 
amendments? 

Mr. LESTER. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
190 also. 

Mr. TERRY. 
amendment I have suggested, which I will read. 
lowing words: 

(9) For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post 
office and enlarging judge’s chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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I think they are numbered 2 to inclusive. 
I desire to ask a separate vote on amendment 


I move to recede from the disagreement to the 
It is in the fol- 


Now, I desire briefly, if in order, to support my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has charge of 
the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a vote. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iwish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move, as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas, to recede from the House 


disagreement to all of the Senate amendments menticned in the | 
The list is found on page 5, | 


report as having been disagreed to? 
in the last five lines of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the more orderly course 
would be to vote upon the question of insistence on the disagree- 
ment as to such matters on which a separate vote is not demanded, 
then if there be separate votes demanded upon other amendments 
they should be taken separately. 

Mr. CANNON, That is right. 

Mr. TERRY. ILask for a division, then, in regard to the public 
buildings. 

Mr. CANNON. 
on which separate votes will be asked. 

The SPEAKER. There are other matters about which there is 
no dispute, and the Chair suggests that they may as well be dis- 
posed of, and then the amendments be taken up in their order. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I will ask a vote on amendments 
numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7. 8,9, 10,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18,19, and 22. 
This will cover the public buildings. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that you also include the amendment 
numbered 190, on page 126. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that probably it 
would be better to first vote upon all matters outside of the amend- 
ments to which he has referred, and then have such separate votes 
as may be necessary on the remaining amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will send the 
list to the desk. 

Mr. SAYERS. Amendment 190,0n page 126 of the printed bill, 
is the amendment to which I call the gentleman’s attention. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I ask a separate vote on that, too. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments on which 
a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
22, and 190. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the House insist on its disagreement to all the other amendments 


except those named, and ask a committee of conference on the 


disagreeing votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the first of the excepted 
amendments, which is amendment numbered 2. 
Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Do I 
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I will indicate the amendments, Mr. Speaker. 
L | 


understand that these excepted amendments are now passed by 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. 
passed. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask if we can not have a vote on 
all of these public buildings in one proposition? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, sir; not to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ments must be taken up separately. 
second amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(2) For public building at Bo 
$50,000; and the limit of cost of 
to $200,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, pending the vote, if I have 
the power to do it, I will yield five minutes to the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds |Mr. MILLIKEN}. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Give me ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I will give you five minutes, and see if you 
need ten, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Possibly I can say all I know in five minutes. 
I hope that these amendments providing for increased limit of 
cost and for the establishment of new public buildings, proposed 
in these Senate amendments, will be disagreed to, and that the 
committee of conference will be instructed to insist upon their 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate. This is the most 
vicious way of legislating that is known to Congress. 

Now, we have a committee in this House—perhaps some of you 
have heard of it—a Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Before that committee have been pending a great number of bills 
for the establishment of public buildings, for the increase of the 
limit of cost, and similar matters. The committee have acted 
upon them. They have made reports upon between thirty and 
forty of them, but those reports have not been filed in the House 
| because the committee have been informed, from a source which 
they consider entirely authoritative, that the bills could not be 
considered in this House in this session. As somebody has said 
here to-day, this is not a public-building session. Many of those 


They are not passed. All except those are 


Consequently the amend- 


The Clerk will report the 


said | 


Tds 
ng al 


ty 


lal 


mtint 
ner 


itl 
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St 


| 


bills are quite as important as, and some more important than, any 
that are found in this list. For instance, there is a bill for the 
purpose of strengthening the ironwork in the first story of the ap- 
| praisers’ stores building in New York. That building has been 
| put up one story. Experts have examined it and decided, and 


s Office, that 
7 
1- 


this decision is indorsed by the Supervising Architect 
it is utterly useless to go any further in the tion of that buil 
ing until an appropriation is made for strengthening the ironwork, 
| because it is not sufficiently strong to hold up what will be stored 
in there after the building is completed. That work mus 
| unless this appropriation is made. Is there a stronger case than 
that in this bill? 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


y 


eres n 


t 


Stop 


Is that in this bill? 





| 
| Mr. MILLIKEN. No; that is not in this bill. 
|} Mr. HOPKINS. Iask the gentleman where that bill is? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is in the Committee on Public Building 

| and Grounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It has not been reported? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Noreport has been made from the Commit 

| tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to this Hou for the re n 

| that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have bee 
distinctly given to understand that no bills fron at comm 
would be considered in the House if they w ported. 

| Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Given to understai that by whom? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, in the first place, | know it from my 

own judgment. In the second place, Ll have i m many peo 
| ple in this House that it is not necessary for me to spend any pi 

of my five minutes in giving the gentleman that un sary 
information. 7 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It is information that is very ne 
sary to the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There are between thirty d forty pul 
building bills before the Commit on Pu suildit 
Grounds, every one of which is as important I 
that are included in these Senate amendments to the su l 
bill. Gentlemen who have those bills can m et ¢ a n 
of them in the House. If nothing is done here ma home 
to their districts and say, ‘‘ We have fared as well nybod 
|else. It has not beenthe policy of this Congres | miblic- 
building bills because the state of the Tr ury uch it will 
not bear the appropriation. Wehave1 the money in the Treas- 
ury to pay for the erection of these buildings.” 

But suppose you put into the bill now under consideration the 
few that are no more worthy than the others. Then when a 
gentleman go home to his district and his constituents sa 
| ‘* Why did you not get our public-building bill through?” what 
can he say? They will say to him, ‘* Why, other fellow t theirs 
through.” Here are 17 public-building bills in this sundry civil 
| appropriation bill, carrying almost a million and half of dollars, 
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I have gone through the list. Here isa building in Boise City, 
Idaho, $50.000. Another in Camden, N. J., $125,000. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. But is there any appropriation? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Another for the extension of the limit at 
Cheyenne, Wyo., $100,000, and so on. Now, here in this bill is an 
appropriation for a hall of records. I ask if any gentleman of 
this House has examined that bill? Does any gentleman in this 
House know where that hall of records is to be located? Does any 
gentleman in this House know how much is going to be the cost 
of that building? Iknowsomethingaboutit. LDhavereason tosay 
that I know nobody has asked for that particular hall of records 
except a gentleman who wants to sell his land and some other 
gentlemen who do not want it occupied by something that will 


not be as good as a hall of records. [Loud applause.|] That is 


one thing you have got in this bill. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that when | 


a gentleman proposes a bill that will not bear the investigation of 
a committee, a bill that comes into this House without investiga- 
tion in regard to its merits, a bill that will not bear investigation 
by a committee of this House, and that can not get a report from 
a committee of this House, it should never be considered here 
because it is put on as an amendment in the Senate. [Loud 
applause 

Some of the most vicious legislation has been carried through 
in that way. How was it when the appropriation was made and 
this penitentiary wall was built up around this Capitol at a cost 
of more than a million dollars, defacing the Capitol and making 
it worse than before? Did that come from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? No; it was stuck on an appro- 

bill in the Senate and went through without anybody 

ranything about it. That has been done over and over 

n. It was done in the last Congress and before the last Con- 

gress. I think the older members of the House will remember 

there was an effort to pass through Congress a certain bill to buy 
a place for a Public Printing Office. 

The Senate insisted upon that from Congress to Congress. I 
opposed it, and so did many others. I opposed it in the last 
House, and we defeated it here. Whatistheresult? That propo- 
sition on the part of the Senate was that we should buy the land 
of a certain gentleman who had friends over there and pay $1.17 
foot for it. It has been sold since for 30 cents a foot. The man 
who owns it to-day only paid that for it, and told me so himself. 
[Applause.] I think we have been justified by the facts in op- 
posing that measure. While I know that many of these buildings 
in here are meritorious, I hope the House will vote to instruct the 
committee to insist upon its disagreement to all these amend- 
ments; and if the gentlemen who have bills in here want to 
have them passed, and of course they do, let them go through in 
a legitimate way. [Applause.] Let them be examined by a com- 
mittee of the House and a committee of the Senate, and when 
they come into this House let them come in here with a report 
which shall state what the merits are, and what the cost is going 
to be, so that the House can act intelligently upon them. If you 
pass these bills to-day you establish a precedent which you can 
not afford. 

Why, gentlemen, what use have you for your Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds if it is to sit here and report its 
bills and not have them considered in the House, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are going to fix the locations, are going 
to authorize public buildings, are going to pass on the cost and 
limit the cost of public buildings, and all that? Why do you not 
let the river and harbor bill go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the same way? There is just as much sense in that. It 
is true that comes in an omnibus bill and public buildings do not. 
There will be just as much sense— 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question now? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Give me a little more time, will you? 

Mr. CANNON. How much? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will give the gentleman a couple of minutes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Give me five. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the House understands the matter, 
and I have to vie 


a 
a 


to the gentleman w vakes the motion. 


‘ld 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I say there 1 st much sense in this | 


Touse refusing to pass the river and harbor bill and let the Sen- 


te put all those projects upon an appropriation bill as an amend- | 


: over here : is for them to put on appro- 
building bills. 


INSLAGER. Will the gentleman now permit a | 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors have made a report to this House, have they not? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. They have. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. We have considered that report? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We have. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Your committee has not made a re- 

| port that we can consider. 

|" Mr. MILLIKEN. It is not our fault; it was not intended by 
| the House to pass bills of that kind. 

| Mr. DOOLITTLE. How many of these are new buildings pro- 
vided for in this bill? 

| Mr. MILLIKEN. I have not looked them all up. Some of 
them are new buildings, and some are increases of the limitation. 

Now, I want to say 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One minute more. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield one minute more. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. So far as the appropriation for the purchase 
of land connected with the present Public Printing Office is con- 
cerned, I have only this to say: I am always willing to make the 
appropriations necessary to carry on that concern at present, but 
it was only to-day that I met a gentleman who is attorney for a 
very good citizen of Washington, a man whom I very much ad- 
mire personally, who has been for the last three or four Congresses 
endeavoring to get the Government to buy his land and fix the 
Public Printing Office upon it, and the attorney said, ‘‘ Well, if 
this thing goes, it will fix it so we can sell good old Andy’s land.” 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. And who is good old Andy? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. A better man than you or I, and that means 
that he is good enough for anybody. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know him, but I suppose the gentle- 
man from Maine, judging from his reference, must know him. 

Mr.MILLIKEN. Well,as he is a good man probably the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not know him. [Laughter.} Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I repeat that I hope these bills will all be voted down on 
general principles, so that our friends who are not fortunate 
enough to get in their bills at present may go in at the next ses- 
sion and have their bills considered and passed in a legitimate 
way. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. CANNON. I yield nowto my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. Savers], and afterwards I will yield to the gentleman from 
Idaho. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the speech of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] and I do not concur 
in all that he has said. I do not think this House will act wisely 
if it does not make the appropriation contained in the Senate 
amendment for the continuance of the construction of the new 
post-office building in this city. That building ought to be com- 
pleted as soon as possible and the limit ought to be broken for this 
reason 

Mr. MILLIKEN (interposing). If the gentleman will pardon 
me, I will say that I forgot to refer to that. So far as that work 
is concerned, it is the finishing up of the building, and 1 would 
make it an exception. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are several other items to which the gen- 

| tleman forgot to refer. Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the 
new post-office building in this city, if it be completed in accord- 
ance with the terms of the Senate amendment, within twelve or 
eighteen months of this time, there will be room provided not only 
for the city post-office, but for 3,000 clerks or thereabouts for 
whose accommodation the Government is paying to-day about 
$100,000 a year in rent of private buildings in this city. If the 
Senate amendment in reference to this building be agreed to—I 
shall move to recede from our disagreement to that item—gentle- 
men can rest assured that in eighteen months at the furthest the 
city post-office will be moved into the building, and 3,000 Gov- 
ernment employees or more will also find offices there, and there 
will be a clear saving to the Government every year of fully 
$100,000, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to repeat that I 
agree with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] about the 
new post-office building here and that 1 regard it as anexceptional 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Idaho. 

ir. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Idaho. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, the amendment that I 

| want to call the attention of the House to is No. 2, which reads: 


} 


For public building at Boise City, Idaho: For continuation of building, $3,- 
} | the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150,000 to 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I can admit all of the criticisms 
| of thechairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and avoid the effect of them so far as this item is concerned. 
There are, so far as I know—and I think lam correct in the state- 
ment—three States in this Union which have no public Federal 
buildings whatever in them. The State which [ have the honor 
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to represent upon this floor—Idaho—is one that has no public build- | Mr. CANNON. I now ask that amendment numbered 3 be 


A public building there was provided for in the last 
sundry civil bill which passed Congress. There was an allowance | 
of $150,000 in that bill for a public building at Boise City. An 
appropriation was made for the purchase of a site. That site has 
been selected, and the title thereto will soon vest in the United 
States. 

Now, this bill provides an appropriation of $50,000 to commence 
the building. So far as the question of the advisability of erect- 
ing a building there is concerned, it is not open to discussion. It 
has been decided by the Congress of the United States. The 
building ought to be erected there. That question has been sub- 
mitted to the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and they have unanimously recommended it. The Senate has 
passed it. It has been submitted to the House Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and their subcommittee has reported 
it favorably. 

The last sundry civil bill provided for this public building. I 
want to remind gentlemen of what they all know on reflection, 
that in every State in this Union there is need for at least one 
public building. We need a public building in Idaho. We have 
the United States courts there: 
oftice there; we have the United States land offices there; we have 
the deputy collector of internal revenue there; we have several 
other United States officials there; the records of the United States 
courts are there. Therefore, as a bald business proposition, if 
any business man on the floor of this House had occasion to rent 
for the transaction of his business the room which it is necessary 
to rent for the United States officials in Idahoin order to transact 


ing in it. 


the public business, he would certainly, as a matter of economy, | 


erect a building of hisown. From that point of view alone, for 
the mere saving of rent, a public building should be erected there 
costing at least $200,000, as provided for in this bill. 

Now, I say again, that the criticism which the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has made here is 


without force as against this item, and I submit in all fairness | 


that this appropriation ought to be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that separate votes 
are to be taken on each of the amendments, and that the previous 
question is considered as ordered. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the pre- 
vious question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia does not under- 
stand that the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move the previous question on these 
various amendments. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Does the previous question which the gentleman 
asks for apply to the amendment which has just been considered 
or to all of them? 

The SPEAKER. It applies to all of them. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that as a matter of 
fairness and common justice each man here is entitled to be 
heard on these amendments {Cries of ‘‘ Order!”’] 





And I hope the House will not perpetrate the glaring injustice 


of refusing members the chance to advocate the merits of proposi- 
tions in which they areinterested. [Renewed cries of ‘‘Order!”’] 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. 
question may be considered as ordered upon all these amend- 
ments severally; that five minutes be given for debate on each 
side upon each amendment, and that the vote be taken separately 
on each amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. |[|Laughter. | 

Mr. TERRY. Lhope thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
will withdraw the demand for the previous question, and give us 
an opportunity to discuss these propositions. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, is it in order for me on this first 
amendment to move the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move the previous question on the 
amendment just read, relating to the public building at Boise 
City. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the Chair state the question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding from the disagree- 
ment of the House and concurring in the Senate amendment with 
relation to the public building at Boise City. 

The question was decided in the negative; there being on a divi- 
sion (called for by Mr. Wixson of Idaho)—ayes 39, noes 127. 


The Chair hears none. 


The SPEAKER. The noes have it; and the House insists on its 
nonconcurrence in the amendment. 





we have the surveyor-general’s | 


I ask unanimous consent that the previous | 


read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For public building at Camden, N. J.: For construction of building, $25,000; 
and the limit of cost of said building is increased $125,000 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] whether he wishes 
to occupy five minutes? 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If I can not convince the House in 


less than five minutes I do not think I shall be able to do so at all. 
Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment, I am 
glad to say, does not come under the criticism of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. It is peculiar in that respect. The 
act authorizing the construction of this building was passed in 
1884. In securing the land upon which to erect the building there 


ed, 


sing 


was some delay; and when the title to the site had been perfect 
the Secretary of the Treasury, under the advice of the Super, 
Architect, refused to authorize the construction of the |! 
on account of the insufficiency of the amount appropriated 

The city of Camden had grown wonderfully in population dur- 
ing the short period which had elapsed since this building was 
authorized. In 1884 the postal receipts were only $20,000; at this 
time they are $70,000. Besides, sir, the Government, ob- 
taining possession of the site in the heart of that city constructed 
an unseemly board fence around it, which at the present time is 
in some places partly torn down and in others altogether destroyed. 
In this condition it makes a constant rendezvous at night and 
even in the daytime for disorderly boys and tramps, so that it is 
a nuisance to the city. 

Only $25.000 is asked at this time. 


3 
ulidiIng 


after 


The iraportance of the 


structure and its necessity have been passed upon by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds in previous Congresst Che 
business of the post-oflice alone warrants the construction of this 


no 
ils. 


build Besides the post office there is located in the city of 
Camden an office for the internal-revenue collector of that district. 
The collector of the port is also located there. The number of 
post-office employees in the city of Camden has increased from 21 
in 1884 to 63 at this time. 

It seems to me that the House, when it has presented to it a 
meritorious matter like this, ought to give it fair consideration. 


It may be impossible for us to bring all these matters before the 
House at one time. We must take them up singly. Iask, there- 
| fore, that fair consideration be given to this amendmen The 
appropriation proposed is one necessary to be made. The present 


attitude of the Treasury Department practically permits a nui- 
sanceinthecity of Camden. This amendment of the Senate ought 
to be adopted. That is all I have to say. \pplause. | 

Mr. CANNON. Iask a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to rec: 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent that this session be 
extended after 5 o’clock until this bill is disposed of, 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. |lLaughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. Let the next amendment be 

The Clerk read as follows: 


de and 


gentleman from 


reported, 


Wyo.: For continuatic 


building and site is increas 


n of build- 


d from 


(4) For publie building at Cheyenne, 
ing, $50,000; and the limit of cost of said 
$150,000 to $250,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I yield a few minutes to the 
Wyoming |Mr. MonDELL]}. 


gentleman from 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the amendment now under 
consideration is one of those amendments that was objected to by 
the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. MILLIKEN], but I submit if there 

| are to be no public buildings erected in the far West until we get 
a report from the present committee of this House on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, this session will pass without even be- 


| ginning the construction of any one of the public buildings so 
much needed. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, you will get a report as soon as the bill 
can be got through if it has merit. 
| Mr. MONDELL. Further, the Committee on Pul Buildings 
and Grounds of this House has had under consideration this prop- 
osition and I understand that they have gone this far, that they 
| have determined whenever in their wisdom they see fit t port 
| to the House a provision for any public building, that t blic 
| building shall be one of them. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, The gentleman ought to be grateful to us for 
that. 
Mr. MONDELL. The conditions existing at Boise ¢ and 
Helena are similar to those existing at Cheyenne, and it is one 


of three capitals of sovereign States of this Union that have no 


| public buildings. 
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We have a beautiful city, situated at the very summit of the 
continent, a magnificent city; we have an excellent statehouse, 
and besid g, onethat 


le it we wish to placea splendid public buildin 


is appropriate to a city of that character, and that will be an orna- 
ment to the nation. We have the full complement of Federal 
officers necessary and usual in a capital city, and we wish to have 
the proper appropriation made to supply what we so much need 
there in the way of a public building. We want a building well 


enough cc nstructed to reflect credit upon the nation in the capital 


of our Stat>: and we ask you, therefore, to support this amend- 
ment. {Applause. ] 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede from 


a disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(6) For post-office at Fortress Monroe, Va.: That the sum of $15,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the erection of a post-office building at Fortress 
Monroe, Va., upon the Government reservation. The said building shall be 
erected upon plans, specifications, and contracts to be approved, in the man- 
ner provided by law, by the Secretary of War, and to cover quarters for the 
postmaster and office accommodations for customs officer and United States 
commissioner. Nor shall any plan for the erection of said building be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War involving an expenditure exceeding the said 
sum of $15,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask a vote. 

The question was taken; and the House refused to recede fromits 
disagreement. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

(7) For public building at Helena, Mont.: For continuation of building, 
$50,000; and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150,000 
to $300,000. 

The SPEAKER. 
concur. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(8) Strike out: ; . : 

“For post-office and court-house at Kansas City., Mo.: For continuation of 
building under present limit, $50,000.” 

And insert: / . 

‘*For post-office and court-house at Kansas City, Mo.: For continuation of 
building, $50,000; and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased 
from $1,200,009 to $1,316,000.” 


Mr. CANNON. In fairness to the gentleman representing the 
Kansas City district I promised to yield to him for a few moments. 

Mr. VAN HORN. I only wish a minute or two. 

Mr. Speaker, it is necessary to state that the bill as originally 
prepared, appropriating money for this work, required the ground 
to embrace an entire square. 
curing of the ground and the grading necessary, which could not 


The question is on the motion to recede and 


fe _— 2 


| small sum is asked. 


The simple fact is that in the pro- | 


be foreseen by anyone—nothing except experience could demon- 


strate it—it is found that the building can not be completed within 
the present limit. That is all there is of the matter, and I hope 
the House will recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 


The question was taken; and the motion to recede and concur | 


Was rejected. 
The Clerk reported the next amendment of the Senate, as fol- 
lows: 


(9) For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional | 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post- 
oftice and enlarging judge's chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [ Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask the kind attention of the House while I 
endeavor to show the merits of this proposition, and I ask only 
tair treatment upon the merits of the case. 
tlemen, that this proposition stands upon stronger grounds than 
any proposition which you have considered, as I will undertake 
to show. 

In the first place, I will say that the necessity for the improve- 
ment of the public building at the city of Little Rock has already 
been passed upon by Congress at a preceding session. We appro- 
priated $58,000 for this purpose. The Secretary of the Treasury 
sent down there to inaugurate that work, and found that on ac- 
count of the peculiar architecture of the building and on account 
of the kind of stone that was used in its construction, namely, 
Ohio stone, that it would cost more to carry out the project than 
Congress had allowed. Therefore he sent to the Speaker of this 
House a recommendation and estimate for $43,000 more. Now, 
this isnot one of the cases spoken of by the gentleman from Maine 
| Mr. MiLiikeNn] in which there has been no estimate. There has 
been a careful estimate upon this proposition, and the amount 
that will be required is definitely ascertained. Further, I will 
say that this is urgently needed, as I will show you, by a letter 
from the United States circuit judge of that district, Judge Cald- 


I desire to say, gen- | 





well, with whom many of you are acquainted. He wrote me the 
following letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CrrRcvlIT, 
Little Rock, March 28, 1892. 

My DeAR Sir: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. 

I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 
grown weary of the subject. My lettersare on file in Washington protesting 
against laying the foundations of the building under the limitations and re- 
strictions of the act making the first appropriation. 

I said then, and time has verified the correctness of my judgment, that the 
building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inadequate to 
accommodate the mblic officers and business expected to be provided for 
within its walls. i knew this was so so far as it related to the United States 
courts. 

I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge’s chambers large enough fora 
chambers court room, but allin vain. There is but one court room and the 
judge's chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table, 
and two or three chairs. 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to hold 
two courts at the same time, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so ex- 
cept when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or we can 
get in the State house. 


The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and of delay and cost to parties and witnesses. 

The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing condi- 
tions it is out of the question. 


{ know nothing about the wants of the other departments. I only know 
that the present building does not furnish adequate accommodations for the 


United States courts. 
Yours, truly, HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Circuit Judge. 
Hon. W. L. Terry, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 

Now, gentlemen, as you have it there, the Government of the 
United States has to depend upon the courtesy of the county of 
Pulaski for the privilege of holding one of its courts. Only a 
The Secretary of the Treasury says it is nec- 
essary. He has sent in an estimate. It has all been determined, 
and you have here the letter of a Federal judge who stands as 
high as any man in the United States showing you the deplora- 
ble condition of affairs at Little Rock for the want of this im- 
provement. Lappeal to the sense of fairness of the House, that 
upon so meritorious a matter as this you permit the amendment 
of the Senate to stand. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding and concurring. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TERRY) there were—ayes 52, noes 116. 

Accordingly, the House refused to recede and concur, and in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 

CONFEREES ON THE FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees upon the bill H. R. 
8109, the fortifications appropriation bill, Mr. Hainer of Ne- 
braska, Mr. Grout, and Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the 
House will now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, when 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. PAYNE, will act as Speaker 
pro tempore. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 

Mr. PAYNE took the chair as Speaker pro tempore, and directed 

the reading of paragraph 2 of Rule XX VI; which was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 

at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of polit- 


| ical disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be consid- 


ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the 
consideration of bills under the special order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 35, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina raises the point of no quorum. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

I desire unanimous consent to make a state- 





Mr. TALBERT. 
ment. 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Sneaker. 

Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. Woop was agreed to; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

ELLA D. CROSS. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 997) 
granting a pension to Ella D. Cross, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Ella D. Cros 


widow of Richard D. Cross, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regimen 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 
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Mr. 


make 
the 

Mr. |} 
of this s 


work that the ¢ 


WOOD. 


reading r of 


ERDMAN., 


Mr. 


we 


are 


I suggest that the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. SuLLOWAy |, who prepared the report in this case, 
a statement which will satisfy the House quite 
the long report. 

Chairman, apparently on the eve 
sion, so that it might be a proper time to review the 
‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee 
on Pensions have performed and laid before the House. 
caused to be prepared a list of all the bills passed by the Com- 


can 
as well as 


I have 


mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, to- | 


gether with the amounts, rank, etc., 
sent to print. 


read it; 


theref re, 


inste2 
a, 


KEM. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. 


objection? 


Mr. 


tion. 


KE 
Mr. PICKLER. 


M. I object. 


M. I object. 


the document. 


Mr. 


ERDMAN. 
The CHAIRMAN, 


ment in his hand. 


The question was taken; 


I will read it. 
The gentleman from Iowa moves that leave | 5. 
be granted to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to print the docu- 


The document is as follows: 


S. 804 
H. R. 4724 
H. R. 4841 
H. R. 2969 
H R 148 
H. R. 1948 
H.R. 1505 
§. 350 
H. R. 2085 
H. R. 7324 
H. R. 7067 
S. 830 
5. 1345 


H. R. 2800 
H.R. 2151 


H. R. 1616 
H. R. 4008 
H.R 
H. R. 5667 


H.R. 2110 
H. R. 1500 
H. RB. 6466 
S. 466 
ial acd 
H. R. 6808 
§.145 
8.147 

S. 2014 


H. R. 6519 
H. R. 3389 
H. R. (556 
H. R. 5938 


H. R. 5852 
S. 1672 


H. R. 4410 


H. R. 1646 
8. 1291 


S. 1276 
H. R. 3884 
H. R. 6255 
H.R ny) 
8. 637 
H. R. 6sii 
S. 646 


H. R. 441 
H. R. 6915 


H. R. 4517_| 


§.1511 
H. R. 7457 
H. R. 764i 


Abbey, 


COMMITTEE 


Name. 


Allaback, Nancy G 
Aleshire, Mary L 
Adams, Silas 

Allen, Lucy A 
Arnold, Mary ie 
Andricks, Uriah. ... 
Aspold, Sarah A. 


Geo A 
Anderson, Pet 
Applegate, Wn 
Arbaugh. Jos 
Allard, Mary 
Adams, Enoch G 

Brooks, Martha 

Blackman, Agnes A 


ric ae } ee 
Be ach, Hattie / 
Bre = r, Th mas 
Brinton, Maria B 
Box, Marcus D 
Bagley, Geo. W 
Barnard, Geo. V 
Brown, William 
Blunt, 





Boyd, Sarah A 
Bliss, Maud Adelle 
Bachelder, Elvira .. 
Bull, Sarah A 


— ~ “( 
luck, Albert 
B rown, Ja ) 


Burns, Pris ‘cilla B 


Bradbury, Josiah P 
Brown, Lue R 


Blinker, Elise 


Brown, Dolly S.....-. 
Boughton, Celeste A 


Britton, John L..... 









Brewster, Jno. T Mar. 26, 1806 
Boatwright, Jno. J do 
Bruner, J. W bileons des 
Bro ; dees 
Benner, Geo. L...... | do 
Brown, Francis......| Mar.31, 1896 
Bostwick, Hester A..| Mar. 30, 1896 | 
Beebe, Julia D-_- =| Apr. 2, 1896 
Baker, Washington../ Apr 6, 1896 
Brown, Di ee Apr. 7, 1896 
Beaird, John é ao: 
Brown, Albert. ...... | Apr. 9, 1896 


Nancy Carson) ...-. 


| Mar. 16, 


| Mar 


Date. 


Feb. 13, 
Mar. 3, 1806 
Mar. 6, 1806 
Mar. %, 1806 
Mar. 10), 1806 
Mar. 19, 1806 
Mar. 26 


Mar. 31, 1896 
Apr. 6, 1896 
Apr. 20, 
e do 

a do 
Ma ny 7%, 
Jan. 16, 
Feb. 10, 


1896 


1806 


1805 
1805 
S96 
Jan. 16 
Feb. 24, 


Feb. 27, 1896 


Mar. 2, 
Mar. 3, 1896 


] 
Mar. 17 


iar. 


Mar. 23, 1896 


* Not rated. 


, 1896 


1896 | 
1806 | 


Tavorable. 


HRD 
1195 
681 
760 
S61 
953 


1059 
1186 


] 125 
1389 
62 


ool 


ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Unfavorable. 


| Amount. 


which I ask unanimous con- 
do not desire to take up the time of the House to 
and yet the House ought to know what it contains. I | 
Chairman, ask unanimous consent to print this, 
d of reading it to the House at this time. 
Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to print the document in his hand. 


[hope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- | 
This report has been prepared from the committee records. | 7 '} 
Mr. KE 


Mr. LACEY. I move that the gentleman be permitted to print 


and the motion was agreed to. 


30 | 


No. 


5S. 1525 


>. 


ji 


H. R. 7548 
S. 651 

H. R. 4500 
S. 1902 
| H. R.1295 
| H. R. 6489 
S. 2504 


va | H.R. 3 

Is there | HL R363 
i -Bospasianden 

" 

| H.R. 147 

H. R. 711 

t. 925 

| R. 2234 


40 


| H. R. i838 
730 
| H.R. 1022 
| H.R. 4598 
H.R. 950 
H. R. 1931 
H. R. 1804 
~- — | H.R. 4354 
2042 


a 
a 
~ 
~~ 


Rank. H 








R. 6217 


H. R. 158 
H. R. 4405 

! 

; 6.060 —..... 
Colonel. } 
Cc - tain. | FR. 4608 
Cc nel, 5. 878 
Cay ain. 

Private. | FE. R. 5068 
Do. S. 1806 
First asst. | H.R. 2221 
eng., M.S. | H.R. 3189 
Private. | H.R. 5710 

Do | 
Do. | §.2514 
Do. | H. R. 7928 
sot 
Do ke 
Brigade sur- | }{. R. 479 
geon, H. R. 6829 
Private. H. R. 3221 
Do. H. R. 3608 
Do. H. R. 5814 
Do. S. 1208 
Do. 
Carpenter. H. R.75 
Private 
Do S. 746 
Major - gen- 
eral H. R. 3496 
Captain. | H.R. 1892 
Private. | H.R. 4744 
Do. H. R. 4655 
Major and | H.R. 233 
paymas H. R. 4494 
ter. S. 14 
Private. H.R. 6803 
Do. | H.R. 7205 
Do 1 S$. 1787 
Srigadier- | H.R. 6159 
general. | 
Private. S$. 1975 
First lieu- 
tenant H. R. 3316 
Brigadier- | § 32] 
general. H. R. 4576 
Private. H. R. 3108 
Brigadier 
general. H. R. 3798 
‘i | H R. 68% 
H. R. S427 
| 1. R. 609) 
| H.R.357 
a H. R. 7424 
ieamster. H.R , 
Privat | H.R. 708 
Captain 1S. 3432 
Assistant 
surgeon 
Private. S. 1271 
Do 
Sergeant. H. R. 4275 
Private. 





COMMITTEE 


| 
Name. | 
| 


Bigelow, Eunice P 
Buckingham, Jane L 


Brock, Strather 
Burch, Jennie E 
‘ , Sophronia 
¢, Sam’‘] L... 





Barker, Mary F 


Bombard, Carlos 


| Cogswell, Eva Davis 
| Case, Geo 'wW 
Church, U LB 
Corbett, ia nie J 
Casper, Jos. A......- 


Cronch, Michael H. J 
Crand - Mollie 
Corri Thomas 
( 


Eh len Mo 





( 

( 

( n hn 
Colwell, Annie E 
Clendenin, 8. D 





r, May Gould 
Cogswell, Wm. F 
Chamberlin, Mary E 


Collins, Mary 
Cary, Augustus G-_. 


i: 


Cross, 


C h apman L — 
l Jared 





Davenyp« 


rt, Mary F 


Donohoe, Elizabeth 
' 

I re, Oliver 

D 1. Catharine 

Ly dam 

Db e,. Fred A 

Da y, Th Ss 

Db Bat s 

Dillon, Catharine 

Da en 

Dy Alph« 

Dunck Nancy T 

DeR y, Helen A 


Duncan, Julia Jones 


Annis H 


Mar. 10, 
Mar. 12, 


3, 1896 


L806 


LSOu 


1896 


LSve 


7. 1296 


, L806 


3, 1806 
2, 1896 


5, 1896 


1806 
1806 


Mar. 17, 1896 
Mar. 23, 1896 
Mar. 30, 1896 
Mar. 31, 1896 
Apr. 2. 1896 
Ay 6. 1806 
Mar. 3, 18th 
Apr. 16, 18! 
Api LO 
Ap! isin 
Ja 1X6 
J 16. TROG 
I ». 13, 1896 
do 
Feb. 17.1896 
Feb. 27,189 
Mar 1xS 
Maw f 1n¢ 
Mar. @. 18% 
Mi 10. ISO 
M ' 
Ay 6. 180 
| l 
\ | 
A] A 18 
Apr. 16,18 
Ay » 1806 
ke 

Apr. 27, 1896 
May 4, i806 
“ff 

M ’ 
Ia ' 
D 

Fe 18 


ON INVALID PENSIONS 


continued. 


Di 

Lowt Sl7 
l } 17 
j uw) 
14 » 
16) le 
luo4 “~” 
12 

167] SO 
1h NS 
i) ow 

‘ io 
a oO 
8 1) 
44 8 
280 100 
27 12 
RZ 2) 
my 50 
3 75 
13 w) 
474 l 
tin) i 
619 1) 
4 » 
667 75 
745 x) 
687 uiitied 30 
711 12 
+o4 ae 0 
| 

S44 -y) 
900) 12 
1OlO oO 
144 12 
11 ~0 
ree yw 
L131 ") 
Ss 12 
1329 ) 
] ) ; 
4) 

! w 
] 
Mb 12 

| 7 
wid : 
rf eo 
o 
41 v) 
e 12 

“) ‘ 

a] : 

1 

; 
ta) 
24 
iS 

4 
uy 
£2 “ 0 





S83 


Rank. 

t 1 liew- 
pergeant 
Lieutenant- 
‘ n 
Private, 
Nurse 
Private. 

Do 
First lieu- 
tenant 
Private. 
Do 


Brigadier- 
general 


Private 
Do 
Do. 
Brevet maj. 
ren 
Private 
Captain. 
Private 
Major-gen- 
eral 
Private. 
Do. 
Do 
Sergeant 


srevet brig. 
gen 
Brevet maj. 





yen 
4 ‘ 
ASST ENB. 
AlN 
te 
iy ; 
First | ut., 


Revenue 
Marine 





Lieutenant- 
it i 
stecrsman. 

Private 


Do 
Sergean 
( 
{ 
( nand 
3 t- 
} 
ID 
I ‘ 
D 
( 
} ’ 
Ma I en- 
i 1t., 
( nel 
Pr te 
D 
S nt. 
I ate 
D 
Do 
Do 
DD 
D 
Breve ig. 
I maj. 
( el 
Py 
s is8 
] ivy 
r i 
‘ il ‘ 
t 
‘ 
1) 
geant 
Ma ne 
Cory 
Re l 
Bre brig. 
general 


May 22, 


COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS—continued. COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS—continued. 


Rank. 


‘avorable. 


| 
Name. Date. | 


| Amount. 
Favorable 
Unfavorable. 


Amount. 








Brevet ma- | S.1880 Haughey, Thomas J_| Apr. 27,18! 5 | 1519 | $20 | Private. 
gen-| H.R.4184.| Hollenbank, Nanc y -| May 4,1896 | 1605 2 | Nurse. 
| ral. } Hulings, Mary B_....| May 5, 1896 | 1655 ‘ Colonel. 
Mar. 10, 189% 24 rivate. $.1737 Hartzell, James G ..do | 1640 2 | Private. 
Mar. 23, 180% Y een ; Herrick, Harriet F..|.....do .-.. DOOR: Neccnnnl 2 Do. 
Mar. 30, 1896 | 109 eee . ¢. 4009_| Higeins, Mary S.....| May 7,1896 |- | 80 | Colonel. 
Mar.31, 1886 | 1] 3 ‘olonel. t. 2396_| Holbrook, Isaac......| Apr. 2,1896 | 1089 2 | Private. 
Apr 1896 | 1495 oo : r e 3.1 Ingalls, T. Clarkson..| Mar. 12,1896 | 757 5 Do. 
Jones, Chas. E Jan. 27,1896 | 303 "oe Ogre 
Jardine, Catherine R| Feb. 6,1896| 337 § Brigadier 
Assistant | | general. 
surgeon. Jackman, Helen A _ | 273 2) Lieutenant 


a 


Colonel Johnson, Levi T. E..| Mar. 5,1896| 648 3) | Private. 
Rear-ad mi Jennings, Daniel D_.| Mar. 10, 1896 Do 
ral. Jameson, Julia A---..|-.--- | 762 f Brigadier 
Private. general, 
Johuson, George ...-; Apr. 2, 1896 z 5 Private. 
yhnson, Hi wus Apr. 6, 1896 2 f Corporal 
mes, Apr. 20, 1896 oo f Captain, 
5 Les, — a ee t: 3 Private. 
Sanen Frances oo. 27, 1896 |... 
Keith, Andrew B....| Jan. 18, 96 ‘ é Private. 
Kelley, Anna - ila eta 2 | Seaman, 
Kiernan, Mrs. H. J..| eS = . i General, 
Kehl, John___-- .-| Jan. 17,1896) 455 : Private. 
Kenney, Mariam V ; ‘ _.) 25 | Spy. 
Kidwell, M: rgaret A ar. 2, 1896 ) iat 2 Private. 
iffney. Catherine rt % | 361 sane : Oo. . 6283.) Kearney, Eliz.Watts } 597 2> | Major - gen- 
d “William ] feb. 6,1896 | 27 amen j | | eral. 
Harriet C 24, 1896 , ne f Solonel. f 39 Kimball, Nathan - Jae | 6t Brigadier 
ter mu } ; : } ge sneral. 
ri 


re 


TM! 
beet bed ed ed 


MN 


Colonel. 


a 


MPNNN 


unie M.... 


Pe el dd ee et ed et et et 
ped let peek pad pnd ad pat fee pe pd 


Kingsley, Ellen_.....| Mar. 3, ; ae Begs 8 | P 

Kelly, Mary Clare B 

‘ Keefe Ms iry W Mar. 23, 1896 ——— 3 Capt ain. 

Priva g. HSS Kend li, Anna N ... oe Private, 
Brigadier- i i3 King, Lewellyn D Mar. 30, 1896 ) 3 Do, 
general. 09_! Kir kpatrick, Mar- | Mar. 31, 1896 A 2 | Nurse. 


Private raret 


Do S 7 Kiracof .---/ Apr. 6, 1896 aS 2 | Private, 
Brevet lieu- t. 77 Keiser. Le do 1h ‘ ~ Do, 
tenant. 7073.| Kline, Solomon ......| Apr. 9, 1896 i i Do. 
jor > .-| Kn ywiton farrik do LS) 25 | Major. 
gen- | S. 1036 Kutz, Rebecca E Apr. 16, 1896 he | y *rivate, 
i Kempster, Paul_.....| Apr. 27, 1896 jahemeade 2 Do. 
Kidd, Fletcher $ May 7, 1806 }-- ‘ | 
Lapham, Cynthia A-| Feb. 13,1895 | 306 i | First lieu 
tenant. 
Private. 
Nurse. 
Private. 
Seaman. 
By a thous. 
| | co 
| Laughlin, John M Apr. 7,1896 | 1189 ney Private, 
| Leggett, Weltha Post) Apr. 27, 18 1514 Major-gee- 
eral. 
Lister, Jane ae 1i22 20 | Private. 
Lyon, Sarah A....... do . 150 |... ; Do. 
Loudermilk, A.S - May 4,1896 | 169% Do. 
Lewis, Elfrida C_- May 7,1896| 1669 |......) £ Colonel, 
eee Elizabeth 
Lindsay, James weak Me lation 2 Colonel Mo. 
Militia. 
Private .1139_| Mowatt. Caroline D an. 13,1896 7 iJoae 2) Major. 
Major- gen- .1109.| Marshall, Elizabe Feb. 10,1806) 327 oll 2 | Private. 
eral H. R. 4383_| Morris, Wm. H re 7, 1896 | , Brevet maj. 
Commodore. | | gen. 
Private 2. 44 Martin, Sarah sia anne g 8 | Private. 
First lieu- R.2 McNeil, Martha -. jar colnadea : annie Brigadier- 
tenant. j general. 
Do. ; 753_| Mulford, Lambert L_| Feb. 24,1896 | 4 ‘ First _ lieu- 
tenant. 
Private. S. 705 Muncey, Emily B_...| Feb. 27,1896 | 55 cuadl 2 | Private. 
Do. H. R.3480_| Mann, E mily A - Mar. 2, 18% {ee : Do. 
Do S. 247 McGrath, Wallace Mar. 3,1896/) 6 ad f Lieutenart. 
lieu- | H.R. 4283_| Marsh, Delia A Mar. 5, 1896 yin 2| Corporal, 
ent sergeant. 
8. 6546 lay, Sam ee ‘rgeant. H. R. 3877.| Marple, Henderson. .-!...- Jae ae | 2 | Private. 
t. 519 rris, Lr: Saad lar. 16, 18% 83 3 sieut.-com- | H. R. 1890.) Martin, Mary ..do | 63 Socal y Do. 
mander, | 8.684 McKibben, Marion Mar. 10,1896 | % icukue! *4 Colonel, 
Navy. H. R. 6247_| Moore, Jennie E Mar. 16,1896 | S35 |....-- 3 Private. 
7422 olliday rdi far.2 98 11 é Nurse. H. R. 6532.| Morrison, Alex. C wile | & ma a Corporal. 
1066 latfield, El Mat , 1896 | 1092 . 25 | Major. S. 724 .-| Mallery, Helen M Mar.17, 18086} 8&2 5 Breve ‘t colo- 
4520 larless, V ¢ ar OH) 1 7 ; Private. | j ne 
7660 Do 2. 6549_| McGinnis, Gideon .----do : ——-t Seln rive ate, 
7490 , Mat 21 me ae direec- | S.757 Morris, Adelaide Mar. 19, 1806 if ...| 25 | Captain. 
tor,.Navy. | § 2 Morrow, Isabella l i f Brey et maj. 
7079_| Hyr fenry Apr 6) 1 sa 2) Private. R. 452 McCartney, Kath.S Pa NOG a ‘ ’ Captain. 
7982.| Head. Albert Ap 31 i 2 i Merchant, Ger ».B d 2,3 72 | Sergeant. 
Mackrill, Henry a 1108 2 | Landsman. 
Mitchell — f Apr. 15, 1896 | 3 Do. 
Miller, Emily. Apr. 16, 1s 5 : Private. 
Macauley, Mary M d PEs 30 | Brigadier- 
general. 


artin_....| Feb. 27,1896} 537 

therine Mar. 10,1896 | 7&2 

add, J ndrew ia do | 72 
»~wis, Olive M_._....| Mar. 16,1896 | 830 

4 eet, Sarah _* Mar. 31, 1896 | 1040 


—_ 
Se ett hed 
Ree 


hie Oe eee EE Ee OA 


—_— 


— 
~ 





Mansfield, Ahns Apr. 2) : 2 
McNeil, Neil S Mar. 3, 18% 1 ; 2 | Not enlisted. 
Morgan, Wm. H.. Apr. 20, 1896 ; ale 30 | Private. 
| Murray, Wm.J Apr. 23, 1896 | 158 a. 2| Telegraph 
| | dept. 











COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS—continued. 














S| 
s = 
No. Name. Date. s > 
s\i¢ 
Ia 
| om | =~ 
S. 1636 ....| Masters, John G.B ..| Apr. 27,1805 | 1512 |.-....- 
§. 2045 Mattack, Harriet R..| Apr. 20, 1806 | 1583 |.....-. 
S. 2255 Meserth, Lorenzo May 4,1893)| 1656 |...-... 
H. R. 8184.| McMillan, Jesse -....| May 5,1506 | 1657 |.-...- 
H. R. 7040.) MeGaughey, James A May 7,1896/ 1674 |-.-..... 
H. R. 4620.| McKinsey, Samuel --| Mar.27,1896| 979 |.....- 
S.1051 ....| New, Elizabeth ...../Mar. 3,1896| 617 |...... 
S. 1044 Newman, Mary -.---}-- e GP te scces | 
H. R. 4361.| Nesbitt, Wm. H_...-| Mar. 9,1896| 680 |_..... | 
H. R. 1508.| Newton, Anna M....| Mar.12,1806| 781 |--...- 
H. R. 6528 | Nichols, Clara L-...-. Mar.19, 1896; 989 |.....- 
| 
S. 2129 ....| Nolan, Annie E.-.....| Mar. 26,1896 | 1008 |...... 
8. 638 Nichols, John ...-/ Apr. 2,1896 | 1105 al 
8. 138 | Osgood, James H....| Jan. 6, 1896 DD lencunal 
H. R. 4823.| O’Donnell, Margaret! Mar. 30,1896 1011 |...... 
H. R. 995_.| Pitman, Kate A -.-....| Jan. 16, 1806 3 Ree | 
H. R. 1185.| Patton, Rachel ...... Jan. 20,1896 | 121 |...... 
H. R. 2340. Parker, Caroline -...| Jan. 16, 1896 i inaiekad 
H. R. 2797.| Palmanteer, Peter B| Jan. 20,1896} 122 |...... 
H. R. 3993.| Porter, Joseph -.....| Jan. 27,189) 171 |...... 
H.R. 5711.| Pilkington, Rich’d P| Feb. 17,1806| 685 |-22-7- 
H. R. §226.| Parrott, James C Feb. 24,1806 | 560 |_..... | 
H. R. 6134.| Purdum, Caroline E ateleia S63 |...... | 
H. R. 986_.| Pauley, Hiram P_.. do. Se ME tandads | 
H. R. 5946.| Parker, Abram H | Fe »b. 3 27, 1896 564 /...... | 
H. R. 3306.| Purdy, Theodore V_| Mar. 3,1896| 660 |_..... 
§. 739.....| Philbrook,Caroline E, Mar. 1806 ee 
S. S04 Poe, Eleanor Caroll..| Mar. 6,1896) 740 |...... 
H. R. 4264.| Pelham, Mary-....... Mar. 9, 1896 | 955 -| 
H. R. 6166.| Parker, Minnie-.....!.....do-.....- TO Eieces | 
H.R. 5880.| Pucket, Greenville..| Mar. 17,1896 | 842 |.....- | 
H. R. 3990.| Pyne, Eliza G........| Mar.19,1896 | 860 |...... 
S. 1945....| Porter, Joseph....... Mar. 23,1896 | 897 |.-..... 
H. R. 4875.| Pogue, John W......!...- Si esientn et Rekcscing | 
H. R. 2620.| Prince, Lauretta 8.. ile aebeeten  )_ _—== 
S. 1505....| Paine, Rufus H.-....-. Mar. 30.1896 1009 aoine) 
H. R. 5061.| Powers, Ira.......... eee Daisies 
H. R. 6234.) Pack, James R-.--....!..-.- I  aitiaina | == | 
H.R. 6183.| Pletcher, Wesley A..| Apr. 9,1896 | 1220 |_._..- 
H. R. 7962.| Perry, Horace. ....../Apr.13, 1896 | 1233 |...... | 
H. R. 6670 Phillips, Richard D__| Mar. 26,1806 954 |____-- 
H R. 6792.| | Quint, Hannah R Mar.17,1893! 858 |...... 
H. R. 3982.) Ric ene, Eliza- | Feb. 13,1896, 358 |...... 
beth 
Ss. ad Reynolds, Russell N.| Mar. 5.1896 640 |_....- 
H. R. 6603.) Reynolds, Patrick F.| Mar. 9.1806 686 
H. R. 5393.| Richards, Lucinda ..! Mar. 12,1896 _763 |...... | 
H. R. 20_| Reid, George E_..... Mar. 30,1896 1088 | 
H. R. 5986.| Ross, Francis M .-/ Apr. 7,189 1155 
S. 601 Rodgers, Clara R....| Apr. 16,1806 | L470 |. ....- 
H. R.& Rafferty, Peter......!.... iiosnke = 
Ue kee Richardson, James..|.....do-...... 1325 
H. R. 6989.| Roberts, Robert A ..| Apr. 20,1896 | 1432 |... 
H. R. 5665 Rice, Henry F --.-..... Apr. 23, 1896 | 1481 |...... 
H. R. 8633.! Roberts. Nancy .....! May 7,1896 |_.....).. | 
H. R. 2224.' Schilling, Lewis C...| Jan. 16, 1806  Meccsbia 
H.R. 45 nib Scott, Jonathan ...... Feb. 6, 1896 la baked | 
H. : Scott, Thomas M_.... Feb. 20,1896 511 |...... | 
H. R. 4995.) Stowell, SophroniaS |_....do-..... | a 
H. M2 Sadler, Elizabeth..... Feb. 24,1896 | 515 
H 2413.| Stine, Rita....... sicinaasl ins 508 |...... 
H. R. 4020.| Spencer, Wm. Lor- | Feb. 27,1896) 527 |_..... | 
ing. | 
H.R. 6111 Sargent, Elizabeth A| Mar. 3,1896) 613 |_..... | 
S. 1522 Smith, Catherine..../ Mar. 5,1896 | 645 |...... 
H. R. 6045.| Stacey, Mary A--.... Mar. 17,1896 829 |...... 
S. 1699 _...| Spencer, Wm. Lor- Mar.16,1896| 826 |__.._. | 
ing. | 
S. 1342 Smith, Lena D.......! Mar.17,1896 | 843 |...... 
H.R. 1311.) Sentman, Chas. W ..! Mar. 23,1896 | 982 |...... 
H. R. 1323.| Sweatt, Ira H-.......| Mar. 31,1896 | 1047 |. _...- | 
H. R. 6730 offord, Edward C MN cicecies I I i ei 
H. R. 2725 Sta aughter, Henry -. ONcheae | 4 ee 
H. R. 4496.) Schitirli, Annie 1 Say EE Raced 
H. R. 5853.) Stucker, Arminda BE. DEO teckanttossens 
H. R. 4534.| Stahel, Julius H...../.....do...... 1130 }...... | 
| 
H. R. 3165.| Schroder, Henry W-|.....do--.--- ‘ |. a 
S. 1223 ....| Somerlat, Maria.....| Apr. 7,1896 | 1161 ail 
H. R. 3402.| Sheppard, Wm......| Apr. 9, 1896 | 1193 |..... 
$.1510 ....| Sessford, Susan M...| Apr. 16,1806 1431 |...... 
H. R. 7898_| Seamans, Wm. D_...| Apr. 20,1896 | 1429 |._.... 
H. R. 7105.' Shulz, Augustus. ....|.....do -_- cite Raha | 
H.R. 4191.| Schamberger, Geo ..) Apr. 23, 1896 | 1483 |__... | 
S. 2238 Stevens, Simeon.....|.....do ‘i; , === | 
S. 1105 Sessions, Mary E-. acess | | Se | 
H.R. 1874.| Smalls, Robert --.. “| dipe. TG EE Te bacnekcodien 
H. R. 7421.| Skinner, James B...| M: a Oe lotinwslonnuse } 
H. R. 4490.| Sellman, Ethan A...) May 5, 1896 |._... ical 
H. R. 8173.) Sampsell, Lydia. | May 7,1896| 1667 |...... | 
H.R. 7883. Schriver, Barney ....| hes as Na 
H. R. 7885.!| Schriver, Evan_-_.... Oe ER 
H. R. 577_.| Taft, Lydia A ....... | Jan. 30,1896| 191 |...... 
H. R. 4208; Thompson, Annie -..| Feb. 13, 1896 | 363 }...... 
S. 136 | Townsend, Horace__| Jan. 27, 1806 | 192 


H. R. 3606 


* Assisted father, surgeon Eighth Wisconsin Infantry, not mustered into 
service. 


Thornhill, French W 


XX VITI—350 


Feb. 27, 1896 


585 | 


| 


Amount. 


ie iio s 


i 


bet BES TDD et te 


a a bo 


Private. 
Se rge ant. 
Private. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Captain. 
Private. 
Do. 
Brig adier- 
general. 
Brevet maj. 
gen. 
Major. 
Sergeant. 
Seaman. 
Nurse. 
Private. 
Captain. 
Private. 
Do. 
Do. 
Captain. 
Colonel. 
Private. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Major. 
Colonel. 
Private. 
Brevet brig. 
gen. 
Corporal. 
© ‘aptain. 
Private. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Corporal. 
Private, 
Do. 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
I Oo. 
Major. 


Private. 


Brigadier- 


Do. 
Do. 
First lieu- 
tenant. 


Private. 

Do. 

Do. 
Major. 
Private. 
Lieutenant. 
Colonel. 


Private. 
Do. 
Do 

Colonel. 


general. 


Private. 


Do. 
Sergeant. 
Private. 

Do. 


Major-gen- 
eral. 


| Private. 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Cc aptain. 

Private. 
Do. 
Do, 

Captain. 


| Private. 
(*) 
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| 
} 
No. | Name. 


H.R. 6644 
H. R. 3045 
H. R. 2257 
H. R. 6560 
H. R. 5793 
H. R. 5435 
H. R. 7890 
H. R. 4539 
S. 146 

H. R. 51938 
H. R. 3605 
H. R. 2143 
H. R. 5425 
H. R. 3842 
H. R. 7969 
H. R. 7653 
H. R. 481 
H. R. 952 
H.R. 1020 
H. R. 1104 
H. R. 1181 
H. R. 2621 
H. R. 4265 
H. R. 2689 
H. R. 1290 
H. R. 2358 
H.R. 4547 
H.R. 5311 
H.R. 4720 
H.R. 6483 
H. R. 4001 
H. R. 3409 
H. R. 3142 
H. R. 5338 
S. 807 

H. R. 4267 
S. 111 
H.R. 3481 
S. 673 

S. 1888 

H. R. 7346 
H.R. 7115 
i: Bee cian 
H.R. 4901 
H. R. 6268 
S. M4 

H. R. 7983 
Ss. 706 
H.R. 5787 
H. R. 6827 
S. 140. 
H. R. 8242 
H. R. 8522 
H. R. 3699 
H. k. 7212 
H.R. 1171 
H R 358 
S. 1924 
H. Re 2395 
S. 2175 
H.R. 4519 


Total 


Excess 


Total per 
Total per annum for officers 


per mor 
Total per mo 


annum fi 


Thomas, Cyrus 


Thompson, Mary C 


hayer, John M 
Thorp, Thomas J 
Twomey, Chas. H 


Tyler, Emily M 


ae lle . Mary L 
umbull, Frances P 


Trine, Samuel G -... 








Tyrrell, Zolman 

Towne, Samuel C 

T hurston, Ea mma 

ll, Grotius N 

Van Deve er E nily 
M 

Van( e, Charlotte 
i) 

Vunk, Edward 


Vantine, Joseph E 


Vanarsdel, Ambrosr 
J 

Walsh, Francis 

Wright, Susan D 

Williams, Gilman 
Williams, [Isaac N 

Wil Maria E 


Webster, Jane 


Wilson, Eliza 


Weirer, Charlotte 
Woodbury, Harriet 
White, Arminda 
White, Silas S 
Wible, Sarah Ann 
Whetsel, Isaac H 
Walker, Thomas D 


Waldrup, William 
Vagner, Harrison 
Welton, Charlotte L 


White, Ann Eliza 
Williamson, Charles 


Widmer, 


Gabriel 


Whiting, Jane Stew 
art 

Wing, James L 

West, Joseph R 


Walker, Wm. T 


Worswick, John A 
Warbrook, James 
Webber, Betsy J 
Wilcoxton, Richard 
Wells, Wm. N 
Woog,. Edmund 


Wickware 
Wood, Eugenia 
Worth, Henry A. F 
Wallick. a E 


W ise, my A 
Wi arner L , 
Wells M: a 
Wheeler *. Belinda 
White, Melita E 






Ya |, Hannah 
Young, James Loyd 
Yeaton, Carrie L 


g. Benj. F 
T 
oung, James L 
’ 


s, John 


Young 
yd 


privates 


i: Aatstiihaas 
th for officers 


vates 


rpr 


Excess for privates over ¢« 
Total per month 
Total per annum 


H. R. 758 
H. R. 78: 


H.R. 





| Blair, 


Name. 


Avery, Martha A 
Buckle, J« seph 
Russian 


Frances E 


for privates over office 


Fic 


Date. 
do 540 
Mar.10,1896| 743 
Mar. 12, 189% 
Mar. 24, 1806 5 
Mar. 30,1896 | 1042 
do LUSS 
Apr. 2, 1896 | 1086 
Apr. 7, 1806) 1162 
Apr. 9,1896 | 1223 
Apr. 13, 1896 1240 
Apr. 16,1896 > bxh 
do 1426 
Apr. 15, 1806 124 
Feb. 13, 180 362 
Mar.16,1896' 942 
Apr. 13, 1896 | 1239 
Apr. 20), 1896, 1496 
Ma 4.1896 | 1637 
Jan. 27, 18 168 
Jan. 16, 1806 63 
Ja ] =o ty) 
Ja ¥), TSU 19 
Feb. 6,1896| 277 
dk 7s 
di 276 
Feb. 15, 1806 B50 
Feb. 17, 1806 $33 
Feb. 24, 1806 
Feb. 27, 1806 yi3 
Mar. 2, 1896 4 
.do hb 
do I 
Ma 1806 sn 
1, ‘A 
Ma 5.1896 6 
Mar. 9%, 1806 
Mar. 16,1806) & 
Mar. 17,1896! 845 
Mar.19,1896 868 
Mar. 23, 1806 SOS 
Mar.31,1896 1060 
do 1428 
do 1051 
Apr. 6,1896 1LR 
do 1133 
Apr. 16, 1896 | 1333 
Apr. 20,1896 | 1425 
do 1464 
do 1391] 
Apr. 23,1896 | 1469 
do 1477 
May 4,1806 S.140 
May 5, 1805 
May 7,1806) 1653 
d 1673 
Mar. 13, 1895 ia 
Feb. 24, 180 wn 
Feb. 27 ’ me 
Mar. 2 %® 60 
Apr. 13, 18% 
Al y “i |] 
Mar. 17, 1806 
rs 
TM. ccncuneaeceen 
Dat 3 
May 14, 189 
do 1783 
do 1779 


continued. 


‘a | 
-» | 
> 5 
Di < 
20 
oo 
1) 
1) 
a 
30 
yw) 
2H) 
1) 
ho 
} 
i} 
45 
12 
| 7 
12 
4) 
12 
A) 
iz 
12 
12 
1° 
om) 
a aw 
12 
lt 
12 
1) 
7 
12 
li 
ow 
5 
0 
50 
25 
ew 
12 
12 
_—— 12 
ee ov 
asieninile 5O 
15 
“+++ S 
ne 
asene au 
sien ca) 
ovens ~~) 
12 
1? 
lz 
mw 
i 
at 
5 | 
= | 
> | 5 
3 : 
fee “+ 
Db | 
aor 
Ss 
fe 
ww 











Rank 

llieut. 
La “al en- 

oO 
Genel 
Priv 

D 
Brevet maj 

re 

Capta 

revet brig. 
First uf. 
Priv 

Do 
Captal 
rivat 
Bi idier 

neral 
I maj. 
Private 
Fit lass 
hr in 
Privat 

Do 

Do 

Ly 

b 
(‘apta 
Wa 1 mas- 
Privat 

Lx 

D 
Capt 
1 l 

Do 

> 

1) 

Ly 
Assi ant 
I + 
Pr ‘ 

\ int 
§ } 
Pr 
Cor re 
Navy 
Pr t 
Brevet ma 
Privat 
I ute 

Do 

Dx 

D 

Do 
Acting mas 

ter, Nav 
sergeant 
Lieutenant 
Private 
Captain 

Do 

Do 
M ! 
Privat 

D 
Colonel 
Priv: 

LD 

D> 

1 

Do 

Lb) 

3 aa 
aac lt 
a iw 

1 4 
M4 
aa 10, R20 

13, 184 

— AT) 


Rank 


Sergeant 
Do 
Private 





COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS—continued. 


avorable 


orable 


I 


Fay 
Amount. 


berlain, Sarah 


fn 
_ _ 



































feed eed ed 7D ed eet 
hada bet nd 


LDN rs 





Led by 


eo 





peed bod nd 


wn 








Semel ed ed eed pret fred Heed eed Pred red fest fered Ped Sd ff fe 


eked pated cd aed ped tet ned ped 








husband from date of his application. 





May 22, 





COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 


Name. 


Andrews, Henry V. 
Andrews, Lucinda 


Abercrombia, Abner 
Barnard, Christine | 


Cc. 


grown, Ek 

stwick, I 
unker, .J 
tt, M 

Cek 


sie, Ron 
rn. Jerusha H 
Brooddus, Patsy E 
Barrett. Hannah N 
Beall, Elizabeth T 
Brown, Elvin J 
Bacon, Mary L 





Bitts, Juliette 
Martha C 
y, Julia H. H 
7, Sarah E 





Copley, Jno. J 


Cook, Elizabeth J - 


‘astleman, P. F- 
lark, Orleina J... 
lodge, Lanon C 
avis, J. J 





‘reeman, Mary A 


¢. Jane L 
itry, Nancy 
+reene, Carrie H 
rreene. John 
tiles. Daniel 








Graham, Christiana_| 


Gunn, Calvin 
Gullett, John E- 
Hull, Georgiana C 
Hyams, Solomon 
Holman, Eliza J--.- 
Howland, Benj. F.-- 
Ives, Sarah G 
Jones, James H 
Jacob, Helen M 


Leach, Hester W.... 


Larned, Helen 
Lyons, Emily J 
Tana 


Lynn, 
Laffert 





cBride, A 


Tohn B 





t« 


Plebus, Theresa -.--. 
Prince, Ellis 
Prince, 
Prince, Nancy B.-- 
Pettes, Michael 








Roberts 
Ri 


re 
ve 


Reeder, Blu 
Rawlings, A. M.... 
Raw,John R 


Rhoades, E. J......- 








Sweency, E. B...-..- 
Spyker. 8. ) 
Shang, B. 8S... 
Schwatka, Fred 
Stanford, Eliza..... 
Sutherland, E. W 


Turtle, V. E aes 


Triplett, Taylor 
Thompson, R. A.- 
allett, D. T 
iurber, Phebe A 





acy, Mary Anr 





r 
r 
1. 
- 
Tamblin, W. W-. 
Weedon, Sarah 
Whiting. E. D 


Wilkinson, Caroline.| 


Woodcock, Amanda 
William, E. } 
Young, Mary T 


Zeigenheim, Catha- 


rine. 


Amount. 


Report. 














— 


S 20 09 We dO 


ww 


HH BH 


\~ 


ve 


We Woriet 


het bed 


nw 


_ 


y+ 


i ce - 
.Mary Anne 


(= = 


‘ 


now S 


\lexander 


ell, Nathan.__- 


° 
i 
- 
i 
: | 
McKinney, James L 
> 


— 
x 


x 


Hemry .....<. 


no 


™ ox 


Quinn. W a 


tom 





— 


ODe 











Rank. 





| Black Hawk war. 


Revolutionary war. 


Private, Indian war. 


| Major, Mexican war. 


| Private, war 1812. 
| Private, Revolutionary war. 


Sabine war, 1836. 


| Mexican war. 
}| Widow of private, Mexican 


war. 
Mexican war. 
Private, Regular Army. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
Lieutenant, Mexican war. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
Widow of colonel, U.S. A. 
Private, U.S. Dragoons. 


| Widow, lieutenant-command- 


er,U.S. N. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
tear-admiral, Navy. 
Lieutenant, U. 8. N. 
Widow, major. 
Private, N. Y. war. 
Private, U.S. Infantry. 
Widow, Mexican war. 
Indian war, 1856. 








| Widow, Mexican war. 


Captain, U. 8. A. 


| Private, Mexican war. 
} | Black Hawk war. 


Seaman, U.S. N. 
Rear-admiral, Navy. 
Daughter, war 1812. 
Private, Mexican war. 
Colonel, Mexican war. 
Mexican war. 
Indian war. 
Private, U. 8. A. 
Indian war. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
Indian war. 

Do. 
Mexiean war. 
Indian war. 

Vo. 
Mexican war. 

Do. 





| Indian war. 


Mexican war. 

Seaman, U.S. N. 

Major, U.S. A. 

Private, Mexican war. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
Indian war. 

Widow, general, Mexican war. 
Lieutenant in U. 8. N. 
Daughter, Revolutionary war. 





Mexican war. 
Do. 
Do. 


| Indian war. 


War 1812. 
Indian war. 

Do. 
Widow, Indian war. 
Mexican war. 
Indian war. 
War L812. 
Indian war. 
Revolutionary war. 
Mexican war. 
Indian war. 
Mexican war. 


Lieutenant, United States 


war. 

Brigadier-general, U.S. A. 
Indian war. 

Mexican war. 

Lieutenant, U.S. A. 
Revolutionary war. 
Surgeon-general, U. 8. A. 


| Widow, major, U. 8. A. 


Seaman. 
Revolutionary war. 
Indian war. 
Revolutionary war. 
Lieutenant, U.S. A. 
Mexican war. 
Indian war. 
Mexican war. 
Lieutenant, U. S. M. ©. 
Revolutionary war. 
Mexican war. 
Indian war. 

War of 1812. 
Mexican war. 





* Rated by Pension Office. 
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iene eerts ie8 Ren s aaa - of Mrs. John Newton, the widow of a gallant general who never 
| Num Pee — Per F —— voted a Republican ticket in his life. 
| ber. | month. | month. | *222™- | annum. I have not forgotten that a Republican House of Representa- 
— — —_—__|__| | tives pensioned the widows of Maj. Gen. George B. McClellan and 
Major-generals (including 4 F Maj. Gen. John C. Fremont side by side, in one vote. I do hope, 
an ar admirals)s and widor we 2%} $1,725 $69. 00 $20,700 | $823.00 | Mr. Chairman, as one who did some service in the Army, however 
rigadier-generals (incluc +41 , » Geoken . . ha . atic side of Bona -} 
Sag ghee i little : that my friends upon the Democratic side of the Hou ¢ who 
Ww idows a snlialatili 26 1, 245 7.838 14, 940 574.56 | never serve xd in the ATmy willat least be sure of their facts before 
Colone ‘1s and widows. nae 25 91 39. 64 11,82) 475.68 | they attack propositions for pensions for soldiers or soldiers’ wid- 
jieutenant-colonelsand wic S y > 1S 2 ? nian } 
eee een rae ‘ 135 1,620 405. 00 - »W ho are hone stly entitled to them. {Loud ay plause. | 
Majors and widows .....----- 19 5 6,528 343.56 Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Just a wi ord, Mr. Chairman. 
Captains and widows--..---.- 42 1, 106 13, 272 | 315.96 | This widow, whom it is presumed we shall pension by this bill, is 
First jeutenants and widows 19 404 5, 928 312.00 | the widow of a man who was always a Demo rat and who never 
Second lieutenants and wid- i 1 hi -} I ee i A Rad *, I 7 
oe 2 6r | = 33.50 | 804 | 402.00 | Voted anything but the Democratic ticket in his lift He was a 
_ ———- | brother of ¢ colensl Cross, who lost his lift Gettys ‘ and 
Total commissioned a was himeelf ; ieut vt-colonel j ‘ wif , owe 
officers 162 | 307 | 38.93 | 467.16 he Mi om = 5 Some a ae a a ee 
Noncommissioned officers 33 1, 048 | 31.75 5 | 3si.00 | He ampsaire. 7 ee “oe . 
Teamsters (1 not rated)-_..... | 3 4] 2 00 | | 144.00 Mr. ERDMAN. Did the gentleman understand me to say it 
*notographer } 1 ay Re 4 “4 ‘ , rad . wn sa floor 4] . 
Fn plnmeaaccatmeges 6 10 i7 00 | D400 | PO Litic al favor was shown on the floor of the House in on 
Nurses\.....-.... ieadenel 6 | 90 15. 00 | 130. 00 | ae te - 
Spy paren eececnmene i 35 |... | Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understood from the re- 
— aan nana | marks of the gentleman who has just concluded | Mr. CumMINGs 
Total nonprivates-..... | 212 | 7,626 35. 97 91,512 131. 68 that the gentler fror > aneie a ha ids 
Privates ‘ . wi 6, 459 23. 83 77,508 235. 95 | e gentieman from Fennsy!vania had sald 50 
ee Seiad ah s Mr. ERDMAN. Ladmit t 1e inference was a fair one from 
Total.. — 1 483 | 14, 08 169, 020 |....------ the very incorrect and erroneous statement of the gent! in from 
Differet between privates | | New York 
and nonprivates...........-. 59 | TD Bisinentieniadine } 14, 004 = : ae — 
otal all Lb at deneeteeieniemeael | Mr. BAKER of New I he 
neers ; am | S21; 7,778; 23.38] 93, 336 | 30.56 | gentleman from Pennsylvani: e 
‘o rivates and noncom- | | | onlv “onfute his sunnpo , 
missioned officers ..........| 904 7,507} 24.69 90,084 | 206.28 | OMY to confute his supp ly, 
| and I ask for a vote in this 
— aes Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
" ‘ , : ; : 4: | recommendation that it do pass. 
Mr. ERDMAN. This shows that it will take several million | a 
dollars every year to earn the sum that will be required to pay the | MRS. JANE STEWART WHITING. 
amounts that you have appropriated. 1 want the real soldiers The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 1511) 
nearly a million of them—who are on the rolls to-day at $6, $8, $10, | granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting. 
and $12 a month, to look at this list, to examine it, to see who are | ~~ The bill was read, as follows: 
the favorites of the Republican party, who are getting $100, $75, | Re it enacted, That the Secretary of tho li be. and b ! 
1€ 16 @7 Tec at tac oecretary oL tne verior | and I r 
$50, and $30 a month, and let them wonder why they are not | au i directed to place on the pension roll, at th 
selected as the favorites. mon - he name of Jane Stewart W the late Commod 
: } | lam Vanforth hiting, « th i ) 
I admire the courage of a few of you who, knowing what was | ~ M os 11} rc tr ee 
right, have dared to stand up and assert it. The MILNES. “we {erm ae nee ' 
+ > . . 2 Tem oy Jr H \ ~ i 3 1¢ Ww 
Unfortunately, the Republican party arrogates to itself the he report (by Mr. LHOMAS) was read ws 




































proud title of the sole conservator of the entire stock of patriot- | _ The Committee on a Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 1511) 
ism in the land. Unfortunately, I say, inasmuch as the tendency | Fyne. a eetion feom the eas ein nae pe cathmne eb onegelctine Bs 
of its teachings and its doctrines in this respect is to make patriot- | the bill with an amendment striking out the word nty-five,’ ; 
ism 2 mere commercial contract and to render the future Grand | #24 inserting in lieu thereof the word “fifty ies 
Armies of the Republic mere aggregations of mercenaries, hire- | yw ,/"s.. Wpiting is the widow, ¢ Se tad anene a oe 
lings, Hessians or Janizaries. If I may be guilty of an allitera- | and was retired April 13, 1882. “ % a 
tion, let me say, ** Stop your unholy traffic in patriotism, pensions, “Commodore Whiting belonged t 1 American fat fe 
and politics, and make the pension roll a roll of honor.” Your | a eho in » ny Hi, 1 mas father wee Gen. Beary Whitia 
purpose has been and is a instead, to make it a political poll- | wh ting, In 1S4l C I e wa es gp Sa, = em 
ing list. How far from honorable that is you may judge for | Massachusetts, and i l to the s ( ‘ 
yourselves when I tell. you that in the good city of Philadelphia, | 720, fom It! to 18st; from thas year to 1848 he served on the frigate Colw: 
the city of phenomenal Republican majorities and of phenomena! | } S67, was pri ain 4 ) passed midsh : in 1846-47 Midshipman —. 
political fraud and corruption—in the good City of Brotherly Love, | served in the sk vant at the cap nterey, Cal., when the A 
they place upon that list the names of dogs. ‘In the fall elections can fl ag. was he sisted oad) rng tan hea | ious os ial 
of 1894, when you proudly boasted of your enormous majorities | East Indian —*, aaeenll in Is S3 hi > Meval Ghaervainey oh Wea 
there, you had upon that list the name of the dog William Rifle— | ington, and in the Coast Survev fr 7, bemng on the st« 
so determined by a Republican judge. If you care to have his | 4‘“9¢"¢ pete bg vessel laid th » ace © in Kyl. O 1. I 
picture on the pages of the Recorp I will lend you the cut. Let | por att aeaen oes” Poe teem te ts teen > 
me hear no more about voting the unfortunate colored people of | sloop Marion, off the coast of Africa, and on the 3 t it 
the South until you yourselves stop voting dogs. Go and pro-| YM), 4. executive officer of the sloop Vandalia at tl 
claim to the country that all that the Fifty-fourth Congress will | Royal in “1861, and Shncunemiie Gemmemammen. tee: akananetr t zs cs 
do for the old veterans is to place on the pension roll galvanized | South Atlantic blockade and in thé ac fi . h : 
rebels, bums, bounty jumpers, and deserters, and then emphasize | Commissioned lieutenan ns d par 
your illegal misconstruction of the act of 1890 by enacting it the | ¢/) - Pg ay Senate gern egg geo nal ne aes 
aw. | the Gulf Squadron; he w las< I ( and 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have the greatest respect | “id Jand duty at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard in 1867-1860 a Lt g in 
for my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Erpu AN]. He oviientis | "= Gennender Widtins won poemaied to a eanteies 19, 1872. and 
is conscientious in his course with regard to pension bills in this | was ordered to the command o re Atla 
House. But as he deliberately makes the statement that Repub- | 5*tion, und =’ - mS reo 3 ned fro 
lican members here are politically partial in their votes regarding | ¢jothing from the America : oe nie to the French sufferes 
pensions, I say that the facts confute him. I have been a member | Prussian war. ‘ 
of this House for nine years. I have never seen politics injected | _ “After serving for some time at the Naval A ab Ft wa 
one way or another where a pension was honestly due to a soldier, | ee ee eee eee etna Bureauor™ ; Pot 
the widow of a soldier, or the orphan of a soldier. [Loud ap- | which knocked him down while in acti i n 
plause.]| And I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that only | the service. On October 12, 1881, by act of ‘ 
the other day this House, with 150 Republican majority, reduced | ee eee nlite a eee eee the Cremnenti te 
@ pension sent here from its own Committee on Invalid Pensions | a direct descendant of Timothy Whiting, who fought in es of Lex 
from $75 to $50 a month. That was the pension of the widow of | @gton and Concord. ‘ , 
Gen. Joseph B. Carr, a gallant soldier, once sec retary of state of A eae Guanine whit i ae al St - xy 
New York; and the only Republican elected upon the State ticket | said, were the only wardroom officers who remained loyal to the United States 
in that year. Her pension was reduced from $75 a month to $50 | _ “In 1849 Commodore Whitin 1arried to Jane Stor who was bornin 
a month, although she was entirely destitute, and within ten eee MAEFINGS SOCK PEAS ston. Mrs. Whiting and four children 


minutes this same Republican House voted to retain the pension 





“Testimony submitted to your committee shows that Mrs. Whiting is in 
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very straitened fina 
long and bl 
mend the passag ne Db 

The amendment recommended in the first paragraph of the re- 
port Was: dopt d. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 








and in vie 


. nm xiore Whiting 





yourc 


ommittee recom 


BARTON S. DAWSON, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4494) granting a pension to Barton 8. Dawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 










| } 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Barton 8. 
Dav te private in Company L, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer | 
Ca the rate provided for total blindness, and requiring the regular 
and personal attendance of another person, said pension to be in lieu of the 


pension he now recelve 


Ss. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, striking out all after the word “‘ rate,” in line 6, down to the 
end of the bill and inserting the words ‘‘ $30 per month in lieu of 
his present pension.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
this case as one where a private soldier is given $30 a month. 

Mr. MILNES. You ought to have given him $50. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman on my left says we ought to 
have given him $50. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire, in connection with what has been as- 
serted here this evening, to say that in my opinion there never has 
been a Congress which, within so short a time, has advanced the 
pensions of as many private soldiers and noncommissioned officers 
and of the widows of such soldiers and officers, as the present one. 
[Applause.] Further, Mr. Chairman, without undertaking to be 
exact, I venture the assertion that there have been five cases of 
the pensions of private soldiers or of their widows raised during 
this Congress, for every one where we have raised the pension of 
officers or of their widows. There has not been a deserter, there 
has not been a bounty jumper, there has not been a man dishon- 
orably discharged, pensioned during this Congress. Nosuch per- 
sons have been put on the roll. 

As to the statement which some gentlemen are so industriously 
trying to send out over the country that we are seeking to pen- 
sion officers and officers’ widows to the neglect or the detriment 
of private soldiers or their widows, I want to say that it is not 
true. Itis true that in some few cases that have come up here, 
while I individually may have believed that a less pension would 
have been sufficient, yet I have honored the judgment of my col- 
leagues on the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the judgment 


of the Committee of the Whole in passing upon those cases, and | 


where they have found a destitute old widow of some gallant offi- 
cer, or where they have found an old officer himself in distress, 
as in the case we disposed of to-day on a conference report, the 
case of a man 75 years old, a paralytic, who has had an invalid 
wife for seven years, whom only ten days ago he buried—in such 
cases and in the cases of the destitute widows of these old officers, 
where, to keep them out of the poorhouse, the Committee of the 
Whole have advanced their pensions beyond what the general law 
would allow, I have honored the judgment of my colleagues and 
of the Committee of the Whole, and have not hesitated with them, 
under such circumstances, to vote to advance the pensions. 

It is a very easy matter, Mr. Chairman, to arraign the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions and the party in power for having pen- | 


sioned afew of these old officers and their widows at a higher rate 
than the general law allows. It is a very easy matter to go out 
among the private soldiers and make such representations to them. 
But I do hope that the private soldiers and the noncommissioned 


officers of this country—and I served in the ranks for more than | 


two years—I do hope, I say, that they will not be deceived by this 
cry that a few old officers and the widows of a few old officers 
have had their pensions advanced, because it is simply the old cry 


in another form and is intended to discredit the pension roll by | granted a pension of $12 per month, subject to the provisions of the pension 
seeking to array the country against pensions of all kinds by work- | laws 


ing up a prejudice against the persons who receive these pensions. 

Now, in conclusion, as to the policy of this Congress and the 
policy of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as evidence of what 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions have held and intend to hold, 
and what I believe the Committee of the Whole will sustain them 
in, I send to the Clerk's desk a resolution \ h was unanimously 
adopted by the committee, which shows that we intend in no case 
to make any advance for officers or their widows except where 
there is destitution, and which further shows that for every case 
where we have raised the pension of an officer or the widow of an 
officer we have raised the pensions of at least five privates or non- 
commissioned officers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas marked confusion and delay have resulted from the want of some 
uniform rule in the consideration of private pension bills: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House that all private pension bills 
should be drawn according to the rates of pension indicated by the general 


hi 
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May 


w of that fact and of the | pension laws unless the evidence should clearly show that a higher rate is 


justly required to relieve actual distress, the question of the soldier's rank 
veing considered wholly immaterial in determining an exceptional rating. 
Resolved, That all recommendations from committees should be in harmony 

with the sentiment of the foregoing resolution. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported favorably. 

Mr. ERDMAN. In the statement which I incorporated in my 
remarks of a few moments ago will appear the name and rank of 
every man for whom our committee has provided a pension, to- 
gether with the amount of the pension. Ihave also had computed 
and abstracted up to within ten days ago the result of the work 


| of the committee, and that will show practically as many officers 








pensioned as privates; and in the monthly and annual amount of 
pension the preponderance is largely in favor of the officers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not one-fifth as many officers as privates have 
been pensioned. 

Mr. ERDMAN., Irefer the gentleman to the statement of the 
actual number. The count can be made by any member who 
doubts my word. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILNES. I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
has not voted for almost every one of these pensions to generals 
and other officers, and to the widows of officers? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Probably I have voted for a number. 

Mr. MILNES. And for pensions ranging from $50 to $75 a 
month? 

Mr. ERDMAN, 
have sustained. 

Mr. MiLNES. I have several times called the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that he has voted for every one of these bills. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I have voted for a good many; [have not voted 
for all of them. 

Mr. Chairman, the other side takes pride in claiming credit for 
all that is done by this House. Gentlemen on that side are wel- 
come to the credit of what my statement shows. What any indi- 
vidual member here or there may have done,will count for little. 
It is what you do as a whole, as a party, that you have to be 
responsible for. 

Mr. WANGER. I wish to occupy but a moment to call atten- 
tion to the fact that all cases of the character of the one embraced 
in this bill ought to be promptly relieved, and there ought to be 
a method of relief when Congress is not in session as well as when 
we are sitting. A soldier who is so stricken by disease as to re- 


Whatever I regarded as meritorious cases I 


| quire the constant assistance of another person ought certainly 


to have a pension of $30 a month. I hope this bill will pass, and 
I trust the Committee on Invalid Pensions will very shortly re- 
port a measure which will enable every man who is thus disabled 
to present a petition to the Pension Bureau in order that relief 
may be granted whenever necessary. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TALBERT. Iask unanimous consent to take up House bill 
No. 4281. Ido this at therequestofafriend. The beneficiary in 
the bill is an old soldier now in distress. Under a misapprehen- 
sion I objected to the consideration of the bill the other day. I 
ask unanimous consent for its consideration now. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I object. 


DOLLY 8S. BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly 
S. Brown. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Dolly 8. 
Brown, dependent mother of Irving Stevenson, late of Company D, Third 
Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers; and that said Dolly 8. Brown be 


; this pension to date from the date of the above-named soldier's death, 
namely, September 29, A. D. 1879. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us hear the report. 
The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1646) for the relief of Dolly 8S. Brown, after duly considering the same, submit 
the following report: ? 

Irving Stevenson, the son of Dolly S. Brown, was one of three brothers 
whoenlisted in Company D, Third New York Cavalry, August 12, 1861. Irvin 
Stevenson served honorably until August 11, 1864, when he was dischargec 
with his regiment. He applied for and received a pension at the rate of $4 
per month from the date of his discharge until April 30, 1879, when he died, 
never having married. 

His mother, Dolly 8. Brown, formerly Stevenson, filed a claim fora pen- 
sion under act of June 27, 189%), alleging that the soldier's death was due to 
army service. This she was unable to establish, and the claim was rejected. 
The evidence before your committee shows that the soldier suffered from 
rheumatism and resulting disease of the heart while in the Army, and that 
he was treated for those diseases after the war, and that he was found dead 
in his bed, the evidence being, as stated by physicians, that his death was 
due to heart disease. 
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The claimant, Dolly 8. Brown, the mother of Irving Stevenson, always cared 
for the son after her remarriage, and until his death. She is now & years of 
age, is very feeble, has a small piece of property, the rental value of which 
would be, if rented, but $120 44 year, has no children capable of supporting 
her, is beyond work, and in all human probability can not live long to enjoy 
any pension, and in view of these facts and the strong probability that the 
death of the soldier was due to army service, your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill with an amendment, striking out all after the word “ laws,” 
in line 9. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, to strike out, at the end of the bill, all after the word 
‘‘laws,” in line 9, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

SILAS ADAMS, 


Mr. COLSON. There is a bill on the Calendar (H. R. 4841) 
granting a pension to Col. Silas Adams, who was a member of the 
last Congress. Colonel Adams died a few days ago, leaving a 
widow who is now without the means of support. I ask unani- 
mous consent that this bill be now taken up and passed with an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to take up out of its order House bill No, 4841. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

. GEORGE JOHNSON. 


Mr.BROMWELL. The objection I made a few moments ago 
to the request of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TaL- 
BERT] was made under amisapprehension. I therefore withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. I then renew the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is competent as a motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move, then, that the Committee of the 
Whole take up the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George 
Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $72 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws, 
the name of George Johnson, late a soldier in Company C, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and now a resident of Lenox, lowa. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend by striking out “seventy-two.” in line 5, and inserting “fifty” in 
lieu thereof; by striking out “ soldier,’ in line 7, and inserting “private” in 
lieu thereof, and by striking out all after the word ‘* Infantry,” in line 8. 

Also amend title by striking out all after the word “ Johnson.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the sec- 
ond, third, and fourth amendments proposed by the committee. 
I think the Committee of the Whole ought not to concur in the 
amendment proposing to reduce the amount of the pension from 
$72 to $50 amonth. 1 havea personal acquaintance with this sol- 
dier. I have known him for a number of years. I know him to 
be absolutely helpless. He is paralyzed. For years he has been 
unable to turn himself in his bed. He requires the constant 
attendance of another person. Even the smallest offices necessary 
to himself he is entirely incapable of performing. He can neither 
dress nor undress himself, and if there is anywhere in the history 
of pensions in this country a case where a soldier is entitled to 
the fullest and the largest pension allowed by the law—the pen- 
sion of $72 a month—this is such a case. 

The trouble about it is in the Department. This soldier was 
shot through the hip, the ball passing clear through his body. He 
is absolutely paralyzed on the left side. The paralysis is gradual 
and progressive. He is paralyzed just as completely on the right 
side; but the surgeons in charge, who did the scientific examina- 
tion, said that, while the paralysis of the left side was due to the 
shot he received, there was no satisfactory evidence to show the 

yaralysis of the other side as arising from that cause. While two 

Conia who examined himagree with unanimity that the paralysis 

is due to the same cause, yet the Department has held otherwise 

in view of the statement to which I have just referred. At least 

a half dozen physicians testify that it is a case of entire paralysis; 

but I have never been able to satisfy the officer in charge that this 
vas the truth. 

I know all about the case myself. I took an appeal years ago 
and argued the case before the then Assistant Secretary of the 
Interior, but he chose (while he increased the pension $6 a month 
at that time) to follow the direction of the officers of the Depart- 
ment rather than the decision of the eight or ten medical officers 
who were testifying under the solemnity of an oath, and some of 
them on official duty, that the disability was total and was con- 
tracted in the service. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the commit- 
tee, that the committee will not agree to the amendment to reduce 
this amount as proposed, but leave.it at $72 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I just desire to state the rea- 
son why I asked that this bill should be taken up out of its regu- 
lar order. I objected to unanimous consent the other morning 
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for its consideration, but afterwards I had a conversation with 
my friend from Iowa, and he told me the facts in regard to the 
case and the condition of this old soldier, showing him to-be 
brave, true, and loyal. I ascertained from him that he was to- 
tally incapacitated and unable to do anything, and I thought in 
justice to him that I would ask unanimous consent to consider it 
among the very first cases to-night to be taken up. I hope there 
will be no objection to that course, as a matter of justice to him. 

I have nothing more to say. [Applause. | 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask a vote first on the three amendments 
and afterwards on the fourth amendment of the committee. 

The question was taken on the three amendments in gross. 

The said amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLUE in the chair). The Clerk will 
now report the amendment on which the gentleman from lowa 
asks a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, strike out “‘seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I shall not resist the raising of this pension to 
$72 a month. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SILAS ADAMS. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee take 
up, out of its order, the bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to 
Silas Adams. 

The Chairman, having submitted the motion, decided that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STRONG. Irise to make a point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that that bill can not be taken up out of its order without unani- 
mous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been held to be inorder. The Chair 
will again submit the motion. 

The question being again submitted, the motion was agreed to, 

Mr. STRONG. That was not the point of order I made, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Col. Silas 
Adams, of Liberty, Casey County, Ky., and pay him a pension of $50 per 
month. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: In line 6, strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so that it 
will read $30 per month. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
‘‘ Colonel Silas,” in line 5, and insert ‘‘ Melissa”; also after the word 
‘‘Kentucky,” where it appears in the bill, insert the words ** widow 
of Silas Adams, deceased, late colonel of the First Kentucky Cay- 
alry”’; and strike out ‘‘ him,” in line 6, and insert “her.” 

Colonel Adams died a few days ago, and I wish to amend the 
bill to give the pension to the widow. 

Mr. HICKS. Iaminclined to think that the gentleman had bet- 
ter offer a substitute rather than undertake to amend the bill. as 
the amendment is entirely new matter. This is a bill granting a 
pension to Col. Silas Adams. 

Mr. COLSON. I have offered an amendment to correct the 
name. 

Mr. HICKS. I was saying you had better offer a substitute. I 
raise the point of order. I do not think that the bill can be 
amended to meet the point the gentleman has inview. However, 
if he is willing to take the chance, I do not propose to press the 
matter, as I do not desire to obstruct the business of the com- 


mittee. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HeEpsurn). The Chair thinks the 
amendment is competent. But the first question is on the com- 
mittee amendment, to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert “ thirty.” 

Mr. POOLE. I understand that this is a proposition to pension 
the widow of the beneficiary named in the bill, who since the bill 
was drawn has died. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House seems to be dividing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cot- 
SON] has offered an amendment with reference tothe name. The 
question will first be taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee. As many as favor the committee amendment will 
say ‘‘aye” 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken, I desire to 
say a word. This House has passed a number of pension bills for 
the widows of majors and captains, and men below the rank of 
Colonel Adams, granting them pensions at $50 and larger sums, 
and I want to say to this committee that it is a matter of simple 
justice that this pension should be allowed at $50. ; 

Among all the thousands of brave men who followed the flag 
of thiscountry through the civil war there was no braver, no more 
chivalrous soldier than Silas Adams; and if the services of any 
man ever entitled his widow to $50 per month the widow of Silas 
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Adams is entitled to that pension on account of his brilliant and 

noble services to the Union. I protest against any reduction of 

the pension. Itis due herand justtoher. Iknew Colonel Adams 

rsonally. I knew him during the war; and his superiors, since 

is death, the men that he served under, have borne willing testi- 

mony and published to the world their tribute to the character of 
this soldier. 

They have spoken of him in the highest terms of eulogium and 
panegyric. High as that eulogy was, and brilliant as it was, it 
was no more brilliant than the character and services of this sol- 
dier. No terms of praise can be too strong, now that he sleeps in 
the grave of a hero, a patriot, and an American soldier. Splendid 
as are the words uttered of him, they are nothing but the simple, 

lain, honest truth. He was a soldier, a gentleman, a patriot, in 

e broadest sense of the term. ides that, Mr. Chairman, he 
was a member of this House, serving with distinction during the 
Fifty-third Congress. His widow is entitled to this pension. 
Speaking on her behalf in the poor, feeble manner that I am able 
to to-night, remembering his illustrious record, proud of it as I 
am, in the name of old Kentucky, with every drop of blood in my 
veins tingling with admiration for that grand old soldier and 

triot, I eg of this committee to orm an act of simple justice 

his poor, forlorn, and desolate w,and give her the pittance 
of $50 a month. (Agpionss.} 

Mr. PICKLER. Has Silas Adams died since this bill was 


rted? 
Mr. LEWIS. Yes, he died a few awe a. 
. Mr. PICKLER. What do you want to do? 

Mr. COLSON. To substitute the name of his widow. 

Mr. LEWIS. To substitute his widow's name. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do that first, and then we will determine what 

we will give her. 

Mr. COLSON. I have made that motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the committee amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. To strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty.” 

Mr. MILNES. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it was not announced. 

A Memser. The negative vote was not taken. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust that amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HICKS. _I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HICKS. The inquiry I desire to make is this: How can 
this be a committee amendment to the bill, when the beneficiary 
named in the bill has died since the bill was reported—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not answer that question. 

Mr. HICKS. And the name of the beneficiary in bill has 
been without the consent of the committee. How can 
the com: amendment apply? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nochange has yet been made. This is a 
bill to Col. Silas Adams. 

Mr. HICKS. Yes; but he has died. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I understand the 


msion shall be $30 or $50 a month, I desire on 
been Colonel Adams was a distinguished member 
Mr. CROWTHER. Should a pension be granted for that? 


Mr. HOPKINS. His services throughout the war were as emi- 
nent as those of General Cogswell, whose widow has received $75 
a month; as eminent as those of General Ewing, whose widow has 


my own district. whose widow has 
committee, $50 permonth. He came from the border section, where 
it required courage and love of country to do what he did. His 
services make some of the brightest not only in the hi 
of the State of Kentucky, but in the of the United States, 
and if this committee proposes to do absolute and fair justice the 
will vote down the amendment by the committee, 
ve the widow of this grand soldier of the late war $50 a month. 
—s plause. 


to exceed $8 and $12 a month,to give this lady more than she 
could receive if she could prove her husband's death was traceable 
to hisservice. We have given the beneficiary exact and equal jus- 
tice in this bill. We give all that the law would allow, and now to 
raise the widow, after he is dead, $20 per month more thanshe could 
receive under the law would simply be doing an injustice to thou- 
sands of widows of private soldiers in this land, and thousands of 
soldiers who themselves can not receive a ion. We are try- 
ing to give exact justice; and I ask the ious to stand by the 
— of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. [Cries of ‘Vote! ” 
**Vote! ” 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago we passed 
a bill to pension a soldier who was totally blind. In the report of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions it was stated that that soldicr 
required the attendance of another person all the time, and we 
gave to that soldier but $30 a month. Now, I desire to say that 
in my ent this bill is subject to the point of order that you 
can not substitute the name of another m for the one in the bill 
ina private pension bill. If it is insisted on giving this widow $5) . 
month I raise that point of order; but if itis that you 
will letit remain at $30 per month, all that she would be entitled to 
if her husband had been killed in battle, then I have no desire to 
raise such point of order; but I do insist that to give this widow 
$50 a month, where there is no claim whatever of disability, is an 
outrage upon the soldiers of this country; and the le of this 
country do not want that kind ———— legislation. refore, 
if gen’ en interested in the will agree to allow the pen- 
sion at $30 a month I will not raise the point of order. I reserve 
the point of order. 

r. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Dlinois [Mr. 
Hopxiys} made an eloquent enhance speech on this question. 
I want to ask him a question in connection with it. It was pro- 
posed by the bill originally introduced to give to Colonel Adams 
only $30a month. I want to know upon principle of equity 
or law he pro to give $20 more to the widow than to the man 
who earned ion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can say to the gentleman that if that bill had 
come in here to granta on to Adams at $30 a month, 
I should have voted in favor of giving him $50 a month. I think 
his services to the country warrant that figure, and that the com- 
mittee did not do him justice. 

Mr. McMILLIN 


e are very charitable with other people's 
money 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, to put the matter at rest, rather 
than have a point of order raised, I am willing that the bill should 
pass at $30 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the widow's name 

Mr. COLSON. That is inserted in the bill: 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the Clerk read the bill as the names 
are now substituted. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, this was a proposition to take 
this bill up out of the regular order. I made the point of order 
at that time. I did not know that it was to the widow of 
Colonel Adams. I knew nothing about the bill. But I want to 
make this statement: I was not ob to the passage of the 
bill, but I was objecting to taking up out of their order. 
Some of us have come here night after night to attend these s::- 
sions. We have been careful to teke up no time by useless discus- 
sion, if we could help it. I do not propose now that others shall 

in have their bills taken up out of the regular order 
just at the time when we have reached our bills. That is the only 
point I want to make. I believe the point is well taken, and | 


will make it nif it becomes necessary. 
The CHATRALAN, The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 
Several Mempers. What is the amendment? ; 
The CHAIRMAN. To strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COLSON offered an amendment; which was read, as fol- 


striking out the word “Colonel,” in line 5, and inserting “ Melisha 
of”; and also inserting the words Scohenal First Kentucky 
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The title of the bill was amended so as to conform to the amend- 
ment in the body of the bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


‘KLER. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
tie bills be taken up in their order on the Calendar. 
HARRIET R. MATLOCK. 


ENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to take up for 
pt rat consideration the bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Har- 
riet R. Matlock. 


MILNES. I object. 
Mr. MNS PAGER. I do not ask unanimous consent. I 


he bill be taken up. 
“i. MILNES. I raise the point of order that that motion is not 
der. 
in roe HAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move as a substitute that 
we take up the bills on the Calendar in their order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not necessary, because if the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey should be voted down, 
the order be a matter of course. 

Mr. PAYNE. Somebody else may make a motion to take up 
some bill out of its order. : B 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits that if the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota should be adopted we would be 
in precisely the same condition that we are in now, because any 
gentleman could still move to call up any particular bill. The 

is clear. 
rat PAYNE. The rule is that the Committee of the Whole 
shall determine the order in which business shall be considered, 
and if the committee make an order to consider the bills in their 
order on the Calendar, that is the end of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read clause 4 of Rule 
XXII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
in re; or in such order as the committee may determine, unless 
ie bill to be omeuees wae determined by the — at Se Sue of cing 
-ommi e raising revenue, gene rol ation , anc 
hile for i Sae rivers and harbors shall have Tecnstunne. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. Loup- 
ENSLAGER] moves to take up for consideration the indicated 
him. 
ir PICKLER. I desire to say to gentlemen that they have 
every morning to ask as consent for the consideration of 
their special bills, and it is not fair to take up Friday night in this 


way. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, 
and it was rejected. 
CALEB L. JACKSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the of War be, and he is hereby, author- 


ps and Gracies amare the af, Gosertion: 2 panies ee ~~ 
ackson as a Compan a e hun an 0 x egi- 
ment of New York . and te shall be held and considered that the 
said Jackson died on or about 4th day of June, 1863, while in the peasy 
service of the United States and on account of disability incurred in suc 
service and in line of duty. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Parker) was read, as follows: 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6417) entitled “A bill to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson,” 
beg report recommend 


leave to submit the following and that said bill d 
This is a bill enacting that the ane ed and that , 

a remov i 

be held that he died about June 4, 1864, while in service : 


On the march from Manassas to Gettys he fell sick and was never seen 
Comrades. the fact. ee ee 1, Februa 
2 March i and 24 and 14, 1963, prove him a i, eamesd sobdiec, 


soldier, 
and a ‘ character 
_ ee ee et whose a guaranty against any 


last letter, and a memorandum copy of 
an affidavit made by his captain are annexed. : 


See heeieBant Ni 

ee ruangt Sorty-sizth New 

te pecerds thet Caleb L. Jackson was enrolled A 
Company D, One hundred and -sixth New 


ork In 

serve three years. He ha ed faith- 

faly June 4, when he is reported as ahauuh withen® leave. 

ihe not COMBART, Weick in service until July 16, 

he was. asa , and his name was dropped from the com- 
han 


for of the of Mrs. Lovina Wood- 

cock, of . ¥., declared, that she was Jack- 
son's ~ five years ago one a comrade of Jackson, 
os was on the march from Manassas to 

to get Sencha See a wien he 
tia out of the ranks, and that was the last seen or heard of 
©. Cook and Andrew Dorn, comrades, in affidavits dated July 31, 


1891, testified that at the time Jackson became separated from his command, 
on the march near Manassas, in June, 1863, he was sick and unable to keep up 
with the column, and therefore fell out of the ranks. 
The aftiant Cook, who was the first sergeant of the compa 
was instructed to report Jackson as absent without leav: 
A number of relatives and neighbors have testified that 1 


ny, added that he 






thing has been 
seen or heard of Jackson since June, 1863, and that it was the general belief 
of the soldier's relatives and intimate friends that he died about June, 1863. 
A search of all records of this Department fails to disclose 








iny evidence of 
this man’s death or burial, or any clue to his whereabouts subsequent to his 
reported unauthorized separation from his company on June 4, 1863, at which 
date the command was on the march to Gettysburg, Pa 
Upon this presentation of the case the Department was constrained to 
deny the application for removal of the charge of desertion, the evidence 
submitted not being deemed sufficient to establish that the soldier died in the 
service, and because the case did not come within any the provisions of 
the act approved March 2, 1889, which was at the date of denial and \ his 


now the only law in force governing the subject of rer 
desertion. 
Respectfully submitted. 


oval of charges of 


F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Ofice. 
RECORD AND PENSTON OFFICE, 
War Department, March 5, 1896. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Camp NEAR FALMOUTH, April 1% [1869). 

My DEAR COMPANION AND CHILDREN: I set down this evening to writea 
fieu lines to you to let you know how Iam. Iam well at preasant and I hope 
thoes _fieu lines will find you all the same. Henry is as well as useual. [ 
would have written to you before this but asour regiment was out on picket 
for the last four days that I have not had eny opertunity to write to you the 
boys Norman and Chester are a gaining very fast so that they are a going to 
move all of our sick ones from our Division to Washington or Philideltia I 
do not know which so that Chester and Norman are a going away from us 
to Morrow and as we are under marching orders to start to morrow morning 
at 8 o'clock for the Battlefield some whare but I know not whare as yet. ol 
thought I would write a fieu lines to you this evening perhaps it may be for 
the last time but whether it is or not if it is my lot to fall a victim on the field 
of Battle I mean it shall be sayed that I fell at my post in defending my 
Countryes wright. 

I know not when I shall have a opertunity of writing to you again as 
our Mail has stoped a coming or going from us [ had a chance to send this by 
one of our men that has got his discharge and is a going home to morrow morn 
ing and I shall write to you again if God Spairs my life at the first chance [ 
can get again you may write to me just when you have a mind thare may be 
some chance of mail coming to us but [ cant tell but I dont want you should 
fret or worey yourself about me for I stand just as good a chance of my life 
as eny other man and my prair is to God that my unprofitable life that [ may 
again see you all again but if | never more meat with you here on Earth my 

wrair is that we may prove faithful to God that we may all meat 
seaven. 

Tell the children all to strive to be good and to give thare harts to God 
while in thare youthfull days that if they never more see thare father here 
on earth that they meat him in Heaven tell Genettey for me that I want she 
should try to love the Lord with all her hart so when [ hear from you all 

in that I may here that you are all enjoying the love of God in your harts. 
Chester promised me to day that when he go to the General Hospital he would 
write to you and let you know whare he was so that you can write to him so 
that you will know iow they are getting along I had a letter from Orian to 
day he write that they are all well. 

l expect if we dont martch to morrow that the Paymaster will be here to 
morrow morning and if he does I will send you my Money home as quick as 
[ean do so. So I must close by biding you all Good Night Pray for me this 
is from your Husband 


again in 


Cc. L. JACKSON, 
To LAVINA JACKSON AND CHILDREN. 


Direct the same as useual s 
This letter is addressed to “ Mrs Lavina Jackson Poart Leyden Lewis Co 
N. Y.St.” and post-marked “* Washington D.C. Apr. 15 1863 


MARcH 6, 1898. 
Affidavit of James G. Brindley, late corporal, Company D, One hundred and 
forty-sixth New York Volunteers, made before Willis E. Merriman, Albany, 

N. Y., notary, on March 3, 1893, 52 years old. 

I well remember Caleb L. Jackson, who enlisted sometime August, 1842, 
for three years or the war in a company which was afterwards Company D, 
One hundred and forty-sixth New York Volunteers, of which | was captain. 
I had known said Jackson, having resided in the same town. Until June, 
1863, he was a faithful and good soldier. On the forced march from camp 
near Fredericksburg to Gettysburg, he being then a man of middle age, 
with many others fell out of the ranks, as I now believe, from exhaustionand 
not from a desire to avoid doing duty. I know that he has not been heard 
from since that time. There being no other alternative, he was reported 
absent without leave and eventually dropped from the rolls as a deserter. 

I now firmly believe that he was either captured and died in prison or was 
killed in a skirmish withthe enemy. He was an honest citizen and enlisted 
from patriotic motives, as did also his son, and I believe that the charge of 
desertion made by me at the time ought to be removed. 





Supposed to be in comptroller’s office, Albany, N. Y. Filed March 3, 1893. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, on last Friday night, when I 
asked eonsent to lay aside such bills as this, some gentleman, I for- 
get who it was, stated, as I understood, that this particular man 
had been shot down on the field of battle. Am I correct? I ask 
for information. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir; this is the first time that this bill has 
been called up. This man fell out of the ranks on the march to 
Gettysburg and was never heard of again. The letter which the 
gentleman has heard read in the report,if he has listened to it, 
shows that this man did not go away; that his controlling idea was 
that of duty, first to his country and afterwards to his family, and 
that the charge of desertion against him is one that ought to be 
removed on the highest grounds. 

Mr. TALBERT. 1am not objecting. I am just asking for in- 
formation. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN ZELLERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4519) granting a pension to John Zellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Reeretany of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $0 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of John Zellers, of Coffeyville, Kans., late of Company K, Sixth-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and forty- 
fourth Regiment of [llinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr, KirKPATRICE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4519) granting a pension to John Zellers, having had the same under consid- 


eration, beg to report as follows: 

John Zellers was a private in Company K, Sixty-eighth Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and forty fourth Regi- 
ment Dlinois Infantry. He is now drawing a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month under the act of June 27,1800. This soldier prosecuted a claim under 
the act of wy, 1862, but for want of a hospital record was unable to show 
his injury to be of service origin. He received an injury to his right leg in 
the line of duty at or near Alexandria, Va., and was sent to the hospital, but 
Sacees, te stay, notwithstanding his injury, and went forward with his 


e did not consider the injury serious, but it continued and grew worse, 
until he was finally dledherant at the expiration of his term of service. 
This injury to the leg resulted in varicose veins and has gradually progressed 
until the use of the limb is sutirery, Cestreren, and he is requ to use 
crutches a great part of the time. limb is covered with sores, 
requiring constant treatment. And the disease is p: with no ho 
of recovery, and it is only a question of a year or so at most when death 
must relieve him of his suffering, from which he has seldom ever been free 
since the close of the war. He is now in destitute circumstances, without 
means of su , and is wholly incapable of performing any kind of labor, 
either manual or otherwise. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strikin 
out the word “ fifty,” in the fifth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the wo: 
“thirty,” and by adding to the end of the bill the words “‘in lieu of the pen- 
sion now being received,” and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GABRIEL WIDMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4267) eons an increase of pension to Gabriel Widmer. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to grant to Gabriel Widmer, late’ of Company 


Twenty-third Michigan Infantry, an increase of pension at the rate 
gonth on account of total disability. ee 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the 
word “fifty,” before “dollars,” and inserting ‘‘ thirty.” Also an 
amendment striking out the words ‘‘on account of total disa- 


bility.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH R. QUINT. 


: The next business on the oe fh Geint was the bill (H.R, 
792) granting a pension to Hannah R. Quint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Hannah 


R. Quint, widow of Brian W. Fletcher, late of Company B, Fourth Maine In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. THoMas) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


6792) granting © pension to Hannah R. Quint, having given the matter care- 


ful consideration, respectfully report: 
Brian W. Fletcher, to whom the claimant in this case was married Decem- 


ber ee served from June 15, 1861, until July 21, 1861, when he was killed 
in battle at Bull Run, Va. 

Mrs. Fletcher was gabeagueetiy married to one Daniel Morrison, who de- 
serted her, and she secu: a divorce from him on Pas grout. 

she married, this time a man by the name of Quint, from whom 

also she was divorced on account of cruelty and nonsupport. She is now 
over 65 years of age, is unable to work on account of age and loss of health, 
and is in destitute circumstances. 

In view of the fact that she was the wife of the soldier from 1850 until he 
was ye od ee, and is now in need, the committee recommend the pas- 
sage 


The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman, and pend- 
ing that, I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement in 
reference to this case. This widow, whose husband was killed in 
the first battle of Bull Run, is now over 66 — old, —— 
helpless, and without means of any kind. She been su 
7 a distant relative, a gentleman named F. 8. Bestow, who lives 
at Elroy, Wis. He has been employed by the Northwestern Rail- 
road Company asa tie and timber inspector. During the past week 


DS ee eee See 


he has met with a serious railroad accident, from the effects of 
which he may die at any hour. He has been entirely dependent 
upon his salary, and this widow has been dependent upon him for 
her support. She is now absolutely without means, and, as I have 
just stated, the gentleman who has supported her is now on his 

ck expecting death at any moment. If this is not a case appeal- 


ing to the sympathy of this committee, I know of none such on 
the Calendar. 


A MemBer. What amount of pension does she ask? 
Mr. BABCOCK. ‘Twelve dollars a month only. 
Mr. BAKER of New os Will the gentleman stato 


how many times this lady has been married since the death of the 
soldier? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Twice. 

Mr. MILNES. And twice divorced. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House; there being on a division—ayes 50, noes 23, 


CELESTE A. BOUGHTON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 1291) — an increase of 
aes oo Soa A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Hor- 
ace n. 


The b was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Celeste A. Boughton, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton, late of the United States Army, 
retired, and to pay her a pension of per month, in lieu of the pension she 
is now receiving. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “one hundred” and insert “ seventy-five”; soas to make 
the pension $75 a month. 


Mr. CROWTHER. [I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Poasions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1291) 
to Ce! A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
considered the same carefull pueere the bill 
hata, oh be ho veapoctiiay elapeell ob ie views of Ue ee tet 
an as ws te 
ae hereto asa parte’ this reapers. — 
[Senate Report No. 129, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Pensi to whom was referred the bill (S. 1291) 


—— to Celeste A. hton, widow of Bvt. 
Bough have examined the same, 2 

General ton was born at Rust, N. Y., March 23, and was educated 
at Genesee Seminary and Genesee 


esleyan " studied law in 

Rochester, at which place he entered the Army as first lieutenant of the 

Thirteenth New York Volunteers in April, 1861. he was made captain 

and was to lieutenant-co! of the One hundred and forty-third 

New York Volunteers and brevet eral of the United States Vol- 

and with ability services during the war. eeronghost 

and distin in all the 

command was From 1848 to 1840 he es United 

States assessor for internal revenue for the Fourth district of Texas, and was 

to national Democratic convention at New York in 1868. In 

tic nominee for United States Senator from Texas, 

ton. After a jong and ul illness of 

in November, 

was x: se te elec ast e : 
1890, when an or increase special act, eneri. 
Boughton made the following statement $0 the Pension Ocenmittee: ; 

eg Ff Dt fo in the study of law in 

Roch aaa ester, ao was young, strong, and in pe th, with a decidedly 

Pron the 17th day of A; within forty-eight hours of the issuing of the 

first the t calling for volunteers, I laid aside all pe 

a of men to meet the call. I 

ito the State service with my 

as first lieutenant, on Sunday, April 21. The compeny was di- 

at Elmira for regimertal organization, and con- 

which, after 0: tion was 

or . C., and was the first volun- 

to reach oa was among the first volunteer regiments 

ver, 


cross the Potomac Ri 
: the omens = the battles of Blackburns Ford, Bull 
—- of . was to in January, 
the Peninsula cam: in all the 
1862, promoted ae rank of toes 
’ was eutenant- 
assigned to the One hundred and forty-third Now York Volun- 
colonel, and with that regiment 
hen I was mustered out with the 
of a brigade during 
Chattanooga and Atlanta campaign, 
of twenty-five battles, never 
oneae' peteetae toe end of the 
— Pension Office will show, acquired the conte 
which rendered me a permanent and comparative!) 
. am unable to dress myselt or any food, and it is 
t a constant attendant. I am unable to earns 
and the pension I am now receiving is entirely inadequate to the sup 


that I may be allowed 4 
have increased since the 
. Tam now from three incurable 
, and ae render me as nearly 4 

a man to 
been discharged by 
aunts e accumulate a dollar. 

BOUGHTON.” 


ant- 
n. orace 








1896. 
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The claimant is now in 
t bill proposes toincrease to 
preeetpmits the following: 


receipt of a pension of $30 per month, which the 
y $100. In support of her claim Mrs. Bough- 


“ WASHINGTON, D.C., January 17, 1896. 


a . r committee a pension bill asking for an increase 
os I Dave eter plist your attention and consideration to its merits as 

of pension. “onted. Linclose the statement made by my husband, General 
they Pris to his condition at the time his pension of t100 per month was 
ee him. You will see by the doctor's certificate, which I inclose, his 
frie ndition for sixteen years—he was an invalid fortwenty years. All 
elpless cvars of that time I was his constant nurse. His sufferings were so 
but My = Yecame insane, and was treated at St. Elizabeth's for about one year. 
Frared for him through those terrible attacks of epilepsy from 1877 to 1891, 
ne ti e of his death. Icared for him as a mother does for her helpless child. 
the The cause of this terrible condition which blighted my life, as well as his, 
was his service during the war. The pension records will show that the first 


was for and valuable services rendered while going 
fo the f ae at oxville. If I remember the details, General 
Burnside’s command was being starved out and Lee's forces marching down 


rman, knowing Colonel Boughton’s command, One hun- 
ia ote nird Be t of New York Volunteers, had good engineers 
ong them, came to to see if General Boughton could get his forces 
ee daylight. This was 5 o'clock in the evening, and by daylight the 
next morning the troops and artillery wereacross. The current at this point 
was very strong. The structure would be swept away. The difficulty of 
doing this only a soldier can know. General Boughton was in the water all 
nD nt, He had gocomplished the work, but at what a cost to his future life 
and those to him! 
“My hus) was in 
war, but his shattered 
affairs or ever ¢ 


financial condition before the war and after the 
th prevented him from looking after his business 
in business afterw . From time to time I dis- 
por’ of my Pp , sold my diamonds and other personal property, try- 
every means to restore my husband's health. I have even sold my rings 
to bas medicine. We our home for the necessities that seventeen 
years of hel; sickness entails. I am now in middle age, my nervous con- 
stitution Ratcen, without means of support or anyone to care for me in sick- 
ness. The ion I now receive, $30 per month, just pays the interest and 
taxes on my home. It seems to me that I ought to receive the same consid- 
eration that the widows of officers of equal rankand service. If my husband 
had come out of theservice minus an arm or leg or an eye, he would not have 
been incapacitated from engaging in his profession, the law, and given me 
the comfort and su that a wife has a right to expect from her husband, 
and which is the and pleasure of the husband to give. 
“T do not ask for the on for political services nor from sentiment, but 
the fact submi and iz recognition of the services of my husband to 
hb country. in which he was deprived of health and the means of 
support for himself and family, and for the long years of patient service that 
I bestowed upon him. I see no reason why his life and mine would not have 
been prosperous 2a it not been for ay aoe * ~ sieves. . In 
trast with a prospect, as appears es ment o} physician, 
he was rendered a physical wreck until death claimed him, leaving me almost 
as great a wreck and alone without means of support. His anxiety as to my 
future was quieted by the assurance of friends in both branches of Congress 
that his be continued tome. I most earnestly hope that this 
will be ratified by the action of the present committee. 


ore “CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 
“Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
“ United States Senate.” 


on the question of Mrs. Boughton's devotion to her husband 


during his and and the valuable services she rendered 
him in the capacity of a nurse, attention is directed to the following letters 
from Judge ur and ex-Congressman Hare, of Texas: 


“ WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1896. 


“Sir: It rn ms great pleasure to say that I have been acquainted with 
Mrs. Gen. Horace Sealine since and have been familiar with the cir- 
cumstances of her , and es y with the protracted and painful ill- 
ness of her husband. was the character of sickness that for all the 
years it continued he required constant attendance and nursing, both by day 
and by night. There were short intervals when he was not so ill, but the 

ptoms of his disease were constant, and it often appeared asif they would 


sym 
were fatal. Perhaps the most distressing periods were attacks of epilepsy, 


which he became guite un le and sounieed peculiar treat- 
ment, which it would have — impossible to anyone to have rendered except 
Mrs. Boughton. who had been accustomed to th m 


em. 
“I desire also to sa: ere. Boughton was in the bloom of youthand 


and the social life of Washington. Very soon after 
General Boughton's condition of health became very much impaired 
ysis, which rendered him entirely helpless for years, and, of course, 
ite constant and n and expenditure of their 
means, be has left Mrs. Cependien upon her pension of $30 per 
husband for so man: 


have never wi such self-sacrificing devotion of a wife to her 

which taxed every moment with anxiety; and I 

have often been with her endurance under the severe strain to 
3 I cone refer with fid he h 1 rd 

= y confidence to the honorable record of General 

Boughton during the war, and trust that the circumstances of the case will 


induce the to report favorably upon the application for increase 
of pension, and recommend the eancunt asked to 


“ Very respectfully, 
; “ARTHUR MacARTHUR. 


ins Ai “ WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1896. 
“SIR: request of the widow of Gen. Horace hton, I take the 

what I know about the condition of her husband during 
last four years of his life, and the attendance she gave him in his sick. 


fi with General Boughton in 1866; knew him about 
yeet an Texas. I was a member of when his pension was 
raised to $100, and I believe his is the only case in which I ve active aid to 
any pension. For four years preceding his death I visited him as 


many as two times a week w I was in attendance in Congress. 
The records disclose his physical and mental condition, but | pre- 
sume will not ceaseless unremitting care his wife, now his 


widow, oa all circumstances gave him. 
oa hive iene et she could antares it. "The general was subject 
At such tine bulepsy. which I have witnessed, that were simply terrible, and 

times every moment and sound was noted and prompdy met. Her 
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attentions were something more than the care of a mother for her child, be- 
cause a child will instinctively protect itself, when at times the general could 
not evendothis. I have often wondered how she could have the physical and 
mental endurance to stand this ever-recurring, terrible trenhie. Nothing 
but an extraordinary will power could have sustained her; but I will not 
dwell on this. I simply say, to my knowledge, during the last four years of 
the General's life he was cared for and all his wants attended to by his wife, 
whose devotion has never, in my observation, been excelled, and who, with- 
out this, would undoubtedly have attained a high standing in social life. 

* Tsay to this committee that Mrs. Boughton isthe peer of any lady in refined 
social life; that she has doubtless had ambition to excel; that she abandoned 
all those glittering allurements, so attractive to most women, and faithfully 
and fearlessly, and at all times, stood by and cared for him more than an in- 
valid husband, and if there is a widow in this land who deserves the highest 
pension that can in the line of precedent be awarded, Mrs. Boughton is one, 
and has earned and merits it. 

“Her husband was naturally one of the most elegant and accomplished men 
Iever met. He was of a social nature, and his home was visited by the most 
intelligent class of our people. That she was deprived of the association and 
companionship of such a husband by the requirements and demands of his 
country seems to call for more than ordinary recognition for her. 

“Very respectfully, 





“SILAS HARE, 
“ Kx-Member Congress, Texaa, 
“Hon. Jacos H. GALLINGER, 
“United States Senate.” 


the amount of property owned by claimant, her affidavit is 
, and also an affidavit from M. A. Ballinger, a real-estate broker 


As showin 
here insert 
of this city: 

“On this day personally came before me, the undersigned authority, Celeste 
A. Boughton, and, being first duly sworn according to law, upon her oath 
deposes and says: 

“That she is the widow of Gen. Horace Boughton; that between the years 
1873 and 1875 her husband lost all his property; that she owned some real 
estate in her own right, which she sold; she also owned some valuable per- 
sonal property, which she also sold, and the proceeds of these sales were used 
as the means of support for herself and her husband until her husband was 
awarded a pension and arrearages of pension amounting to $3,000. With this 
arrearages money her husband bought a small home on Second street, this 
city, where they lived ten years, their means of support being her husband's 
pension. 

“*About 1890 they sold this home on Second street at a small advance on the 
cost and invested the proceeds in the property on Nineteenth street, in which 
she now resides, at the purchase price of $7,600, paying in cash on such pur- 
chase the sum of $3,600, and assuming the payment of a mortage of $4,000 on 
the property. This mortgage has not been paid. The interest on this mort- 

age and taxes amount to $8 per annum; my pension, $300 per annum, 

eaving a balance to me annually of $52. With this $52 and the uncertain in- 
come of renting a few rooms furnish my sole and only support, so that my 
net income for support will hardly exceed $100 per annum. 

“*CELESTE A. BOUGHTON.’ 

“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of January, A. D. 1896. 

“ (BEAL. ] BENJAMIN MARTIN, Jr., 
“ Notary Public, District of Columbia.” 
“ JANUARY 20, 1896. 

“I, M. A. Ballinger, a real-estate broker, on my oath say that I sold the 
egy sae 619 Nineteenth street NW., Washington City, on or about 
September, A. D. 1890, to Celeste A. Boughton, at and for the price of $7,600, 
su rject to a mortgage of $4,000, which is still unpaid. 

“TIT do not believe that property in this neighborhood is worth one dollar 
more than it was in September, 1890. 

“M. A. BALLINGER, 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this January 20, 1896. 

“[SEAL.] ROBT. V. HUGHES, Notary Public.” 

The above facts conclusively show that General Boughton had an excep- 
tionally honorable military record; that he suffered extremely in consequence 
of his military service for nearly a quarter of acentury; that his wife nursed 
him tenderly during all that time, and even disposed of her personal prop- 
erty to procure for him the comforts and medical treatment that he so much 
needed. It isalso shown that she is now in straitened financial circumstances. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, after being amended 
by striking out, in line 8, the words “one hundred” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “seventy-five.” 


Mr. PICKLER (interrupting the reading of the report). Mr. 
Chairman, I think that enough of this report has been read. The 


residue consists simply of letters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] asks that the further reading of the report be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], in making a speech to his 
constituents, mixed with it a little campaign medicine by trying 
to make it appear that there had been no discriminating legisla- 
tion in favor of officers and the widows of officers as against pri- 
vate soldiers and the widows of privates. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman to the bill now under consideration and 
to compare it with the bill which we passed a moment ago, 
While the bill just passed gave to the widow of a private soldier 
a pension of $12 a month, this bill proposes to give to the widow 
of an ofiicer $75 a month. If that is not discriminating legisla- 
tion, I should like the gentleman from South Dakota to explain 
why itis not. And if this coincides with the statement he made 
awhile ago on the floor of this House, I should like to hear him 
explain how it does. 

r. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will tell his constituents 
that by his frivolous objections this evening he has prevented a 
good many soldiers from getting pensions. I will say that I did 
not vote in committee for this — of $75 a month. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, | was not through. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, I believe. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
Nebraska - 
Mr. KEM. 


The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Kem] to yield the floor. 

I had not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle- 


man again. 

Mr. HARDY. Well, I object, Mr. Chairman. ughter. } 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order—that the gentleman 
from Nebraska {Mr,. Kem] has spoken to this bill once, and is not 
entitled to - a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, it seems, was ee 2 ae. 
————e the gentleman from Nebraska had yielded 

floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. He did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska states that 
ini = ae adenine him to continue his 
remarks, 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Dakota, 
in reply to my request for him to explain the discrepancies exist- 
ing here, started out with a ———— speech, and he proposes to 
palm that off on the people of this country as an answer to my 
plain iekeenehen ae fool piillissunean 
that the wa ng man, a can recog- 
nize them. The gentleman from South Dakota may go into the 
Eecorp here from time to time with his a es and 
with his oratory in favor of ‘‘ the old soldier,” and he may succeed 
in fooling his constituents, but he could not fool mine, nor the 
intelligent constituents of any gentleman on this floor, either of 
others’ or himself eve: “w any such claptrap sort of argument as 
that. Stace nepannenn, tte Chateau nek warty of o mania 


on this floor, 
This kind of legislation has been going on here all the 


Now, again, to-night I want to say to the tleman from N 
braska that I have ever, as I have to-night, ceneen the granting 
of large pensions to the officers of the Army or to the widows of 
officers, excepting wherethere are extraordinary and unusual excep- 
tions. Ithink the House will bear me witness to that fact. I hayo 


done as much as any man on this floor to prevent the granting of 
large —- where it was possible that Fastieo could be done in 
way. 


L ) e ving a hundred do)- 

during his own lifetime, and although | 

gran the amount of the pension fixed in the bil in 

ttee—I may be permitted to say that much—yet if there 

has merit in it, that goes beyond the general law, 

: no prop- 

, as I have 

io has attacked me 
a granted in man 

other bills heretofore ots loiiuntnkt oe not attackins 


sé 


reent- 
officers 
in this Congress than in any other as compared with t! 
pensions to privates, bata the same tne lt me say we hav > 
am and the 
widows of Sa has ever been presented from 
committee to this House. Jad 


Now. can on this bill as you like. I did not vote for 
the bill fa committee, and would not vote for any bill in commit- 


session of Congress, and every gentleman here, whether ac- | tee granting so a unless it was a very exceptional 
kno it or not, knows it to be true that the pension legisla- | case. T dotnet tailors you should give the widow of any 
tion of session of has wee tages on Ayer peer | pene peneet saree aes she would receive under the general law: 
in favor of the officers, and the pensions to officers and widows t, as I have said, there have been exceptional cases, where tho 
officers, as against pensions to privates and their widows. The ee ee ees Se Se ny ee oe aera @ most 
Reoorp is full of such discriminations. i record, where the question was one of 

I challenge the statement of the also as to the fact en dln i ae ere weer twenty 
that you have i a greater number of privates and their lars @ mon’ going t the And I am 
widows in ion than you have granted pensions to officers | not , by the of from Nebraska 
and the of officers. I venture to say that it is not true in | or any ae oS ee ee a the Re- 
any sense of the word. I venture to assert, and the Recorp will | publican party, to be driven into a which is unworthy of 
disclose the fact, that the statement is not worthy of considera- | any man who occupies a seat on floor. I will not be driven 
tion, and it does not bear any semblance of truth. We have not | into doing an act of injustice to the widow of a general officer 
been {Ap- 


pensioning in any like proportion the widows of privates 
and the privates themselves, as compared to the widows of officers 
and of officers who have received consideration at the hands of 
this committee. 
I protest, therefore, against the gentleman from South Dakota 
going into the Record with such mi ing statements, for the 
urpose, and the sole purpose, in my opinion, of deceiving the peo- 
the attitude of the Republican party in 


Mr. KEM. I make the 


already made a speech on 
rule. : 
Mr. PICKLER. 


s of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it appears by 
the record that the highest rank this officer attained was that of 


Mr. MHL 5 

Mr. PAYNE. No; colonel. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He had the full rank of col- 
onel as it appears by the Ta accordance with the action 
of the House in like cases, I move to strike out ‘‘ seven- 
we ee 

CHAIRMAN, Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, strike out “seventy-five” and insert “fifty”; soas to read “$0 a 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before that I wish to read a half 
dozen lines from the report. {I do not wish to detain the commit- 


: 


: 


f 
é 
2 
5 
E 


ee Rae tek 9 oxo” 
— eee saeremety in conse- 

record shows that he laid out all night in the water during 
his military service, which was the cause of his trouble. 


that his wife nursed him tenderly all that time, and even disposed 
of her property to = the and medical treat- 
—S he so much Itis shown she is now in straitened 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on to the amend- 
ment by the gentleman Seti eer ilcmeanire {Mr. 


BAKER}. 
Mr. CROWTHER. I desire to call the attention of the distin- 


of soldiers of this whoareeven now unalle 
to obtain of or dollars per month under tle 
law also lay in the morasses of the in the swamps, in the 
water. that this a mpoves 
brigadier-general ofa a 

was $100 a 
ome PAYNE. Tras in the Ts calonal. 
. CROWTHER. 


















Fifty dollars a month is sufficient. It is 
this nation. This is one of those 
that enable the statesman from Nebraska to 
patriot from Pennsylvania to 
is time oe this ne oa es down 
line will meet with approbation not only of the old 

Se of this nation, but of the people of the nation. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the amendment proposed 

by the gentleman from New Hampshire | Mr. Baker]. 
Mr MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this report does 
not show that this soldier attained a higher actual rank than that 
of lieutenant-colonel. It is true that he was afterwards brevetted 
as a brigadier-general. Now, there were hundreds, and I do not 
know but what there were thousands, of men who were brevetted 
after the close of the war, until oe we find that they ars almost 
ier-generals. i believe that I am the only 


all oman = brigadier 
Pr HICKS. Oh, no; there are several of us here. y 

Mr. MILNES. Itis claimed that this man rendered particularly 
meritorious services for the Union. I have not the slightest doubt 
thathe did. Itis claimed that he lay out in the water all one night. 
Why, my dear friend from New York, there were thousands of pri- 
vate soldiers, 
did that. 


















yea, hundreds of thousands of private soldiers, who 


Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and every one of them who was totally dis- 
abled, as this man was for sixteen years—every one of them who 
requires the constant attention of a nurse, as this man did, réceives 

a month i 
nai ta MILNES. No, they do not. We nen one to-night 
for only $30 a month who was totally blind. 

Mr. PAYNE. They receive $72 a month under the law. 

Mr. MILNES. You pensioned one to-night for only $30 who 
was totally ane who needed the constant attendance of 
another is not the case of the soldier himself. This 
his oltew. ihaveend gallant os he may have been, I say $50 
a month is all we onght to pay to this widow, and the country 
will not support you in pa: these extravagant pensions. Let 
us scatter them around a little more. Let us give them to the 
men who fought the battles. The lieutenant-colonels and the 
major-generals were not the men who suffered the hardships dur- 
ing the war. They received large ey: They carried no knap- 
sacks; they antal no muskets. ey did not stand out on the 
picket line. They rode horses and had servants to attend to them, 
and had soft snaps during the war. And I want to say further 
that in the great at Gettysburg it was the private soldier 
who fell nearest to rifle pits of the enemy. In the charge 
upon Vicksburg it was the private soldier who fell in the trenches 
in nine cases out of ten. 

Now, I am willing to make distinctions, and I do make distinc- 
tions, between the man of high rank and the private soldier, but I 
say that no such distinction as this should prevail. I say that 
$30 a month isenough. Let us give the rest tosome other gallant, 
brave soldier who deserves it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN 


anaes Does the ae om _ 
MILNES gentleman Illinois . Hopkins 
Mr. ES. Yes, I do. : 


d the pension claim of the 
widow of Colonel Adams, of Kentucky, was before this commit- 
tee, and I made and supported a motion to give that widow $50 a 
month. — Adams was a a. colonel — enema 
brigade a nm of war. eman who 
now has the foor [ik Sirewes] insisted that hie widow should 
I want to ask him and I want to ask 
the members of this committee how they can reconcile the two 
cases, where they to allow $75 per month to the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel and only $30 a month to the widow of a full 
colonel who commanded a ? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Colonel ton was a full colonel. 


c sity think Seas toomomeh tn ctteos Seen 
. a in case, am 
under of this case to vote for $50. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to read two lines 
ame 


colonel, and with that til 
gir ever by the war, when I was mustered out the rank of briga- 
command of a brigade a : r 
the 
which thea of battles, never missing one in 
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Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I have had in my possession the 


official records, showing that this man was mustered in as a 
colonel, and that he did serve as a commander of a brigade. 


Mr. MILNES. 


The report does not show it. 
Mr. POOLE. 


The report that is there is a part of the Senate 


report, and we made it our report. 


Mr. TRACEY. I movetostrike out “fifty” andinsert “thirty.” 
[Cries of ‘*‘ Vote!” “Vote! ”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire {[Mr. Baker] 
to strike out “‘ fifty” and imsert “thirty.” 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, upon what theory does any mem- 
ber of this committee propose to vote $75 to this widow after 
having voted $30 to Colonel Adams's widow? 

Mr. PAYNE. May lLanswer you? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee was compelled to vote $30 to 
Colonel Adams’s widow because of a threat made by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. MILNEs] that unless the friends of the bill 
consented to that he would make a point of order against chang- 
~— oe bill so as to apply to the widow. 

r. SULLOWAY. And in that case there is no evidence that 
he died of disease contracted in service at all. 

Mr. PAYNE. I know. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, on what theory is this to be made 
an exception to the general law? The fact that the husband slept 
out or was out one or two nights in inclement weather is not suf- 
ficient. The fact that he was brevetted a brigadier-general makes 
no difference, because he would take rank only when he served 
by orders in the rank of brigadier-general. That has nothing to 
do with the pension that should go to him or to his widow. In 
reply to the gentleman from New York, I will say the common 
soldier who is in a helpless condition receives $72 a month. If I 
understand the facts in this case correctly, this comrade during 
his lifetime received $100 a month. There is no principle of equity, 
there is no basis upon which this law can be enacted, by which 
you will give this widow $75 per month while you give the widow 
of another colonel only $30 per month. There ought to be some 
equity in this; there ought to be some fixed limit adopted here. 
Let us be equitable and fair about it, and strive to have some rule 
of action by which we shall be governed. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very hard to putall the facts in the report 
that come before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The re- 
a shows that this lady broke down her health in waiting upon 

er husband. 

Mr. HICKS. And spent her fortune in caring for him. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think $50 is sufficient in this case. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as that is concerned, 
the fact that this widow spent her fortune upon her husband is 
no good reason why she should be granted a large pension. How 
are you to establish arule governing pension legislation as to how 
many dollars of the widow's money shall be devoted to the care 
of the husband? If you do such a thing you will have to go into 
an examination to ascertain how much money has been spent in 
that way in each case. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does not the gentleman think the grant- 
ing of a pension of $30 a month to Colonel Adams’s widow was too 
low, rather than that this is too high at $50? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, here and 
now, that when the widow of an officer is pensioned above the gen- 
eral law it ought to be in some extreme case. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is right. I believe in that. 

Mr.BLUE. And I think that to go onshouting ‘‘ Vote!” Vote!” 
“Vote!” when a matter of such consequence and absolute im- 
portance as thisis being considered is unworthy of this committee 
and this House of Kepresentatives. This matter should be dealt 
with fairly and justly. We have had too much of this business 
of giving widows of general officers large pensions. Let us estab- 
lish a rule that the people will approve. There are hundreds, aye, 
thousands, of women in the State of Kansas just as good as this 
widow, just as good as the widow of Colonel Adams, just as deserv- 
ing as either of them, who are glad to get $12 a month. 

Mr. POOLE. Did not the gentleman a few weeks ago advocate 
and vote for a bill granting $75 a month to the widow of General 
Blunt of Kansas? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, yes; I voted to give $75 a month to the widow 
of a man who was the hero of a hundred battles and who rose 
from the ranks to be major-general; but here you are seeking to 
give this ion to the widow of a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. PI . Therecord of this officer is as distinguished as 
the one the gentleman from Kansas talks about. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentlemanis mistaken. The record of noman 
who served in the volunteers west of the Mississippi is superior to 
that of General Blunt. 

A Memeer. He was a Kansas man. 

Mr. BLUE. Yes; he was a Kansas man; and you made the 
pension exceptional in that case because it was an exceptionally 
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meritorious case, and I did advocate and vote for it. But, Mr. 
Chairman, at the same time I sought to cut down the pension of the 
widow of Brigadier-General Gresham from $100 to $75 a month. 


General Blunt rose to the rank of major-general, and you gave 
his widow $75 per month, while the widow of General Gresham, 


who rose only to the rank of brigadier-general, was given $100 a 
month. What a there in that? 

Mr. TALBERT. r. Chairman, I trust that gentlemen on the 
other side will not waste time in talking. Let us proceed with 
this pension business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLUE (continuing). It was said of the old man, General 
Blunt, that he never lost a battle, and he never permitted the 
enemy to hunt him; he found them. 

Mr. KEM. Does the gentleman from Kansas believe that a sol- 
dier ought to be pensioned because of rank alone? 

Mr. UE. 0, sir. 

Mr. KEM. Iso understood the gentleman from what he said a 
moment . 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. Rank should count as a factor in deter- 
mining the question, but the fact that aman held the rank of 
brigadier-general, if he performed no service, ought not to induce 
us to give him a pension rated according to that grade. That is 
wh ke of the brilliant services of General Blunt. 

Mr, RDY— 

The rank is but the  sainenss stamp, 
The man’s the gowd for a’ that. 

Mr. BLUE. I am always enamored of the voice of my friend 
from Indiana, Mr. Chairman, but I trust he will be parliamentary. 
I have nothing more to say as tothis case. Thirty dollars a month 
is a fair pension, I think, to give to this widow, and I am willing 
she should have that amount. 

A Member. She is drawing that now under the law. 

Mr. BLUE. Well, she ought to be content with that. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman,I simply desire to call atten- 
tion to this fact, which must surely be plain to every member. 
Unless we place ourselves upon the provisions of eral law as 
to the rating of these pensions, it becomes an endless scramble 
for the largest amount possible in each individual case as it comes 
before us, and the time of the House and of this Committee of the 
Whole will be consumed uselessly unless we come to the plain, 
businesslike proposition of holding to the general rules laid down 
under existing law in the rating of these pensions as we pass upon 
them from time to time. 

If a resolution should be adopted by this committee which will 
bring us to that course of action we can economize time and labor 
and reach deserving cases that we shall not be able to reach if 
we continue our og anes course during the remaining days of this 
session and of this Congress. If the laws to-day are not adequate 
with respect to the pensioning of officers of rank and their widows, 
I submit that the , businesslike course to pursue would be to 
introduce a bill which would give just and fair consideration to 
those claims, pass that bill into law, and stand upon it. [Ap- 

use. 

We should come to that line of action at once. Then the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions will have a definite rule to stand upon. 
It has been demonstrated here time after time that when that com- 
mittee does observe the law as to rating and presents a case with 


clear evidence to support it, the House, or this Committee of the 
Whole, frequently reverses that recommendation. Hence the 
committee has no means of knowing what rule this House would 
have it follow in submitting bills for consideration here. 

Some such rule of action must be adopted before we can even 
hope to avoid this fruitless waste of time. 

. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, much has been said 
about the inconsistency of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but 
I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to 
what I consider their inconsistency upon many occasions, and I 
desire rg oma he call attention to the inconsistency of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. This Committee of the Whole had under 
consideration three or four weeks ago a bill to ion the widow 
of a man who in early life graduated at Annapolis and at the 
breaking out of the war occupied the position of a cadet. He 
asked leave of absence from the Na 


tion at the close of the war, he went 
rank of a cadet, and rose in the agg’ bag, dod 
step until he reached the tion of rear-admiral. m- 
mittee of the Whole denied to that man’s widow any greater pen- 
sion than $50 a month. 

The gentleman from agent BLUE] of the gallant 
services of a soldier from his State. I find that it is the interest 
of each member of this House to in high terms of any sol- 
dier coming from his State, ess of the services of those who 


come from distant States. [A: use.] I want to say to you, 
gentlemen, that the conmiatenan ae thle Lommitiee of the Whole 
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ought to be maintained; and in view of the fact that the widow 
of -Admiral Samuel F. Carter (and I did not know him except 
from his record) was granted only $50 a month, no officer of the 
Army or Navy and no widow of any such officer should be ro. 
garded as worthy of a higher rate of pension. [Applause. | 

Mr. BLUE. [I should like to ask the gentleman from Now 
Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] one question. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. Did I not vote to cut down the pension of Gen- 
eral Ewing’s widow from $75 to $50; and was not hea Kansas 


man? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I believe youdid. But I wish to say 
to the gentleman from Kansas that he was not so earnest in ask- 
ing for the pension of the widow of Samuel F. Carter as he should 
have been if he had been consistent. 

Mr. BLUE. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman,as I voted for this bill in the com- 
mittee, I wish to say a word in behalf of the pension for this 
widow. The fact is, General hton’s services were simp 
heroic. Herose from therank of first lieutenant to that of colonel, 
and afterwardscommandedabrigade. Whileperforming services 
of great value to the Government he contracted a disease from 
which he afterwards suffered paralysis, resul in insanity, so 
that the last twenty years of his life were a b During that 

riod of helplessness this poor woman took care of him, and in 

oing so sacrificed cde bers | she hadintheworld. As the result 
of her self-sacrificing care of her gallant husband she is now broken 
in health, and it is no more than fair she oe this pen- 





sion of $75 a month, which I hope will be granted. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is she not possessed to-day of 
real estate in this ci : 


? 

Mr. POOLE. She the owner of a piece of property in this 
city; and I will tell you howshe got it. There was a small insur- 
ance on the life of her husband, with the proceeds of which she 
bought this place. There is now a m upon the property 
for all it will moe I have the assurance o: real estate men 
of this city that the property in not worth a dollar more than the 
incumbrance —— 

The question being taken on to the amendment to the 
— fixing the pension at $30 a month) there were—ayes 

noes 33, 


Mr. HICKS. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. Certainly a 
measure of such merit as this is not going to be defeated. 


Tellers were not ord 

Mr. HICKS. I very much the action of the committee 
on this meritorious measure, and if insisted upon I must, as an act 
of justice, demand the = of a quorum. 

eral MEMBERS. Too late. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. On this em the ayes are 61, the noes 
88. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania raise the point of no 
— [Applause.] The ayes have it; and the amendment to 

e amendment is to. 

The question being taken on the amendment as amended, there 
were on a division (called for by Mr. Hicks)—ayes 70, noes 36. 

Mr. HICKS. I must insist upon my point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
130 members t. The amendment as amended is agreed to. 
The — aoe Shall the bill as amended be laid aside to be 


= vorably? 
POO . I move to amend by inserting “$50” in place of 
on. PICKLER. It is too late to make that motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion is not in order. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
ELIZA G. PYNE. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] (entle- 
men, I have been here for the last seven years, attending all your 


ons—— 

Several Members. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next bill. 4 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3990) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Eliza G. e. 

The bill was , as follows: ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

orized directed pension th ovisions 

and iimitatfons of the pensfon laws, th name of Mrs. Hii @. Pye widow 
second Regimen United States vat the rate of $0 per month. 
The report (by Mr. MoCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


bill (H. B. 
ver of Charles M. Pyne. ate 


In 
3990 a pension to Eliza G. widow 
captain of Forty-second States Infantry, having care 
wy ne ga be og = facts and ieetentss presented, 
respon, repost as follows: 15, g 5 i 4 4 as corporal, ine A 
Dues ‘ , in General Stone's brigade, 
doh of Coleman Intanter A” Geog Beates Infantry Any 


1861; brevet first lieutenant August 30, 1862, for * gallan 














1896. 





second battle of Bull Run,” being there wounded 
ar “Ie. eee prisoner and exchanged in October, 186; a 

= ‘Aest lieutenant August 8, 1853; appointed captain to rank from July 
potatos ~- retired from active service December 15, 1870, for ** disability 
Se eine trou wounds received in line of duty.” 


rticipated in the battles near Edwards Ferry, siege of Yorktown, 


He ; iver. battles of Mechanicsville, James Mill, White 
oa fa vern “ierioons Landing, Sadly Chapel, and second bat- 
tle of Bull Run 


r ruary 4, 1892, from heart disease, brought on by ex- 

- coh re avert attacks of inflammatory rheumatism, and the 

5 art b ing much weakened by anesthetics administered for fiveamputations 
this loft the bone being so shattered by the wound as to render the five 
ao . 
amputations pecoue tl: t ‘ . 
‘or pension under general law March 28, 1892, and 
yuens be oe, 1800, and March 26, 1892, both of which were rejected, 
= medical referee holding (September 12, 1894) that— ae 
filed does not satisfactorily show the real cause of soldier's 
tal malady; that a full and complete medical history of his condition from 
* ations ‘during last ten or twelve years of his life and also disease of 
i art since its man mt should be furnished. The condition of 
en stump during last ess and provionsty, prominent symptoms 
— nt during said illness, and mode of death should be fully shown.” 
oy G. B ley, Elizabeth, N. J., filed affidavit April 29, 1893, that he 
ted soldier past twelve years for rheumatism, and during the month 
preceding his death for valvular disease of heart. During these t-velve years 
fe was unable to perform any manual labor, and died February 4, 1892, from 
valvular disease or ynel, United States Army, retired, filed affidavit April 20, 
1893, that w ile on duty in W nm, D. ©., as attending surgeon, soldier 
frequently reported to for treatment for rheumatism and valvular dis- 
oat of heart. This was during latter part of 1889 to time he left the city. 

Dr. D. R. Hagner filed affidavit February 17, 1802, that he had known soldier 
forty years. und man prior to enlistment. Shortly after receiving his 
woul was called to him with Drs. Barnesand Coolidge. Everything 
done to save limb, but as hall had produced compound comminuted fracture 
(of both tibia and fibula, I believe) amputation became necessary. Since that 
time have never attended him. ithin few years before his death was com- 

lled to reject him for life insurance on account of heart trouble and Bright's 
Sieense of kidneys, Ww were due, no doubt, to his army service 
and wound received and various operations performed. 

November 7, 1804, Dr, Bailey supplemental affidavit. During last 
twelve years soldier suffered frequently from rheumatism and valvular dis- 
ease of heart. During last few months of life heart disease became gradu- 
ally worse, general dropsy. lace, and was unable toliedown. Durin 
last few weeks of life stump of his left leg, which had been amputate 
below the knee, became swollen and inflamed. 

Widow's claim under act June 27, 1890, rejected December 6, 1894, on ground 
of nondependence, she having an income of $100 or $500 a year. Widow was 
married to Captain Pyne November 12, 1873. 

In view of the testimony presented, your committee believe that soldier's 
Aeath was due to service origin, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a 
single request. I want to ask consideration of a bill that will take 
but a minute to di of. Irefer to Senate bill No. 2045, grant- 


est devel 


ing a pension to Harriet R. Matlack. I have never asked the in- 
dul nce of this committee before. 
This is a poar widow, very old, and I ask consent to take up the 


bill and have it considered now. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman in the form of a motion. 

The question was submitted, and the motion was rejected. 


AUGUSTA TULLER. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken five minutes of the 
time of the committee since we first met here in December. I rise 
ae ask unanimous consent, if it be necessary, to consider a 

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of order. I ask 
that the order be ed with. 

Mr. (continuing). This isa bill for the relief of Augusta 
Tuller, a woman who is over 90 years old, partly blind, without 


an of any kind—— 
PICRLER, Let us pass the bill. 


Mr. HILL (con ). She is wholly dependent upon her 
splanghter for aot Can I have two minutes to pass the 


Mr. PICKLER. Let us it. 
Mr. HICKS. I move that the bill be taken up for present con- 


Bi 
The motion was agreed to. 
a bill was read, as follows: 
it 
ashore od ice ture yes ce Sea datriat 2 go argh 


pension laws the name of Augusta Tuller, th 
daughter of Ta .& Revolutionary soldier, sald woman being now 9 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the adoption of 
amendment: In line 5 strike out the words ‘subject 
laws” and substitute therefor the 
per month.” 
the Committee was agreed to. 
to be reported to the House 
it do pass, 
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MARGARET J. YOUNG, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to make a brief 
statement not exceeding two minutes. That is all I ask. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. HULICK. Let us proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. CANNON. If it be necessary, I will make a motion, Mr. 
Chairman, which I think the House will not object to when they 
hear what it is. I move to take up for present consideration the 
bill H. R. 9130, Calendar number 1209. It is far down, as you will 
see, on the Calendar. This is a very deserving case. 

I want to say a word in reference to it, and I am sure there can 
be no objection to taking it up. In 1844 Margaret Young, the 
beneficiary of the bill, took an 8-year-old orphan, an illegitimate 
child, from the poorhouse—a child that was being mistreated and 
abused there—and raised the boy to manhood. In 1861 this boy 
volunteered in the Union Army, and lost his life in the war. 
He was a good soldier in the Army; he served asa private. The 
woman is now nearly 80 years old, without any means of sup- 
port, receiving aid from the public, and I ask the House, in just 
a minute, to pass this bill giving her a little pension of $12 a month, 
to keep her out of the poorhouse as she kept this foster child from 
going there, a boy that lost his life in the service of his country. 
[Applause. } 

The question being submitted, on the motion of Mr, Cannon, it 
was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Margaret 
J. Young, dependent foster mother of John H. Jones, late a private in Com- 
Pay, F, Twenty-fifth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of 

12 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 

recommendation that it do pass. 


ETHAN A. SELLMAN, 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that I have ever 
taken two minutes’ time of this committee, and therefore I feel 
warranted in moving to take up House bill numbered 4490, a bill 
to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman tothe pension rolls. It is 
1023 on the Calendar. I think when the committee, if they will 
permit me to do so, are informed as to the character of this bill 
there will be no possible objection to it. This man is more than 
70 years old, almost blind, and his name was stricken from the 
rolls eighteen years ago on an affidavit made by anenemy. The 
evidence is forty-nine to one in his favor. 

The bill is reported favorably from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and I can assure members that no more meritorious bill 
has ever been before the House at any session of Congress in favor 
of any man. I ask the consideration of that bill. I move that it 
be taken up for present consideration. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, 
noes 14, 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee now rise, 

Several Members. Oh, no! 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the motion if the point of order 
is withdrawn. I think gentlemen begin to see now that perhaps 
I have had some justification for my contention with the Com- 
mittee on Rules so that I could get time to pass some of these 
bills. 

Mr. FENTON. Have you seen a more meritorious bill than 
this? 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Ihave beencomplained about—~— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not out of order, with all due deference 
to the Chair. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum has been made. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no 
more worthy bill than this on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The — of noquorumis made. The com- 
mittee will be in order. [After counting the House.] One hun- 
dred and seven gentlemen—a quorum—present. Upon this ques- 
tion the ayes are 49 and the nays are 14, The ayes have it, and 
the bill is: ordered to be taken up. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Ethan A. 
Sellman, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at 
the rate of $7 per month Len September 4, 1878, until the passage of this act, 


and at the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll the name of Ethan A. Sellman, late a pri- 
vate in Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 


him a pension of $30 per month, without any deduction or retention on account 
of pension heretofore paid to him. 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The pmengenatnoy is upon the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The pill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GRAY'S BATTALION OF ARKANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise; and 
nding that, Lyield to the gentleman from Arkansas {[Mr. NEILL] 
make a request. 

Mr. NEIL I move to take up the bill (H. R. 1061) granting 
a — on to Gray's Battalion of Arkansas Volunteers. 

motion was agreed to 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read the bill sent up by the 

tleman from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL}. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not this a general pension bill? It is a bill 
to pension a battalion. 

. NEILL. It isa private bill, just the same as the bill to 
pension the Missouri battalion, which has been considered here. 
Mr. PICKLER. I do not think we have jurisdiction of this bill 
at this session. 
re pes CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not determine until the bill 
Mr. McRAKE. The House has already decided to consider the 
bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of all of the 
bonorahbly survi officers and enlisted men of Gray’s battalion 
of Arkansas Velaubeers raised under the act of Congress of May 15. 1844, for 
service during the war with Mexico; and the names of surviving widows of 


such officers and enlisted men, subject to the limitations and regulations of 
the prance laws of the United States for pensioning the survivors of the war 


Mr. PAYNE. I raise the point of order that that bill can not 


be considered to-night. 
The CHAIRMA The point of order is well taken. The bill 
can not be considered at this session. 
Mr. McRAE. The point of order is too late. The House has 
determined to consider the bill. 
Mr. PAYNE. The House has not the power under the rules to 
consider it. 


Mr. MCRAE. Itisinorder. It isa private bill, and not a pub- 
lie bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. a are 
Mr. NEILL. It is a priva 
Mr. PAYNE. [tis nota bill, 
The CHAIRMAN, The has held that the point of order 
well taken. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ayes appear tohaveit, ‘The ayes hay 
e ayes appear to have it. ayes e 
it, and the committee determines to rise. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having resumed 
pro tempore, Mr. Hepsurn, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, repo 
that that committee had had under consideration the bills S. 1511, 
H. R. 4494, H. R. 1646, A. R. 4281, H. R. 4881, H. &. 4841, H. R. 4519, 
H. R. 4267, 8. 1291, 8. 8398, H, R. 4490, and had directed him to re- 


6417, H. R. 6792, H. R. 3990, H. R. 9139, and had him 
report the same to the House without amendments and with the 
recommendation that the same do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that on all these bills 
‘the previous question be considered as ordered to their passage, 
with ten minutes’ debate in the House on either side. 

Mr. McRAE. I object, and I make the point that the hour of 
10 o'clock and 80 minutes has arrived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, the House, under the rule, stands ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bilis and 
reported from commi 
the several Calendars named, as 
Mr. WANGER, from the Commuahitenail Interstate and 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 


severally 


rted | nish Sie Tiouncatame 


resolutions were 
ttees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to ee 


8356) to establish a life-saving station at or near Great Boars 


on the coast of New Hampshire, the sam 
amendment, accom by a (No. 1952); which said bin 
and report were referred to the of the © House 
on the state of the Union. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th, 
bill of the House (H. R. 4782) to establish a life-saving station at 

or near Charlevoix, the same with amendment, 
cantnecdal by a (No. 1954); which said bill and repori 
were referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the st tate 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred +). 
bill of the Senate (S. 2783) entitled An act to establish a |ifo. 
saving station on the coast of New Hampshire or Massachuse tts, 
between the Hampton and the Merrimac rivers,” reporte: the 
same without amendment, a ae @ report (No. 1955) 
which said bill and were referred mittee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the P; iblie 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8823) to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the endow- 
ment and support of mining schools in the several States ani T er- 
ritories, for the purpose of e similar aid in the develop- 
ment of the mining industries of the nation as already provided 
~~ the agricul and mechanical arts, the same with- 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1953); which said 
bill and were referred to the Committee of the Whol: ease 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on Interstate an For. 
eign Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 83:)), re 
ported in lieu thereof a bill (H.R. 9149) to regulate the establisi- 
ment of submarine te’ ic cable lines or systems in the United 
(No, 1956); which said bill and 

Calendar. 


r. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8850) to ame: id an 
act passed at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitle 
“An act to grant to railroad oro na in Indian Territory addi- 
tional power to secure the same with 


amendment, nied Pb a Sous te. 1965); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9123) to prevent 
forest fires on the public domain, re the same without 
amendment, 


No. 1975); which said bill 
and ee eaitack is ton tees 


He teem the Game exeuiian, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9124) to protect the forests on the public 
domain from destruction by fire the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report 0. 1976), which said bill 
and rt were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. OSIUS, from the Committee on Reform in the © wi 


Service, to which was referred House resolutions Nos. 35), 
357, 358, 859, 360, 861, and 362, Sn lieu thereof a ae 
tion (House Res. No. 370) the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of the the Secretary of War, the Attorney 
General, * ea coneapl, Oe, Bone the eeatery of me? Navy, the 
Interior ie of Agriculture to fur- 
Departen certain information relative to epy= in their 
ents, accom by a rt (No. 1979) 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Hous 


Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forcign 
Commerce, to to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Xt. 
5878) to amend the law establishing a port of delivery at Des 
sempeape lade: pager — Gece accompanied 

pf eee 0. er winie were referre: 


House on the state of the Union. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wee 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to aie Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
Mr. TRACEY, from the on tee on Military Affairs: 
bill teueie vm) es on e, _ 
mpany 
ana ohn Courtney. lato No n1957.) 
poe oo ana po or ag “An oe to == charge of ie- 
record of Patrick Larkin.” (Report 


Bo. eee from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
cH ot) for the relief of Willism J. Landram’s estate. (Re- 


the Committee on Pension:: 


sce iy (8287 exited “An at granting pnaon to Simp- 


ee ee 
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“An act granting a pension to Plumy 


Report No. 1961.) 
The bill (8. 1800) entitled “An act for the relief of Hannah 
Newell Barrett.” ( No. 1962.) ‘ ‘ 
The bill (8S. 2754) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jerusha 
mt al S087 ) entitl An, oeanuien an increase of pension 
to oll i Somly, of Maj. Clifton Comly.” (Report No. 


1964.) os , - oa 
The bill (S. 1960) entitled ‘An act an increase of pen 
sion to Lucy Ord Mason.” (Report No. 1966.) 
The bill ( 5. 522) entitled “‘An act for the relief of George Hughes, 
of Portland, Oreg.” (Report No. 1967.) . 
The bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension to Hannah Dowd Van- 


, ar No. 1968.) 
oer bill CH. . 8542) granting an increase of pension to Elisha M. 
Luckett. (Report No. 1969.) * 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 8242) granting an increase of pension to 
Maj. L. F. Warner. ie 0. 1970.) , ' ; 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2363) to a increase of pension to Louis H. Gein, 
Company F, Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1971.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to John Cook. (Re- 

. 1972. 

Tho vill GDR. 9091) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
B. Harris. (Report No. 1973.) 2 ; 

By Mr. P. ER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 347) entitled “An act to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Sceckel.” (Re- 

o. 1974. 
Py Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: The bill (H. R. 8346) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. (Re- 
port No, 1977.) 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reported adversely (Report No. 
1978) the bill (H. R. 4448) to repeal all provisions of the law for 
the payment by the United States of one-half of the appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia; which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9140) to donate certain con- 
demned cannon to the city of Pensacola, Fla., for ornamental pur- 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9141) to provide for the 
— of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
lenwood Springs, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee 
and Ground 


on Public Buildi s. 
By Mr. K: A bill (H. R. 9142) to regulate privies in 
~ mice of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
umbia, 


cs agen JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 9143) to protect 
public forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

na an oan ee . ox Mewes —e % amend an act 
en “An ac e for ent o in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Territory, and for other 
” approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Indian 


bill (H. R.9145) toauthorize and empower the Secretary 
terior to adjust and settle the accounts of the Kaskaskia, 
Piankeshaw, and Wea i to the Committee on 


of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9146) to provide 
ustment of the sales of the Otoe and Mis- 
in States of Kansas and Nebraska, 
said sales—to the Committee on 


(H. R. 9147) to grant right of 
lines in the State of Kansas and 


Hi 


iF 
; 


2 


g 
t 


| 


| 


: 
F 
E 


i 
: 


g 


F 
E 


4 
E 
u 
8 


F 
IF 
= 


: 
: 


# 
5 


H 
i 
i 
( 










By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H.R. 9168) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the city 
of McKeesport to the township of Mifflin, Allegheny County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_ By Mr. TRACEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 188) in favor of 
international bimetallism—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H.R.9152) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant an honorable discharge to Mathew Logan, late a 
member of Battery H, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artil 
lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (ii. R. 9153) for the relief of 
tors of the late John Grant, late a mail contractor wit) 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. $154) to pension Robert San- 
ders Northcott at an increased rate—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9155) erant- 
ing a pension to John Feaghey—to the Comiiitee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 9156) granting an increase of 
pension to M. F. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pen- 
sion to Blanche E. Barlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9158) granting an increase of 
pension to one Mary J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9159) for the relief of Capt. William E. Cum- 
min—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9160) for the relief 
of James D. R. Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H.R.9161) for the relief of Thomas 
Muller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9162) for the relief 
of the heirs of John W. Johnson—to the Committee on the 


the execu- 


the United 


Public 


| Lands. 


i 
| 


By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9163) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9164) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Robert Mallion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9165) to pension Benjamin F. Bates, late a 
corporal of Company K, Fifth Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9166) to pension Milo Osterhout, Company 
H, First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9167) to pension Samuel Glascow, late a mem- 
ber of what was known as the Squirrel Hunter’s Regiment of Ohio 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Medical 
Society, against the passage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Horace F. Burr, of Walden, 
Mass., for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Remonstrance of 206 members and delegates 
of the Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1552, entitled ‘‘A bill for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia,” or 
of any similar measure—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lum bia. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of members of Battery H, First Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Light Artillery, for the passage of a bill grant- 
ing an honorabledischarge to Mathew Logan. to accompany House 

ill 9152—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition and remonstrance of Andrew Wright 
and 47 others, of Fairview, Mich., against the continuance of the 
Pére Marquette statue in the Capitol—to the Committee on the 


Library. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of citizens of Natchez and Woodville, 
Miss., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend 
the laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. HICKS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Lansdale, 
Littlestown, Emlenton, Reading, Philadelphia, Quakerstown, 
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Parkers Landing, New Wilmington, Scranton, Reynoldsville, 
Titusville, Erie, Ligonier, Gibsonton, Canton, Brookville, Allen- 
town, Dunbar, New Kensington, Martinsburg, Lancaster, Water- 
ford, Pittsburg, Watsontown, W. me. est Chester, West- 
moreland, Bloomsburg, Edinboro, Wilkesbarre, Hanover. Indiana, 
Johnsonburg, Kittanning, and Spartansburg, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, and citizens of Providence, R. I., praying for favorable 
action on House bill No, 838, to reduce letter postage, and bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, oppos- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 8526 and Senate bill No. 2967, to 
amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of ——. of Labor of Spangler, Pa., against the 
enactment of House bill No. 6119, for the appointment of an im- 

committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 
remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petitions of citizens of Lanark, Leaf River, Mount 
Carroll, Belvidere, Cedarville, and Polo, Ill., asking favorable ac- 
tion on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of 45 citizens of Galt, 
Sacramento County, Cal., against the a tance of the Marquette 
statue and praying for its removal from the Capitol building—to 
the Committee on the Soaeee: 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICE: Petition of W.S. Edwards and 157 
other citizens of Caney, Kans., and vicinity, praying for the pas- 
= a bill permitting citizens of Kansas and others to go to 
In reservations for the purpose of collecting debts contracted 
off of reservations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Tecumseh and Clin- 
ton, Mich., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the tal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- ‘ 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Columbus and 
Galt, Gal., in relation tothe Marquette statue—to the Committee 
on the aereeey: 

By Mr. McoCALL of Tennessee: Papers td accompany House 
bill for the relief of James D. R. Green—to the Committee on 
goo A Affairs. : 

B . McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of Philip Cut- 
land Post, No, 109, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of 
Minnesota, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, McRAE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9161, for 
the relief of Thomas Mullen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Me Suabiae, Pri eer eaaage = oes eee = Kin ley, 
George, ones msen, er, Sioux City, m, 
Superior, Granville, Ida Grove, Mapleton, and Pauilina, Iowa 
rela’ to House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
laws--to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany House bill to pen- 
sion Milo Osterhout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, papers to accompany House bill to pension Samuel Glas- 
cow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion From the record of Robert Mallion—to the Committee 


on ng ag Affairs. ; 

B = TEWART of Matern eeeatens + ed ot 
Trate Chicago, protesting against the passage of House 0. 
8536 and Senate vil No. 2967, amending the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, relating to the importa- 
tion of convict-made goods, and favoring the protection of free 
— competition with convict labor—to the Committee on 


Also, petitions of citizens of Antigo and Thorp, Wis., asking 
for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
tal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of E. A. , J. T. Smith, and 
31 citizens of Wayland, Mich., favoring the passage of House 


bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export | the 


bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ansel Lam and other citizens of Colvin, 
Mich., to accompany House bill No. 1108, ting a pension to 
James V. Burch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of citizens of Oakland, Md., 
praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Roads, 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of citizens of Durant, Miss., for fa- 
action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amend- 
ments to the postal laws—to the Committee on ‘ost-Office and 
Post-Roads, 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 23, 1896, 


Prayer by the Sepia, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday's proceed. 
ings will be read by the Secretary. 
r. CHANDLER. I suggest the lack of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The eee will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Chilton, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Allison, Cullom, Mills, Pugh, 

ker, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 

ie ¥rye. Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 

Berry, Gallinger, Morrill, ie, 
Blackburn, Gear. Nelson, Vest, 
Brown, George, ‘ Walthall, 
Burrows, Hale, Peffer, Warren, 
Cameron, Hill, Perkins, White, 
Carter, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Chandler, Lodge Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to theirnames. No quorum is present. What is the pleasure of 
the Senate? 

oe SHERMAN. I move that the names of the absentees be 
ca 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. ; 

The motion was —— to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names of 
the absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, as follows: 


Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
pee mn, zoe, a . omit 
nchard, bson, c uire, 
Brice, Gordon, Mantle,” Stewart, 
Butler, Gorman, Martin, Thurston, 
Call, Han Zhrough Murph Vilas 
2) ns ” u : 
Cannon, Toles” Voorhees 
cae 4 Hawley, wosnre 
Sockrell, oar, cott 
Daniel, Irby, Rosy, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 


Mr. CHILTON. I take occasion to state that the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] is necessarily absent. He is paired onthe 
ing bond bill with the Senator from West Virginia {Mr. 

AULKNER]. 

Mr. CockRELL, Mr. Harris, Mr. Vitas, and Mr. Roacn en- 
tered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12-o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
Forty-seven Senators have ans their names. A quorum 
is present. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with.. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to dispensing with the reading of 
the Journal. 


ats VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Journal 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


Mr. NELSON, I ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
<_< the Journal be dispensed with. 
. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. , 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
ob: The Journal will be read. 
Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 


nal of rie | 5 proce 
The VICE-P. IDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
announced that the President had 
on the 2ist instant approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (5. 2488) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize 
Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and 
See through the Territory, and for other 


purposes”; 
An act (8. 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain 
Sots 0d Cokenee enn WwW 


es . ’ 
message also announced that the President of the Unite! 
States had, on the 22d instant, approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River in the town of Lewiston, in the county of 
Niagara, State of New York; 

An act (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
Durango, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; 











1896. 






to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
= soe i to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
— guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 


“le act (8.61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. : 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 19th instant, a supplemental list of judg- 
ments rendered by the Court of Claims amounting to $1,015,131.64, 
which have been presented to that Department and require an 
appropriation for their payment; which, with the accompanying 
” referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 

be printed. = 
“Sas laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tarv of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 9th instant, a statement showing the number of aliens em- 
loyed in the Department of Agriculture; which was ordered to 
fie on the table, and be printed. Oe 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
re of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
18th instant, a report of the Chief of Ordnance of the record of 
the action of the range-finder board and the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification in relation to the Lewis range and position 
finder; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, transmitting a list of judgments rendered against 
the Government by the circuit and district courts of the United 


der the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, to provide 
ir ingiee snite t the Government of the United States; 


which was ref to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Buffalo 
Marine Firemen’s Benevolent Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation allowing Cana- 
dian seamen and firemen to man American vessels on the Great 
Lakes, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union, 
No. 150, of New Castle, oo. pregin for Government ownership 
and control of the tel h lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of certain pro- 
posed amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Butler, Pa., 


remonstrating the sale of beer on Ellis Island; which was 
referred to the ttee on Immigration. 
He also ted a petition of Swatara Council, No. 858, Junior 


Order United American Mechanics, of Middletown, Pa., praying 
for the of the so-called Stone and McCall immigration 
bills; w was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 45, Union 
Veteran of Butler, Pa., praying for the passage of aserv- 
copes Ww; Py go was ordered to lie on the te . 

sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 3140) 
restoring fo the roll the name of J: ce i. Watson, hereto- 
fore introduced by him; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. NELSON ted a petition of Typographical Union, No. 
80, of St. Paul, Minn, praying for Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices Post-Roads. 

Mr. en premeted a petition of Printers’ Union, No. 
329, of Coldwater ying for Government ownership and 

w 


Cold 4 
control of the peeragh ate ch was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 


He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Macomb County, Mich., and a petition of the 
Methodist Church of Mount Clemens, Mich., praying for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Colambia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

a petition of _ Society of ae of he 

umbia, pra: that the age of pro on for gir 
in the District of Osleetke be raised to 18 years; which was re- 
Zerred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nashville, 
Tenn. the enactment tion giving relief to 
Armenians in Turkey; which was referred to the 


su of Senate bill No. 3096, granting 
to deophon D. Avery, of Petersburg, in the 


g 
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county of Boone, Nebr.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with sundry amendments and a report, the bill (H. R. 8293) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. I ask that it be printed with the report, and 
give notice that I shall request the Senate on Monday morning, 
after the routine morning business, to take up the bill for consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and report will be printed, 
and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor. to 
whom was referred the petition of the members of the Baltimore 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying 
that a law be enacted to prevent the nullification of State anti- 
gambling laws by extending to interstate gambling by telegraph 
the penalties provided for interstate gambling by mail and ex- 
press, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension to Jerusha 
H. Brown, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North 
Georgia Agricultural College from the payment of $450 for dam- 


; aged gun, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Alexander 
Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cay- 
alry, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 741) for the relief of the Baptist 
Church at Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss., to submit an adverse 
report thereon. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws 
of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah 
Weedon Jones, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rhoda Augusta Thompson, 
daughter of the late Thaddeus Thompson, a private in the Revo- 
lutionary war, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. 
Reynolds, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow of 
Elbert Prince, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


ENLISTMENT OF STEWARDS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report a joint resolution to meet a decision of the Comptroller 
which shuts out men from the privilege of reenlisting in the Navy. 
I ask that the joint resolution be put —— its passage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 149) extending the benefits of sections 
1426 and 1573 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 
Navy was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the benefits of honorable discharge, as 
conferred by section 1426 of the Revised Statutes, and of three months’ pa 
upon reenlistment after honorable discharge, as conferred by section 1573 
upon seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, firemen, coal heavers, and boys 
be, and the same are hereby, extended and made applicable to all enliste 
persons in the Navy. 


Mr.HALE. TheComptroller has decided, against all precedent, 
that stewards are not included as enlisted men. The joint reso- 
lution is intended to cure such a case. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution 
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The joint resolution was ome to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I submit a letter of the Secretary of the Navy on 
the subject, and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


COLGNIAL CHARTERS AND STATE CONSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 7th day of Fe last a resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay i 
referred to the Committee on the Library. It was reported back 
with a favorable recommendation and referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I 
am now directed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate to report back the resolution 
favorably. Let it be read. 

Mr. ANDLER. I ask that the resolution be read, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haz}, ‘the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay Feb- 
— 7, 1896, as follows: 

esolved, That the Committee on the Library cause to be red a-com- 
lation of the colonial chartersand constitutions of each State of the United 
tates, her with all amendments thereto at any time in force, arran 
the same in ere order for each State, with suitable explanatory mat- 
ter and indexes, and that the expense of said compilation be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not know what will be the cost of the publi- 
cation. Therules are very clear as to a certain limit. Such a 
matter should go to the Committee on Printing. If the cost is 
below the limit, I do not object to the adoption of the resolution; 
otherwise let it be referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me,I will state 
that there is no provision made in the resolution for printing. It 
is to be a co ae which of course will be of no use unless it 
is printed; and, exactly like the eet a yesterday to have Mr. 
Durfee make a certain com ion, it should be referred to the 
Committee on Printing before it is finally acted upon, because 
prin will Gg 4H Aarne the compilation. 

Mr, E. It is to be supposed that the cost of printing such 
a document will be much more than $500. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Much more. I therefore move that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word. My indi- 
a ee’ is that it will cost a much larger amount than 

e cost onght not to be taken from the contingent fund in 
er ‘event, it occurs to me. I quite agree that the resolution 
should go to the Committee on Printing. 

In this connection I submit a paper somewhat explanatory of 

the scope of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution and accompanying 
paper will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Ifthe morning business is through, I move to 
proceed to the consideration of what is considered a privileged bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the morning business is 

Mr. LS. The morning business is not through. I wish to 
introduce a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 


concluded. 

Mr. I hope that I may be'allowed one moment. 
Heretofore bills the Committee on Finance in rela- 
tion to taxes have privil bills. I have been every day 
oar ous Saree ate that has been reported from the 


Committee on ce, the bill in to filled cheese. Itisa 
bill in which the ple of the Um States, y farmers, 
are deeply i I hope the Senate will wthat bill to be 
taken up. I believe it can be of in a short time. 


Mr. E. I trust that the will be taken up. The 
of the en ag are petitioning weuydivenghy favor of 


filled 
— pe aaa The e of the East, too. 
Lhave had telegrams without number from 


of the ts of the United States urging its I do not want 
all parte of he morning business iesioam, Gab & I ask the Senate to 


Sliow the hill to be taken up. As & matter of course, it does not 
any business at 2 o'clock, but let it be taken up now, and 


we may be able to it before 2 o'clock. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. . President—— 
Me MILLS. I wish to ere 
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bill, ‘but I can not afford to be crowded out every day. 
question was br 


concluded. The introduction of bills and joint resolutions is \,. x; 
in order. 


that a revision and adjustment of the 
wat Simeone 
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that he had previous! ee I 
anged m 2 ~~ yesterday, I gave way jn] 


MAN. caehénanten 7S r 


en and could not do it. 


r. MITCHELL of i am in favor of the Senai. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have been crowded out. The moot o. .;+ 
t up yesterday and took the entire day. 
Mr. MITCHELL of 


lam not responsible for ti 
Tho VICE-PRESIDEN a 


The morning business has not | oy 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (8. 8206) to grant a right of wry 


See > the new Fort Bliss Military Reservation to the E] P; 


ortheastern Railroad Company; which was read twi: 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Procror) introduced a bill (Ss. : 3207) 


donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to Stow Post 0! {)\; 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Calais, Vt.; which was + od 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affa 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 8208) for the relief of k: ; 
A. Gilfillan; which was read twice by its title, and, with |. 
we — gg eB a sare referred to the Committee on Indian Aff irs 
introduced a bill (5.8209) to grant right of way 


over thr qulnctsntiae ton wage tine 4 e State of — and 


the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8.3210) granting a pensicn to 
Anna P. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (8.8211) to provide for the 


revision and adjustment of the sales of the Otoe and Missouria 


Reservation lands in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. anal to 
—_* the titles under said sales; which was read twice hy its 
Mr. THURSTON. I ask the Committee on Indian Affair 
give the bill prompt and favorable consideration. It is concern- 
ing a matter of considerable impertance, and een! necessary 
es of the Otor 
Reservation lands, in the States of Kansas onl 
Nebraska, should be made, in order that titles to those lands may 
be confirmed. I move that the bill be referred to the Committeo 
on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was 


Mr. GEAR introduced a » bin eee granting @ pension to 
Moreau J. Burt; Seer eee S fis title, and referred to 
the Committee on 


Mr, DAVIS (br request) ‘introduced a Dill (S. 8218) to refi rm 

the currency 0 States and insure its integrity; whic! 

— read twice by its title, and referred to ‘the Committee on 

nance. 

J. Kin eer sameeren GF the Marine Hospi i308 5 . 
youn, surgeon of ospital Serv 

ice, to accept a medal from the President of the Republic of \ ene- 

zuela; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have — some translations of letters 
tran the medal, which I move be printed as a document 
and with the bill, a Foreign Relations. 

The motion was 

Mr. CULLOM taedeet a bill (S. 8215) to increase the pension 
to William = Gano; os was pee ie by its title, and, with 


the pon eens the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. W bil (8 $216) donating condemne “dl 
cannon and condemned to the Wyoming State Sol- 


diers’ Home, at Cheyenne, Wyo. vas ee its title 
He also introduced bill (S. 3217 to M 
a ion to | - 
Mary E. Morrison; which - a) rang le, and referred 
easy 


(Ss. 
the ‘Treasury to refund to A. Beecher ond 
others certain internal-revenue collected; which 
ae ee title, axa aubeeeelt> the Committee on 


‘HENRY A. DU PONT AND OTHERS. 
SHERMAN. see business is over—— 
x. MITCHELL of on have morning business myself 
to present. Lam the Committee on Privileges and 
Inictioan to suport « sesstahion amd eek for tte present consider 


cca a Roi so 


there be slinwred oubet Gpecontingast Sond fund of the Senate to 


the sum compensation for all his or to 
his claim to4 
erate atu Seer Er from the Btate of Dl 















her, That the further sum of $2,500 be allowed to James L. 
ohn Bassett Moore, and William F. Kurtz, counsel in opposition 
Wolcott aim of Heary A. Du Pont, thesame to embrace all their disbursements 
to expenses in the tion of their case. 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the first payment proposed? 
Mr. MITCHELL of . It is $2,500 in each case. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that the resolu- 


ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
tion should be re Renate. 


eS a SHELL of Oregon. Yes; I presume that reference is 


mThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. 
TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA. 
PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
_— ar the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. Mor@an, was, with the accompanying 
pa rs, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ydeeed to be printed: 
To the Senate of the United States: ; : 
I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 16th 
instant, a re’ of the Secretary of State, to which are attached copies in 
lish and Spanish of the original text of a protocol executed January 12, 


twee nm of the United States of America 
to eet boain and the minister of state of His Majesty the King of 


Spain. 
being ,inecompatible with the public service, I am con- 
no {a "retvadn from communicat a the a - —_ copies of 
described in the paragraph of said resolution. 
sbocsrsempemiemee GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, May 23, 1396. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of 
the States. . , 

Mr, SHERMAN. I have a motion pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Ohio could not 
make a motion, I submit, while morning business was pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion I have made, by the uniform 
courtesy of theSenate, will be entertained. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to ascertain the parliamentary status of the measure that 
was under discussion last evening oo to the adjournment of the 
Senate, and when it will properly be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It comes up at 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up at 2 o’clock as the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishallinsist upon its being taken up at 2 o0’clock 


as the regular order. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 


Resolved 


It is the unfinished business; it 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up at 2 o’clock as the un- 
ished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Linsist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sena- 


) 

business had been concluded. While the Chair knows of no 
on the point raised, yet it does seem that in accordance 
with the practice of the Senate, or rather what is known as the 
courtesy of the Senate, the Chair can not take the Senator from 
Ohio from the floor at this moment, but the Chair will submit 
hehasmade. The motion of the Senator from Ore- 

will be entertained afterwards. 


Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I give notice that unless I have an 
Se on Monday morning, immediately on the con- 
usion of the morning business, Ishall renew the motion, if I can 
Mr. What is the motion? 
tho Sonate to-take up the deficioncy appropriation Mil, 't state 
jency appropriation bill, state 
this for the benefit of the Senator tom t . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair state the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. It is to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill which will be stated by title. 

The SeoRETARY. A (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 
imposing a tax upon and the manufact 


es ure, sale, im- 
of filled cheese. 


of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ohio yield 
Certainly. 


I desire to enter a t 
the of the Chair. io-ust-fatenid to appect from de- 
pre Aa eis be acceded aan that a Senator can not, 
business, secure recognition an 
the conclusion of morning business claim recogniti 

<uiinceinen ae 
. It has been done every day this session. 


i, aay Ay 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And hold the floor against other 
Senators when the morning business shall have been concluded. 
I hold that he can not do it, because that, without any intention 
upon the part of the Senator from Ohio, is an imposition on the 
Chair. The Chair was not presumed to know for what purpose 
the Senator from Ohio rose: The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Ohio, and very properly, supposing, I imagine, as a matter 
of course, that he intended to present morning business. But the 
Senator from Ohio said: ‘‘No; I supposed the morning business 
was through. I move to take up the filled-cheese bill.” The 
Chair replied: ‘‘No; the morning business is not through:” and 
thereupon recognized five or six Senators for morning business, 
What I protest against is the right of the Senator from Ohio to 
hold the floor during that time and have recognition at the con- 
clusion of the morning business as against other Senators. 

Mr. HALE. It is not precisely that—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the case. 

Mr. HALE. Is it not an everyday occurrence that a Senator 
rises, when morning business is not yet concluded, for something 
outside of morning business, and the Chair recognizes him, but in- 
forms him that morning business is not concluded? Now, is it 
not almost the universal custom that that Senator is given first 
recognition when the morning business is over? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think not. 

Mr. HALE. He does not, perhaps, hold the floor, but the Chair 
frequently says, ‘‘The Chair will recognize the Senator at the 
conclusion of the morning business,” and it is a courtesy, almost 
invariably granted, that he will then have the first opportunity. 
I think the Senator from Oregon must remember that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to say, in reply to the 
Senator from Maine, without any reflection upon the Senator 
from Ohio, or the Senator from Maine, or the Chair, or anybody 
else, that such a proceeding is an imposition, not only upon the 
presiding officer, but upon every other Senator. I simply wish 
to enter my protest against it as being a very bad practice. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ore- 
gon, who has been arguing against the right of the Senator from 
Ohio to recognition, upon what ground he places his own claims 
to recognition. Certaimly if two Senators are on the floor when 
the morning business is concluded, it is entirely within the dis- 
cretion of the Chair to decide which Senator he will recognize. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly, The Senator from 
Oregon is making no objection to that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator seemed to assume that if 
he could possibly get the Senator from Ohio off the floor he would 
be entitled to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Oregon himself pro- 
longed the morning business, and then he took the floor and 
claimed the privilege of making a motion to take up the measure 
in which he is interested, to the exclusion of the Senator from 
Ohio, who had been on the floor all the time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There must be no misunderstand- 
ing about the matter. The Senator from Oregon did not assume 
at all that he had a right to the floor as against every other Sen- 
ator; but the facts are simply these: Pending the morning busi- 
ness, and before its conclusion, the Senator from Ohio addressed 
the Chair and ‘was recognized. The Chair informed the Senator 
from Ohio that morning business was not concluded. The Senator 
from Ohio took his seat. Five or six Senators, myself among the 
number, were recognized for morning business. At the conclu- 
sion of the morning business I addressed the Chair, and was rec- 
ognized. The Senator from Ohio claimed that I should not be 
recognized because of the fact that he had addressed the Chair 
pending morning business. Those are the facts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conclusion of the morning business was 
not announced, and it was to be presumed that when the Senator 
from Oregon rose under the circumstances he rose to morning 
business. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to take up further 
time. I hope the Senator from Ohio will go on with his bill and 
finish it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. MayI inquire whether the Chair has announced 
that morning business is concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that announcement 
was made. Possibly it was not, however. The Chair will recog- 
nize the Senator from Tennessee for morning busines... 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no morning business. I simply wanted 
to know the parliamentary status of the question. If morning 
business is concluded, the Senator from Ohio, I understand, has 
been recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was it a request or a motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill called the filled-cheese bill, 


I move that the Senate proceed to the 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio does not ask unanimous 
consent, but he moves its consideration? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I simply made a motion to take up the bill. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The suction is on eeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio { fr. SHERMAN] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, 
and also imposing a tax upon and segeieins the manufacture, 
sale, importation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

Mr. T. Mr. President, I wish—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion is not debatable, 

Mr. VEST. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion, 
ce Senator from Ohio insists upon a strict observance of the 
rule, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume it is the intention of the Senator from 
Ohio not to a the regular order of business at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. He can not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can only be done by a vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. By a vote at 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Chio, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. CANNon’s name was called). I an- 
nounce the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smtr]. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. FauLKNER]. If he were here, he would vote 
* nay,” I think, and I should vote “ =; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. e Senator from West Vir- 
ginia F FAULKNER] would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. ELKINS. Then I will vote. I vote “ 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from rgia [Mr.Gorpon]. I should vote “ yea” if he 
were prese 


nt. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] and vote 
se ea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 

one with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit]. I do not see 
nt, and I do not know how he would vote. Therefore I 

withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The Senator from New York 
{Mr. Hix] assured me that he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE, Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called), I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SEweE.ui]. As 
he and I ae on this question, I will vote. 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a pair 


yea. ” 


with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I transfer 
wae pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [| Mr. RICH] and 
vo “ Sud 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Proctror’s name was called). I 
was requested to announce a pair between the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Proctor] and the Senator from Florida {Mr. CaL1]}. 

Mr. PUGH (when name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar}. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea - 
eral with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “ - 
The roll call was conclu _ 


Mr. CHANDLER. I am — on certain questions to-day 
with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in theaffirmative). Observ- 
os oe the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] has not 

, and being with him, I withdraw my vote. 


vo 
Mr. TELLER. Idesire to announce that my colleague 
ee is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio 
RICE}. 
The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—89. 


Et: 


Allen, Cullom, McMillan, Roach, 
Allison, Dav Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Bacon.” Biking Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 

‘ r orrill, Teller, 
Brown, Gallinger, Nelson, Turpie, 
Burrows, Hale Peffer, Vilas, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Warren, 

ron, wiey, ’ 

Clark, Kyle, Piatt, Wilson 
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NAYS—15. 
Baker, Chilton, Jones, Ark, 
Bate, orge, Lindsay, Walthall, 
Berry Gray Mills, te. 
Caffery, Harris, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lodge, Se 
Blanchard, ear, Mantle, Sant” 
Brice, Gibson, Martin, uire, 
Call, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cannon, Gorman, Murphy, Thurston, 
Carter, Hill, Palmer, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hoar, Proctor, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
So the motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 


reported from the Committee on Finance with amendments. 
r. SHERMAN. There are two amendments on page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to amend 
in section 8, line 5, after the word “‘ pay,” by striking out “ four 
hundred ” and inserting ‘‘ two hundred and forty”; and in line 10, 
— words ‘‘two hundred,” to strike out “and fifty”; so as 

read: 


Manufacturers of filled cheese shall mar ee for each and every factory per 


annum. Every person, firm, or corporation who manufactures filled cheese 
for sale shall be deemed a manufacturer of filled cheese. Wholesale dealers 
in filled cheese shall pay $200 per annum. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend to make a speech upon this 


bill. 
Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to pre- 
sent resolutions in the nature of a petition, which I ask may be 
read, as on bear immediately upon this question? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall be very glad to have the resolutions 


Mr. CULLOM. They are very short. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


PRODUCE EXCHANGE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Ch , May 21, 1396. 


Whereas there is be manufactured and Pieced upon the market a sub- 
stance known as filled c , which is unsatisfactory to the trade and a 
fraud upon the consumer; and 

ereas so-called 


filled cheese has worked t+ harm to both domestic 
qeenaens and export trade in cheese made in the United States: There- 


‘ore 
Be it resolved, That we our Senators their active support of the 
House bill now pending in the te. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the secretary 
of Fal Teeouse Exchenge of Chicago to Senators CULLOM and PALuer of 
our 

P. M. LITTLER, Secretary. 


Mr. CULLOM. Ionly wish to make one remark at this time. 
I received those resolutions in the mail at this moment, and I 
thought, as the subject was before the Senate for consideration, it 
was Pah ne’ that I should present them now. 

I desire to say that I have other resolutions and communica- 
tions the ——_ of which is to oppose the of the bill, and 


possibly I may have som to say upon the subject later. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Proatlent have perhaps a hundred res- 
olutions from different 


of the country, all somewhat similar 
to those presented by Senator from Mlinois [Mr. CuLLom], 
which I could produce if necessary; but I do not propose to do so, 
nor do I propose to make a h upon this subject. I think the 
subject is understood without m: so. Ihave here, however, 
a er oe a York uce nega owe as 
represen largest or on of the kind in the 
coun oad like to have , and it is the only one I shall 
ask to have read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 

New York Propuce EXcHanGe, New York, May 21, 15. 
es ean a ntas ak bie teees chvees cemncaitioe in 8 
ee eae itteen as H.R. Ne Shee 

‘Whereas the entire agricultural interests of this coun 
es SS of your honorable body on 


are anxiously 
filled-cheese 


become i. ‘hs vital in i . dele : i t interest that Site bill shoal 
mtinuation ¢ 
tor : i in dairy products and in inany instances o8 absolute ruin 


Wickens this athe is urged and begged by its constituents throughout 
the entire country to cooperate with them in securing favorable legislativn: 


That the members of this exchange earnestly and urgently 
pedaces the Genete ot tee Saree to take upand er the bill now 
in its hands, known as 8008, at the earliest possible moment, and ask fayor® 
ble action on the same, that it may be a law at once. F. SHIELDS 


Secretary Cheese Committee New York Produce Exchang’. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this bill is founded upon what 
is called the oleomargarine law, and the ons of it are simi- 
those contained in that law, and have the same object. 
The oleomargarine law was intended to protect one class of the 








1896. 


farming industry and the object of this bill is to protect another 


thoroughly considered by the Com- 


class. 
; tion was 
This whole ques the House of Re 


and Means 0 presentatives, and 

os ae body of printed matter, which every Senator 

t who desires, which shows the nature of filled cheese and 

hat abuses have grown out of its manufacture and sale, resulting 

in the destruction of our commerce in cheese, not only at home, 

but abroad. There has been a large falling off of our exportation 

f cheese, and many evils have arisen from this — fraud of 

the substitution of lard oil for cream—that is, the using of lard 

oil to mix and le with skimmed milk—thus creating a com- 

und entirely f to real cream cheese. The article of cream 

a am is now made, not in manufacturing establishments, but on 
the farms throughout the country. ‘ 

Filled cheese is made by manufacturing establishments who take 
the milk and skim off all there is of it that can be called cream, 
and make that into butter, and then, to supply the place of health- 
ful cream, they insert lard, cooked more or less, and various forms 
of oil to take the of the natural cream, which is the chief 
and the most valuable part of our cheese. 

I have here a very long and interesting statement made by Mr. 
Hatch, formerly a member of the House of Representatives, upon 
the subject. I could read to the Senate many points in relation 
to this matter, but I do not think it is necessary. 

This bill is simply intended for the benefit of the farmers of our 
country, to protect them in their ordinary, common industry of 
making cheese, which is sold at something like 10 cents a pound 
on the average. : 

I do not say that this manufactured article is unwholesome, for 
there were witnesses who appeared before the Committee on 
Finance and some before the Committee on Ways and Means, who 
said that it was not an unwholesome food. I donot base this bill 
upon that d, but upon the ground that this filled cheese is 
a fraud as itis sold. When sold at wholesale, I am told it is called 
hrase is just as well known 


the entire d. 
. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. 8 Certain! 


; ° y- 

Mr. HILL. This bill has been reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee, as I understand the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been. 

Mr. HILL. Bya eer the members of the committee, 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] informs me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Finance Committee of the Senate given 
that careful consideration to the bill so that it is able to inform the 
Senate what is the estimated revenue expected to be received from 
> bill ne it become a law? It is proposed as a revenue bill, 

¢ not 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it is proposed as a revenue bill. 

Mr. HILL. What is the revenue estimated to be received from 
the bill if it becomes a law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is difficult to answer, and I believe 
there is no data upon which gach a statement can be made. An 
inquiry of that kind was made of the Treasury Department by the 

of ves, and the Department said it was not 

the oleomargarine bill was pending it was 

that it would produce a million dollars of revenue, al- 

though many said it would not oe inf revenue at all; yet it 
i 


really uces between two an on dollars of revenue. 
Mr. Has the Senate committee cut down the tax which 
was the House of Representatives? 
Mr. . It has cut down the tax. 
Mr. HILL. To what extent? 
Mr. SHERMAN. We have reduced the amount to be paid by 


manufacturers from $400 to $240, and the amount to be paid b 
wholesale dealers from $250 to $200 per annum. The pro fom to 
relation to retail dealers is not changed from the way it was fixed 


what ground, will the Senator explain, were 


. The of the bill, I should have said, is 
as to ent fraud. We —— 
a modified or red rate of license tax would be 
the Senator that the Committee on Finance 
who are naturally to this 
ae herein ’ ,—- 
y on paper or m the 
been this question. 
Senator if manufacturers of filled 
committee? 
Indeed we did not hear the other 


ais 
tt 


Q 
i 
: 


aE 
g 
: 
Z 
E 
2 


iE 
[ F 
Hi 

EB 


| 
: 
i 


1 Es 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





9605 


side at all. We heard the manufacturers in the Committee on 
Finance. So far as I can recall there was no one who appearen 
before us on behalf of the farmers. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio forgets, I think, that we 
heard the members of the House of Representatives, who framed 
this bill, and interviewed them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; we heard the manufacturers and the 
leading representatives of the filled-cheese interest. 

Mr. VEST. Then we heard the other side, including the mem- 
oe of the House of Representatives, who are responsible for the 

ill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now recall the fact that several members 
of the other House appared before the committee representing 
the bill and made their statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which was very brief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, their statements were brief. They are 
all here in print. SoIdo not think it is necessary to go further 
into this matter, unless Senators wish to ask questions. 

Mr. HILL. If the Finance Committee framed this bill with the 
object of raising revenue, why was not the highest tax imposed 
by the House of Representatives maintained by the Senate Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was thought, on the whole, that $250 was 
a pretty good tax upon a manufacturing establishment, and that 
$100 or $200 on another class were pretty stiff duties. The object 
of this proposed law was not so much for the purpose of raising 
revenue as for the protection of the farmer. 

Mr. HILL. If the trade in filled cheese is a fraud, and this 
fraud can stand this tax and can pay it, why is not the highest 
tax it can stand imposed upon it for the benefit of the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can hardly be said, in one sense, that this 
isafraud. The testimony discloses this state of facts: The man- 
ufacture of filled cheese requires quite a large establishment, 
which gathers in the skimmed milk from all the neighborhood 
around, and when they manufacture the cheese and put it up, 
they mark it as “‘ filled cheese”; consequently there is no fraud in 
the manufacture of it; but when it goes into the hands of second 
parties, the sellers scattered through the country, then it is put 
in boxes, which are not stamped, and there is no indication at all 
of what it is, but it is usually stamped by these sellers as cream 
cheese—‘‘ Wisconsin cream cheese,” or ‘‘Ohio cream cheese,” or 
‘*New York cream cheese”—and thus a fraud is perpetrated, not 
by the manufacturer, but by the seller who sells to the people at 
large, the consumers, and they do not know what they are buy- 
ing. They epee they are buying cream cheese. It is said that 
we had some of that “filled cheese ” in our restaurant below here, 
and nobody knew what it was until its character was disclosed. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to suggest to the Senator that the manu- 
facture of this cheese is itself a fraud, and that the manufacturer 
who produces this article called filled cheese puts into it an 
article entirely foreign to that which makes genuine cheese. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He does not label it. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He brands it all. 
The different brands which the Senator suggests of ‘‘ Wisconsin 
cheese” or ‘‘Ohio cheese” are put on by him. 

Mr. HILL. What I want to know is if the ground of this pro- 

legislation is the prevention of a fraud, and if the traffic 
will bear a larger tax, why that larger tax was not insisted upon? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New York desires to 
keep in the House provision, very well. 

Mr. HILL. I think I shall offer an amendment later, before 
the debate closes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendments of the committee have al- 
ready been adopted, but the Senator can have the vote again taken 
upon them if he desires. 

Mr.CULLOM. The object and p of this bill is not to pro- 
hibit the manufacture of this article if anybody wants to manu- 
facture it, but it is the purpose to have it so stamped or marked 
that it shall be sold for what it is, and not for what it is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. And get a revenue from it. 

Mr. CULLOM. And get a revenue from it, of course. The 
purpose of imposing that revenue is largely in the interest of se- 
curing the actual stamping of the article, so that it will not be 


ee upon anybody. 
r. GRAY. The Senator is seeking simply to exercise a police 
power, and not a revenue power. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the truth about it. 

Mr. TELLER. This appears to be a revenue bill within the 
meaning of the term. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Ohio, who has this bill in charge and who has on various occasions 
lectured us because we did not take steps to secure additional rev- 
enue, why this would not have been a good bill for him or the Com- 
mittee on Finance to have attached some provision of a nonparti- 
san character to, some provisions which would not have brought 
up the question of protection or antiprotection? I inquire if there 
is not some method by which the revenues can be increased so 
that we may not be assailed, as we have been every few days, by 
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the declaration that we are derelict in our duty and unpatriotic, | nounce the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] with the 
and all that, in not providing revenue? The Senator might have | Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs]. I vote “yea.” 
added something to the tax on the manufacture of beer, I think, Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with th. 
upon this bill, and perhaps have thus met the deficiency of this | Senatorfrom Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, I should 
year, and a little more. The Senator from Ohio has been on vari- | vote “ yea.” 
ous occasions very urgent about the raising of revenue, but it has when his name was called). I am paired with 
always been upon a bill that contained some controverted and lvania ares. 
objectionable features to a majority of the Senate. I think he| Mr. PUGH (when his name was ). Lam paired with tho 
could have devised an amendment upon this bill which would Massachusetts . Hoar}. 
have secured all the revenue necessary without antagonizing the % + I havea gen- 
peculiar views of a majority of the Senate. ir wi junior Sonth Carolina [Mr. T11..- 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I appreciate the force of the re- i yea. 
marks just made by the Senator from Colorado; and as this is a . WAL name . I am paired 
bill for raising revenue coming from the House of Representatives, vania [Mr. Cameron]. 
which alone has the ituti ini 
: a — - enemas ee eee Louis: 
pa , nonpartisan effo raise revenue by offering b ‘ pair Senator fro 
amendment which I send to the desk, to come in as section 20 of Rhode Taland 5 ] yea.” “ 
this bill. ‘ voted in the affirmative). I inquire 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the Senator from [Mr. Ware) has voted? 
Senator from Texas will be stated. The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, Chair is ad- 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill | vised. 
the following as a new section: Mr. SHOUP. I have a standing pair with that Senator, and 
20. That an internal-revonue tax of 5 per cent is hereby imposed on | Withdraw my vote. 


Sno. 20. 
1 The result was announced—yeas 42, 15; as : 
Sane ervon, company. er crmporadion in the’ Waited Staten: fom nays follows 
cotton, wool, or flax, YEAS—42. 
pat oS McBride 


a 
Mitchell, Wis. 


Gray, 
Faulkner, 
erin 
quorum. Cameron, Hoar. 
. The Secretary will call the roll. Irby, 
some time before you pass this, bill if pani Zones, Mev. 


owing Sena . So the amendment was laid on the table. 
wR, on the Ciiewing Reactors en ant ALLEN. I move to add as a new section what I send to 
Mitchell, Oreg am. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
Mitchell, Wis. | Shoup, The SzoreTary. Add as a new section: 
Morgan, Smi out the of this and other 
Morrill, cies in revenue there shall be 
Pan Trove th ~ eat — 4 
Pasco, Vilas, ' manufactured and States in addition to the tax now 
Wetmore, 


. Imove to lay the amendment on the table. 
at all. 


The Senator from Ohio moves to lay 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered 


to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to upon the table the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from T ‘ 
Mr. MILLS. I move the Senate adjourn. 

CULLOM, I we may be able to go along with this 


bili ae’ any—— Senator fro: . JONES ; 
Mr. GRAY. Dhateustive tactine. : Sag ). . Tam paired with 
Mr. CULLOM. Obstructive tactics, as my friend from Dela- 


Senator . Quay]. 
ware . This isa bil—— neds: I am paired 
Seelineeamenn. Debate is not in order. BLANCHARD]. I transfer 


—_ }. 
Mr. CULLOM. I rerel aetna ——— 
, . Iwasm an 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fhe quantion is upon the motion of Proctror’sname was called). Dy 
the Senator from Texas that the Senate do now adjourn. Senator from Vermont | Mr. 


Do now adjourn? (Mr. Caz}, and to save 
. That is the motion of the Senator ai pair will continue 


The was not was called), Iam paired with the 
The VICE- . The question the motion \ 

of the Senator from Ohio to upon the table amendment : his name was called), I have a gen 
entied Sy tae Senatan Gee (Mr. TiLI- 


. Let us have the and nays on that. 
eae ongeeen ; and the Secretary proceeded to 


Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. CaNnnon’s name was called), I an- 


oh aa a 
Aicatte che ‘3 


Slee a a he et ne een ee ee 











with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


EAR. am 
Mz. G : — my vote. 


al wi 
Gon POHELL of isconsin (after having voted in the affirm- 


ative). Iam y with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. SEWELL], but as we would vote alike on this question I have 


The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 


Allison Elkins, Mitchell, Wis. 8 
Brown, Morrill, Showp, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Nelson, Smit 

Gorman, ’ Turpie, 
Chandler, Hawley, Viles, 
a Pettigrew White 
Cocerell Mebrite Wilson. 
Cullom, Mc ’ Prit 

vis, McMillan, 
NAYS—2. 
. Harris, Roach, 
Allen, Carter z ze , 
Bato, Dubois, a ‘Teller, 
a 1 . est. 
Butler, Hansbrough, Peffer, 
NOT VOTING. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Mantle, Sewell, 
Baker Gear, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mi ,Oreg. ‘Thurston, 
Brice, Gordon, Tillman, 
Call, Hale, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hoar, Proctor, Walthall, 
Cannon, Irby, Pugh, Warren, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Quay, Wolcott. 


amendment was laid on the table. 

Me GRAY. I move to add,as a twentieth section, at the end 
. rd levied and collected dut: tea and coffee 3 
cumepar —— a those articles imported into the United States. " 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware will be stated, and then the Chair will recognize the 


Senator from ; 

Mr. GRAY. I desire to modify my amendment by making the 
rate 10 cents per on tea and 8 cents per pound on coffee, 

Mr. VEST. my friend from Delaware will —— me to 
make a suggestion, why not submit the — upon the 
cmeniienens 30% Sense Sats per pound 

Mr.GRAY. Iwould rather have the vote taken on both propo- 


sitions. 
Mr. VEST. Let us take a 
Mr. . Imove to 


ite vote. 


ment submitted by the Senator from Delaware will be stated as 
modified. 


The Secretary. Addas an additional section: 

Sxc. 20. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 10 cents per pound 
upon tea— 

Mr. GRAY. I-willfurther modify the amendment by stoppin 
at ‘10 cents upon tea.” - P 
Mr. GRAY. fastener that the words * eines oot tat 
r. . t+ the w “an i rt duty” 
be inserted in lieu of the words “a tax.” . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the amendment been put in form? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to have read the 
amendment, in order that the Senate may understand it. The 
amendment will be read as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Bxc. 20. That 
0 Se ee ane collected enon ingert duty upon tea 


Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Cawnon’s name was called). I make 
the announcement for the day that the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
aL eee with the fone Romie (Mr. Jonzs). 
when his name was . Lannounce my pair 

with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If Reavepaunen- 


Iam paired Sa te Mcaner toms Ma . Me 
ew Jerse ; 

await}, Woe ssonll yute alike on this nace oat vote 
). Iam paired with 
I paired 
T tennator 
'] and 


F 
E 


a damm es 
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Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Titi 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “* yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announeed— 
yeas 37, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 


Allen, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Allison, Dubois, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Bacon, Elkins, Morrill, Turpie, 
Baker, Frye, Nelson, Vilas, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Palmer, Warren, 
Butler, Hill, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Carter Kyle, Perkins, Wilson. 
Clark, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Cockrell, Mcbride, Piatt, 
om, McMillan, Pritchard, 
NAYS—19. 

Bate George, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

Gorman, Lindsay, Teller, 

burn, (ray, Mills, Vest, 
Oaffery, Hansbrough, Pasco, White. 
Chilton rris, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—3. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Mantle, Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gear, Martin, Thurston, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, Tillman, 
Brown, Gordon, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Call, Hale, Proctor, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hawley, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cannon, Hoar, Quay, 
Chandler, Irby, Sewell, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Squire, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (8.1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that that bill will be temporarily laid 
aside for a few moments until a vote can be taken upon the pend- 


ing bill. 
~ MILLS. Oh, no. We want all the rest of the time to-day 
on the unfinished business. I shall object to laying it aside. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Ohio will recognize my 
right to the floor, I have no objection, so far as I have any control 
over the bond bill, to let it be temporarily laid aside, 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Let us go on with the bond bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to laying it temporarily aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whatis the request of the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. My request is that the present order of busi- 
ness be temporarily laid aside with a view to final action upon the 
filled-cheese bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam in sympathy with both bills, and I want to 
see both measures pass. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to temporarily laying it aside for any 

ur ; 

tr. SHERMAN. That is the end of it, then, for to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the further consideration of the 
filled-cheese bill be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope I can not be taken off the floor by a mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Nebraska has the floor and he 
can not be taken off. 

Mr. ALLEN. I decline to be taken off the floor for a motion. 
I have not yielded to the Senator from Ohio for a motion. 

‘ Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Nebraska had not yielded the 
oor. 

Mr. WILSON. We in this part of the Chamber can not hear 
a single word that is being said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Nebraska has the floor. He rose and addressed the Chair, 
and the Chair thinks he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield 
that I may ask consent that the filled-cheese bill be laid over until 
Monday, so that we can take it up again on Monday. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill goes over. 

Mr. ALLEN. DoI understand the Senator to refer to the bond 
bill as going over until Monday? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the filled-cheese bill. 
sideration be postponed until Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no unfinished business in the morning 
hour. 


I ask that its con- 
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Mr. ALLEN. I have no Seon to the filled-cheese bill going 
over until Monday, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. It goes back to the Calendar. 

Mr. GRAY. It takes its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will please 
state his request and the Chair will submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nebraska having the floor, 
I ask the consent of the Senate that the filled-cheese bill be post- 
poned until Monday at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. It is already erg agen 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that it be made the special order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any consent agreement in respect to 
the cheese bill, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the di 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes; receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 11, 14, 18, 19, and 190; in- 
sisted upon its reement to the residue of the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill; asked a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. CANNON, Mr. Hainer of Nebraska, and Mr. Sayers, 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The m also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the fol- 
son TE CEL’ BR. 6948) makin ropriati for the legislati 

(H. R. g app ations for the legislative 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1897, and for other p ; and 

A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and —_— of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when the ding bill went over 
at yesterday's session I was referring to the fact that at the ex- 
traordinary session of the Fifty-third Congress the Democratic 
party in this Chamber promised the country that the re 
the purchase clause of the Sherman Act would be speedily followed 
by a bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the estab- 
lished ratio of 16t0 1. Every appeal that was made to the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee for an amendment of the repealing 
act providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver was 
rejected. I did not at that time believe that there was the slight- 
est pu on the part of the Democratic party to reestablish the 
free coinage of silver. I lost faith in its promises when the re 
of the purchase clause was not accompanied by an act providi 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

I think the Democratic party is responsible also in another sense 
and in view of another important fact connected with the history 
of the Fifty-third Co . Thesilver Democrats in this Cham- 
ber had a aay at that time in their caucus. If they had seen 
fit they could have controlled the complexion of the Finance Com- 
mittee in the interest of silver. They could have made it a free- 
coinage committee if they had seen fit to doso. They had the 
ya todo that. They did not doit. Whether they attempted 

do soornot I do not know, but they are chargeable, in my judg- 
ment, and held responsible to the country by the fact that they 
suffered the gold monometallists in their , who were in the 
minority, to control the organization of the F ce Committee, 
and by that means rendering it impossible to report a bill to the 
Senate in favor of free coinage. , 

But I do not think the Democrats are any more responsible than 
the Republican party. I think the Republicans are equally as 

msible, for every ublican member of the Finance Com- 


mi of the Fifty-t Congress was a gold monometallist. 


There was no exception, as I now recall the fact, and when we | of 


came to vote on the passage of the bill my recollection now is 
that 28 Republicans voted for it and 19 Democrats. 

So there was no hope, and never has been, in my ju 
free coinage at the hands of either of the old parties. 
occasion, before I conclude, to show from the platforms that the 
Democratic party has, all through the years of its existence, been 
pledged to gold and silver as primary money; that it has been 
pledged against the domination of national banks; and I shall 
undertake to show that to-day no political party is more bank- 
ridden and more under the control of the banks than the Demo- 


ent, for 
ill take 


cratic party. I think I shall be able to show the same thing re- 
specting the Republican party. 

Yesterday the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] told 
us how to maintain the parity between gold and silver. He has 
never told us what constitutes ty, a word that has by some mys- 
terious process crept into political nomenclature within the last six 
or seven years. It did not ap before the Sherman Act of 1890, 
We were not told what constitutes ty by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware; thatis, a definition was not given of the word 
‘*parity.” But he told us I do not use his exac words, but the 
substance of his meaning) t parity exists to-day in consequence 
of all other forms of money being subsidiary to and ultimately 
redeemable in gold. I think that is a fair statement of the Sen- 
ator’s seer as he gave it to us. 

Mr. cae or! is a law of my. 

Mr. GRAY. ill the Senator from Nebraska allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know can > eave any definition of the 
word “‘parity.” I said that parity ly was maintained by the 
Treasury De ment paying out indifferently gold and silver as 
it might be demanded by the m who had a right to demand 
the payment under the law; that the duty im by the act of 
1893 upon the was to maintain the parity of the two 
metals in the markets of the world, which I — meant the 
omnaty of the purchasing power of either in the markets of the 
world, 

Mr. ALLEN. [I still think I will be found to be right when the 
Senator’s statementis analyzed. The Senator lays down the prop- 
osition that there is a disparity between the bullion value of gold 
and silver. I admit that under present conditions. And he fol- 
lows that with the statement that there is a parity between gold 
and silver coins because of the power of the Secretary of the Treas- 
eo silver and paper money on a gold basis, or to estimate 
them a gold point of view. Iam stating the Senator’s posi- 
tion about as he stated it yesterday. 

Now, Mr. President, that does not constitute parity. It isa 
deal like the ty given us a few days ago by the senior 
tor from Ohio 3 ], when he said parity consisted 
subsidiary coin of silver and using 
ld. It is di ity that the Senator from Delaware and the 
tor from Ohio have been talking about. Parity, if I under- 
stand it, is a law of a ane between two things, not 
between the bullion value of the gold or the silver that enters 
into the dollar, but the money value of gold and silver when used 
as money. 

The office of money, it has been said, and in my judgment 
wrongly, is to measure values; that it is astandard of value. [do 
not agree to that. There is no such as measuring value. 
Value is simply the estimate of the relation existing 
between two or more articles, and that estimate or value may be 
omens in money, and when thus expressed it is called price. 
It is an ideal thing. The value of es rises and falls like the 
tides of the ocean, according to the law of supply anddemand. A 
dollar to-day may poe the value of a bushel of apples. 
To-morrow there is a disparity between the dollar and the bushel 
of apples, resulting from the law of supply and demand. So, if it 
is a measure at all, it is a very imperfect measure. It is subject 
to constant fluctuations. 

Then what is money? It is a medium of exchange, pure and 
simple. It possesses no office that may not be properly found in 
the definition of those words. It operates to facilitate exchange. 
It is in a certain sense a temporary receptacle or repository of 
value when it is taken in exchange for property and held for 4 


in it in connection with 


ty, I want to know of my 
ware how he is to estab- 


the metals the cular func- 
it by law and which it money on 
[A pause.] Iam waiting for the Senator to 


uivalent to the 
into coin with- 
You have stricken down silver. You 
the same tion at the 
accord to gold. a. are 
as money. Now. 
Senator tell me, after having 
reestablish the pari 2 








1896. 





metaphysical, I admit. I was talking yester- 

gan>s per that had been imposed by law upon the Exec- 
tiveof the United States and the Government of the United States 
to maintain the parity of the two metals in the markets of the 


world. : : 
ALLEN. Is the Senator talking of metals or coins? 

a GRAY. The language of the law is ‘‘ metals.” 

Mr, ALLEN. Thats the language of the Democratic platform. 
The Democratic 6 law. , 
Mr. GRAY. I stated that. How long it could be done, and 

hether it was right toe t to Government to do it, is another 
question but that phe ten. there is no other way by which we 
ovald hope that even for ashort time it could be done than for the 
Government to pay out gold and silver indifferently at the de- 
mand of the person holding demand paper for the coins. That is 
all I attempted to say yesterday. I know of no other way to main- 
tain it in markets of the world. 

Now, the Senator from Nebraska is talking about something a 
little different from that,if understand him. He is talking about 
the power of a law giving free coinage to silver on the terms that 
it is given to gold. I say that with such a law the parity between 
the two metals, at the present ratio of 16 to 1, could not be main- 
tained in the gt the world. 

Mr. GRAY. I do Sot want to interrupt the Senator now. 
Mr. . Itis no interruption at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Because the known commercial value 
of silver, 16 “ob silver to 1 of gold, is less than the value of 
1 of 

Mr AL 


. No; I deny the Senator’s premises. 
Mr. GRAY. Oh, well, commercial value of an ounce of 


— . Measured in what? 
Mr. GRAY. The commercial value of an ounce of gold is 
more than the commercial value of 16 ounces of silver, That is 


what I mean. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Ican not undertake to make facts. 
I leave the Senator to do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going to make facts, and I donot ask the 
Senator to make them. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us hear what the Senator has tosay, I did 
not mean it in any offensive way at all. ! 

Mr. . To put it in simple phrase, the Senator says it is 
a 50-cent dollar. 

Mr. GRAY. I would rather the Senator would use the phrase 
Iused. The Senator alwa gets away from the phrase I use. 

Mr + <a ol. I got away from the phrase the 
back to it. He says that in the markets of 

of the world, probably—I do not remem- 
of the Democratic platform exactly, and I do not 

ition in the silver dollar is not 


; J That is in the neighborhood of the 
position, somewhere near it. Now, in what does the Senator esti- 
mate the bullion value of silver? What is the standard of esti- 
mation? 

Mr. GRAY. I was estimating it as compared with gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. As compared with gold. I thought it would 


Of course. 
Of course. There it is. There is the whole 


Mr.GRAY. As that seems to be an important matter in the Sena- 

let me add that the very thing he is talking about 

is the ratio of 16 to 1. That is, 16 parts of silver to 1 part of gold. 
Mr. ALLEN, That is right. 


Mr. GRAY. 


of Senator’s own tion. I said that in the markets of 
the world 1 ounce of gold is worth more than 16 ounces of silver— 
“gt eee 

. ALLEN. I knew the Senator from Delaware would land 


Mr. re It is not very hard to know that. 
. And, Mr. President, you never saw a gold mono- 
metallist who did not land 
for him to land. 
ator from Delaware, who I 
fair-minded man, if he believes it is proper to 
- its ——s —. bees -~ Sena- 
helped about, from stan of appre- 
Mammen the commnartiel vale of the 


GRAY. There is no sentiment in monetary omi 
Mr. ALLEN. Lagree with that statement. 


2 
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Mr. GRAY. And the stricken condition of this virgin silver 
may appeal to the sentiment and the affections of the Senator 
from Nebraska, but business knows no sentiment, monetary eco- 
nomics know no sentiment. All that I do know or think I know 
is that commercially the gold in a gold dollar is worth a good 
deal more than the silver in a silver dollar. In other words, 1 
ounce of gold is worth a good deal more than 16 ounces of silver, 

Now, the Senator says, ‘‘ Is it fair to compare the two with sil- 
ver in its present stricken condition?” I am not concerned about 
that. Whatever the stricken condition may be, whether it comes 
from that cause or another, we are dealing with facts. Take it 
in its stricken position, or take it in its resurrected position or any 
position that you please, I want the fact as it exists. I suppose 
the Senator is going to say, then, that we must make this tremen- 
dous experiment to see what the commercial value of silver is 
- after you restore the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 

Mr. ALLEN. We know what that is. We do not have to wait 
to see. I never sawa gold monometallist in my life who did not 
run away from the point when brought to it. The Senator craw- 
fishes, if I may use the expression. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will present his point I will prom- 
ise not to run away from it. I will either meet it—— 

Mr. ALLEN. he Senator repeats an argument that is stale 
and moss-grown. He says the gold bullion in the dollar is equiva- 
lent to its coin value. There is not a child 10 years of age in the 
United States who does not know that. There is no discovery in 
that statement. Whyisit? Itis because you can take the bullion 
and go to the mints of the United States and have it coined freely 
without charge. 

Suppose I should come to my friend the Senator from Delaware, 
who at this moment may have in his pocket 25.8 grains of gold 
in the form of bullion, and say, ‘‘I will give you 99 cents for it.” 
He would not take it, would he? He would not take it. And why? 
Because he would say to himself and say to me, ‘‘I can take that 
= to the mints of the United States and have it coined into 
a dollar.” 

Mr. PEFFER. Law fixes the value. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what they come to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam willing to—— 

Mr. GRAY. Law fixes the value of the dollar, says the Sena- 
tor’s Populist colleague. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Delaware would refuse to take 
99 cents, because the mints of the United States are open to the 
free coinage of the bullion in his pocket, and therefore the market 
value of the bullion and the coin value are equivalent. 

Suppose I should go to the Senator, who has in his pocket 412} 
grains of standard silver in the form of bullion, and say to him, 
“*I will give you 95 cents for it.” He would take it. 

Mr. GRAY. Indeed I would. 

Mr. ALLEN. Indeed he would. Yes; he is a true gold bug, 

Mr. ELKINS. Ninety-five cents in what? 

Mr. GRAY. In gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. Im any kind of money you will have. I ask 
him if he would take 95 cents, and he saysindeed he would. Why 
would he do so? Simply because he knows that silver by law is 
shut out from the mints and can not be coined. Now, that is all 
there is to it. You never found a gold monometallist who would 
not back down when he came to the point. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish. 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. I donot want tointerrupt the Senator, 

Mr. ALLEN. I will yield to the Senator in a moment with 
pleasure. Sup , under a system of free coinage, where silver 
could be suhenll tebe a dollar just as freely as gold can be coined, 
I should go to the Senator from Delaware and say, **T will give 

ou 95 cents for 4124 grains of standard silver in the form of bul- 
ion in your pocket,” Would you take it? I ask the Senator if he 
would take it? 

Mr. GRAY. If it could be coined into a dollar? 

Mr. ALLEN. If it could be coined into a dollar free of charge 
by the United States would the Senator take 95 cents for it? 

Mr. GRAY. That depends. 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon what? 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell the Senator. I can not answer—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the Senator answer me, 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, if the Senator will let me answer. I 
do not want tointerrupt him. It is very unsatisfactory to state 
one’s position, where one does not want to aay ty the course of 
an argument, in disconnected phrases. I say to the Senator that 
if with the free coinage of silver and with the free coinage of gold 
as it existed prior to 1873 he had come to me with a gold dollar 
and had asked me to give him 412} grains of silver for it, I would 
not have done it, because the silver in the coin was worth more 
than 100 cents in gold; and if I had been governed by the ordinary 
business notions that control sane men, who are acting on strictly 
business and economic principles, I should have said, ‘‘ No, for the 
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builion is worth more than 100 cents in gold.” It was worth 103 
cents or 104 cents, and at one time it was worth 107 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; if that does not answer it I will give 
up. Now let the Senator answer that. 

MrGRAY. Answer whether,ifthe had been reversed, 

r. ; wer »i itions 

he would have taken it. 2 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator—— 

Mr. GRAY. No “buts” about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator intends to put that question to me 
in evasion of the question I asked him. 

Mr. GRAY. I answered the Senator’s question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I will amswer his question. Turn abont is 
fair play. Iwill answer itsquarely, too. If your 412; grains of 

silver could be coined at the mints of the United States 

without nee Se you and converted into a dollar, would you 
take 95 cents for the bullion in your pocket? 

Mr.GRAY. Ninety-five cents in gold? 

Mr. ALLEN. In anything; I do not-care what it is. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an insensible question. What 
Senator mean? Ninety-five cents in what? 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean 9 cents in m of any kind that 
eurrent in the country. 

Mr.GRAY. That will mot do. I should take 95 cents in. 


Pacific Slope, but none im this section of the country. t dis- 
—~ was made largely in 
system of restricted legal 


alternate cvervaluation 
Mr. GRAY. Qh, yes; there was. 
‘Mr. BUTLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 


ware—— 
Mr. ALLEN. I the Senator from North Carolina will not 
do ee I wish to ge through my remarks. 


. BUTLER. 
Mr. ALLEN. I will charged with occupying the floor too 


, i eld time. 
oo:. BULLER. Very wal 
Mr. ALLEN. would not take the 95 cents? 


and 

of the standard coin of the country, coin of ultimate 
. friends sometimes speak of it, that 
markets of this country and in the 


; : me ‘to say I would not 
take 95 cents for the 412} grains of bullion? I said distinctly that 


fom trai 


both puts the question and answers it himself. So I leave }); 
iin as comes from that mode of ‘. oan 
Mr. I want to ve one or two illustrations of my in. 
the Senator from Delaware of tho 
rity. They are very homely andj 
out, I think somewhat forcibly, 
senior Senator from Ohio ani 


Let us take the case of twomen of about equal strength. Wo 
will say one is a yellow.man and the other a white man, to mak. 
the simile ete. They are in a physical struggle fo; 
the mastery. are men near. matched in strengt)), 
There is ‘ of strength eenthem. Now, we 
a parity between those men on the prin. 
Senator from Delaware aj 

Ve some 
ins, so 
man being 

that he can not move, 4 
WH one, 
and give the 

that a parity of strength 
the condition 
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Senator from Delaware were driving a 

me pre ew enable, 

equally speed and size and 

a monopoly of yellow horses 

white horse has no intrinsic value. 

You not to use it. It is true it 

as well and looks as well. Itisasstrongand perfect as the 

other; but it lacks intrinsic value,and aeneheatabitals a parity 
between ‘the horses.” How? By Teg of the white 
horse, so that he can not travel or by him so that he can 
not travel. He is to be kept in that i 


the white horse by force of circumstances 
breaks his environments and reestablishes the former relation ex- 
isting between himself and his mate. That is the reasoning on 


parity of the gold-standard men. 
go one step further. The Senator has a gold anda 
his Each measures a bushel. 
says to him, ‘‘Your 
value of the gold measure. 
between the two, and the parity must be 
alae asad ae aus _—_ cut 
Ogic, and 
— a own accord it grew to full 


amoment. Suppose the Senator 
of course, one made of 


oo say, ‘‘ The 
is a disparity 
would you do? Would 

leave it there to grow 

and the yardstick, 

gold andsilver in 1873? 

3 the geval Siders argue that the parit 
e © parity 
when sliver has been completely stricken 


to know whether the Senator pretends to 
of silver was discontinued, 
between the dollar and the silver dollar’ 


of thiskind. They talk about strik- 

by the act of ae I 

: been i ween 

Rees trom the 
and silver down to 1873. 

who were born and 

was born and raised 

asour brethren 


and a silver bushel 
that that the Senator means there 











, Mr. President; the Senator from Louisiana 
=. ALLE d for him. There never was a 
parity between any two things of which I have any 


Y. Iwill ask the Senator what he understands 


by parkLLEN. I understand parity to be a relation of equality 
_ FER Sant is the cats definition of parity? 
Me QLLEN. i be a variety of relations. It may be 
= f in a variety of forms. 
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of volume, or a relation of use. 
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: GRAY. Do you not propose to fix it in the bill to restore 


. Certainly. Isay that when you took away from 
of its chief uses you destroyed the commercial relation 
between it and gold as well as the emp petiy 
as when you take from your yardstick one- 
parity of measurement, just as you destroy 
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80, although Senator from Kansas 5 
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parity between the two metals is a 
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very much. 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery 
to answer it, and I declined to w 
Senators. I ask the Senator to come 
the Senator believe that the mere nesting 


silver shall be equal to 1 part of gold 
of commer considerations? 
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Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
statute and place silver once more at the mints where it stood 
when it was demonetized, the coin value of the metals and the 
bullion value of the metals will be equal. 


Now, I think I understand the Senator. 
I say if you will remove the demonetization 


_ Mr. GRAY. I want to be entirely fair to the Senator. The 
Senator knows that I do, though I may have misapprehended him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; I believe you do. 

Mr. GRAY. This question is too important a one to be insin- 
cere about. If I misstate the Senator's position, of course he will 
correct me; but, as I understand it, it is this: that there are two 
elements to be taken into consideration in the value of the two 
metais, gold and silver, as a medium of exchange—that is, as to 
the value of the metal in them—that at the ratio of 16 to 1 we 
have to consider not only the commercial value of the bullion 
alone, apart from any legal recognition of them as money metals, 
but we have also to consider the value that is given to them by 
the free coinage of both of them, and the establishment of them 
both on an equality asmoney metals. Thiit is true, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. o. Let me state _ position to the Senator; 
and I think I can state it so that he will understand me, and so 
that it will be broad enough to be understood by everyone. I say 
that the demonetizing act of 1873 destroyed the parity between 
gold and silver as coins, as money, and made silver a mere article 
of commerce. You destroyed it by legislation—that is, by with- 
drawing from silver its chief function, the money function. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; I take that. 

Mr. ALLEN. One moment. If you will repeal the demoneti- 
zation act and reestablish silver at the mints in the condition it 
was when it was demonetized, that moment the bullion in the 
silver dollar will be worth commercially the silver coin. 

Mr. GRAY. NowI think I understand the Senator; but I may 
have been unfortunate in trying to state his position. Let me 
state it again. It is this, then, in his own language, that in con- 
sidering the commercial value of the two metals the coinage privi- 
lege or the money function of each is a very important if not the 
chief element in that value, or something of that kind—— 

Mr. . The coinage use. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well—and taking away that coinage use of 
course destroyed that element of value,and the only element re- 
maining, for it still has value, is its commercial value as a metal, 
irrespective of and entirely apart from any money function that 
it may have. Is that so? 

Mr. ALLEN. Its value is estimated from—— 

Mr. GRAY. It has some value. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, just exactly as pig lead and copper. 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. But it hasa value independent of coin- 

. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. And that value is affected like the value of all 
other commodities, by supply and demand, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; toa certain extent, with the qualifica- 
tion that the demand for its use as money has been taken away by 
statute. 

Mr. GRAY. Not the whole demand, for there is still a com- 
mercial demand after the money demand has been stricken off. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking now of that value that remains 
after the money function was stricken down. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That value is subject to the ordinary causes which 
affect the valnes of all other commodities, supply and demand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Very an Now, suppose we restore silver to 
free coinage, then we would restore that other element of valne, 
to wit, the money function, the money use, which you say would 
be sufficient to do away with the disparity that now exists be- 
tween the silver dollar and the gold dollar. Now, grant for the 
sake of argument that that would be fixed. Then, suppose there 
was an entire revolution in the metal element of the value, the 
bullion element of the value, and suppose the mines should treble 
in their output, would not that affect the value of the bullion in 


| that silver dollar in addition to what had been worked in it by 


the restoration of free coi ? 

Mr. ALLEN. The trouble, Mr. President—— 
Mr. GRAY. Let me add further, if that be so, how can you 
and establish a permanent parity between the two met- 

als, even if you do restore silver to free coinage? 
Mr. IN. lamnswer the Senator in this way—and yet it is 
not according to the rules of proper discussion for me to run after 
tious cases which he puts, but I am willing to do so—I 


} am willing to let the Senator lead me on to his own ground at this 
| time. I say to the Senator that one of the primary laws of eco- 


nomics is that everything must respond to the law of supply and 
demand. Articles rise and fall according to the supply and de- 
mand. Gold and silver are not exempt from that law; and when 
you use either of the metals as an article of commerce it is sub- 


i ject to the laws of supply and demand as any other article of 
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commerce, the same as wheat and oats and other products; but 
when gold and silver are used as money, and a new use given them 
that is not — other articles, then they respond to the law of 
supply and demand as money rather than as articles of commerce, 
and it is their money value that is taken into account, and not 
the commercial value of the materials. 

Mr. GRAY. But the commodity value remains, does it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. The commodity value when converted from bul- 
lion into coin assumes a new character. 

Mr. GRAY. But the commodity value remains? 

Mr. ALLEN. Now,I will answer the Senator in another re- 
spect. Fortwenty-seven centuries of the world, down to 1873, gold 
and silver were never to exceed three points apart, notwithstand- 
ing there was a great difference at times in the output. 

r. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER. What per cent would the three points apart be— 
how many cents? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is your question? 

Mr. BAKER, You say there was never more than three points 
difference between gold and silver in all these centuries. How 
many cents in a point? 

Mr. ALLEN. What I mean to say is this: That in the various 
forms of estimating in the different countries—I do not know how 
many cents there would be in the estimate of the use of gold and 
silver in Jerusalem, and I do not think the Senator from Kansas 
dces either—they did not differ to exceed three points. 

Mr. BAKER. That is not answering the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I mean to say is, that in the estimate of 
all countries for twenty-seven centuries the difference between 
the two metals has never been to exceed three points. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question for information? 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to answer your other question first. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask a question right there, and then the 
Senator can goon and answer them together, for notwithstanding 
his extreme modesty, I think he knows a great deal about history. 

Mr, ALLEN. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. However, there is a great deal in the history of the 
first thousand years to which I have not had access, and perha 
the Senator has. During that period there is much ed his- 
tory about which there is a great deal of uncertainty, but I wish 
to ask the Senator if, say during a thousand years—lI will not say 
two thousand seven hundred years—-the commercial ratio between 
silver and gold has been at the rate of 16 to 1? 

Mr. ALLEN. It has not always been at that ratio. 

Mr. President, I must return my profound thanks to the Senator 
from Delaware—— 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator say that it has not varied 
more than three points? 

Mr. ALLEN. I return my profound thanks to the Senator from 
Delaware for his characterization of my knowledge of history. I 
have never met—I say it in candor and in kindness—an Eastern 
advocate of the gold heresy who did not at all times carry his 
egotism with him. 

Mr. GRAY. [f there is any a . to utterly resent it 
is the one of egotism. I assure the tor that what I said was 
said in — good faith. I believe he knows a great deal more 
about the history of coinage than 1 do. I think, perhaps, Iam a 
little more clear about the present status of coinage than he is, or 
I would not presume to speak to him upon this question; but so 
far as what I said was concerned, I assure the Senator it was said 


in sone fe faith, and not meant in any other way. limi 
. ALLEN. I accept the apology, Mr. President. The Sena- 


tor, however, was interrupting me when I was answering his 
uestion. 
: Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s on. 

Mr. ALLEN. The fact is that the withdrawal of silver from 
its money use = a between the metals. Then we 
have this fact that may come within the knowledge of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware; and he has lived a few —_— more than I 
have, and of course knows more by virtue of that fact and by vir- 
tue of his closer = to colleges, universities, and books. 

Mr. GRAY. Now the Senator is sarcastic. 

Mr. ALLEN. Notatall. I amsimply willing to accord to the 
Senator that which he claims for himeelt . [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAY. I have not claimed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly the Senator from Delaware will not 
deny that there was any substantial disparity between gold and 
silver until 1873? I am speaking of a marked disparity. 

Mr. GRAY. There was not much for two years after 1878. 

Mr. ALLEN. And yet the Senator stood here 
told us, and the changes are rung w 


there will be a ty between 
to free coinage. a hundred years of national existence— 
and I am now within modern history—during a hundred of 
national existence and a hundred years more of colonial 
there was no ty between the metals until 1873. 

Mr. GRAY, ratio was not always the same. 


yesterday and 
n it from time to time, that 
d and silver even if we return 
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Mr. ALLEN. At any ratio—15} or 16. 

There was a time when we undervalued our silver, and it went 
out of the country; there was a time when we undervalued our 
gold, and * —_ out of the coun, but that was in consequence 
of law and not in consequence of the disparity between the met; 
That is about all there is to this question ae rity. : 

How is it about appreciation? Our friends say there is no ap. 

reciation of gold; they tell us that gold is always stationary 
hy, of course, anything is stationary with itself and always 
equal to itself; but gold does not mark the rise and fall in prices 
properly, honestly, and justly, considering the business ani jn. 
ul interests of the country. What would be thought of this 
proposition—and I call the attention of the Senator from Dela. 
ware, with whom I have established a parity of friendship, t« th, 
remark—what would be thought of a contract, for instance, to 
deliver a thousand yards of cloth for a dollar a yard, and when 
the day of delivery came the man who is to receive the cloth 
would nS the other that the law had in the meantime change 
the yard from 36 inches to 48 inches, and he was entitled to reveiya 
48 inches of cloth for a yard instead of 36 inches, according to the 
standard of measurement at the time of the contract? 

Mr. GRAY. That would be a pretty hard case. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator saysit would bea hard case. What 
would be thought, for instance, of a law which, after a contract 
had been made between two men that one was to deliver to the 
other 1,000 bushels of wheat for 87 cents a bushel—the price pre- 
vailing in my country now—if he were told before he delivered it 
that Congress had changed the law and now called 120 pounds a 
bushel instead of 60 pounds—had changed the standard of meas. 
urement? I suppose the Senator from Delaware would say that 
that was a case, too, would he not? That is precisely what 
was done under gold monometullism and by the onetization 
of silver. It would be confiscation in the two instances | have 
mentioned, and, Mr. President, demonetization was confiscation, 
At the close of the war we could have paid our war debt, our 
bonded indebtedness of $2,800,000,000 in 2,800,000,000 bushels of 
wheat at a dollar a bushel, but in uence of the demonetiza- 
tion of silver and the tion of and the introduction of 

over three Hee p10 the debt, 

. something 000,000 left 

and his Administration increased it by addi- 

tional bonds; and we have used the value of 7,000,000,000 bushels 

of wheat in doing so; and yet men can be found with the hardi- 
hood to assert that there is no tion in 

I want briefly to direct attention to another that I regard 
as of importance. The honorable Senator from New York | Mr. 
HILL] yesterday and the day before, and the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. a ee reiterated the old story that the 

in favor of an irredeemable wg Even 
party as being he. in oe of pa le o. ot 
as a vor e r money. 
say to the Senator from New York, as I have ato him before, 
and to the Senator from Ohioand the junior Senator from Kansas, 
and every other Senator who makes this assertion, that he talks 
of something he knows about and that he has no right to 
platform. 
‘w me a moment? 

.ALLEN. Certainly. I knewI would have the attention of 

the Senator from New York. A; 

Mr. HILL. I hardly think that any remark I have made will 

bear the construction the party was in favor of the 
must be some limit to it, I 
y hat. 
. ALLEN. Do not let us chop logic on this question. 
Mr. HILL. I do not know what the Senator means by that ex- 


pression. 
Mr. ALLEN. I mean to say that there is nothing in the decla- 
it to be in favor of an irre- 


ration of the Populist party 
deemable currency. 
Mr. HILL. When the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILI- 
MAN] was asked what he wanted, he spoke of a billion or so. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from South Carolina is one of the 
the Democratic and is going to the Chicago con- 
He is not a 
I do not know how long he will remain at Chicago. 
the statement I made the other day was simply that 
e Populist party was in favor of an irredeemabie p& 


’ ad ted in 1892, 
, and I ask him to 


Senator will allow me, no matter what your 
issue of paper money and do 
of any substantial amount for its 
an irredeemable currency. 
nothing, and your party has pro 
your currency. 








1896. 


Senator himself voted the other day to put a 
Rh sn apgeopriation bill for the issue of Treasury notes 
without providing @ single particle of money with which to re- 
aT TLE. I ask the Senator from New York how much will 
a basis of $100,000,000 support? Is it not a matter of judgment, 
merely? pose you might sa i » 
y that a basis of $100,000, 
on . i cenanda and thousands of millions. 
Mr, AL _ Just about two billions, according to the Demo- 
minis on. 
a ot ™ an New York is a vor great lawyer—and I 
mean what I say—and he knows very well that an issue of legal- 
tender notes under the act to which he referred the other day 
would be redeemable in coin under existing law. : 
Mr. HILL. When we did not provide anything for their re- 
demption? You rovided that they should be issued, that is all. 
Mr. ALLEN. e have statutes on the books now providing 
for their redemption, but the trouble has been and is that under 
a Republican, and a ocratic Administration as well, you have 
bankrupted the Treasury and can not redeem your paper to-day. 
Mr. HILL. Isup my friend thinks that one of the things 
that has tenkrupted the country is the passage of the Wilson 
bill, for which he voted. 
Mr. ALLEN. No; I do not. I did not have any restraint 
placed on me at that time. ae 
Mr. HILL. You do not seem to have any restrictions on you 
now. 


RS hter. ; 
Mr. ALL o; in other words, I was not tied up on the 
Wilson bill so that I could not vote my convictions. 
Mr. HILL. I tried to get my friend to vote against it, but he 
seemed ey be awfully tied up. 
rT. LEN. o, ° 
Mr HILL. He said he was compelled to vote for it, and he did 
ote for it. 
. Mr. ALLEN. I had no unnatural alliances with Republicans 
or Democrats, as others had. / 
Mr. HILL. No; yours was a natural alliance. [Laughter.] 
Mr. ALLEN. No; and it does not come with a very good grace 
from the Senator from New York—I am speaking of his party, of 
course—for my distinguished and able friend to gibe the Populist 
party. It comes with ill grace from my friend from New York, 
whose party has bankrupted the country jointly with the Re- 
ublican party and reduced the Treasury so that you can not re- 
eem, to say anything in disparagement of the Populist party. 
Mr. HILL. us see about that. The only measure of any 
great importance rela to the finances which the Democratic 
— has passed was the Wilson bill, which was passed with the 
nator’s support and aid, and without which it could not have 
passed. Now, what other méasure affecting the finances of the 
country can the Democratic y be held justly responsible for? 


If they are responsible for the Wilson bill, the Senator shares with 
them ee ees 
Mr. K It was a good bill with the income tax embodied 


in it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Democratic party is responsible for the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill. The Democratic party passed something 
bigger than the Wilson bill; it the opportunity for success. 

. HILL. We are talking about legislation. 
Mr. ALLEN. That was something a great deal bigger than 
respects does the Senator say the 
has bankrupted the country? 
; . erent after the inauguration of Mr. Cleve- 
land had y up the tariff question before some Sen- 


ators on the side had formed alliances with the 
Repehious and had a scientific tariff measure; if you had 
the courage to hold of the silver question; if you not 
been bound by the shylocks who make your political success or 
your defeat certain, and had taken hold of the financial question, 
you could have established yourselves in this country, in my judg- 
ment, so that the next fifty years would have witnessed you in 
wer; Le yon Sam - ue pwhen you sonmme, > test. Your 
was powerand the power, whic 
precipitated the bankers’ panic in 1893. 


’ wishes and not the a. he con- 
session to unconditionally repeal the purchase 


The President never did a better thing in his life. 


Mr. ALLEN. No, he never did many good thin, 
Mr. HILL, He never did, T say, a better thing in his life than 
Sherman Act. Me the 


when he convened the extra 
country who ever discussed the question who ever claimed that 


the Sherman law was a consistent and silver bill. It 
a fraud from to end, and See bene teen sahenied, 
aad every true man would take that position. 


bs 
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Mr. ALLEN. He has not done many great things, I think, in 
the last three years. Your party claims to be a party of bimetal- 
lism. I have heard the Senator from New York himself say he 
was a bimetallist. The world knows that he is a Democrat, for 
he has said so. That has been repeated from hilltop to hilltop 
and from valley to valley. If your party is a bimetallic party, 
why did not the country have the benefit of your services, when 
you repealed the purchase clause of the Sherman Act, in the pas- 
sage of a free-coinage bill? Did not the Senator from New York 
vote constantly against free coinage during the three months of 
the extra session of 1893? No, Mr. President, the record of both 
of these parties is spotted all over. You have not the coin, gold 
and silver combined, to redeem the paper money. The banks do 
not pretend to redeem. They get together greenbacks and go 
down to the Treasury and call for gold and get the gold, and 
then get greenbacks back again and get more gold, and gothrough 
this endless process that Mr. Cleveland speaks of, and which he 
discovered within a year, long after it had been discovered by 
Populists. 

ir. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska vote for a provi- 
sion that when greenbacks are once redeemed they shall not be 
reissued? 

Mr. ALLEN. 
do so. 

Mr. HILL. Why not let that question stand by itself? The 
Senator complains that the President of the United States uses 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government what is called the 
—— of the bonds, to wit, greenbacks received on redemption. 

suggested yesterday in the remarks which I made here a method 
by which you could stop that by a simple amendment to this bill. 
Will the Senator support it? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the amendment? 
tell you whether I will support it or not. 

Mr. HILL. Theamendment suggested is that when greenbacks 
are redeemed and placed in the Treasury they shall not be reissued, 

Mr. ALLEN. ovided 

Mr. HILL. Provided what? 

Mr. ALLEN. That their place in circulation shall be supplied 
by silver or gold dollars. I will support your amendment with 
that proviso attached to it. 

No, Mr. President, I do not expect to hear the Senator assert 
again that the Populist party is in favor of irredeemable paper 
money. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I heard the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
BAKER] assert that yesterday, and he asserted it in the light of 
the fact that there is no doctrine of that kind contained in the 
platform or in the official utterances of the Populist party. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ALLEN. Always; certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. Did I understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
say a few moments ago that for two thousand seven hundred years 
there had been only two or three points’ difference between the 
price of gold and silver? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator from Kansas 
understood me to say. 

Mr. BAKER. Did the Senator say that in two thousand seven 
hundred years there had not been a difference of over three points? 

Mr. ALLEN. I passed that point half an hour ago in my dis- 


If you will supply their place with coin I will 


State it and I will 








cussion. 

Mr. BAKER. Did the Senator make that statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I said something like that. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator tell me what a point is? 

Mr. ALLEN. I answered the Senator. 

Mr. BAKER. How many cents is a point? 

Mr. ALLEN. It might be more or less than the Senator and I 
would agree on. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, how much isit? The Senator is talking 
now upon finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad indeed to answer the Senator 


from Kansas if he will give me a chance to finish my discussion 
of the point that I am on. 

Mr. BAKER. This is a good time, when a man is posted on 
the finances, to tell us how much a point is. Does the Senator 
know? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas is petti- 
fogging and beating about the bush, offering nothing substantial. 

Mr. BAKER. Does the Senator know that a point is about 7 
cents? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; and the Senator from Kansas does not know 
it either. 

Mr. BAKER. Three points are about 21 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say that points differ according to the particu- 
lar market and the particular article and the particular country 
in which the transaction takes place. 
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Mr. BAKER. Suppose the scale ran, as you say, adifference of | form. I proposeto read it. Iam going togive the world the },... 
only two or three points for two thousand seven hundred years. | efit.of the Populist platform. 1 imvite Ss and eens 
How much would that be in cents? How much would be the dif- | attention of ge ge from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and my fri), 
ee = ae a that. ig from New York [Mr. Hi1] as I read this platform: 7 

Mr, . The tor seems owa great deal abow Assembled upon ———— : 
this matter, and questions my knowledge, and I do not object to | tion of Inde ~~ the Peenions we in — te me 
it, either. Isay to the Senator that gold and silver have run from | convention, invoking upon their action the blessing of Almighty Go: put 
10} to 16 from the foundation of the history we have of them. —_| SPumtible nnd declaration of mrincipheas one of this country, the following 

Mr. BAKER. Sixteen what? The conditions which surround us best justify our om. We mee 

Mr. ALLEN. Sixteen grains. in the midst of a nation brought to the verge of aeoiee itieal, and materia] 


ti 

x : ruin. Corruption dominates the ballot box, th S the Congres: 
Mr. BAKER. How much variation would that be-on the dol- | anq touches ae the ermine of the bench. The Speople wre. de aa’ 
? Most of the States have been compelled to isolate voters at the ) ; 
Mr. ALLEN. It would take me longer to re that out than c=. to prevent universal intimidation or bribery. The newspaj.:. .;, 
I care to devote to it. It involves a minute calculation. os ee — eration an Tost ted, 
Mr. BAKER. When the Senator said three points did he not | trating in the handsof the capitalists. The urban workmen are aon od the 
know that it did not mean 8 per cent, but that it meant 21 cents? | right-of organization for self-protection; imported aw labor beats 

Mr. ALLEN. No; 1.did not know anything of the kind—— | down their wages; a hireling standing army, d by our law: 


< : . is 
Mr. BAKER. Then the Senator ought not to talk on the ques- | Sopean conditions. The fruits of the toll of milllons wre toldie stern 
tion of rt ™ sect eh cece ta ne . es poten cortumes ee yy aay ot mankind, and 
Mr. ALLEN. t na om Kansas does not know possessors of these, . encanger liberty. 
anything of the kind, and is not capable of enlightening me. an ae eave aS Ve pare We breed tho two 
ir. President, I have made a discovery to-day. I have discoy- | The national power to create money is appropriated toenrich bondhi:\jers: 
‘ered that this Senator who budded and blossomed on the prairies | ® vast public debt payable in legal-tender currency has been funce| into 
of Kansas understands all about this question. ’ 7s aa . Saeee the peop! 
q Silver, which has been accepted as coin since the dawn of history, has joo 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me a ques- | demonetized to add to the purchasing power of gold by decreasing the valu 
tion Burpy aiPilges Yo acon Sewern bank enterprise 
Mr. ALLEN, Oh, certainly. Gieens. ch ousboumapinney boon tenten 
Mr. BAKDR. Ihavemade no such statement, but I want to | tinents, and it is rapidly taking Pp oft rast 
say to my friend from the sand dunes of Nebraska that I think I et at —-, it torebodes terrible social convulsions, the destructin 
a now fully as much about it as he does. I have studied Tr aE the spraies Sitio toro ore 
he question of points, I presume, fully as much as he has, and I deel Gustin Serquueeest gina aisamieipwroes oc 
can state to him now that a point is between 6 and 7 cents. mn the suffering people. We charge that the controlling infiy 
Mr. ALLEN. I have never lost anything on a board of trade ne Been See eee Sa Pree Se Siting dreadtal 
r. e ver 0 ag dreadful 
and therefore do uot know ranch about ned points. ’ an BF ee | without serious effort to it or' restrain them 


o Ce reform. They have agreed 
Mr. BAKER, I ed that was the case. together to ignore, in the co compolen, every issue but one. They pro 
= , 


Mr, ALLEN. What I meant to assert and what I do assert, Se aie er tees ane eta eer aE of 2 sham 


: . ; . ttle the tariff, so that 
notwithstanding I incur the displeasure of the powerful judg- lone. Ceaaed each. as Goeniwationtion silver, me the oppressions of 


ment of the junior Senator from Kansas, is that from the time 
we have had any history of the relation of gold and silver to each 
other it has been from a little below 11 to 1 up to 16 to 1 in our 
age and at thistime. Now, you call that.a point or lack of 
point or whatever you may see fit; t+ is the relation that has 
come down to us in the ages. 

Mr. KYLE. The ratio of production, the Senator means. 

Mr. ALLEN. The ratio of production, Mr. President, I do 
not know how many points that would make in the estimation of — detenes. aed sect the 
the Senator from | , or that it would make any, and to be | blessings of li for ‘and our ; — 
entirely frank with him and the country, I do not care. But the Republic can only-endure as a free Government while 
puncies Seem Kansas wee ane of the Semetoees who asserted ns this } apo ee merece for tho nation: 

hamber yesterday (notwithstanding been corrected re- and resentment which grev de with it, and 
peatedly) that the Populist party is in favor of an irredeemable ab og way fact,as we are in etn premalnlh xd. ‘Our 
currency, country finds itself confronted by conditions for which there is no precedent 

Mr. BAKER, Mr. President, I have the speech of the junior Silens of casas vohve, Solaire Siler gmosthe beer 

© 


ir salen, SEU EEE ae aineoer months ve c: 
Senator from Kansas right here. Iwill buy gentleman a suit changed for billions of dallese of comamotibies consumed in heir producti mn; 


of clothes if he finds that statement in the Imade. Now, | the pply is wholly Soaenaee eae oxchange. 
come down to the truth and be honest. is the speech. siclge Suwecives that if given 
Find the words there that you say I used, that the Populist party . ‘evils by wise and reasonable legislation 
favors irredeemable paper money. our platform. , 

. ALLEN. lam certain the Senator has made that state- eens se people” 
BOR gg ere er aoa eockinne é 


Mr. BAKER. What I eaid was paper Populism. ba, Injustice, and poverty shall eventu: 
r. . Paper Populism good. ii as 
Mr. BAKER. Thatis what I said. on Wath will Sen 40 umaiee yen dutelligaat, virtaous. und 
Mr. ALLEN. How ago has it been since the Senator de- we nevertheless regard these rtanitas they aro— 
liverodtecerstully renecsay in this Chamber in which he used She Se es ee stita: 
exact © Wo quo ask all to first determine whether we 
Mr. ‘BAKER. You can not find it even in the prepared speech ublic to admin Setue wre. aitier os to the conditions 
that I delivered any more than you can find it in the little speech that the forces of reform this 
I delivered yesterday. ; mens 
Mr. ALLEN, It was this session of Congress. Now, ; 
i Eaeaiee eae foe d a ~ _— Dur- 
ie yuieenbanetion  Onagoem ter, room. or labor forces of the United States this day eonsu™- 
oeeeee ie oo ——— peo corey ore bee mer ( aa rore: Tespiriteenter into! hearts 
speech in which he spoke of the Pop party favor ‘uplifting f mankind ae 
an irredeemable paper money. The Senator loon iene will tn cnabenions Eee Milman est werk nether shall 
eer BAKER Ihave that h. I think the Senator must |. ‘The interests of ruraland civic labor are the same; their encmi 
z. . ve 5 e Sena' = 
have boon reading the Omaha platform or the Ocala platform and re tnould S 


| : alt afro ve 
Mr. ALLEN. No, Iam not mixed on Populism. I am mixed w =. 

sometimes on what constitutes Republicanism when I see on the | : ite ent Gedeeran te ee oe the power 

other side a division among Senators on vital issues.and somewhat | of ‘by the use of such additional Government 

mixed as to what constitutes Democracy over here; I get rather 

confused when there is a division in voting. QUESTION OF 


; FINANCE. 
Mr. President, I have here the Omaha I made the | _ Wedemand a national . ¥ flexible, issued by the 
assertion in this Chamber a short time ago (and I believe it stands | Eee public an pr 
good yet) that seven Senators outof con Gnvoneverseet dutgtat-| Silcloutasenns of disteibution ‘to the people at a: not to exoved 8 
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as set forth in the subtreasury plan of 
system; also by payments in discharge of 


to be 
per cont per, Alliane as 


bligations for improvements. 
 aneeenetl nt here that this is the only weak point that Demo- 
ts or Republicans could ever find in the Populist platform. It 
om never been advocated in either branch of Congress, and by the 
action of the National Alliance in this city in January last it was 
eliminated. So the subtreasury plan is no longer a part of the 
, . he . 
' Mr oo ot ee Yew about the 2 per cent plan? 
Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator from Kentucky know that 
the 2 per cent plan is the subtreasury plan? It is just as insep- 
arable as the from the tail. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam glad to know it. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad to inform the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Kentucky probably refers to 
the 2 per cent loan upon lands. ie 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no such thing in the platform. 

Mr. KYLE. That was the policy advocated by the late Senator 
from California, Mr. Stanford, and it was a Republican, not a 

ist, doctrine. ; 

Pon ALLEN . That is not im here and never has been. 

ther— 

ae demand free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present 
ratio of 16 tol. i om cS ; 

is nothing there about maintaining the parity, such as 

vente i the savatved phrases of the Democratic and Republican 

Pie, LINDSAY, You are entitled to credit for that, no doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; we are entitled to credit for something, if 
it is for nothing more than mere persistence. 

We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily increased 
to not less than $50 per capita. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam following the Senator very carefully 
in his ing of the Populist platform. I find there are many 
excellent ideas in it—good things, many of them—and I should 
like to have the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CarTER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator expound 
some of them. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish reading the platform, and then I 
will expound it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At this particular point, about making the 
circulating medium $50 capita, does the Senator mean that we 
should have $50 per of all kinds of money? 

Mr. ALLEN. Of all kinds of inoney. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that that should be the limit? 

Mr. ALLEN, t of gold, silver, and redeemable paper $50 
ae capita _— be the amount to which the circulation should 


Now, 


Mr. C LER. Gold, silver, and paper of all kinds? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; not paper of all kinds; not national-bank 
issues. We do not want that kind of a circulating medium. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s point is that there shall be 
in the circulating um—— 
Mr. ALLEN. Legal-tender notes issued. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Of all money $50 a head? 
Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I want to ask the Senator how, if a 


paper issue is necessary, we are going to get that money into cir- 
ALLEN By 
Mr. By it out in the form of erecting public 


New Haspetesanf nr piscs. "=o ponds up in 
New other places. 

-_ = And not in any = ym , 
ane _ no; @ man must work for what he gets in 
aot! CHANDLER. That is where I am disappointed, Mr. Presi- 


Mr. ALLEN. I know you are disappointed. [Laughter.] It 
has eee thing Sree meu whe ab not ae 
Sadiea —an ve no reference to the Sena- 


. CHANDLER], because I give him 
ee ae Letina tthe i 


popular thing certain of statesmen who d 
kinda ng™ snything of the . party to charge it with all 
welt HAWLEY, Will the Senator permit me to interject a 


Mr. ALLEN, Oh, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. We are all studying platforms. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. After you get up to $50 per capita and the 
circulation is more than double what it is now it does not make 
much difference whether you absolutely distribute some money 
at the back door of the Treasury every day or loan it without 
limit as to sum to anybody who comes along at 2 per cent per 
annum. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; we do not advocate anything of the kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think my expression, ‘‘ anybody who comes 
along,” may be a little indefinite. They would probably use some 
discretion, but it is to be distributed among the people at a tax 
not to exceed 2 percent perannum. I thought that meant a loan. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Connecticut was evidently in 
the cloakroom enjoying himself when I explained that matter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was enjoying myself before I came in here. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said to the Senate that that was the weak point, 
and the only weak point, in the Populist platform. Let me say to 
the Senator from Connecticut that I do not know of a Populist in 
public life who has ever advocated it. Itis like the heresy of a 10 
- cent tax on State banks that the Democrats have in their plat- 
orm. It is like some heresiesin the Republican platform. Now, 
the National Alliance, with whom that plank originated, removed 
it from its demands this winter in this city, at its national meet- 
ing. 

Mr. GRAY. They postponed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; they removed it as a part of the demands of 
that organization. It is no longer a part thereof. 

Mr. GRAY. They did believe in it once, but they do not be- 
lieve in it now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The National Alliance believed in it. The Pop- 
ulist party never believed in it. It was weak enough to submit 
to the demands of the National Alliance, or to some members of 
the National Alliance, and put that plank in. Was not the Dem- 
ocratic party a little weak when it declared for the repeal of the 
10 per cent tax on State bank issues? 


Mr. GRAY. I have always been in favor of it. 
Mr. ALLEN. A Democratic Congress voted it down. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking of myself. 


- ALLEN. They would not have it. 


Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking of myself. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator, in view of the fact—— 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not compel me to talk 


until 6 o’clock. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to ask a very simple question. In view 
of the retraction of a small portion of this platform with regard 
to money, how does the Senator propose to get the $50 per capita 
into circulation—into the hands of the people? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator was evidently asleep when I was 
answering the question of the Senator from New Hampshire [{ Mr. 
CHANDLER]. I answered the Senator from New Hampshire as to 
that question a moment ago. Was the Senator from Kentucky 
sitting here at the time? 

Mr. MILLS. Another gentleman looking for his $50 per capita. 
Pa 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator from Nebraska told the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he did not intend to give the money to 
the people. Now, I ask him how does he intend to get it into 
circulation among the people? 

Mr. ALLEN. How do you get your present volume of money 
in circulation among the people? How do you getit out? Itis 
twenty-one dollars and sixty-odd cents now, according to Mr. Car- 


lisle. How do you get it out? How was it got out in the first in- 
stance? That is something hard to solve, is it not? Suppose you 


go to building public buildings in Kentucky; suppose you pay pen- 
sions, pay salaries; improve therivers and harbors of the country; 
improve Yellow Miil Pond in Connecticut. 

Mr. KYLE. The difficulty is in getting enough. 

Mr. ALLEN. The same as one of the appropriation bills pro- 


»0ses. How long would it be until the money would be in circu- 
ation? Make every man give an honest day's work—and I am 


afraid that condition my friend the Senator from Kentucky would 
not agree to—for the dollar he gets. Is there anything wrong 
about that? Is it anything hard to accomplish? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. There is another Senator who wants his $50. 
ee) 

Mr. ALLEN. He will haye to earn it if he gets it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me get through the platform. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The railroads can be bought, and money 
can be used to buy the railroad and telegraph lines. I want to 
help out the Senator from Nebraska all I can. 

. ALLEN. I do not care about being helped out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to my colleague that that will 

only take $11,000,000,000. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I prefer to appeal to the friends of a platform 
and never appeal to its enemies, even though they come as Greeks 
bearing gifts. 

Let me go on with the platform, because I have started a school 
of education here which will prove valuable. I have been inter- 
rupted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy], the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator is weary I will read the rest 
of the platform. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not weary. I never get weary reading it. 

We demand a graduated income tax. 


I think that was voted for here. 
tucky {Mr. Linpsay] voted for it. 
Mr. LINDSAY. ‘hat is that? 
‘ ALLEN. A graduated income tax. Did the Senator vote 
or it 
Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, but it was not graduated, 
Mr. ALLEN. No, it was not. 
We believe that the money of the country should be kept as much as possi- 
ble in the hands of the people, and hence we demand that all State and na- 


tional issues shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Government, 
economically and honestly administered. 


That seems to be a truism in political faith. 


We demand that postal savings banks be established by the Government 
for the safe deposit of the earnings of the people and to facilitate exchange. 

Then there follow some resolutions which are along the same 
line, but which are not a part of the platform. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if the transportation 
clause is not sufficient to get the $50 into circulation, if that plank 
is carried out? 

Mr. ALLEN. No. I hope the Senator will not become facetious 
orfunny. I have explained to him that the money is to be put 
into circulation the same as all money is put into circulation; the 
same as the money that we now have in circulation was put out. 
It is not necessary or proper that the Senator from Kentucky 
should make sport or game of me as respects the platform of the 


I think the Senator from Ken- 


party. 

That ends the whole thing; that is all there is to it, and itisa 
revelation to Senators. ere is my friend the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HiLL] now? I thought he was here. My friend 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] is here, and I will do 
him the credit of saying that I have not heard him repeat the 
statement in this Congress that Populists wanted an irredeemable 

r money, and yet it comes from the Senator from New York 
PN r. HILL], the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baker}, and 
other Senators, from time to time, that the Populist party wants 
an irredeemable paper money. Do you find it in the platform? 
That is as free from a demand of that kind as the Democratic or 
the Republican platform. 

Have the Republican and the Democratic parties a monopoly of 
political knowledge? Mr. President, do you not suppose there are 
at least a few among the Populists who know that an irredeem- 
able currency issued in limitless volume would ruin any country? 
I say any gentleman hereafter,after he has heard the platform 
dead. must subject himself to the charge of mendacity if he re- 

ts the statement that the party demands the issuance of irre- 
eemable paper money. 

Mr. C DLER. The Senator from Kansas has frequently 
been asked upon this floor, when he has been advocating the issue 
of paper money, what limit he would put to the issue, and he has 
never defined the limit. I never have understood the Senator 
from Kansas—— 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I mean the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Perrer]. who sits opposite me now. 

Mr. BAKER. The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer]? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thesenior Senator from Kansas; the Popu- 
list Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAKER. I was sure the Senator did not mean me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEr- 
FER] has been asked over and over again on this floor where he 

to stop the issue of paper money. He has always said, 
‘We intend to have enough of it.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatis right. What is wrong about that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has answered in the same indefinite way 
when asked how he proposed to get the money out among the 
eae. He said they would get it out somehow; and now the 

onorable Senator from Nebraska says that none of us ought to 
venture to say that the Populist is in favor of the issue of 
unlimited paper currency. I t him to the senior Senator 
from Kansas, now sitting,as he has done much of late, w the 
Democratic side of the Chamber, who has always re to an- 
swer the question, and who to-day, as I understand it, is in favor 
of ne unlimited paper currency. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think the senior Senator from Kansas— 
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he can speak for himself—ever said that. Imnever heard him .\)\. 
cate it, and I feel quite confident he would have told me som); 

during our ntance if he believed it. 8 
—— LER. Whatis the limit of the senior Senator fro) 


Mr.ALLEN. I donot know where the Senator from Kans... __ 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska says he lias fro. 
quently talked with the senior Senator from Kansas, and he k1ows 
he is not in favor of an unlimited paper currency. How doves jo 
ee the Senator from Kansas proposes to limit paper curr yey: 
r. ALLEN. I suppose the Senator from Kansas proposes {, 
be bound by the platform. I know nothing tothecontrary. By 
what is the Republican limit of money, 1 ask the Senator from 
New Hampsbire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Republican limit to the issue of money 
is that amount of paper money which may be redeemed at all tines 
in gold or silver. 

r. ALLEN. Iam not talking of paper money. I am talking 
about all forms of money. P 

Mr. CHANDLER. All the paper money which can be safely 
issued, redeemable in gold or silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. We agree. How are you going to redecm it- 
in silver? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In gold or silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator redeem it in silver? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am a bimetallist myself. Iam not for 
the free coinage of silver, nor am I for the single gold standard 

Mr. AL You buy one metal with the other. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stand halfway between the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray] and the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. Airy} 
as I heard them debating the subject a little while ago. 

a GALLINGER. ill the Senator from Nebraska permit 
me 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says this is an educational 
exercise, and I want a little education. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator needs it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt of it, and the Senator 
from Nebraska can give it to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I can give it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. TheSenatoradmits two propositions—tirst, 
that we have about $2,000,000,000 of money. that correct? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think there is something of that kind reported 
by the Secr of the Treasury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have about $25 per capita. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, we have not that; but the Secretary of the 


Treasur y—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let me make my statement and then the 
Senator can answer it, and we will have it all together. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the statement that we have §2,()0.- 
000,000 of all kinds of money. We have $25 per capita. If we 
have $50 per capita, we will have double the money in circulation. 
How is it to be supplied? From what source? Is it to be silver, 
paper, or = and where is it to come from? 

r. ALLEN. Another Senator has been passing through a Rip 
Van Winkle sleep. I explained that to the colleague of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire a moment ago, and I explained it to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I listened, but I did not comprehend it. 
Will the Senator kindly explain it to me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the tor want to know how it is to be 
got into circulation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do very much wish to know. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be put out incirculation in various ways. 
It may be paid out in the construction of public works—— 

Mr. G INGER. Where will you it before it is put out? 

Mr. ALLEN. the improvement of harbors and rivers. It 

ut out at the rate of a billion dollars in a year if neces 
; ough I would not favor that. 
. GALLIN That is in opposition to the Omaha plat- 


form, which says we shall not spend any more money thin 18 
cal administra 


absolutely necessary for the economi tion of the 
Government. Where shall we get the money before we put it 


Get it from the — Dig it out of the ground 
t. 

our mints just fifty years at 

silver enough to give us $2,000,000,000. 


length of time. 
000 of silver a yeat, 
of 


the kind, and if 








1896. 






Mr. GALLINGER. That would not be economy in adminis- 
tering the affairs of the Government. . 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator wanted to find some fault with the 


Popalit GER. Not at all. 
Mr ALLEN. Andhehas failed. 
Mr. GALLINGER._ I want information. 
Mx. ALLEN. The Populist party wants gold and silver, and a 


rrency redeemable as it is redeemable now, 
as GAL GER. Exactly. 
Mr. ALLEN. In gold and silver. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 
Mr. ALLEN. Increased by healthy and safe degrees to $50 per 


capita. 
ALLINGER. Yes; but you must double the present 
ta of the country of all kinds before you can have per 


i are you going to do it? 
™ “7 Ai “ ook nee you going to do it? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir 


Mr. ALLEN. Ihave said to the Senator that we would take 
gold and silver from the mines and coin them freely at the mints. 

Mr. GALLIN It will take fifty years to do it. 
Mr. ALLEN. It will not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _It will, absolutely. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not. Big 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Ham whence comes this scare of inflation if we can 
coin only #4000, 000 in 1 ard ; ; 

Mr. G GER. t is all you can coin of silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to get along with my argument. That is 
all there is to the Populist platform, and this thing that has come 
in here like a ghost occasionally, which has been brought in by 
Republicans and Democrats, disappears when you come to read 

latform. 

mere us go into the earth, into the rocks, and take the gold and 
silver that are produced there and bring them to the mints and 
coin them freely, and coin them in sufficient quantities. Let us 
issue a volume of money, paper money, redeemable in gold and 
silver,in a quantity that experience proves the coin basis will 


safely carry. 

What is about that? Yet I repeat that the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio . SHERMAN], the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hit), the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baker], and 
other Senators, whose names I do not now recall—I recall those 
pee er stated in this Chamber and asserted from time 

time that what the Populists want is an irredeemable paper 
money. 


Mr. BAKER. Have any of your speakers asserted that doc- 


is no excuse for you, gentlemen, if you assert it 


trine? Has any er asserted that you want a lar, 

amount of paper , and that it should not be redeemable in 
gold or silver at all? ve any of es speakers canvassed the 
country upon that ition? Did the Senator ever hear Jerry 


Sim: make a , in which Jerry said—— 
Mr. ALLEN. i have heard him speak. 
Mr. BAKER. That gold and silver should not be dug from the 


mountains, but that they should remain in the mountains, that 
paper m should be issued os them as they lay in the 
mountains, muse the gold and silver in the mountains were 


more safe and less expensive than if they were piled up in the 
Treasury? 


Mr. ALLEN. I never heard Mr. Simpson say that, and I do 
not believe he ever did say i 


t. 
Has the Senator ever heard that? 


in what he says. I would not question his honesty. I might be 

to question his nes on the subject. I have never 

mand n Popalist make a speco of that kind. It may be that Mr. 

ae being out on along compaign on the bleak prairies 

of with the » gunlee Senator from that State, got into that 

d that would make him a little reckless in 
eet f being out with J 

never easure 0: g ou erry 

at night or at any other time. ihery goes out at night, and I do 

Tethape the Senator has been out with Je 


of it Le: 
Mr. ALLEN. No; the Senator knows but little. 
But when the Senator says that he or that his 
favor of irredeemable money he has not 
speakers in the State of Kansas and Populist 


in State of Nebraska, beca they have asserted 
and again that there should "old GU up ciiven, and 


be no gold 
XXVIII—352 


and knows 
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that our money should be paper money and nothing else, and 
based upon the credit of the Government and nothing else. 

Mr.ALLEN. I thought I would chase the Senator from Kansas 
away. 

Mr. BAKER. And when that has been asserted by public 
speakers and by men in the Populist party who are just as eloquent 
and able as the Senator from Nebraska, it is just as authoritative 
and ‘we have just as much right to believe it is the policy of the 
Populist party as the hedging statement of the Senator at this 
time. I will ask the Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Ido not yield to the Senator for the purpose 
of making a speech. 

Mr. BAKER. May I ask the Senator another question? Has 
he not sat in the Senate of the United States when bills were 
introduced by Populist Senators providing that there should be 
issued for the benefit of the people of this country a thousand 
dollars per capita, and that it hon d be printed upon silk paper or 
aluminium? Has he not listened to the reading of such bills? 








Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Kansas is through with his 
8 h, I will resume mine. I have never heard anything of the 
kind. Ido not believe the Senator from Kansas ever has. He 
may have. 

Mr. BAKER. Shall I get the bill for the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can get anything he wishes. I do 


not care what he gets, if he is able to carry it. 

Mr. BAKER. Would the Senator deny it if I produced the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can take the hot end of a poker if 
he wants to, so far as Iam concerned. I do not care what he gets 
or what he carries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
me for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would prefer to continue for a few minutes, 
and then I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
interruptions have been quite numerous, and they have rather 
diverted my attention from the proper line of the argument I in- 
tended to make. 

I wish to answer the junior Senator from Kansas, who thinks 
he knows a great deal of the Populist party and who knows little 
of other things, that I do not know of a Populist who has ever 
made a speech such as he mentions. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I will not be interrupted any more. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave the Recorp here. Will the Senator not 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I will not be interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. This snapping by the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas, like a coyote, and running into the grass after it has been 
done, I do not believe in. 

I have never heard arguments of that kind in the State of 
Nebraska. I do not know, of course, what has occurred in Kan- 
sas. However, my knowledge of Kansas statesmen who are mem- 
bers of the Populist party does not lead me to believe that the 
statement of the junior Senator from Kansas can be borne out by 
the facts. 

I know of fiat-money men in the Republican party. I know of 
Republicans who are suffering imprisonment in the penitentiary. 
I know of fiat-money men in the Democratic party. I know of 
Democrats who are suffering imprisonment in the penitentiary. 
My honorable friend the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. PaLmer] 
shakes his head. He says he does not; butIdo. I have no doubt 
that there are Populists and Prohibitionists and all classes repre- 
sented in the penal institutions of the country. I will not ask the 
junior Senator from Kansas, because he will answer me in my time; 

ut does that make the Republican party responsible for the utter- 
ances of the fiat-money men in its ranks, or the Democratic party 
for the utterances of their fiat-money men? Is it apartof the Dem- 
ocratic or Republican faith? Do they stand sponsor for the con- 
duct of those who have violated the laws and are in prison? No; 
and no one would hold them responsible. 
Mr. BAKER rose. 


Mr. ALLEN. I will not yield. Do they stand sponsor for the 
conduct of those who have violated the laws and been sent to 
prison? Yet the junior Senator from Kansas, who isa “ funny 


man” as well a ‘“‘ smart man,” and who is having fun, as he imag- 
ines, at the expense of the Populist party, by undertaking to make 
game of it, stands here and seriously asserts that that party is re- 
sponsible for the utterance of every little cross-roads Populist ora- 
tor who may bein the Stateof Kansas. The test of what a party 
is is what it promulgates by its official and recognized conven- 
tion. Its platform is the test of its belief, and it must stand as 
the test of its belief until it is modified by the official action of 


the ae 
Now pass from that. I hope the time will not come again 
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when any self-respecting gentleman will permit himself to stand | conducting an educational campaign. Do you want to den 

in this Chamber and assert— right to anybody else? y that 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— . ALLEN. No. I misapprehended the Senator's word. | 
Mr. ALLEN. I will not yield. a 


ht he said ‘‘ sort.” I donot hear all things as distinctly as | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska | shou No; but I would not go likea thief in the night, as th. <« 
to 


declines to yield. fellows have gone, and und the editors of coun- 
Mr. B R. All right. try papers by receiving this rot and trash at their hands 4), 
Mr. ALLEN. I hope the time will never again come when any | palming it off as the advocacy of sound-money principles upon {),, 
self-respecting gentleman will permit himself to stand in this | people. I would not do that. F 
Chamber — assert that the Populist party is in favor of an ere is the other letter to which I have referred: 
irredeemable currency. 52 WiLL1aM Street, New York, May 8, 159 
The honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLE=R] yes-| Dear Sm: It is evident from letters constant] Fa eeieah tr — that 
terday read from a letter which had been sent out by bankers, | many newspaper editors neither know where can obtain sound our. 
the American Bankers’ Amociation my March 23, 1896. Jt appears aie terms upon which it is supplied. Hence we rej vat 
i remarks on page 6113 o NGRESSIONAL RECORD 0 Sound-currency plates.—We offer to all editors willing to ao 
yesterday. They have not only done that but they have gone to | of plates every twoweeks. We pay for the plates, but oa 
terlengths. The so-called Sound “| kanguoct New York | 9 freight, | All qecere Fie slates Gaetes SS Deas a> Se, bat they can be filled 
undertaken to prescribe the course tha be pursued by Kellogg N owspaper Compan . the International ‘Association ( Week = 
a the ree ee meat, — ov a Association is 7 Newspaper Union), or, oe St mtury P Press ress Company. Each page contains 
uence n roughout the country; they are to contr fall y numerous short and caro. 
te delegations to both the Republican and ocratic national | “s,.2en prepared articles. aie tid ‘e 
convention, and _ =, ee ois (Me Pa of the = rency plates, bat Issued only th — the ¢ American Pros gettin ‘We 
standard. ossibly my frien om Illinois . PALMER + | can ourorder now, or at any time weeks, for specec! 
inform the Senate as to whether they have succeeded in Illinois or | Or of MeGr any in Congres inst February. ‘These speeches are tn year 
not. ey are to contro delegations terest mand in all fthecountry. The first two are in full in Bge each 
single gold standard of both old parties. ‘The Senator from Dela- | of mae oeenet has heen gut down to, quo page. ‘We ex) 
ware sees nothing wrong t. seems to egi te possible Perks decide promptly 
business in his view of the matter. Those men are to use the ; aoa e 
agencies which they possess, one chief agency being that of the 
ee atietanl 
rough them r debtors, in e single gold stand- 3 
ard. That is not a conspiracy, is it ere is nothing wrong re or Printing Company, . 
about it, Iuppose. | ve not coutent with that. Ihave two | Sta won wr noutyine Sour company fo that allect "Wer won 
’ . , . lates to her ready-print that has rtunit d is will- 
an Pamalas ubaostarteybuna aed tytn oak tesae, Me 10 80 te sae  oondenaies 
pln paper in my State, an sent tome. What | .tirely to the standard of and i the $16to 1 free-coinage 
do they propose to do? They are to furnish single gold standard | Soosattion, —— a 
literature free to the papers; they are to furnish torials free, | Inclosed herewith is a proof of the plate which we are issuing this 
up in plate work, so that the voters the | week. It is a fair sample of all of our matter. are alsoorder blanks 
oes in the workshops may be inte the belief that the | °° ee 
article they may read was peeleesl by the editor of their own ‘i ee CALVIN TOMKINS, 
ve ge I have a specimen here from the president of the New Chairman of the Executive Comm tee. 


blishing Company: What is the “ready print”? Here is some of the matter those 
a a ae eS arm a eae ~ ce fellows are sending out con their political rot. [Exhibit- 
colved from the fold shylocks of New York. ing.] Here is what is printed at the top: 
We made an editorial note some time agoabout circular of A: 2,and send SOUND CURRENCY—REGULAR—NO. 3. 
re hoping you may use them in an effective way, youhave! Issued once in two weeks and su ed free of charge the sound cur- 
od nec commi e orm u illiam street, ew X<c City, t 
Yours, respectfully, BOY W. RHONE, whom. ell orders should be addressed. Meturn used plates to the company 
earney, Neb. | trom which they are 
Senator W. V. ALLE, 2 


Washington, D. ©. —— are the salem of git matter, the a Semtaining Mr, 
H two other letters. The first is dated April ©, 1896, "B speec Chicago and other matter t kind, whic 
ts headed * Reform Club. Committee on sound ~ ais - are . one re as original matter of the editor 
Mr. President, time one of those men uses the expression | to whom they may be sem 
*gound money” he & guilty of a deliberate frend and pr premedi-| _ Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly permit a very brief 
i poching tub geld. io ts. peiite of tains poctgnn aul arene Certainly 
i tenses : ’ ¥ 
fending the poopie when ‘he faye he isa “goundaacncy” tan | Mr. HAWLEY. is there.an offer in that letter to pay for the 
Here is the letter: insertion of this matter? 
62 Wriitam Street, New York, April 2, 1396. Mr. ALLEN. None whatever. 
, Deas om: order to push the edmontional work for sound currency and Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. Then the newspapers will not re- 
ee Conner ound-our ney unatter to ver a ee aa gold men. 


Newspaper 


or the Cen Press Company. 
weeks; we may issue as often as every two 
That is,of course, when the Presidential campaign comes on. 


Newspaper Union, A. Ni Company, or the N : é 
News per am or ~~ of —, mah adhews, pou one ha ~ i inciples of 
ocolumns of our matter inserted by notifying your company to that : 
Inclosed herewith is a yrost of © plate which we are onday next 
week. fair sample our matter. 
information to assist 


ill the Senator kindly yield to me for a mo 


ALLEN. Not for the purpose of passing a bill until I con- 
__ I shall conclude in a moment. ; 
BAKER. I do not wish to a but I should like to 
call the Senator’s attention bill was introduced 
$67,000,000,000 of money since he has been a me- 
They are to corrupt the very sources of information that the . Idonot to get into further contro- 
Seem the Senator hme amtoge | oe, Som any contro- 
. GRAY. You only want your sort of education. a man I want to know that he means to play fairly and 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about the sort of education. 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska just now said he was 


ee NN a a a 
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Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has nota bill unless it is a bill in- 
troduced by some person by request—he has not got a bill of the 
character of which ‘he speaks. The Senator from Kansas is as 

i tin hisi as a night moth in its desire for destruc- 
= in easily be will be scorched by his constant flitting 
und the fire. It is wonderful how he has discovered so much 
which is inexcusable in the Populist party. It is wonderful how 
it was reserved for him to arraign the Populist party as guilty of 
vagaries and inconsistencies. 

Mr. President, the Populist party numbers 2,000,000 voters to- 

day, and I thank God a ¢ majority of them are more intelli- 
ent than the junior Senator from Kansas has shown himself to 
on this fi ial question. The party numbers 2,000,000 
honest citizens. whose loyalty to the country and our institutions 
can not be doubted; men of as good education as the Senator or 
any other Senator in this Chamber. They are intense, Mr. Presi- 
dent; they feel these wrongs; the know they exist; they have 
the manhood and the womanh to sever their relations with 
the old parties and stand together for the protection and preserva- 
tion of the American home, and they are not to be driven into 
silence nor quieted by the ridicule of extremely cunning, shrewd, 
and sharp men like the junior Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. President, it was due — —_ my , fo wutneaice 
respecting this charge opulist party of being in favor 
of eye of etenstie currency. It has been here as- 
serted from time to time until really some intelligent people began | 
to believe that was a part of the Populist faith, but when any 
man looks at tho platform which was promulgated in 1892, and 
upon which as modified by the action of the. National Alliance 
last winter the party must stand until it meets in its national | 
convention at St. Louis, he will see that the charge that it is in | 
favor of the issuance of an irredeemable paper moncy is not true. | 
Anyone who makes such an assertion after this must do so at the 

of being justly a knowledge of its falsity. 

But, Mr. aa the tor from New York yesterday | 
wanted to know, as the junior Senator from New Hampshire 
wanted to know a while ago, where the money is to come from 
if we return to free coinage and increase the volume of our money. 
The junior Senator from New Hampshire said to me, with one | 
of those sweet but crushing smiles of his, that it would take fifty | 
years to increase the per capita circulation to $50. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it was to be in silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. In silver, fifty years. Why, let us go to digging 
the gold and silver and constructing additional mints as rapidly 
ag we are money for the construction of war ves- 
sels, and it will not be years until we have ample aageetty to 
coin ony oe of gold and silver bullion that can be taken from | 
the bowels of the earth. 

I want to say to the Senator from New York, who is the distin- 
guished leader of the gold element of his party, and always the 
able and conscientious champion of the present Administration, 
that when we increase the full capacity of our mints, when we | 
restore silver to free coinage, as the Constitution intended it | 
should be coined, when we restore it to the free coinage that was 
given to it by the Constitution and by the framers of our Govern- 
ment, when we stop the onward march of greed and begin to 
make for the homes of our country and lift the burdens 
from t a we shall find that our industries and our com- 
merce will expand sufficient to give us ample revenue under the 
poeeet oe eae > Fe the ordinary expenses of the 

vernment and the national debt as rapidly as it inures. 

. \ . President, I had intended to submit 
some remarks to-day in regard to the pending measure, but I am 
So a headache, and find that I am unable to proceed. 
Task to 


wed to proceed on Monday. 
a sd ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
message the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the S er of the 
House had o> following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 
. 673) gran ion to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
, United States Army Volunteers; 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
Bbw ew ee — Ee 
.R. a sion to Mary F. Davenport; 
. Rise) for the relict of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 
(H.R. 1601) to amend the military record of John 8. 
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granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 


~ a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
i. 9016) granting an increase of pension to James P. 


R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 
granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 
amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
t an officer of the 
of Solicitor and 
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Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3982) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Jones; 

A bill (H.R.4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H, 
Morris: 

A bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts: 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Gaffney: 

A bill (H.R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H.R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

A bill (H.R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, onl for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H.R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 

NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National Uni- 
versity. I desire to say in relation to this bill that the District 
Committee authorized the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
W ben the attention of the 
Select Committee to Establish the University of the United States 
was called to it, it was thought that it might, to a certain extent, 
be in conflict with the jurisdiction of that committee; and on my 
motion the bill was transferred from the jurisdiction of the Dis- 
trict Committee to the Select Committee to Establish the Uni- 
That committee has reported the 
bill favorably, finding that there was no conflict whatever. 

The passage of the bill is rendered necessary, for the reason that 
under the general law half a dozen individuals may incorporate 
themselves in the District into any kind of educational institution, 
no matter what it was. This privilege was used improperly, un- 
doubtedly, in some cases; and then Congress passed a law which 
provided that all such educational institutions should call on the 
District Commissioners for a permit. 

This national university has been in existence for a quarter of 
acentury. It is a university of dignity and character, and has 
graduated thousands of students, and it did not like to be exposed 
to that humiliating position, and so called for an act of incorpo- 
ration. The House committee reported it favorably, and it passed 
the House, and, as I say, both committees in the Senate- th 
on the university and the other on the District of Columbia 
reported it. 
judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make noobjection. I wish to observe, how- 
ever, that while they have a right to be called and have been 
called the National University for quite a number of years, they 
really have, as I understand, but two branches of education pur- 
sued there, though they have always been hoping that they would 
be enabled to do more. 

Mr. FRYE. They propose, I think, to increase it somewhat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not object. On the contrary, I am 
very earnestly in favor of the passage of this bill; but I want to 
suggest to the Senate that, if I can get recognition after the bill 
is passed, if it shall be passed, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to 
the Calendar to consider private pension bills, as the end of the 
session is near at hand, probably, and itis important that they 
should be ed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill named by the Senator from Maine? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate 
the National University. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the considération of private pension bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. That the pending order be laid aside informally 


for that =o 
Mr. GALLINGER, Yes, that the present order be laid infor- 


mally aside. 


16 one 
have 
There is no possible objection to the bill, in my 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the pending order be laid in- 
formally aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills on the Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. PASCO. I ask if that request covers all the remaining 
work of the —_—- we are to adjourn after the pension bills have 


xeon disposed o: 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not state it in that way; but if the 
Senator desires I will couple that statement with the request 
that nothing further shall be considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I[ask that that ae the understanding, 
that no other business but pension bills shall be done to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr, CHANDLER] submits the request that it be under- 
stood that no other business but the consideration of pension bills 
be transacted for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Maine [Mr, Frye] has a bill 
which he is eee to come from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not agree to the suggestion that 
nothing else shall be done to-day, because there are two confer- 
ence reports which we want acted upon. Let the understanding 
be that no bills on the Calendar 8 be disposed of except pen- 
sion bills and appropriation bills. 

Mr. HAWL believe the signature of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to the river and harbor bill has not yet 
been announced. 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] withdraws his sayeens. The ques- 
tion recurs to the request of the junior Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], that the Senate lay aside informally the 
pending order of business and proceed to the consideration of 

rivate pension bills on the Calendar. Is there objection? The 
r hears none. The pension bills on the Calendar will be con- 
sidered in their order. 


MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. 


The bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to increase the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 
illiam H. Enochs, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regiment 
of West Virginia Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general, 
United States Volunteers, from per month to per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. H. J. KIERNAN. 


The bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
Kiernan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pat on the pension roli the name of Mrs. H. J. Kiernan, 
widow of the late Gen. James L. Kiernan, at $50 per month in 
lieu of the pension which she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MARSHALL. 

The bili (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall 
was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Marshall, of Bridg- 
man, Mich., widow of Henry L. Marshall, a private in Compan 
A, One hundred and eighty-fourth ment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and to pay her a pension of $1 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN CATHERINE HULL. 

The bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the of Ann Catherine 
Hull was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull, widow of Commo- 
dore Joseph B. Hull, United States Navy, to $50 per month. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY CRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes . place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary Cray, the wife of Michael 
Cray, late private in ee G, One hundred and fifth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Ninety-fourth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month, in licu of all other on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN KEHL, 


The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore 
oe , Was considered as in Committee of the 
e. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 4, after the word “and,” to strike out « in- 
structed” and insert ‘ directed”; in line 6, after the word “ Infan- 
try,” to strike out ‘‘ to” and insert ‘‘and pay him a pension at”. 
and in line 7, after the word “‘ months,” to strike out “as it was 
previous to July, 1893”; so as to make the bill read: 
tc., That the Secre of the In ‘ 
d directed to restore the rating of John Kehi latex? Caren y at 
eoteieetlearaea aE pay bie 0 pension ai 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
m The ane Seeente ee to be engrossed 
e amen were and the bi 
be read a third time. ae 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ALICE MARTIN. 


The bill (S. 685) granting a on to Mrs. Alice Marti 
onnen as in Committee sae ee — 
e was reported from mmittee on Pensions wit 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “of,” to strike out “ arene 

five” and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of is herely 
ssthatinok and Stssced topless on tie poumton eal tar aes oS 
speetens adkaseubaaamel, Unio Uieen heme. at aie ee and 
the rate of per month from end after the pana of this act —- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
= = concurred in. ms ‘ 

w was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 

third time, and passed, — 


BETSEY B. OLIN. 

The bill (S. 3133) ting an increase of on to Betsey B. 
Olin, was canabhenetanta Coamntbtes of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the on roll the name of Betsey B. Olin, widow of 
Charles Olin, late a private of Company I, Seventh Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteers, and to grant her a ion of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the ion she is now receiving, the pension to 
be Lee to her y constituted . 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
PETER RAFFERTY 


The bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
enn the name of Peter Raff late private in Company B, 

ixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
a - and to pay him $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now 
pa’ . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent to give 
notice of a change in two of the stan rules of the Senate. I 
am authorized to do this by the Commi on Rules. I present 
a resolution, and I desire it to be ed as one day’s notice 
in writing. I ask that the resolution lie over until Monday. 

a be printed? 
. It will be printed 
c 


es proposed, in substance, I 


In substance, simply to make the 
time to time during the 
of different committees 
two of the committees. 


changes are proposed in methods of 


; Oregon. Not now. I ask that the resolu- 
tion oo and goover, and that it be regarded asthe written 
notice of those changes. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of course there will be no objection to that 
course. Does the Senator want to have the resolution read? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Notatall. Lask that it be printed 
in the Recorp, and the proposed can be examined between 
now and Mon “A 

The PRESIDING —— Is there objection to the request 


of the Senator from 

There being no o the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
scutsolved, That Senate Rules XXV and XXXII be amended to read % 


“Rue XXVv. 
“STANDING COMMITTEES. 


“1. The following committees Sennen commen’y 
ment of Serine standites come eS otherwise: 

“A on Agriculture and F eStore 

“A £5 Kueh ond Conteol thee of the Senate, 
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Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing 
pouss a money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating 


Census, to consist of 9 Senators. 


on the 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, to consist of 9 Senators. 
Committees om ramemieh et fh Remetene’ 


Coast ‘lenses, to consist of 11 Senators. 
‘A Committee on Commerce, to consist of 15 Senators. 
“4 Committee on Corporations in the District of Columbia, to 
consist of 5 Senators. 


“A Commi District of Columbia, to consist of 13 Senators. 

a. —— on Education and Labor, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“a Committee on Bills, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall ex- 

amine all Se and joint resolutions before they go out of the 
of the Senate. 


Bills, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall have 
with the same committee of the House of Representa- 
_or some one of w shall examine all bills or joint reso- 
both Houses, to see that the same are cor- 
when by the Speaker of the House and President 
present the same, when they shall have orig- 
to the President of the United States in person, and 
of such presentation to the Senate. 
“A Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to 
consist of 5 Senators. 
“A Committee on Finance, to consist of 13 Senators. 
a a er soce em 00 witch shell bere 
ferred all matters relating an eries. 
re Lommittes on Relations, to consist of 11 Senators. 
“A Committee on Reservations and the Protection of Game, to con- 
gist of 7 Senators. 
“A Committee on Immigration, to consist of 11 Senators. 
uf Committee ° Lr Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tribu- 
wa = oa to consist of 12 Senators. 
“A Committee on ons, to consist of 11 Senators. 
“4 Committee on Interstate Commerce, to consist of 11 Senators. 
“A Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to consist of 


9 Senators. 
“A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of 13 Senators. 
t «ft Committee on the Library, to consist of 8 Senators, which shall have 
to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representa- 


and to 
“ on Printing, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall have power 
team with same ttee of the House of Representatives. 
“A on Land Claims, to consist of 7 Senators. 
on and Elections, to consist of 9 Senators. 
on and Grounds, to consist of 11 Senators, 
bs have power to act jointly with the same committee of the House 


“A on Public Health and National Quarantine, to consist of 7 
“A on Public Lands, to consist of 11 Senators. 
“A Committee on Railroads, to consist of 11 Senators. 


“A Committee on Relations with Canada, to consist of 9 Senators. 
ee Se Laws of the United States, to consist 


Senators. 
oe eee ane - -_ to consist of 5 Senators. 
Ss on consist tors, 
Cees oe to consist of 11 Senators. 
Routes to the Seaboard, to consist of 9 
s “A Committee to establish the University of the United States, to consist of 


“The to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, on eee ceaeeeeey shall continue and have power to act 


“XXXITI. 
’ “PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 
ree, person shall be admitted to the floor of the Senate while in session, 


a of the States, and his private secre Presi- 
Seems Ontee, an8 hie pesvate eaedoas 








ex-Vice-Presidents of the United States. 
en of the Senate in the discharge of their official 
be ts-at-Arms of the Senate. 
“ Ea ant Seenenens- elect, 
‘ves. 
teot the House and his chief deputy, and the Clerk of 
we ts. 
“ 
a 
we ig the active list. 
Judges a t Clait 
“orm oe J ct of Columbia. 
" Vong d the assistant librarian in charge of the Law 
“ 
and clerks to Senators when in the actual 
Clerks to Senators, to be admitted to the 
o appointed and borne upon the rolls of the Secretary 
«i MRS. JULIA A, JAMESON, 






cage wil ba roel th The next pension bill on the 
2) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 


Julia A. Jameson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Julia A. 
Jameson, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles D. Jameson, United States 
Volunteers, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension of $30 per 
month she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CELESTIA R. BARRY. 

The bill (H.R.1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask that the bill be passed over tempo- 
rarily, a Senator desiring to get some information about it. 

Mr. CHILTON entered the Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Texas isnowin. I ask 
his attention to the case of Celestia R. Barry. I think the Senator 
wishes to get some information upon it. 

Mr. CHILTON. I ask that the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM T. APPLEGATE. 


The bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to — upon the pensicn roll the name of William T. 
Applegate, late private and second lieutenant in Company B, 
Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH T. BEALL. 


The bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. 
Beall, widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United 
States Cavalry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
yooueess to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, widow of 

njamin L. Beall, late colonel of the First United States Cavalry, 
to $50 2 month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL 8, PETTIT. 

The bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Pettit was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
i to increase the pension of Michael S. Pettit, First Mounted 

ifles. regular service, who performed conspicuous service in the 
war with Mexico, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE M’MILLAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan was 
consideredasin Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of Jesse McMillan, a soldier in Company 
F, Third Regiment Arkansas Infantry, and to allow him a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET C. GREGG. 


The bill (H. R. 2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, 
widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ Cavalry,” to insert ‘‘ and 
brevet major-general”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of John 
Irvin G , late colonel of the Eighth Regiment of United States Cavalry 
and brevet major-general, be, and the same is hereby, increased from $30 per 
month to per month, and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby 
autho and directed to place her name on the pension roll at the rate o: 
$50 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amgendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to increase the 

nsion of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. 

ohn Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month.” 


MRS. HATTIE E. REDFIELD. 


The bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, 
of Omaha, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert ‘‘ fifteen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ~ on the pension roll, subject to the previnens 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hattie E. Redfield, widow of 
Charles E. Redfield, late a second lieutenant in Company A, Forty-second 
Wisconsin Infantry, and pay her a pension of $15 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


{ 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM L. GRIGSBY. 

The bill (S. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 

Belvidere, in the coun of ‘Thayer, Nebr., was considered as in 
Jommittee of the Whole. 

bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
* ep aee ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-six”; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of William L. , late a pri- 
vate of re jer ty Seventeenth er Iowa Volunteer , on the 

roll of the United States at the rate of per month, to be paid as 
other pensions are paid under the general laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN F. HATHAWAY. 

The bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘twenty ” and insert ‘‘seventeen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject te the provisions 
and timitations of the laws, the name of John FP. Hathaway, late an 

t surgeon of the h of Vv and later 
assistant surgeon in the United Army, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
oa “at concurred -. . ‘ : 

e was ordered engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N, CORGAN, 


The bill (S. 2507) granti a centen Se Soe XX, Satan, of 
McPherson, Kans., Seeecnttin needs Cmapiintaal on hole. 
It proposes to place on the roll the name of John N. Cor- 
gan, late of Company G, Fourth United States Infantry, and to 
grant him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
+n > reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John N. Corgan, of McPherson, Kans.” 

MARY E. BAZLIP. 


The bill (H. R. 138) ting an increase of pan 
Hazlip was senaiiomnlt on: in Committee of \ 
poses lace on the pension roll the name of E. 
widow of John Haztlip, late a private in Company H, 
dred and fortieth New York Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the is now 
recei 


The bali was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD P, PILKINGTON. 
The bill (H. R. 5711) a pension to Richard P. i 
ton was considered as in of the Whole. It 
Richard P. 


captain 
fantry, and to him a of $50 month in lieu of the 
cae he is Sa ” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
SOLOMON HYAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It to increase 
the pension of Solomon H 
a to $20 per month in 

v him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH M. WILLIAMS, 


The bill (H. R. 5925) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Wil- 
Hams, of Monroe County, Tenn. as in 


NANCY GENTRY. 
5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gen 
Comumnittee of the Speen ee 


the roll the name of N: , Wido 
upon ae ancy Gentry w of John 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, € 
toa third renting, read the third time, and pened me 


ROBERT P. WILD. 
an increase of pension to R 
Wild was - i cous P. 


. in of the Whole It prope Ses 
to Lg Aocwer oe P. Wild, late of Company B, Second North (Caro. 
lina Mounted Infantry, $20 per 


in lieu of $10 per month ho 
is now 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orderr 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe, 
THOMAS M. SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 6132) _— an increase of 
M. Scott was considered as i> Cemsaiiaen of t 
oo to place _— the 

te Company H, Seven 


The bill (S. 2477) 


sion to Thomas 
i Whole. It pro- 
ion roll the name of Thomas M. Sc.it, 
c ' -eight Minois Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $20per month in lieu of the pension which 
he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE E, PURDUM. 


The bill (H. R. 6134) an increase of pension to Caro- 
ek. 7 nay > a Lg ye - of ~ Whole, 
roposes e upon the m Tro e name of Caroli 
E. Purdum, widow of Elijah P. late private in Company 
F, Thirtieth , and surgeon Eighty-ninth Rewi- 
ment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 

per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LAMBERT L. MULFORD, 
The bill (H. R.4753) gramting an imerease of pension to Lam- 
bert L. Mulford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to imerease the pension of Lambert L. Mulford, late 
an aneaa Second New Cavalry, and first lieutenant 
States Cavalry, to per month, the same to be in 
lieu of the pension now drawn by him. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
reading, read the third time, and 
A. SARGENT. 


to Elizabeth A. Sargent 
poses to 
. Sargent, of 


Whole. It 
Elizabeth A 
dependent mother of Capt. John B. Sargent, 


Tenth Hampshire Volunteers, 
month. 
reported without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS BREWER. 


The bill (H. a to Thomas Brewer was 
considered as in of It to place on 
the on roll the name of Thomas Brewer, late of Companies I 
a barn te Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the rate 

month. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DELIA A. MARSH. 
The bill (H. R. 4283) gran a pension to Delia A. Marsh was 
i i. in Comittee off the Whole. It —— to place 
on the pension roll the name of Delia A. Marsh, r of Albert 
Marsh, who was @ ———— in Company B, Sixty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at tle 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM FP. JOHNSON. . 

The bill (S. 2184) a pension to William F. Johnson 
was sunaaeaeh as ean - 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thatisanadversereport. Let it be passe! 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
CARRIE H. GREENE. 


—- to 7 H. Seems, 
Whole. It proposes 
Se ee Greene, of Lee 
Greene, late en of — 

ordered 





ee eteceeetna inaatise tedinesd 
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MRS. MARY L. ALESHIRE. 
. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 
atin .¢ considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to the name of M L. Aleshire, widow of Capt. 
Rharles c Aleshire, late of the Eighteenth Battery Ohio Light 
on the pension roll, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 


' of the pension she is now receiving. 
—_ i — reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. CUNNINGHAM. 

1 (S. 8182) granting a pension to Susan E, Cunningham 

naan as in Committee of the Whole. ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to strike out ‘‘sub- 
‘ect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws”; in line 
; after the word ‘**Cunningham,” to insert ‘‘ totally and perma- 
nently blind”; and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ Artillery,” to insert 
“at rate of $12 a month”; so as to make the bill read: 


R . stc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

bet anette) dizected to place on the pension roll the name of Susan FE. 

s permanently blind, daughter of Thomas Cunning- 

ham, late private, pany F, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, 
at the rate of $12 month. 


endments were agreed to. 
The bill ones reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
were in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELVIN J. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 2878) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown was 
onan in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Elvin J. Brown, a private of Capt. 
George A. H. Blake’s Company A, Second iment of United 
States and to pay him a pension at rate of $20 per 
month, in of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 
The bill = R. 8229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett 
was as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 


place the pension roll the name of Hannah Newell rett, 
eldest ter of Noah Harrod, late a soldier in Colonel Shep- 
hard’s t and Captain Webb’s company of Massachusetts 
troops in the war of the Revolution, and to pay her a pension at 


MRS. EMILY M. VAN DERVEER. 


The bill (H. R. 2148) — a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer, of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “‘ seventy-five ”; so as to make the bill read: 


Mr. GALLINGER. It is; but the amendment is a mistake, 
The committee did not make that recommendation. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to detain the Senate butamoment. I think 
that this pension should be $73amonth. Thatisthe action which 
the committee ought to have taken,in my opinion. I should like 
to have the Secretary read the House report. 

Mr. GALLINGER., I think it will not be necessary to take 
time to do that, if' 1 may make a statement. As chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions I very cordially concurred in the wish of 
the Senator from New York that this pension should be placed at 
$75 a month. General Carr rendered very conspicuous service. 
But I will say to the Senator that the reason why the committee 
did not report it was because I did not have quite time to canvass 
the committee in regard to it, and we have not had a committee 
meeting for a few days. 

Mr. HILL. General Carr was very early in the service and he 
continued until the close of the war, finally a brigadier-general 
and then a major-general. He served gallantly during all the 
war. I had personal acquaintance with him. He was for four 
years secretary of state of New York, elected by the State to serve 
during my term as governer. He was a prominent candidate for 
governor. His widow is in very moderate circumstances. The 
case is a very strong one. He was a man prominent in all the 
affairs of our State and a faithful and gallant soldier. Sheisa 
most deserving widow and has the care of an invalid daughter, 
requiring her constant attention. Seventy-five dollars a month is 
frequently given and this is suchacase. I move to amend the bill, 
in line 7, by striking out “fifty” and inserting “‘ seventy-five”; so 
as to make the amount $75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Cannon, 

r. Roacu, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the action of the other House on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill may be laid before the Senate. I 
will state bricty that the House rejected the conference report 
and then receded from certain amendments, and have asked for a 
further conference upon the remaining disagreements in the bill. 
I desire to move that the Senate insist upon its amendments still 
disagreed to and agree to the conference asked on the part of the 
House. I presume there will be no objection to that course, 
although I understand there was a unanimous agreement that no 
business except what had been agreed upon should be transacted, 
It is only a formal matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Conference reports were excepted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is very manifest that there will be noth- 
ing done except by unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
oma oP te ey —— a of — oe Sore’. of the House of Representatives concurring in some and noncon- 
— of Mra Emily M. Van . of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand | curring in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) 

‘an Derveer, at the rate of §75 per month. making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
The amendment was agreed to. ment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and requesting a 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
ment was concurred in. Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate still further insist upon 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be | its amendments and agree to the further conference. 
read a third time. The motion was agreed to. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate request a confer- | appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ence with the tatives on the billand amendment. | ference; and Mr. ALLison, Mr. Hate, and Mr. Gorman were 
The motion was to. appointed. 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 


g 


on the part of the Senate, and Mr, GaL- 
Lincer, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HansBROUGH were appointed. 


MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


MRS. GEORGE PAULS. 
Mr. FRYE. I should like to have present consideration of the 
bill (8S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls. I have had two 
letters from the Secretary of State in relation to the case. Ihave 


The bill (H. R. 4354) a pension to Mrs. Gould | one of them in my hand, in which he says: 
Carr, widow of the late . and Byt. Maj. Gen. J h B. Carr, | At the instance of the German ambassador at this capital, I desire to call 
United States Volun was considered as Commit- our attention to 8. 2117, Calendar 623, being a bill for the relief of Mrs. 
, 


tee of the Whole. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Commit- 


stated. 
The StorETaRY. In line 7, before the word “ dollars,” strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “‘ seventy-five”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it ete., the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
on the pension roll the name of Mrs. M 
fal Geeta eis and Bvt. Gen. Joseph B. Car? 


at the rate of $75 per month. 


repo’ at sande . That is a mistake; the committee did not 


‘HLL Beatie Gis chee of ths widow of Genersl Carr? 


rge Pauls. ‘ 

lI earnestly concur with Baron Thielmann in the hope that the bill may be 
enacted by the Senate without delay and sent tothe House with a view of its 
becoming a law at the present session. 

Very respectfully, yours, RICHARD OLNEY. 

I reported the bill from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It seems to me a plain case. The German bark was lying at her 
wharf at Wilmington, N.C. The Colfax, a revenue cutter, was 
lying at an adjoining wharf; nosteam up. They undertook to 
turn the bow of the Colfax out to sea. They neglected to fasten 
a rope, so that it could not go too far. They did not succeed, at 
any rate, in fastening it. The result was that the Colfax floated 
down into the German bark, the rigging got entangled, and 
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Pauls, the husband of this woman, as was his duty, went out on 
the cathead of his ship to disengage the rope, and was thrown 
overboard and drown It seemed to be entirely the fault of the 
cutter that he was drowned, and not his own, because he was 
doing what he was obliged to do as a sailor. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with amendments, in 
line 7, after the word “‘ by,” to strike out “‘ the neglect on the part 
of officers of the United States ” and insert ‘‘ a collision with the 
United States”; and in line 10, after the word “ Carolina,” to in- 
sert ‘‘in full for all damages therefrom”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise peprense 
ated, $5,000 to Mrs George Pauls, widow of George Pauls, whose death was 
occasioned on May 6. 1 by a collision with the United 
ter Coifaz, in the harbor of 
from. 

The aniendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF GOVERNOR ALTGELD’S SPEECH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 14th of this month, at the instance 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. V1Las],the speech of Hon. 
John G. Carlisle before the workingmen of Chicago, IIl., deliv- 
ered April 15, 1896, was printed as a document. I ask now that 
the reply of Governor Altgeld, of Illinois, may likewise be printed 
as a document. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think this practice is a very bad one, but as 
the Senator from Wisconsin asked and obtained consent that the 

h of the Secre of the Treasury should be published as a 
ocument, Iam not disposed to object to the publication of its 
answer, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HILL. The only question that occurs to me is this: Of 
course one is an official of the Government; and while the speech 
was not made in an official capacity, yet possibly that courtesy 
was due to an officer of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the speech of the governor of a sov- 
ereign State, one of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. But not a United States official. 

Mr. ALLEN, I hope the Senator from New York will not 


object. 

Mr. HILL. I have not the slightest objection. I merely make 
that distinction. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to say that I fully agree with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] that this is a very bad practice, 
and the original precedent I think a very bad one. I hope this 
request will be agreed to, and that the precedent will die out with 
the agreement to this eet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been a practice immemorial, I desire 
to say to the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, because I have 
paid some attention to it, to print important publications as doc- 
uments by order of the Senate, and where there is no abuse of it— 
an thing - be a see bony nee a to — — le of 

ua os papers, we may have the use of them. 
. Mr. CULLO . The worst precedent I know of is the publica- 
tion of ee ‘s book. 

Mr. COC . That was not under a permission to print, 
but it rr a in a speech, 

ae M. I think that was a pretty hard strain on the 

ractice. 

‘ Mr. CHANDLER. That went into the Recorp as a part of 
several hes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know it did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not what is asked to be done here. 

Mr. HARRIS. My objection is not to printing important docu- 
ments; but I think a request to publish as a document a political 
speech, I do not care by whom made, oe its making and 
made elsewhere than in the Senate, is a practice. But as one 
speech has been published, I hope the other will be. However, I 
trust the practice will die with this action. 

Mr. C LER. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
— a. Senator a Wisconsin, i asked to — pe 
speech of the Secretary of the Treasury published, agrees wi e 
speech and indorses the sentiments therein Do I un- 
derstand the Senator from Missouri with equal cordiality and 
positiveness to indorse the speech of Governor Altgeld? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not read his speech, but I have no 
doubt I indorse it. 

Mr. CHAN 


, DLER. The Senator thinks he will add his appro- 
bation? 


Mr. COCKRELL. [have no doubt I will indorse it. 
Mr. BAKER. I hold in my hand a speech delivered —— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of this question. 


States revenue cut- 
ilmington, N. C., in full for all damages there- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. BAKER. I may want to object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Object if you want to. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not want to object just yet. I hold in my 
hand an answer both to Mr. Carlisle’s speech and the speech of 
Governor Altgeld. It is of about the same length as either one of 
them, and I ask that it may be printed. It is a speech by a very 
eminent man. I ask that it may be printed in the REcorp at the 
same time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is not a request to have Governor Alt- 
geld’s h printed in the Recorp. 

a . Whose speech is it that the Senator from Kansas 


Mr. BAKER, Jacob L. Green’s. 
Mr. ALLEN. Who is Jacob L. Green? 
Mr. BAKER, He lives at Hartford, Conn. 
Mr. ALLEN. What is the character of the speech? 
Mr. BAKER. I should call it a pretty honest money speech, 
I presume the Senator would call it a dishonest money speech. 
r. ALLEN. What is the general character of it? I do not 
care anything about—— 
= BAKER. It is the same as Mr. Carlisle’s—upon the money 
question. 
Mr. ALLEN. I shall object to Mr. Jacob L. Green’s speech be- 
og eee because he is a private citizen. 
r. BAKER. Mr. Altgeld is no more than that, I understand. 
a GALLINGER. He soon will be no more than a private 
citizen. 
nn ALLEN. No; he is at present governor of the State of 
inois, 
Mr. BAKER. Then I object to Mr. Altgeld’s speech being 


printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the speech of Gioy- 
oe Altgeld in reply to Secretary Carlisle be printed as a docu- 
men 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is 
not present. My impression is that when the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr, ViLas] asked the Senator from Colorado whether 
there would be any objection to — Mr. Carlisle’s speech, 
the Senator from Colorado said he would not object, but that he 
would ask to have Governor Altgeld’s speech printed as an offset 
to it when he got a copy of it. I only state that as one of the 
oe oe a it ee only sg Sage a from Colorado 
is no ow speec prin 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President — ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that the Senator from Missouri requests unanimous consent. The 
Chair understands that the Senator makes a motion that the speech 
be printed as a document. 

. COCKRELL. I made the motion, as the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER] made a personal objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to supplement the statement of the 
Senator from Illinois a CULLOM] by saying that the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] the conversation he had 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and he also told 
me that he had submitted it to the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
CocKRELL] before asking that the speech of Mr. Carlisle should 
be printed as a document. The Senator from Wisconsin said he 
responded to the Senator from Colorado that he had no objection 
whatever to Governor Altgeld’s speech being printed as a docu- 


to the courtesy of the Senator from Ne- 
withdraw any objection I made to the 
. Tam very much ob : 
; I do not know what the practice 
of the Senate may be or has been heretofore, but I agree with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. The proceeding is, it 
seems to me, most extraordinary and very . I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from Missouri the speech of 
Governor Al is to be printed for the use of the Senate? 1s it 
Ss this order to inform the Senate? 
i JKRELL. As a matter of course, the same number of 
copies as in the case of any other document will be printed, and 
will go to the document room, where any Senator can get 


. 
’ , 


_Mr. FRYE. It can go through the country in indefinite quan- 


tities. : 
Mr. BURROWS. If this document is to be ted because it 
‘ormation to tha’ by other Ameri- 
the Renate neots 
thing, but if 1 
other h was 
of the bat 
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simply to get free entrance to the mails and distribution, then I | that those documents would enlighten the Senate upon the gen- 
think it ought not to be done. Es , _ | eral subject of the free coinage of silver. So such documents have 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Michigan will permit | been printed repeatedly, and of course it is much better that they 


“evlisle to go to Chicago and make a political speech, and 
My. Cx vernet of the State in which he has gone makes a 
reply to it, the Senator would refuse to have his speech printed. 

BURROWS. My friend the Senator from Missouri mis- 


understands me. IfI 


ve Secretary Carlisle’s speech printed as a document 

eo of the Senate or for free distribution, I should have 
objected to it unless the traditions of the Senate compelled it to 
pe done. No such thing is ever done in the House of Representa- 


tives. Poli 


of the House of Representatives. Members very fre- 
nay pilede to speeches, read them as a part of their own re- 
marks, or have them entered as a part of their remarks by the 


consent of the House 
speeches been printed 
— to f 


Mr. 


RD. 
eM, BURROWS. I have simply called attention to the fact 
that I think the practice is a pernicious one. I join with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee in the hope that this will be the end of it if 


that is the practice. 


from Missouri how many copies he proposes to have printed for 


the use of the Senate. 


eit 
ve. 

oe GALLINGER. 
Mr. HARRIS. 


a I think it is 1,900; Iam notsure. It is in that 
wever. 
COCKRELL. That number is for the Senate and the House. 
Each Senator will get two or three copies. 
Mr. BURROWS. I have said all I care tosay. Ido not wish 
to object, but Ithink the tice is an exceedingly pernicious one. 
The 


PRESIDING O 


of the Senator from Missouri that the speech of Governor Altgeld 
= be printed =e > op gmaed 


urnish materisl for cam purposes. 
COCKRELL. Would the Tranter prefer to have this 
speech printed in the RECORD? 
Mr. BURROWS. [have not made any objection at all. 
COCKRELL. 


ition about it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The law prescribes the number. Iam not 
a 
U WS. How aony is the usual number? 
I think 


























should be printed as documents in this way than that they should 
be put into the Recorp, as in the House of Representatives the 
whole book of Henry George was put into the Recorp, divided up 
among various members, each one putting in a part; and so sev- 
eral speeches have been inserted in the REcorD in the House of 
Representatives. 

I think it desirable that the REcorpD should be kept free from 
these bulky documents, but Ido not think any great harm has 
been done by the printing in special form of anything that has 
been printed hitherto. Ido not think any harm has been done 
by printing Secretary Carlisle's speech, and I certainly think we 
can stand the argument of Governor Altgeld. 

Mr. CULLOM. The feature of this matter that I think makes 
it objectionable is that a Senator gets hold of a speech made by 
somebody outside, apparently without any other purpose than to 

et it into an official form, so that it can be frauked, and comes 
in here and asks that it be made a public document. That move- 
ment is followed by another Senator asking the same privilege, 
because the speech that he asks shall be printed is an answer to 
the other one already printed. If we are going to begin the prac- 
tice, whenever we find an important speech which we think should 
be made a public document, of an individual Senator coming in 
and asking that it shall be printed, we will have 10,000 public 
documents of that sort, of a political nature, piling up here, and 
to no good purpose, in my judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockreLL]? The Chair hears 
none, and the speech will be printed as a document. 


ELBRIDGE M’FADDEN. 


Mr. FRYE. As I shall be called away on important business 
the first of the week, I should like to secure the passage of another 
little bill. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 5999) to cor- 
rect the military record of Elbridge McFadden. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to remove the charge of desertion and grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Elbridge McFadden, late of Company I, 
Thirty-eighth Rechnent New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


had been present and had known of the re- 


es are not published as documents by the 


but not within my knowledge have political 


at public expense as public documents and 


I would much prefer to have it go into the 


Then I also desire to know of the Senator 


e number is 1,700, but 1 am not 


One thousand nine hundred. 


CER. Is there objection to the request 


to be printed as adocument and not in the BONDS, ETC., OF ARIZONA TERRITORY. 


RECORD? Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is not to go into the Recorp, (S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act of Con- 
Mr. HARRIS. I pope we will never do it again. gress entitled ‘‘ An act approving with amendments the funding 
Mr. CULLOM. SodolI. act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act amendatory 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am very glad this colloquy has 
urse - the case of the publication of the speech of the 


i 


a 


. ViLas}. 


doubt two —- will make aright. Still it looks like 
a hardship to ude Governor Altgeld’s speech at this 
I the example will not be repeated in the future. 
= on drawn by 7 Senator oe ere 
. Burrows] is en ° r that gives valua- 
bie int ) poaeay prover y pape gi 


“Tt 


thereof and supplemental thereto approved August 3, 1894. 

There bing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was that bill reported? 

Mr. WHITE. A very short time ago, I think. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was reported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories yesterday. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The report has not been laid on my table. 
Mr. PERKINS. The report is printed, and the Secretary will 
read it for the Senator’s information. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I can understand much better when I have 


I felt great dissatisfaction with the 


at the request of the Senator from Wis- 
It was entirely improper. I very gravely 


Senate should be printed as a document; 


Sea speeches made elsewhere certainly are not the proper | the report myself. Does the report explain the bill? 
su matter to be included in the official documents of the| Mr. PERKINS. Iso understand. I will say that I introduced 
Senate. the measure more especially at the request of the Delegate from 
Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to | Arizona, and it is to correct some informality. The committee 
the fact that the Senator from Coi_rado [Mr. TELLER] has repeat- | examined it very carefully, and from those who have stated the 
edly had letters and speeches of foreigners, eminent gentlemen | matter to me I learn it is a very proper measure. 
abroad among the financial question, 8 er as documents.| Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 
T have myself one or two printed. Senator from Colo-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
rado the other day-—— The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if | Davis May 22, 1896: 
did not come in form of memorials or petitions? The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred Senate bill 3161, hav- 
. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President. They were simple dis- ing considered the same, hereby adopt House Report No. 1931 in support of a 
cussions of the ; and they were presented and requests bill identical in tenor, and recommend the passage of Senate bill aforesaid. 
made that 


they 
tion SUMMIT Teaaa Mtcmansss ton cnae wrhtch rhaps he will 
remember. The Senator from Colorado offered a letter from Mr. 
Benjamin Butterworth in favor of bimetallism accompanied by a 
letter to Mr. Butterworth on that subject, which Mr. Butterworth 
thought was an excellent discussion of the silver question. So he 
wrote a letter embodying the letter to him. They were printed 


I remember that at the last session of Congress two documents, 
one the of Mr. Gite is the British A. iauiibaral 
; printed, I think, on e t motion of the Senator 

fr eeaen en tameeent rae by the letter on silver of the 





[House Report No. 1931, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. } 
The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred House bill 8885, 
leave to submit the following report: ; 

e act of Congress entitled “An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of ‘Artzona” became a law June 25, 1890, and authorized the fund- 
ing of all Territorial, county, municipal, and school-district indebtedness of 
Arizona which had accrued and would accrue, with the interest thereon, 
until and including December 31, 1890, into 5 per cent bonds, and under the 
provisions of the act a loan commission, consisting of the governor, secretary 
of the Territory, and Territorial auditor, was created to fund indebtedness 
under the terms of the act. 

© purpose of the law was to effect an annual saving in interest and place 
the Territory upon a cash basis. The floating indebtedness of the Territor 
Sequenented t warrants bore 10 per cent interest, and upon that indebted- 
ness an imm te saving was of 5percent. The average rate of inter- 
est on the bonded indebtedness of the Territory was 8 per cent, and the 
operation of the law effected a saving of 3 per cent upon all indebtedness 


ted as documents. I call the atten- 





[Mr. Cameron]. It wasthought 
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funded. Only such bonded indebtedness could be funded as had matured or 
ws voluntarily surrendered by the holders hereof. - 2 

sa jemen was and approved ugust 1884 
exten E the time for warrants for Territorial « 

only until December 31 . The of the present bill is to fur. 

— ex the provisions of the act June 2%, 1890, un 
pemnesy 2, Us, 60 oe Go pete ene oe the of such ou 
ing indebtedness as have been funded under the original act the 
same been before the act had 


It is not 


to fund any indebtedness which could not have been 
funded under the act indebtedness been 


in time. 


. ness already funded 
funded, so as to prevent the possibility of repudiation of bona fide eS. 

Th eighteenth legislature of Arizona unanimously memorialized 
to validate securities about which doubt existed. 

Upon investigation the committee believe the legislation beneficial and wise 
and noe hme of good government, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage Oo ° 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 
TWYMAN 0. ABBOTT. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (S. 2526) for the relief of Twyman 

. Ab 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word “ directed,” 
to insert ‘‘out of any moneys in the not otherwise ap- 
—— ”; and after the words “sum of,” in line 7, to strike out 

he words ‘‘ twenty-seven thousand seven hundred and forty- 
eight” and insert “ ten thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven ”; 
80 as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise corepeiated, to 
pay to Twyman O. Abbott, of State of heirs or legal 
ropresentatives, the sum of a full 
eee reason of breach of a certain contract for lease 
ofa and aoe for post-office purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2 of the bill, as 
follows: 


Suc, 2. That the sum of $27,748.75 is hereby appropriated for the purpose of 
paying the above claim. - by 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The of the Vice-President was announced to the bill 
(H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, ir, 
— a i a eee ee ore 
and for other purposes; y been signed 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR HASTINGS, MICH. 

Mr. BURROWS. _ i ask unanimous consent for the t con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 248) empow and ing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon 
to the city of Hastings, Mich. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wrnet emt oi to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

was o 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COLONEL BAINS'S STATEMENT BEFORE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


WHITE. I rise for the of an error ina 
document printed by the in the of a before 
Senate on the subject of a deep- 


water harbor in southern California, 
siderable. The testimony of Colonel Hains, on page 29, contains 
the following statement: 

sane ait aeihamal tan dee need ve: “ittle protection from the Pig 
Pihick Toto treskeratec of plank would eecemngliah the purpene. 

I received a letter from Colonel Hains this morning, calling 
ST ee He wrote me as 
‘ollows: 

Unirrep STaTes ENGINEER 
Baltimore, Md., May 22, 


My Dear Senator Ware: My was called a few days ago to the 
*h made ou in the Se on May 9 relative to deep-sea 
fh couthern California tn which pou made by me at 
earing before the Committee remarks were 
the  Fenerten, but wero submitted to me for re- 
on, and tten them out as 
refer to the quotation on page 5527 of the Cona ONAL RecorD of 
»189%6, in which I am quoted as saying that “I a breakwater 
Se tana Te Teourenten eapds of tet plan” Gnebareine bo the 
. a “ 
PUR hha be at Gat in the plan,” and 
wi “ ” “ ” 
ulbeched’ tao Totwer Sh™ te (ie send han ee en ee ae 


EiGerent nenning from wind 
SS> correction Se withe Cie tte 
ow zon that I did not make use of such an absurd as quoted 
from *s report. 
Very y, yours, PETER ©. HAINs. 

Hon. 8. M. Wurre, Washington, D. C. 

Colonel Hains is a distinguished officer, and of course desires 
to be technically accurate, and I make this statement so that it 
may be found corrected in the pages of the Recorp. 


Mr. BAKER. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy 
Louis V. Housel, late lientenant of the Regular Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
consider the bill. 

by a committee? 


reported 
It was reported by the Committee on Naval 
rs. 


Mr. BATE. And recommended? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passod, 
RIGHTS OF PURCHASERS UNDER MORTGAGES. 

Mr. HILL. There is one more bill I should like to have taken 
up and considered. It is Senate bill 1832. While the title is 
very broad one, it el to one cular railroad. It 
has been unanimously the ittee on the Judi- 

iary. I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
being no objection, the bill (8.1832) to define the richts 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized a act of Congress 
ypeewet April 20, 1871, was considered as in Committee of the 
0 


from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
t, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 


By 


t whenever mortgage made the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
ender analy virtue of acts of is forecl in any court of 
of thereof, and any sale of tho 

uipment, lands, franchises, privileges, and other rights and property 

or decrees of such courts, 
Sapte agpecintes or s shall 
tute a new a, have be entitled to hold and 


weyers, to the same rights, 
powers, franchises, including the franchise to bo a 
gon A act Snare coerores, uly 27, 1866, incorpo- 

the Atlantic Company, ees aeendatory 
thereof and thereto, which were owned eee by said 
Railroad Company, or said the time of such 
Sia saidp ie. 
pleted become whenever the and their associates 
or assigns shall file with the Secretary of the In‘ acertificate of incorpora- 
tion ear eee pe Seach new corpora- 
tion, its ent, and the names directors, the amount of its proposed 
cay stock and together cur tines anny ot the decree or decrees 
ra’ such sale; but nothing in this act make such purchasers an’ 
their associates or such new corporation liable for any or claims or 
contracts of the old not assumed in their contract 
of purchase at said sale: the amount of the proposed 
not exceed the te amount 

y oo . 
now , except that said may issue an additiona 
amount of ae a issued, shall not exceed 
tad Soe shall oor wathorioed Uy Congres, and rch 2 
shall not be issued for _— labor, or meeperty esti- 

mated at its actual cost value, in such stock at its full or par 
oiiirane eaaiten ae be Ay ey eas easces oF 
or su successor 

walver of = rights of the States now existin 

to enforce any forfeiture of lands granted to the said Atlantic an 
Pacific Railroad Company, or as in manner affecting the vested rights 
heretofore granted to the Atlan- 


Company or of purchaser or purchasers of said 
from said company. —— 


Congress shall at all times have the power toalter, amend, or 


of I desire to inquire of the Senator 

have any objection to an amendment 
that this new company shall be responsible 
t may be recovered noe ates on any war- 
old company where the lands were found not 


, 80 as to protect the purchasers? 
donanoe will recollect caters had this whole 


Hite 
i 


i 
hi 
: 
FEES 


Hi 
Pa 
E 


Mr. The 
question before the Jzdic Committee; and I suggest that that 
can be done in the House of 
Mr. MITCHELL of I desire to state, in order that 
frome pany 99.80 as to the ees a 
udiciary Committee, that one was relating to antic an 
Pacific and the other relating to the Northern Pacific. 
Mr. HILL. The other is a large matter. , 
= Soe & Seta. know, but at the same time ! 
simply desire to state since the Northern Pacific bill has 
been reported I have come to the conclusion that there ought ‘ 
be, as to that bill at least, if not as to a on s0 as to 
posters the partion whe pancenes land an warranty deeds 
the old company and never got the lands. 


, 
= 
E 
E 
! 


















Mr It is not necessary to do that on this bill. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to embarrass this 
and perhaps there may be circumstances which render it un- 
bill, such provision in this bill. 
Mr tices tes herepenieaa 
, to and use w ey have p 2 
under OTCHELL of c That is it. 
The bill was reported to Senate as amended, and the amend- 


curred in. 
ment il was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


j , and bs 
the thir oN The Senator from New York would oblige 


me if he would add to the title the words “concerning the Atlantic 
Pa cifi ” 
ontr HILL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move toamend the title so as to read: “A 
pill to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized 
by an act of approved April 20, 1871, concerning the 
Atlantic and Railroad. 

OWNERS OF BRIG TALLY-HO. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
887) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig Tally-Ho to the 
Court of Claims. : 7 alee 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not object to this bill, but I suggest 
that I shall move to adjourn after the bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there cbjection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : ! 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate until Monday, May 25, 1896, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 23, 1896, 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn, 
THE JOURNAL. 


of yesterday was read. 


The Journal of the ngs 
ithout objection, the Journal will be con- 


The SPEAKER. 
“or KEM Mr. S 


Mr. HOWARD, , 
The 


er, I rise to a question of personal 


privi question is contained in the document 
MS KEM. Me Speaker, I ob th al 

; A ,lo to the approval of the Jour- 
oe call for the a 7 


eae tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
OW 


on of the Journal. 
Hi ABD. T rise to a question of personal privilege. 


Tr. 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of the highest petvilege. 
The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move the approval of the Journal, and on 
that I demand the previous q on. 

The question was ordered; and under the operation 
the Journal was approved. 

os ial QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

- HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I send the privileged matter to the Clerk's 
desk, and ask that it be read, after which I desire to address the 


Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: ' 
o Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, of high 


Timdemeanore on the following nds: 

ee Groce the sale of —- without authority of law. 
= in sale of bonds at less than their market value. 
tie thlsappropriation of the proceeds of said bond sales. 
Secretary of the Treasury to 


pee 
Hl 


fii 
555 


i 


That he has ain : e 
That he bas sent United cope tute the State of illinois without 
He rnty (of law and in of the tution. 
holders, through the interference of Federal office- 
mira to te rela segetating, power | to influence legislation detri- 
resolved House That the Committee th 
sar Bae ein oy erent, Th aus oe true, and if 
Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of order. This is not a 
question of privilege, and I object to the reading. 


>, 
‘ 

a 
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The SPEAKER, The Clerk will eed. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 
to report to the House such action by impeachment or otherwise as shall be 


tg ed in the premises. And said committee shall have authority to send 


or persons and papers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration. At this late hour of the session I think it is hardly 
worth while to go into that matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. 

The question was taken; and the House refused to consider the 
question of privilege. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois is recognized on 
a conference report. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire the Clerk to read amend- 
ment No. 9. The House is dividing on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read amendment No. 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(9) For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post- 


office and enlarging judge's chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000 


The SPEAKER. The amendment No. 9 was disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I ask for the reading of amendment 
No. 10. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(10) For constructing a bathroom and lavatory in the basement of the post- 
office building at Sioux Falls, 5. Dak., $500. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same. 

The question was taken, and the motion to recede from the dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(11) For court-house and post-office at Los Angeles, Cal.: For additions to 
and alterations in the court-house and post-office building, $12,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr.McLACHLAN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday afternoon the mem- 
bers of this body seemed determined to vote down every appro- 
priation proposed in the amendments of this bill on general prin- 
ciples. tt is possible that some of these amendments have merit, 
and to vote them down on general principles may be doing grave 
injustice to the locality in which the improvement is sought to 
be made. I believe such to be the case with reference to the pro- 
posed amendment providing an appropriation of $12,500 for the 
improvement of the post-office facilities in the city of Los Angeles, 
Cal. I desire to state briefly the condition of aftairs in that city. 
About eight years ago provision was made for the erection of a 
Government building in that city at a cost of $100,000, when it 
was a small place and contained but a few thousand people. Since 
that time the city of Los Angeles has had a marvelous increase in 
population, until to-day it is a city of upward of 100,000 popula- 
tion. Its growth has simply been marvelous. The business of 
the post-office has increased in the same proportion, until during 
the last fiscal year the revenues of the Government amounted to 
over $160,000, and the increase in the revenues during the first 

uarter of this fiscal year is sufficient to warrant me in saying 
that the revenues to the Government from that source alone will 
be over $180,000 during the present year. 

The post-office is now conducted in the first story of the Gov- 
ernment building,and is wholly inadequate for the proper per- 
formance of the vast amount of labor required in the proper 
management of that office. The Postmaster-General, recogniz- 
ing the increased business at the post-office in Los Angeles, has 
recently provided a large additional force, and this fact empha- 
sizes more strongly than ever the cramped quarters in which the 
large business was required to be performed. The Post-Office De- 
partment, through its inspectors, has duly reported that the base- 
ment of the public building at Los Angeles could be properly 
improved so as to make a suitable addition to the present post- 
office facilities for the sum of $12,500. That is the amount asked 
for in the amendment now under consideration. We do not ask 
for this appropriation for the purpose of enlarging the bnuild- 
ing by making additions, but simply to improve and fit up the 
basement of the building now in existence. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It ought to be done. 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. Speaker, it is notin the line of addi- 
tional improvements that we ask for the amount named in this 
amendment, and the objections raised to many of the amendments 
that have been adversely voted upon by this House do not apply 
in this case. If this amendment does not prevail, and this amount 
is not allowed for the improvement of the basement of the Gov- 
ernment building already in Los Angeles, it will be necessary to 
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move the post-office from its present location to other quarters at 
a large annual expense to the Government for rent in the quarters 
so procured, The rent that the Government would be required 
to pay ina — year for proper quarters for our post-office in 
that city would almost, if not quite, equal the amount asked for 
in this amendment; and it is therefore economy on the part of the 
Government to make proper provision for improvements in its 
own building. Mr. Speaker, I submit in all candor that this is a 
just provision, and should be voted upon favorably by the members 
of this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word. I indorse what 
the gentleman says. This appropriation is not fairly within the 
line of public-building appropriations. The building is occupied, 
and from the extraordinary growth of the city they have got to 
fit up the basement so as to do the public business, or else they 
have got to go and rent quarters outside. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is ane to do it. 

Mr. CANNON. If it was not for the fitting up and alteration— 
that means the cutting out of a door here and there—this appro- 

riation could be mn from the general appropriation for —s 

ut, under the technical rulings of the technical Comptroller of 
the Treasury, it is not available for that p . In my judg- 
ment it can be done without sacrifice of principle, and it ought 
to be done. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the fact that the condition which has been de- 
— existing at Los Angeles is exactly the condition at Lit- 

e > 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. I acknowledge it. 

Mr. TERRY. But your side voted it down. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. er, there are 150 just such cases before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; so far as I know there is not one such 


case, 

Mr. HICKS. We have them, though. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been in Los Angeles 
and know this building and know the city. It has grown from a 
— vi until it is wor De = noting the of eee or 

ornia—a , aggressive city, transac the great business o 
that part of the beautiful fruit and flower region of this country. 
The people there need this improvement. It ought to be made. 
It is necessary for the on of the business of the city, and 
it will be economy for the Government to grant this appropriation. 

sal gine ask the gentleman from Illinois to give me two 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I give the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MORSE. I have in my memory at least two cases that are 
of equal importance to this. One is St. Albans, Vt., where the 
roof of the a is burned off. Another is at Topeka, Kans. 
where they are doing the post-office business in the cellar, an 
where they are crowded badly—have entirely inadequate facili- 
ties for the transaction of the post-office business. As a member 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I say now 
that we have many cases before our committee as meritorious as 
this, and if we are not going to vote the others we ought not te 
vote this one. We ought to treat them all alike. And I object 
to the way in which this and all these bills come here as riders on 
an appropriation bill from the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman says he knows several places 
where they are doing post-office businessin thecellar. This $12,000 
is asked to enable the post-office at Los Angeles to do just that 
vey a fit the basement of the building for use. 

r. TERRY. Mr. S er, I hope this side of the House will 
vote in favor of this fornia pro tion, because it is merito- 
rious; and I think that is the ground on which these appropriations 
— to be considered. 

he question being taken on the House receding from its dis- 


agreement to the Senate amendment, the Speaker declared that | buil 


the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 40. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. 8 , [make the pointof no quorum, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I would not do that. 

The SPEAKER. ee of no quorum is made, [After 
counting.] One hun and eighty-one gentlemen present—a 
quorum, 

Mr. MORSE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 4 members voting in favor thereof. 

So the House receded from its disagreement and concurred in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-ho . g Q 
serene noe and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For comp etion of 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Dayton]. 

Mr. DAYTON, Mr. 8 er, I hope I may have the attent’on 
of the House for a simple statement with regard to this ame d- 


: 
_ Des A OBIS Te 
fo. 


ment. Here isa public building that has been erected, finis}yo, 
and paid for, and the only thing necessary is the completion of ths 
approaches. This building has been finished over a year and jg 
occupied. The municipal regulations of the city of artinsburg 
req every property owner to put in front of his property the 
nD walks, That requirement has been sustained by ¢),o 
courts of our State. TheGovernment has persiatontty disregarded 
the requirement for the nomeng fae en of these walks, and t: )-day 
we are in the position there t men who have to attend tho 
courts that are held in that building are ae to do so by 
walking over pine boards. This is an item of $5,000 only, ani 
that is all that is necessary to complete the approaches to this 
building. I hope the House will concur in the amendment. 

Mr. MILL . I wish the gentleman from Illinois woulg 
give me two minutes. 
ae CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 

e. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, there is no question that many 
of these cases are meritorious, but, as I said yesterday, the came 
is true of at least forty other cases that are not included in this 
bill, and out of forty or fifty bills pending before our committee 
there are many cases very much more meritorious than this, 
There is no absolute necessity for this appropriation. Stil] [ 
would favor it if it came here in a legitimate way, with other 
measures quite as deserving; but I oppose all of these appropria- 
tions, with one or two exceptions where there is an absolute neces- 


city, wu en 
_ Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question of par- 
liamen law. Does he think that onmreeuiar item is one 
that should come directly before the Co ttee on Public Build. 
ings and Grounds? 

r. MILLIKEN. Ithinkso. If it belongs to the Committee 
on Aves riations, that is another matter. 

Mr. VERS. I just asked the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. MORSE. If you are going to these appropriations for 
public buildings in this way, you might as well abolish the Com- 
mittee on Public Buil and Grounds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Mainea 
question. Is there a bill pending before your committee for this 


rapes 
r. MILLIKEN. I do not recollect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If your committee had reported a bill of this 
kind would there be any objection at all, under the circumstances 
stated by the gentleman from West Virginia, to the House pass- 
7“ Ce of $5,000 for this eenmonst 

r. L - Tanswered that = on ey It was 
understood by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that, on account of the condition of the Treasury, it was desirable 
upon the part of the House, desirable upon the part of the Execu- 
tive, desirable upon the part of a great many people who have 
the interests of the country at heart, that in the present crisis 
our appropriations should be as small as they could be made con- 
sistent with getting along with the public service, and in order to 
keep down the appropriations, in consonance, as we believe, with 
the wishes of the House and of patriotic men generally, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have delayed reporting 
bills for these appropriations and pu them upon the Calendar. 

Now, as I said yesterday, if you pass in this way—which | re- 
gard as a most vicious method of ee one bills 
as Senate amendments to an appropriation bill, you leave a large 
number of the members of this House in a very disagreeable and 
embarrassing tion. When they go home to their constituents, 
they will be asked, “‘ Why have you not taken care of the interests 
of your constituents in regard to this or that public building? 
and when they turn around and say, ‘“ It was not the policy of Con- 
gress to ublic-buil bills,” will be pointed to Tom 
and fot ape Harry and and Jim who got their public 

dings through by having them sneaked into this House from 
the Senate in the way of amendments upon appropriation bills. 
In this way members will be left in a very bad tion. ; 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. y. 

Mr. HULICK. ve the claims of the cases now presented 
here been considered by the gentleman’s committee? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Some have been and some have not. 

Mr. HULICK. If any of these cases have been passed upon by 
the committee and full then of course it might be 
important that we should know it. ; : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Public-building bills which come into this 
House for its consideration should come from the committee, with 
a report stating the merits of the case, so that the House might 
know the circumstances and legislate intelligently. - 

Mr. WILLIS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine§ 
question—whether he does not think the vote of this House som™ 
times d largely upon the condition of the weather? [Laugh- 
ter. ] esterday, for instance, we took up the Senate amendments 
in a body, and with a spirit of rigidity and extreme opposition we 












down that came along. This morning it seems 
hee is in such f delectable condition—as sweet and sooth- 
ao summer breeze—that we want to pass this one and that 
and the other one. As the gentleman has wisely said, this 
policy will put @ number of gentlemen of the House in a false 


pees You are right. 

= MORSE. There us use in having our Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, if we are going to vote through 
amendments of the Senate in this way, without any report from 

ur committee. I havea number of propositions for public build- 
‘1 in my own State which I have not had the nerve to offer to 
the House. And I feel that gee —- are presented in 

j ht to vote against every one of them. 
eT LIKE . The ieman has answered his own ques- 
tion so admirably that I do not think anything further is called 
Mr CANN ON. I yield og minutes to the gentleman from 

irginia [Mr. DAYTON]. 

Wer. vireo _ Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the 
House to the utter unfairness of the position taken by the gentle- 
man from Maine (Mr. MILLIKEN]. He substantially admits that 
this is a work of necessity—a meritorious improvement. He 
simply insists that the a tion for it should not be granted 
because the proposition not passed through his committee. I 
maintain that such a tion is not fair or right. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. have not asserted that this is a work of 

Mr. DAYTON. You have parried the direct question that was 
put to you in regard to the matter. 

The proposition here is simply to complete a public work. It 
has no relation to the building itself. In refusing to sustain this 
action of the Senate the House will stand in absolute defiance of a 
State tion which requires all property owners to put down 
these in front of their property. If we desire that respect be 

id to the laws which we pass we ought to have some respect for 


al ow of this kind. 
Mr. . Justoneword. I wish to say that in almost 
every one of these cases where the limit of the appropriation is 


broken the appropriation is to complete a public building. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask for a vote. 
The question being taken on the question, ‘‘ Will the House re- 


cede from its ent and concur in the amendment of the 
Senate?” it was in the negative; there being on a division— 
ayes 47, noes 83. 

The The House refuses to recede and concur, and 
insists on its t. 

The next ent was read, as follows: 


enn age) Seeds, cet ont “seventy” and insert “one hundred”; so 
“F -house, and ffice at Omaha, Nebr.: F . 

tncathon ar kale eee ae, ond ne at aha, Nebr ‘or con 
Mr. CANNON. Iask for a vote. 


. Task the tleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
= to yield to me five minutes on this proposition. 
En - Cc ON. LIwilldoso, Brother Mercer, unless three min- 


will do. 
Mr. MERCER. Possibly three minutes may suffice. I desire, 
Mr. —— to move to concur in the amendment of the Senate 
with the following amendment: 


In line 15, after the word “do " add “and the limit of cost of said 
building site is increased from 000 to $1,300,000."° 


Now, Mr. pies when this bill was before the House—— 
Mr.CANNON. Doesthe gentleman from Nebraska merely give 
notice of that amendment, or does he offer it now? 


Does the gentleman intend to raise a point of 


fe 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, I suppose it is my duty to do so on the in- 


crease of the 

Mr. MERCER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I believe I will offer the 
amendment, because this is on a par with the amendment offered 
with reference to the building at Kansas City, Mo. 


post-office 
Pe. CANNON. Precisely, Kansas City has been nonconcurred 


Mr. -_ I regret to say that is true. 

Mr. MERCER. W that may be, Mr. Speaker, but, in the lan- 

Delaware [Mr. WILLIs], that action 

ing effect upon the mem- 

are this morning. ee) Ttake itn that, being im a if 
A now n a lit- 

tle better humor, they will accept the amendment and reverse the 


of 
Thave in connection with this matter, to which I desire to ask 
the attention of the House, a letter from the Secretary of the 
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Treasury bearing on this point, which I will read for the informa- 
tion of the House: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 9, 1896. 
To the SPEAKER OF THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Srr: I have the honor to submit the following statement relative to the 
United States court-house, custom-house, and post-office building now being 
erected in the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

The limit of the cost of the site and building as fixed by act of Congress of 
January 21, 1889, is $1,200,000, the cost of the site $400,000, leaving a balance for 
the construction of the building of $800,000. 

The cost of the contracts and contingent expenses to date is $554,000.75, 
leaving a balance for the completion of the building of $245,909.25 


The work yet uncontracted for consists of the plastering, joinery work, 
iron stairs, plumbing, elevators, electric wiring, heating, clock, approaches 
certain carving of stonework of superstructure, etc., for the completion of 


which items the Supervising Architect of this Department estimates the 
sum of $345,909.25 will be required. 

As the balance for construction under opens limit is $100,000 less than 
is absolutely sogeeery See the completion of the building, 1 have the honor 
to recommend that this amount be “re oriated for that purpose in addition 
to the amount yet to be appropriated under the said limit. 

This additional appropriation is rendered necessary by the fact that South 
Park, Colorado, granite was used in the construction of the building in lieu 
of limestone, the material oripaelly intended in the official estimate, this 
substitution being made for the betterment of the building at the earnest 
solicitation of Hon. Charles F. Manderson and upon the recommendation of 


the Supervising Architect of this Department. 
Hespectfully, yours, etc., _ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the building referred to by this amendment 
is in process of construction and is almost completed. If the 
House should strike down the amendment it would leave a build- 
ing partially constructed, standing exposed to the elements, in 
which condition it must remain for at least twelve months. It is 
precisely in the same position as the post-office building in this 
city. If the House desires to take the position that the Omaha 
building, almost completed, shall stand exposed to the weather 
and subject to a damage which may probably reach as much as 
$250,000, let the House bear the responsibility. 

If the gentleman from Illinois, however, insists on the point of 
order, I desire to be heard on that. 

Mr. HICKS. Let meask the gentleman this question: Are you 
not a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
of this House? 

Mr. MERCER. To the best of my knowledge and belief I am. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. HICKS. Have not you voted against reporting bills to the 
House for public buildings at this session? 

Mr. MERCER. Why, we have not had an opportunity to vote 
in favor of reporting them for action. 

Mr. HICKS. I beg to say the gentleman is mistaken in that, 
for we have had the opportunity. 

Mr. MERCER. Then I was not present. 

Mr. HICKS. That was just the matter; the gentleman was not 
there. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska to recede from the disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and concur, with the amendment stated by him. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MERCER) there were—ayes 59, noes 86. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The question being taken on the motion to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment, it was rejected. 

So the House refused to recede and concur, and insisted on its 

i ment. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

(14) For custom-house and post-office at St. Albans, Vt.: For rebuilding and 
repairing same, made necessary by recent fire, $70,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the proposition embodied in this 
amendment is supported not only by its own intrinsic justice, but 
it has pictures to match. I hold in my hand a picture of the pub- 
lic building at St. Albans, Vt., when it was completed, ready for 
occupancy, and would have been occupied within two weeks but 
for a disastrous fire which befell that town in July, 1895, a fire as 
disastrous to St. Albans as the great fire in Chicago in 1871 was 
to that city. It wiped out the business portion of the town in two 
hours and a half, and in its ravages destroyed the public building 
that had been erected by prior appropriations of Congress, and 
left but a wreck, as shown in the photograph I hold in my hand. 
Any gentleman on the floor who will take the two pictures and 
compare this building as it was when completed and as it is to-day 
will appreciate the importance of immediate action upon this 
question. i 

One-third of the existing structure of to-day can be utilized and 
saved permanently if work is commenced on it at once; but if 
there is a delay of another year, even this part of the building will 
be utterly destroyed, and the Government will be subjected to an 
additional cost of twenty-five or perhaps fifty thousand dollars 
more than would be necessary at this time to preserve it. 

Now, as to this item in the appropriation. A bill passed the 


es Sa 6 Bd 


spt a 
Wageed 


| 
i 


eee nem eee 
aoe er . 
ie eet ~t 





fa a 


af 
ara 
ea Ee a) 
ee 


aay eae 


< , 
— ae bani . en " 
= Be (ee: eo i oe 
= ~ ental vet cA we ana 
: ners ame pe ce 
AST BERS ahr naibalihampinchde. aan i cero’ soe 
rf : eens enlsat etn lt Mie ARR A TR LIES 

a lh n= inet lei Eeeanparet tn Ana ~ F 
tn. ee 


/ 
a 
aaa 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Senate appropriating the money unanimously, and the House sent 
it to tas Conant ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds when it 
reached this body; and by that committee, as I am informed by 
three or four members, and if I am nvt correct the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] will correct me—it was ap- 
—s by the committee. Every member of the committee agreed 
hat the appropriation ought to be made; but, in view of the con- 
dition of ury, the same policy inaugurated in respect to 
other public buildings was followed—that is, that no bill was to 
be reported to the House, although every member agreed that the 
appropriation cught to be made. Thereupon this amendment was 
ut on in the Senate, and it comes over to the House for its action. 
have the authority of each member of the conference committee 
having the matter in charge to say that they themselves agree 
that the amendment ht to be made. 

Now, Mr. 8 er, let me submit it to the candid judgment of 
this House. Here is a piece —— property. it stands 
twelve months longer the action of the elements upon it will abso- 
lutely destroy it from summit to base. If this iation is 
made and work resumed, one-third of the walls 
can be utilized and the building reproduced. Now, Mr. Speake 
I submit to the candid judgment of this House that we can not 
afford, as representatives of the ple, to allow the public prop- 
erty of the people to be f any one of you had the roof 
of your house burned you would, as a prudent man, at once go to 
work and save the balance of the House. Why should we not 
adopt the same thing here? Talk to me about money in the 
Treasury being insufficient to do these things! No man in his 
 aaechar affairs would allow his partially burned dwelling house 

go to ruin if he could save it by borrowing afew dollars. Why 
should not the Government, then, do the same thing with respect 
to this and try to act with economy rather than to act with extrava- 
gance? Why, sir, we were told by the Chaplain in his prayer this 
morning that man was created a little lower than the angels; but 
when you look upon the action of the House on yesterday I think 
the se probably was absent. I think if he had been present 
he would have had an entirely different idea. 

Be that as it may, this is a matter of absolute merit, and no 
man can controvert it. Any man who will take the trouble to 
look at the picture of that building as it was and as it now is will 
at once vote for this Was en, 

Mr. CANNON. I d two minutes to the gentleman from 
EN 


Mai ‘ 
am not going to disagree with the gentle- 


ne . Minar 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

ane Goes Sea vee Powers] as to the merits of this case. I 
1 


only want to say to him that the ttee on Public Buildings 
an NS ee ee That is to say, they 
made a report and it in the committee room. They have not 
made it to the House. But they have also made reports as unani- 
sssediy for povhape thirty or ferty other Oxi or more, in 
cases many of which are quite as meritorious as this. But as I 
have before said (and there is no necessity for me to repeat it), it 
has not been the policy of this to do what the gentleman 
states the Government should do in this case, and that is to do 
what a pradent business man would do or should do if he had the 
matter in hand. Thereare a great number of cases, not only those 
which have been eS oe ae in this country, a great 
many in the city of Washington, where, if the Government acted 
as a good prudent en en eee a ee ee 
money not only to repair buildings. one 
wun tnubeall ba beniueral Oele t comes before the 
committee as an e and states that if the Government will 
build a certain ¢ building in six years it can save the entire 
cost of it by having modern improvements and conveniences, he 
nite as a case as the gentleman from Vermont has 
stated, and yet is done. 
The gentleman says we are going to save a deal because 
one-third of the walle of that building is left. ‘ow, are the walls 
ing to perish? ee eens ae eee 
building is constructed of. 


w 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I do not think the weather is going to 
deteriorate that marble in the course of the next twelve months, 


on. 

Lines tana ia Fear rent for accommodations sib : 
, a 
Ollice Department in this cf , and more than $30, 


for the accommodations of the Public Printing Office, and yet we 


“Or TAWNEY. Bat you ha appropriated 

er. : ut you have money for a ne 

post-office, and for an tion to the ting Office? ee 

_Mr. POWERS. We can not consider more than one thine »; 
Let us do the right thing about this and consider the 5} 

when they come up. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman fy: 1, 
Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. GROUT. I shall not want five minutes, Mr. Speaker. | 
simply want to call the attention of the Honse to the differ, ye, 
between this case and those stated by the gentleman from }),; )\ 

chairman of the Committee on Public Buildin.s 
and Grounds. j ; 
tee are as meritorious as this. 


@ says various other ts before his c . 
: Very likely: but in nearly ons, 
instance it is the authority to erect a pu 
asked for. 


building Which is 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; not in every instance, 
Mr. GROUT. In mostinstances. . 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Not in the majority. 
Mr. GROUT. It is always the authority to erect public build. 
ings that is granted oes ntleman’s committee. That is what 
y referred » except in cases like this, 
It seemed to me, in fact, when the bill came here from the Se1te 
that it should have gone to the Committee on Appropriations. a4 
it calls for an appropriation y, because the authority already 
exists. The fe however. t it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, very properly no doubt, 
and so it went there. Butordinarily, Mr. Speaker: where author- 
ity exists for an appropriation, all that is necessary is for th, 
Committee on A: to make the appropriation. This 
had been once e, it is true, and this building was destroyed. 
This appropriation is really in the nature of repairs, because tiere 
is something left of the to be preserved, as has been 
stated by my colleague. — : 
The gentleman from Maine says that thefrostof winter would not 
unfavorably affect these blocks of marble. Everybody whoknows 
about marble knows that it would affect un- 
as still stand. Every block of 
thenew structure, if left to the 
somewhat open, as 
would be subject to disinte- 


ata 
Others 


country; but if the largest in Vermont 
it would be large, for the district of Vermont is one of several 
large subports. ustrating the size of this subport I will 
say that the amount of revenue received at the port of St. Albans 
exceedsthe amount received in the whole aleotion district of 
Portland, Me. And it is to accommodate the large customs busi- 
ness at this as well as the post-office necessities of a large town 
that this app riation is asked. 
Now, I members of this House to observe the ground 
hich distinction between this case and those already re- 
jected really rests. These other projects which have been vvted 
on are where there was an increase in the limit—where there was 
a new authority to be ted. Herenoauthority is to be granted 
to erect a that already exists. The simple re- 
quest is for the moneytorebuild it. The fire destroyed the build- 
, but did not destroy the law authorizing it; that stil! exists, 
and this is an in accordance with that authority. 
. TA ._ Is the interior finish exposed to the element-: 
Mr. GROUT. Certainly; toa very textent. The roof was 
burned and all the interior work destroyed. 
Mr. Does not that increase the limit of the cost’ 
i ) same 


authorizes a public build- 
There is now none there, and this appro- 
it, and the limit 

iw. 


marble up in the 

after the inside of the 

the marble will not stand frost 

t could do would 

which wil stand the frost of tat 

is wrong in stat- 

This authorizes 

as the cost of your building, 

building according to the statement of your colleague 














Powers] has been constructed and the money that was ap- 
ropriated, to that limit, was expended. . 
P No w, if Congress votes $70,000 it is certainly extending the 
aie ‘The gentleman says, , that in these cases that have 
” before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds they 
coe the authorization of new sites. You take the case of the 
ase raiser’s store in the city of New York, which I mentioned yes- 
sender That is a case exactly in point with that of the gentleman. 


has been built up one It was authorized 
= eee isa 


now before the Committee on 
yeilic Buildings and to strengthen the ironwork of the 


because it is not strong enough, as proved by experts, 

ae the building and what it will have to contain here- 

after . This was authorized long > yet it is properly before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. it 

Mr. GROUT. I donot say that there are not other meritorious 


cases. this is one of great merit, which even the gen- 
tleman toot ino does not deny. I also say it is entirely differ- 
ent from the voted down by the House. 


ANNON. Iask for a vote 
The SPEAKER. ‘The uestion is on receding irom the dis- 


it. 
WERS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
Tio House divided: and there were—ayes 64, noes 69. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to delay the action 
of the House, but I think this question is one on which we ought 
to have a vote of the whole House. I cali for the yeas and nays. 


[Cries of “Oh, not”) 


After a pause, 

Mr. GROUT. I that the vote be by tellers. 

Mr. POWERS. I take it by tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman withdraws the demand for 


the yeas and nays, and adn thes the vote be taken by tellers. 
The question was taken on ordering tellers, and tellers were 


ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The emery from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] will please take 
i as 


places as tellers. 
Orne House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 58. 


So the was agreed to; and the House receded from its 
t and concurred in Senate amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
court-house, and custom-house at St. Paul, Minn: F. - 
“ia under present limit, $125,000. Se 
Mr 


Mr. CANNON, I ask the gentleman whether, with the 
limit unchanged, there is not money enough in the House appro- 
? 


Ssies aulloab tania that the $60,000 appropriated ty 
mittee made to me y was ,000 appropriated by 
tne Hone ab chee in this bill, with the money 
still on hand, was all that be used up to March 3, 1897, ac- 

the Treasury Department and as 


the statement made ne Architect before the 
lomaniiten an 
Mr. C 


Mr. CANNON. I will ask the House to disagree to the amend- 
Sant, cluply because there ie money enough in the House provi- 


The question taken, the House refused to recede from its 
8 chee enema 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ote refene bang inc pana“ mane 
Sonate ne ace 
Mr LESTER Me Speaker, this amendment 
,000 for the continuation of the 


b> 
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quently the erection of a building upon a new site was com- 
men and the basement and lower story were finished with 
stone, the general expectation being that the building would be 
faced with marble. t year they were ready to commence the 
erection of the superstructure, after haviag previously completed 
the basement, and it was then discovered that possibly there 
might not be money enough to finish the building as contem- 
plated by the plans. Bids were advertised for by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the completion of the building with brick and 
also alternate bids for marble. It turned out when the bids were 





received that the bid for the marble finish exceeded the amount 


of the appropriation. The same firm who offered to complete the 
building with brick also made the bid for marble. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, joining in the idea and the expressed wish of 
everybody concerned, that’ the building ought to be completed 
with marble—because so important a building in a city as im- 
portant as Savannah should be of stone instead of brick—made 
an arrangement with the bidder to suspend his contract (which 
was to commence some time in October) until June of this year. 
in order to give Congress an opportunity, if it pleased, to extend 
the limit so that the building might be finished with marble, as 
it ought to be. The Secretary of the Treasury wrote a letter to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which I ask 
the attention of the House: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., April 24, 1896. 
Str: I have the honor to invite your attention to Department letter dated 
February 7, 1896, addressed to you, relative to bill H. R. 317, entitled “A bill to 


ae the limit of cost of the public building now being erected at Savan- 
nah, Ga." 

The office estimate for the work contemplated the use of limestone for the 
facing of the first story, with pressed brick and terra-cotta trimmings above, 
and contract on that basis was awarded August 26, 1895, in amount $117,000, 
which amount was within said office estimate. 

At the earnest request of the Hon. Rurus E. Lester, who represented to this 
Department that the citizens of Savannah earnestly desired that the build 
ing should be faced with marble throughout, a communication was addressed 
to the contractors requesting them to state whether they would stand by 
their alternate bid for marble facing for the building until Congress should 
have an opportunity to make an extension of the limit. 

In response thereto they agreed to stand by their proposition until June 1, 


As the time limit is rapidly approaching, it becomes necessary to take action 
on the above bill, should Congress desire to comply with the request of the 
citizens of Savannah for the proposed substitution 
I have, therefore, to request that early action be had in the matter, so that 
this aan may know what course to pursue relative to the contract 
orce. 


now ; 
Respectfully, yours, 
To the CHATRMAN, 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
House of Representativea. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LESTER. May I have another minute? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. LESTER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of this House took the same view of that 

uestion, and recommended that the bill be passed extendinz the 
limit in respect to this building. I understand that the only ob- 
jection raised now is based on some fanciful notion that perhaps 
if any public building bill be passed in any shape or form at this 
session it may reflect injuriously in some way upon the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds and injure them with their 
constituents at home. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this case stands 
upon its own merits, like the proposition with reference to the 

ublic building at St. Albans, Vt., and the public building in 
Calif I ask, therefore, that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment, and concur in that amend- 
ment. 

It will be noticed that this amendment embraces two proposi- 
tions—an immediate appropriation of $25,000 and an extension of 
the limit to $100,000 for the purpose of completing this building 
with marble. If this amendment be not adopted at this session 
we can not afford to wait until the next session of Congress for 
the continuance of this work, as may be done in the case of other 
public buildings. Unless this provision be now adopted, then, as 
the contract time will be up the ist of next June, the work will be 
continued under the contract providing for finishing the building 
with brick. Hence, this question must be determined now or not 
at all. It will be seen that this case stands on a very different 
footing from the cases which other gentlemen have presented here 
this merning. 

In reference to the immediate appropriation of $25,000, I will 
say that if it pleases the gentleman from Illinois to ask that that 
immediate appropriation be struck out I shall have no objection, 
because the bail ing can be finished in the way I have stated by 
a mere extension of the limit. 

Mr. HICKS. Would not an appropriation of $25,000 be suffi- 


cient for the t? 

Mr. LESTER. I am willing that if the immediate appropria- 
tion of that amount be objectionable it be struck out altogether, 
retaining simply the provision extending the limit of cost. 


J.G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


we 
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Mr. CANNON. My recollection (which I think examination| TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the two will be considereg 

will verify) is that under the present law the limit of cost for the = 

building at Savannah is $400,000, with authority to contract. ere was no —. 

Under that limitation there is plenty of money appropriated to| | Mr. SAYERS. . Speaker, I move that the House recede fr. 

care for this work during the coming year. The pending propo- | its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 18 ang 19 

sition, however, is to break the limit and authorize an expendi- | and concur in the same. 

ture of $500,000. If the House should authorize this increase it| 1 will state that these two amendments have reference to the 

means a different finish for this building; if not, it means that it | post-office building in the city of pe eee sg It is absolute] 

shall be finished in the manner originally contemplated. I am | necessary that these amendments should be adopted in order rl 

ready for a vote. —— this building within the nexteighteen months. [f tho 
Mr. LESTER. I think the gentleman from Illinois is under a | should be adopted, then within eighteen months from this dat, 

misapprehension in regard to the facts. the building will be completed, and 8,000 clerks, or thereabouts 
The SPEAKER. The question is on receding from the dis- | who are now occupying rented buildings in this city, at a cost of 

agreement of the House to the Senate amendment and concurring | about $100,000 per annum, will find quarters there. In addition 

therein. 7 to that, we are paying quite @ large sum for the rent of a post. 
The geutine being taken, there were—ayes 35, noes 52. office for this : 

Mr. STER. I call for tellers. , Istatethis latter amount subject to correction; but, at all events 
Tellers were not ordered, only 33 voting in favor thereof. the present post-office is now a rented building, and the post! 
The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused; the noes have it. The | office, of course, will be removed when the new building shall 

House refuses to recede and concur, and insists on its disagree- | have been completed, so that there will be at least a saving abso- 

ment to the amendment. lutely to the Government by the oe of the building within 
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: the —= — not less — = dine a . . the amend. 

i men no’ , the will not completed 

Sager? oo ys —_ bn Nae ae Lake City, Utah: For purchase of and will come to a stan ’ and the Government must Soliions 

site and commencement of construction of , $75,000." rent at the same rate it pays the owners of houses now 

The SPEAKER. athe question is, Will | the House recede from | Piet g used until work shall be resumed and the building com- 

ts ment and concur in this amendment of the Senate? 

: : I understood the tleman from Maine [Mr. MILuiKen)}, who 

ou Somer 5 FORE Ree Cae 56 The Geeemnan: Seems is chairman of the Committee on Public "Buhldings and acon 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would not undertake to | t° 8@y on yesterday ding is an exception and that 

occupy the time of the House on this question if it were like the | these, amendments ought to be adopted. With this statement, 
questions which have already been decided. In the first place, I | Mr. Speaker, I leave the matter to the House. 

wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that so far as | ,. Mr- PI ill . Let me ask the gentleman from Texas a ques- 

this bill is concerned there can be no objectionable precedent set | ion. Will this finish the building; andifso, when? = 

by favorable action on this amendment, use this is the last of |, Mt. SAYERS. My understan is that it will finish the 

the public-building amendments in this bill. we ae ee in eighteen months. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. Mr. DA N. Will this be t to provide the steps and 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Yes, itis. I wish also to call attention = wLenghee so that we can get inside of it when it 

to the statement made here yesterday by the tleman from * 

Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN}, that it is the policy of ie louse not to| ,, Mr: SAYERS. There be no difficulty, I can assure the gen- 

do an in the line of public b gs at this session of Con- tleman, access to it. 

I challenge that statement. The House has not so ex- |, MX: : Boer oom , I did say on yesterday that I 
pressed its policy. It has not had the opportunity of declaring — _ tes ae. aon a Smet 
= Ls a on what shall be its policy with reference to these I su oe it can not be a ed at : and in view of she fact 

Utah is the youngest State in the Union. It is the only State ’ acoommods or & number of the em- 
as to which provision has not been made for a public building at | Ployees of the Government and save such s large rental, it is an 
its capital. e Senate has passed a bill authorizing the con- aaeeetie case, and one that the House should act upon and act 
eine as yaa aati a | aE am, po, ih can ot bpd ot on 
its pigeonholes a bill for this purpose which has been approved | Of Congress, when he may yeh + le of = Gietrict, 
unanimously by that committee. It is true that no bill of this blic g for his district, as 
kind has been pesned; but both Houses—one by an affirmative | Militating against orts in that a, so its 
vote, the other by the action of its Committee on Public Build- | ee ote 

ings and Grounds—have declared it necessary and desirable that - r~ ark Building ; i 

there should bea public building at Salt Lake City. The present ; on the i wut Mt 

proposition is to purchase a site for that building; and every | Grounds er, let ot’. aoe 
argument which been advanced here in favor of the other Sou Congress, but to whose 
propositions of this hind which have been adopted can be advanced in 

avor 0: on. _— 

Gentlemen have said it is in the interest of economy to restore old office: building in city eee _ . om 
the public building at St. Albans, Vt. So I say it isin the interest | P08, you might have kept @ cow without tying he’, i! yi" 
of economy that a building be erected at Sait Lake City. And | Could not have kept a dog, for he could have run _ ‘ eed 

inasmuch as this case stands by itself, is sui generis, 1 ask that uset.) Ane in view Of She diticulties that 10 

this amendment be concurred in. the establishment of a Printing Office ie aoe 
Mr. CANNON. A single word, and I am ready for a vote. Gen- here, a acene pride in the mee tant 

tlemen will understand that this is an entirely new a = eo Y vitheta: vain » the 
thorized for the first time by the Senate amendment to the y victory, no Saale fe 

I now ask a vote. dividuals who wanted to get th« cs n 

The question was taken on receding from the disagreement to | 8¢TS into . We og pee — aed Weeks 
the amendment of the Senate and conc in the same. cadianaaet ou - Je — city, as well as the 
sth eg (demanded by Mr. ALLEN of Utah) there were— bers of O tl elves, that the building is well located. 

So the House refused to recede from its di t Now it is nearly finished. Its construction has proceeded s0 

hy °; et oe slowly that th ahd the people have manifested impa- 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendmen ae oe ee i this bill will achieve its 

The Clerk read amendments 18 and 19, as follows: ; fom ths, so that we can se i 

Amendment numbered 18: Strike out “two” and insert “three.” Washi the national capital, whic 

9: “ . 
pdimendment numbered tb Add the words “and the limit of, cost of ald Zo0d public buildings, can rejoice in' post 


For post-office at D. C.: For continuation of building under to the Government and worthy of ™ 
present, limit, $975,000; and t of cost of said building is increased as the 1 


i 
; 
: 
: 
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sonineanes tance “cy sees tae aehen it oe 
amendmen er, e er. 

limit is broken, as ropesed ia das of the ounhnante, then the 
— ought to be increased as the Senste amendment 
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Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

. ABBOTT |. 

— Mr rT. ir. Speaker, I want to say to the House that 
I am not so much © to these particular provisions as I am 
to the method in which these amendments have been offered to 
this bill. The House in its organization created a Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, upon which was conferred certain 


jurisdiction. ese questions relating to public buildings have 
been cromanel to that committee, ani in many cases that com- 


i acted favorably. Now, we have, as I understand, 
pees the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, sought opportunities to present to this House the bills 
which have been considered and favorably passed upon. We 
have not been accorded that privilege. We have not been al- 
lowed, as it were, to present our bills. Of course the committee 
can present them, but we do not choose to do so until such time 
as we believe we can get consideration at the hands of the Speaker 

ouse. 

— : is not so much that I a these appropriations as the 
manner in which they are brought into this House. If we are 
going to permit the Senate of the United States, upon appropria- 
oon bills to amendments here authorizing the building of 
new buil or the continuation of new buildings already under 
construction, why not do away with the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds al er? Why have a committee here 
whose duty it is to inquire into and consider the merits of these 
ive measures, When at the same time you permit the Senate 
to come here and tack numerous bills upon an appropriation bill 
without any reports at all? Who knows in regard to this post- 
office here in the city of Washington? Who knows what the esti- 
mates are? Has anybody presented any statement that we should 

increase the limit of constraction? 
DOCKERY. I suggest to my friend that the letter of the 


Mr. 

Secretary of the Treasury recommends it. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury has rec- 
ommended it. I did not know that fact to be true; but, never- 
theless, I do not think it right and proper for this House to become 
a mere tool of the Senate of the United States and to allow that 
body to dictate to us what we shall do. Why do they not bring 
up their bills separately and pass them on their respective merits 
instead of them upon an appropriation bill? There are 
numbers of gen on this floor who have been before the 
Committee on Public ae and Grounds insisting upon the 
passage of their respective . Many of these bills are merito- 
rious. There are several States in the Union which have not any 
public buildings. Thereare many places where the Federal courts 
are held where the Government of the United States has no house 
in which to hold them. cases are just as meritorious as the 
bill under consideration. 

Why should the — of the several States of this American 
Union be of the privilege of having buildings where their 
courts ma held and where their post-office business may be 
transacted? Why should we make a special exception of the city 
of Washington or any other city? Why not let them come in and 
stand upon their own merits? I believe in no such policy as this. 
I believe it is for bills of this character to be ingrafted 


upon appropriation 
_Now, gentlemen, the House in epeeraiion of this bill pro- 
vided for an ion of $275,000 to be expended for the con- 
tinuation of post-office in the city of Washington. Why 
should we increase it $100,000? I have been looking at that build- 
for the last six or seven years, nearly. The work has been 


on very slowly. Comparatively few laborers are employed 
upon it. It to me so, at least. Why should we, at the 
suggestion of the Senate, add $100,000 to the $275,000 which the 
House had to? 


the fell. 
. CANNON. ILask for a vote. 
SPEAKER. 


The question is on receding and concurring. 
The motion was ‘ho. ; . 


'y, the receded from its disagreement, and con- 
curred in the amendment of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will present the next amendment. 
a Clerk read as follows: 
ler ean ea? building at Washington, D. C.: For repairs to Treasury, But- 
oo oe That amendment and the next one have already 


The Clerk send ne The — will report amendment No. 22. 
or 
York Oy ad for unprpg seranging "an Topeaby ertal "em 
the Tense accordance wi plans by the Supervising Architect of 
. under of the tary of the Treas- 
uy, ther such sum to be immediately available. 
; . Mr. , I yield five minutes to th - 
tleman from New York . DANIELS}. - r — 
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Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the object of this amendment to 
the bill has been to make certain alterations and changes in the 
courtrooms in the post-office building in the city of New York. 
When the building was erected, these rooms were constructed of 
the height of two stories. Since that time Congress has provided 
for the circuit court of appeals, requiring more room than these 
tworooms and thedistrict court room can afford. It has been pro- 
posed, therefore, to construct a floor midway between the upper 
and lower floors of the room, making four rooms out of two and 
two out of another, so as to accommodate these courts in the 
transaction of their business. They are now much restricted. 
All the business done by the United States isdone by those courts. 
They are United States court rooms, and for the purpose of facil- 
itating and increasing the means of doing that business this appro- 

riation has been asked for. It stands upon a different principle 

rom many of those which have been considered ard disposed of 
by the House, for a bill was introduced into the Senate to make 
this appropriation and allowing these alterations, and the Senate 
bill was passed and came to the House. About a month or two 
months ago it was sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the House. One member of that committee, who was 
recently in the city of New York, went into the building for the 
purpose of seeing whether in point of fact these alterations were 
required, and upon his return he stated to me that he was satisfied 
the alterations ought to be provided for, and ought to be imme- 
diately made; but no report has been made by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds upon that bill, and the result of 
this delay of the House committee has been the insertion of this 
amendment in the bill by the Senate. 

I have letters of the judges of the circuit court of appeals, Judges 
Wallace, Lacombe, and Shipman, stating these changes are neces- 
sary. The judges state: 

As you are aware, two of these court rooms extend upward through two 
stories of the building. If they were floored over at the level of the first 
story the capacity of these rooms would be doubled. 

I have also a letter of Justice Brown, of the district court, saying 
the same thing in reference to his room, and showing the neces- 
sity for this work being done, and done immediately. Now, it 
will be borne in mind, in connection with the proposal to do this 
work, that the revenues received by the Government from the 
post-office in the city of New York amount to millions more than 
those of any other post-office in the country. The postmaster 
himself has concurred also in the request that this work shall be 
done. So has the district attorney, and so has Mr. Choate, the 
president of the law institute, which has a large library, perhaps 
the largest library in the city of New York, of law books, which 
is used by the judges of this court. Unless this work is done, 
this library must be taken out of the building, because the accu- 
mulation has been such and so great that they have not room 
for the library; while if this work is authorized this room will be 
extended, by which the library can overflow into other parts of 
the building and afford additional accommodations to the judges 
for the examination of their cases and the investigation of the 
questions brought before the court, and at the same time afford 
them room to transact their business. 

Now, the simple question here in reference to this amendment is 
whether the United States, for the purpose of transacting its busi- 
ness, its legal business, in the city of New York and affording the 
courts reasonable room for the dispatch of their business, will sanc- 
tion this amendment. If Congress will not, then, of course, they 
must be put to inconvenience and have the business itself post- 
poned or not done at all. If the amendment is permitted, by 
simply taking a small amount—and it will only take a small 
amount—of the surplus revenues of this post-office, it will afford 
these additional facilities for the transaction of the business of 
the court as well as furnish more room for the library that they 
have to use in the dispatch and consideration of their business. 

Isubmit to the House, therefore, under these circumstances that 
this case is distinguishable from those which have been disposed of 
here, and that it requires that this appropriation should be sanc- 
tioned, particularly when, as they are made in the ordinary course 
of things and carried through a bill—the Senate has passed a bill 
for the appropriation of this money and the sanctioning of these 
improvements—through the failure of the committee of this House 
to act upon it, the House itself must dispose of the matter. This 
reads: 

For making certain proposed alterations in the post-office building in New 
York City, and for improving, arcana, and furnishing certain rooms 
therein in accordance with plans prepared by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. DANIELS. That is it. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not for a new building, nor for additions 
to the building, but to make changes so as to give double the pres- 
ent court room, by laying an additional floor, and is therefore like 
unto the Los Angeles case. 

Mr. DANIELS. It will make six court rooms out of three. 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this change in the yew.eiive 
building must be made now, or it will befutile. Unless Soa 
is made now, the best law Building the city of New York will 
removed from the Federal Building and the j will be com- 
pelled to go outside to consult their law books. Government 
of the United States will then be asked to furnish them a law 
library and, at the same time, to make the alterations in the build- 
ing that are now called for in these specifications. It seems to me, 
Mr. Speaker, that the p ition ought to commend itself to the 
House without ar, nt. It is virtually a proposition to save 
the Government of the United States $50,000. 

Mr. LOW. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I stand corrected by my coll . It is 
virtually a proposition to save the Government of the United 
States $100,000. All the Federal courts of that circuit are held in 
the post-office building. Without a law library at hand they are 
crippled. I need not call the attention of gentlemen here who are 
lawyers to the fact that some of them may later on have a per- 
sonal interest in this item, for if they practice in the Federal 
courts in New York, and if we make eeanete. they will 
have law books right at hand; but if the library to be removed 
from this building they will be correspondingly red in their 
practice. I know that —— from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] is 
a good lawyer. Ido not know but what, at times, he may be so 
unfortunate as to tice in the Federal courts in the city of New 
York, and I would really like to see him hel as much as i 
ble by the passage of thi ropriation. a 
that the removal of the law library would ect 
favorably as well as that of any 
ha to be called upon to in those courts. 

_ Mr. MILLIKEN. r. r, I have been ene enter- 
tained and greatly gratified by hearing how much money 
ernment of the United States is maehine 


practice un- 
gentleman here who might 


by the e of these 


The 
— {Langhter.}] M nial friend ew York 
r. CumMINGs], for whom inn Sande admiration as I have | 4nd not 
House or out of it, told us that we should save . 


any man in 
pr by this riation, and his colleague [Mr, Low] raised 
to $100,000. not know how great the amount of our saving 
t be if the gentleman consult all of his 33 
on this floor. Laughter.) 
Me, MILLIKEN Ferny met spe a: 
r. . 
a certain pursuit that I am not so familiar with as he is, and there- 
fore I can not d intelligently to his question. [Laughter. } 
Now, Mr. , Lam not i 
case, but it does seem to me that there is no e 


xigency re- 
SS appropriation, and I can not see why it does not come | boiler 
under 


e same rule as the other cases in which we have instructed 
our conferees to insist upon our disagreement to the Senate amend- 


ments. 

Mr. DANIELS. I will say to the gentleman that the business 
of the courts is constantly increasing, and this additional room is 
en to transact their business satisfactorily. 

. CANNON, Iask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 47. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I demand tell 


e Gov- | poses. 
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- Orrice oF THE PuBLIC Printer, 
® “ . a . - oe D. C., April 30, 1898. 
FAR SrR: I esteem it m write you in connection with tho ;:,, 
ci will in the Senate, providing for the erection of 


at this office and for the of i . 
purchase and, which item 


your 
undertaken a year at the in: 
the oo < te instance 


is now, many OWS are completely 
the mt boiler plant 
heat for the win- 

ve additional rooms to tho 
caused me to utilize every 
t power and heating 
inadequately met iring 


or heat in our t plant to furnis 
Sein qnemeiel ie dune eckenee 
the building in November next un)ecs 


penne lant of the 
the new plant. _—— 
this office lessen before tho 


energy concentrated within the 
days, nights, and Sun. 
opportunities for withdrawing the fire and 


the boilers. 
demands on the steam service are now greater than ever, and the danger 
. I have mentioned this reports and verbal state- 
boiler will use it entirely for power 
within the office exclusively for heating pur- 
pressure of steam, thus lessening 
tion Committes 
ittee on Printing, 
in the matter on 


TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer. 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. , have nothing to add to what is 


to | set forth by the Public as to the necessity for this expend- 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Is this merely for room for a boiler 


to discuss the merits of this | plant? 


Mr. SAYERS. Additional room is needed in order to use a 

. ‘YY of Indiana. Eight thousand square feet for a 
ee pee 
Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know how much will be used for that 


specific 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, there is no man in this House 
who has any greater desire, or who has any harder than I 
have done in several togive to the Government a Print- 
to the work well and economically, and 
to the health and comfort of the officials and 
The Senate, which has seen fit to put this item 
as Seca of the House well 
three past and said to us, 
yman says, “Either take a certain lot or nothing.” 
has ted the purchase of an 
and ventilation and good 
Office with modern im- 
satisfactorily. Even 
committee, and when the 
of the Senate and of the 
rental for conveniences 


that old rat trap of a 

a Public Printing Office and 

can be made fit—even when that fact 

t to our knowledge the same difficulty has con- 


this appropriation bill, a 

to Committee - 

Grounds, to 16,000 square feet © 
Pie entire ting Office 
erection of a boiler plant. | 


in favor of this 
on Appro- 


buy one-fourth 
land the Public Printing 
boiler house and a coal she. 


this interruption to come out 
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YERS. The gentleman can get more time. I wish to 
mua know nothing about the matter except what is stated 
‘in the letter just . 

7“ MILLIKEN. Exactly. S 

Mr. SAYERS. But let me say to the gentleman from Maine 
there are 2,500 or 3,000 people engaged from day to day in the 
mar. MILLIKEN. - I know it. — 

Mr. SAYERS. And if any accident should happen to the build- 
ing—if a fire should break out or if the building should fall—the 
responsibility must rest upon the shoulders of the gentleman from 
re pom and those who vote against this amendment. It will not 
rest on mine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, we shall see. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, it will not. You can not by anything you 
may say or do put the responsibility on me. All I ask members 
of the House to do is to read the letter most carefully—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have reac: the letter. 

Mr. SAYERS. And if they should then choose to vote down 
the amendment, the responsibility is with them. 

Mr. . The gentleman says there are 2,500 people at 
work in the Government Printing Office. Yes; there are 3,000 

at work there. Last summer there were 3,500 people 
working there. And that building has been twice condemned by 
the grand jury. It has been stated by experts that we are liable 
to have the Ford’s Theater disaster quintupled there at any time. 
The Public Printer himself has stated personally to me and to my 
committee that le into the north wing of that building 
he does not feel safe he gets out of it. He stated that the 
operatives are there under fear all the time that the 
building may tumble down upon them. Yet instead of having 
from the Senate such a tion as the case demands, we have 
this amendment. If they choose to put aside the Committees on 
Public B and Grounds in both Houses and legislate di- 


rectly upon buil , why have they not sent here a propo- 
sition to erect a new Prin e, so that we may have one that 
will be safe? 


Mr. SAYERS. Let me say—— 
Mr. MILLIKEN. One moment. I believe I have the floor at 


t. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gentleman tell me, 
and I will wait for him to , how building a new boiler house 
is going to ; oad — baila i a, co eee down a 
day. It oe ere, but the same might 
at era an er public building. Fires are liable to 
break out in one as well as another. But all that 
is roe in this amendment, for which there is a proposition to 
buy 16,000 square feet of ground—— 
s The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want gentlemen to understand this propo- 
sition, and to realize that it Coes nothing at all to promote the 
— of that building, which has been twice condemned by a 
grand jury. 


ury 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman in charge of the bill allow 
me three or minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Gentinmen says that the Senate ought to 
pr pds ve to the House a measure for the selection of a piece 

upon which to construct a new building for the Gov- 

Printing Office. 


= 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to correct the gentleman. I do not 
say that. Ido not say the Senate should have done ee 
oe ver going to do anything at all, they 


Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman acknowledges that the present 
building is in a dangerous condition. " 
Now gentleman not re and put 

the House any bill looking to the purchase of 
the construction of a new building, has he? I pause 


i 


I will say to the gentleman that we tried 


we know all about that. 

already answered half a dozen times 
why the Public Buildings Committee 

= and I know the gentleman is bright enough 

> SAYERS, an Vnteentend the gentleman’s answer. 
MILLIKEN. gentleman asks this question not be- 

he does not know my answer, but simply for another pur- 


the Ei SAYERS. Idesire to show the gentleman’s attitude before 


it 


Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘The gentleman” can show his own atti- 
tude without the help of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, we find the gentleman from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
claiming jurisdiction over every pubkc building and the purchase 
of every plot of ground for use by the Government, standing in 
his place and saying that this building, the Public Printing Office, 
occupied by 3,000 persons, is in an extremely dangerous condi- 
tion; yet he and his committee have not submitted to the House 
&@ proposition for the purchase of ground and for erecting a new 
building. But he stands here to-day likea dog in the manger; he 
will not do anything himself, nor will he permit anybody else to 
act. That is the position that the gentleman and the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds take. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; thatis not the position. ‘‘ The gen- 
tleman” will permit anybody else to do right—not to do wrong. 
I do not intend to be misrepresented by the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not wish to misrepresent my friend. I 
know I am getting him into a hard position and I feel for him. 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, the gentleman may feel so, but the 
‘*gentleman from Maine” does not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatis the condition, Mr. Speaker, into which 
the gentleman has put himself. He says, I repeat, that this is an 
exceedingly dangerous structure, accommodating some 3,000 oc- 
cupants, liable to be burned or to fall down at any time, and yet 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are taking no 
step and have done nothing to provide against a possible dis- 
aster. Now, what has the Committee on Appropriations done? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Very little that it ought to have done. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). The proposition before us is to 
purchase a lot of ground and to provide as much as possible for 
the safety of the occupants of the building until a new site can 
be selected and a new building constructed. If Congress were to 
pass an act authorizing the purchase of a particular piece of 
ground and making an appropriation to construct the building 
to-day it would be three or four years before it could be con- 
structed and ready for occupancy. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman really believe that it 
requires 16,000 square feet of ground for a boiler house? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, we find the gentleman in charge 
of this building telling us that the adoption of this amendment is 
necessary. He says that he needs it. The Committee on Print- 
ing—the joint committee of the two Houses having charge of the 
repairs of the building—say so also; and in the absence of any tes- 
timony to the contrary Iam bound to believe it to bea proper 
amendment to be adopted. 

But, Mr. Speaker, rather than take any risk as to fire, or as toa 
collapse of the building, or as to an explosion which may occur 
from the old boilers, I am willing to go to the expense of purchas- 
ing this additional ground and expending the additional $100,000 
as provided in the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You believe in resolving all doubts in 
favor of human life. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am glad tohear the gentleman from Texas 
saythat. We shall call upon him to exhibit his faith by his work 
by and by. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam ready to act on that principle at any time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will pardon me 
for a moment, there are one or two questions I would like to ask. 
This is an appropriation of $100,000 for the purpose of procuring 
more land, for the purpose of erecting a boiler house, and for put- 
ting in new boilers at the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it any connection with a policy of retain- 
ing the present site, or is it simply a temporary arrangement? 

Mr. CANNON. It does not solve that question at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because two years ago we appropriated, I 
think, $75,000-—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, seventy-five thousand. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). For the purpose of making some 
repairs of the old building at the present site. This would make 
$175,000; and it seems that we are making quite large expenditures 
there—— 

Mr. HICKS. And not improving the building either. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). If the site is to be a temporary 
one; and also acquiring more ground than would seem to be nec- 


Now, it seems to me that we ought to adopt the policy, one way 
or the other, of repairing the present buildings, enlarging or re- 
building them to meet the wants of the service, and acquiring 
such land as may be necessary, or of not spending so much money 
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upon them, and start ont on the policy of erecting a new structure 
elsewhere. But of course I speak on r tentatively regarding the 
amendment of the Senate. If the policy is to continue the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office on the present site, then of course the 
amount of land that we purchase is a matter of no particular con- 

uence. But here are 16,000 feet proposed to be purchased by 
this amendment. Now, do we require so much land as that, unless 
we are to continue the Government Printing Office at the present 
location? I would like to know the facts as to that. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can answer the gentleman, when he 
concludes his question, to his satisfaction. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I ask the question for information. 

—— I can not give the answer except in two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I shall be glad to have the gentleman give it. 

Mr. CANNON. In the Fiftieth or the Fifty-first Congress, I 
am not sure which, there was an appropriation of $275,000 to ac- 
quire a site fora new Printing Office, to be made immediately avail- 
able. A commission was authorized for the purpose of st 
the site, and the commission proceeded with its work. It resulte 
in nothing—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The real estate ring proceeded to get in its 
work also. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Contentions between different 
Departments, different interests throughout the city, differences 
between the House and the Senate, and various other reasons com- 
bined rendered that work fruitless, and that 4 per y has 
never been utilized. Later on various bills in the House and Sen- 
ate have been presented to buy a site for the new Printing Office. 
It is 2 matter that comes up every session of Congress, except at 
this one. Under peculiar conditions, it nas not come up at this 
session. 

Now, there is a lapse of seven years,in which we have been try- 
ing to get ground and build a new Printing Office. In my judg- 
ment it will be seven years more before we do it. In the mean- 
time, what is it g business to do? To use that we are com- 
n, to use—where the office now is, with as great efficiency to 

e Government as possible, with as little cost as —— having 
efficiency in view, and with great care that it is done with safety 
tohuman life. Now, a year ago Con , realizing this condition, 
appropriated $100,000 and over to build an addition to the Govern- 
ment ting Office. Gentlemen who are familiar with it know 
that that addition approaches completion. It is just to the west 
of the main office, a very creditable building, by the way. I be- 
lieve it is five or six stories high. It looms up above all the build- 
ings in that part of the city. It is to be completed on the Ist day 
of July and ready for occupancy. 

Now, the Public Printer writes a letter in reference to this 
amendment, which is for $100,000, to purchase this ground and 
build a boiler plant for heating and power. That letter isin the 
Recorp, Ihave it before me. He says that the present boiler 
plant is old and condemned, and can not be used with safety. He 
says that if it was new it would no more than heat the present 
building, without reference to the new addition, which is to be 
occupi vs the ist of July. He says, further, that unless some 
provision for heating it is made, the new building can not be 
occupied after the Ist of November. He says, further, that that 
building runs right out to the property line, and that the first two 
stories of it are substantially dark; that the adjoining low build- 
ings are not expensive, that the land eee to be bought and the 
buildings moved away for the purpose o: oe light. If gen- 
tlemen will look and see what fire traps those buildings are, the 
will consider it necessary, from the standpoint of safety as well, 
to remove them. Now, whether this ground is a little too much 
or not enough I do not know. To buy the 16,000 feet of ground, 
remove the old buildings standing upon it, and erect a new plant 
for beating and power will cost $100,000. 

I want to say that so far as lam y concerned I have 
always favored a new Government nting Office away from 
there, a plant that would answer the purpose for half a century 
or a cen to come; but Ihave no hope of such a plant being 
completed in the next seven or ten years. It would take many, 
many to build it, if we should commence to-day. In the 
meantime the sun comes up and the sun goes down, Con 
meets and goes, and the Printing Office has got to be run, with its 
8,000 a Without any reference to a new Government 
Printing Office, it is sound business and simple safety and com- 
mon prudence and an absolute necessity, in my ju 
make this appropriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has it not _——— been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, in erecting public buildings, to have at least 50 feet of 
ope 8 vs ee a Government building and any other adjoin- 

uildin 
Yr, CANNON, Oh, yes; that is the policy. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the heen know of any other public 
building except the Public Printing Office which does not have 
this weomee for safety, in case of fire, in the adjoining buildings? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think of any other now. 


ent, to a 


Mr. PAYNE. Is not the bere am Nes the most inflamma)le 


of all the eos buildings that the Government owns? 

Mr. CANNON. I think so. 

Mr. HICKS. I desire to say a word on this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. LIyield to the tleman two minutes. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Speaker, if this amendment prevails, my judg. 
ment is that it will practically settle the Prin ce site for 
all time tocome. As the chairman of the committee [Mr. (vy. 
NON] has properly stated, this matter has been talked about and 
talked about.and talked about, and we have been unable to come 
to any agreement about the proper place to build a new Printing 
Office, until within the last six w , I think, the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds have agreed upon a site. 
view of what we know about the present Printing Office, ang 
in view of what the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have been informed and have long known concerning its very dan. 
— and unsafe condition, I am inclined to the belief that the 

‘ommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have almost been 
criminally negligent—at least have been grossly negligent—in jot 
long ago reporting a suitable place for the erection of such a build- 
ing as will meet the requirements necessary for a public printing 
office. I believe, sir, that if this amendment prevails it wil! settle 
that vexatious question forever; and had we not better, in view 
of the fact that the Government owns so much ground in this 
locality and have valuable and costly buildi thereon, adopt 
this amendment and stop all discussion and differences as to the 
question of location? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think it will settle it forever. 

Mr. HICKS. As a member of the Committee on Public Build- 
— and Grounds I am in favor of this amendment, and trust it 

ill prevail, and let us settle now once and forever where the 
Printing Office shall be. The Public Printer ee in person 
before our committee and urged the necessity of prompt action, 
and fully acquainted the committee with the ieeieirous condition 
of the present structure and the risk attending those who work 
now in the buildi We owe it to ourselves, to the employees 
of that department of the public service, and to the country to 
aid in securing the safety of the 3,000 Government employees who 
daily work in the present building, to make it as safe as we can. 
I long since made up my mind at the first opportunity I had I 
would, if in my power, avoid any further msibility in a 
matter of such vital importance to so mapy people. I most ear- 
nestly desire that the House will recede from its position and con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that I am glad the gentleman 
favors the amendment. I do not accept his conclusion, but I can 
not quarrel with — 

Mr. STEELE, 0 agrees with you? 

Mr. CANNON. Whoagrees with meonany standpoint? In my 
judgment, it does not settle the question finally. That is not the 
purpose, in my ju ent, but it is the best thing that can be done 
now; and then let the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
settle the other matter later on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, This ground can then be sold. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison receding from the disagree- 
ment of the House and concurring in the Senate amendment. 

somite tel voteibitied its disagreement and 

cco y the House m ent and con- 
curred in the Senate amendment. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that the House agree to the conference 
—— by the Senate. 

motion was to. 

The SPEAKER su uently announced the appointment of the 
following conferees on the sundry civil appropriation bill: Mr. 
Cannon, Mr. Hatver of Nebraska, and Mr. Savers. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 

The report of the committee of conference was read. 

is conference es see Senate proceedings of May 22.| 

. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the report, 
and I desire to send up a statement to have read. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


water harbor at Santa Monica or San Pedro pro- 
of the e : f ~ board 
plans and lor the improve- 

War is authorized to enter 
a cost not to exceed $2.0). 
provides 


But in 


ro this 


12, 852, 235. 00 
$0640, 8.9L 








1896. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 


sent—— ‘ : 
KER. Mr. Speaker, this matter has been fully dis- 
a en the Senate for four days. The report of the committee 
f conference Was ted in the Recorp this morning, and ever 
fact in connection with it is stated in detail in the report whic 
has just been read. ; ; 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask unanimous consent to submit 


pservations on this bill. 
some OOKER. I did not understand the request of the gen- 


= DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to print some re- 

marks on this re ‘ ; 
The SP . The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 

mous consent to print some remarks upon the pending measure. 
Mr. P order, Mr. Speaker. 


The SP. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
braska . Kem}. 
= He KER. demand the previous question. 


Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
estion? 
York SDOKER. I demand the previous question. 
Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if this matter affecting the Santa Monica Harbor has been 


The SP. . The gentleman from Arkansas is not in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
about that matter. 4 

Mr. HOOKER, I will answer the question. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it not in order to find out something about 
this matter on which we are to vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demanded the previous ques- 
tion at the time the Chair said that the gentleman was not in 
order; but he seems to have changed his mind, and proposes to 
answer, and the gentleman from Arkansas is now in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to ask the gentleman what change is 
made in this conference from the action of the Senate on this 
Santa Monica matter? ‘ 

Mr. HOOKER. The report which was read states just what 


change was made. 

Mr. TERRY. Can not the gentleman state briefly, so that the 
House can understand? 

Mr. HOOKER. The provision is simply that in case this board 
shall determine to locate the harbor at Santa Monica there is a 
provision in it with reference to the use of tracks to the wharf, 
owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and upon what 
railroad companies may use them, and if they can not 
agree between themselves it is to be regulated and decided by the 
Secretary of War. Another provision has reference to the freight 
rate which will be charged by the Southern Pacific Railroad in 
case the rock is over the lines of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad. Itis to be fixed by the Secretary of War and the agree- 
ment filed. Another provision is that in case the outer harbor is 
located at San Pedro, then in that event the inner harbor, or what 
is known as Wilmington Harbor, shall not be constructed, or, 
rather, that the Secretary of War shall not enter into contract for 


the com: of the inner harbor. 
Mr. Y. These are all the changes the Senate made about 
the action of this board of officers? 


Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. I demand the D cana question. 
question was ordered; and under the operation 
was agreed to. 
,& motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in wri from the President of the United States 
was communicated to House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 

and signed bills and joint resolution of the follow- 


see 


e 


An act > &. Sete) ow the sale of the title of the United 
States in 5 ogame 1113, in the city of Washington; 

An act (H. ) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 

An act (H. R. 7973) to establish @ railroad bridge across the 
Iinois River near Grafton tL; ~ 

An act (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Henry S. Pratt; 

An act (H. R. 8266) 2 condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 2 


othe ep ———- to James oe Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
gran 


act (H. R. 8077) to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westnet 8 Sa wounded brass 
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An act (H. R. 8013) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

An act (H. R.7216) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic post, No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa.; 

An act (H.R.7172) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation of Allegan, Mich.; 

An act (H. R.7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of 
New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 80 cannon balls: 

An act (H.R.7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

An act (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 
ciation of Colorado; : 

An act (H. R. 6666) granting to Major G. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

An act (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia 
to be recorded; 

An act (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

‘ = act (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 
alls; 

An act (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana, and for other 
purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the — to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

On May 22, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

An act (H.R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna; and 

An act (H.R. 6298) to correct military record of Charles K, 
Jenree, etc. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill 
(H.R. 4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate still further insists 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 
8109) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, had agreed 
to the further conference asked by the House, and had appointed 
Mr. Perkins, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to 
grant the right of way for railroad purposes through certain lands 
of the United States in Richmond County, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R.148) for the relief of farmers and truck- 
men in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take 
effect from the date of settlement and not from date of entry; and 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
joint resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
by the Speaker as follows: 

The bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to 
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grant the right of way for railroad through certain lands 
of the United States qn Richmond County, N. Y.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

The bill (S.795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Wil- 
liams, of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims, 

The joint resolution (8S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
truckmen in the city of Washington, D.C.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to a a conference 
a on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Housed as follows: : 

rae the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 38, 142, 309, 310, and 


That the House recede from its d eement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 11, 12, 13, 19, 108, 109, 144, and 313, and agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered i4: That the House from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
poe? the following: “Three laborers, at $840 each; twenty-two”; and the 


nate ae to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and pepee to 
amendment aa follows: In lieu of thesum proposed rt‘ 
Senate to the same. 

Amen nt numbered 22: That the House recede 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and ee to same W 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the number Topenndl Innes’ “thirty”; and 
oa page 9 of the bill, after the word “each,” where it first occurs in line 5, 
insert ‘seven privates, at ag **; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: TN ee er ee te 

9 of the bill, at the end of line 8, insert fi 3 
Ca police, the direction of the Seunenest. 
and of the House of et and of the Architect of the Capitol, 
shall —— the Capitol building and the Capitol Grounds”; and the Senate 
agree © same. 
Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “twelve”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $10,800"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

ment numbered 83: That the House recede from its disagreement 
amendment of ons meee to the same with an 
out by said amend- 

assembly of the Terri- 

y in January, 1897, 

third Monday in 


t to 
the same with an 
$120,784"; and the 


bered thereafter , That 
sald legislative assembly shall be elected = 


num : Provided 
paid of any moneys the of the 
y the legisiati Biy Of said Territory, ¢ such as 


t ve assem 
may be provided for by the laws of the United States, except a translator and 
an ter." 


e. 
Amendment’ : That the House recede fromits disagreem 
to She ampendenan) <6 the Renate uamhesed and agree to the same ait 
anamendmen 


305, 
asfollows: Restore the section proposed to be stri 

said amendment, amended to read as follows: cken out by 

the circuit courts 


. ae Se pean of ene SEE Semensant ams 
shall expire on 30th day une, : such 
exist, and said commissioners shall then de- 


such 
law by tock commissioner & 
nated by the district court for 
trict court of each judicial 


2 and 
the circuit courts, except as to 
Seen, Gen Saag yee SESS e eee 
this ac . 
rrants of arrest for violations of internal-revenue laws 


be issued 

United States commissioners upon the sworn complaint of a U: States 
rict attorney, assistant United States district ,, collector or 
t, or private citizen; 


depu*y collector of internal revenue, or revenue 
but no such warrant of arrest shall be issued upon sworn complaint of a 
approved in writing by a United States district 


Private citizen 
oo That United States commissi 

are hereby authorized to ee clerks of United States courts 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 306: That the House recede from its disag . 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 306, and agree oe oe ae 
an d/tmendment, follows: foread: as Se proposed to be stricken ou! } 
“Smo. That no marshal or deputy marshal, 
ney of any district, jury commissioner, clerk of 
juror, caalbor of ex t building, ae con or military employe: 
of the Government, ex as in this act and no clerk or employes 
of any United States justice or judge l have, hold, or exercise the dy; 
of the United States commissioner. it shall not be lawful to ap)... 
any of the officers named in tiie section receiver or poosivers in ANY Case or 
w pending or ma ereafter broug of the 
United States.” 4 ao the 
And the Senate 


nh 
y 
or assistant attor- 

no bailiff, crier 


to the same. 


Amendment numbered 307; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered aoa aires to the same with 
tobe stricken out by 


an amendment as follows: Restore the section p 
ded to read as follows: 
er shall be entitled to tho fo}. 


; commission pat 
named fees, and none other: Drawinga complain ith oath and jurat 
‘ pz complaint, with certificate tosame, 30 cents: eerie 
: conta, = eer and making copy of sam. 
retu cents; issu: aangann& Sabpames Ay one case 
for cach necessary witness in addition to the first, 25 cents: 
bond of defendant and sureties, acknowledgment of same 
; an oath (except to 
3 ere ot all witnesses 
are d for court, 50 cents: 
order of court and transm issj,;, 
warrant of arrest, with curtis. 


ting w en require: 

necessarily employed: Pro- 

vided, That not more than one per diem shall be allowed in a case, unless t}:9 
ha hearing not becompleted in one day, when 
pproved and allowed by the court: 

shall be allowed for any 

ce pamsint on Nhe caiaoae-ot tees oes 

on nd or recogni- 

sureties thereon when the bond or nce was taken 
had been committed to upon a final commitment, 

at court, or when 

warrant, or was in cus- 

on 


in 
for t of services connected 
therewith, $. for attending to a reference in a litigated matter, in a civil 
pr mne fy obey ca Se SEY, oe wareeenee of on crder of the 
court, $3 a ‘or and ay Sas civil cases, 10 
each of same fu » a sarty on 
folio; issuing any warrant under the tenth 
; between the United States and the 
Britain and Ireland, agains anv par- 
in said article, $2; for ies 
for the surrender a 
the French, concluded 
aoaene upon the case 
under the pro- 


‘or the time necessarily 


em’ 

¥ commissioners shall a record of all lings before 
ean ee ete which record book shall be de- 
livered to and preserved by the clerk of the district court for such district 
on the death, seniqeation, removal or tion of term of the commissioner, 
for which record commissioner receive no compensation.”’ 

Sink oe Renste cgune to Sane. 

Amendment n 308: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered to the same with 

as follows: In lieu of the matter by said amendment 


insert following: : 
“Smo. 22. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United 
the compensation to be paid, by 
United States circuit and district courts; 


and hg shall also recommend with 
to him seem proper touching their appoint- 


” 


JNO. E. MoCALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
8. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. 
FP. M. 
Managers on the of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
certain of Senate to the leg- 

) for the fiscal 

ion of the effect 

conference 


of certain 
‘or 10 addi- 
$1,000 each; 
the pay of 


to the Capitol police 
each and for 7 privates at 
under the Architect 
police force shall police 


: for 12 clerks at $00 each, 
on account of the work in 
the provision by the Senate 


bo Bre fase tor the meeting of the legislative 



















Territory of New Mexico on the third Monday of January, 

rat i umbered Maes | Strikes t th eure oo $2,000 S 
: es ou © appro pro- 
onal by the Co for distributing the opinions of the Supreme Court to 


dmen bered 144: Authorizes the appointment of a messenger 
a iiworias or the eirenit court of appeals for The Eighth judicial circuit 
at gan. act bor Eo Fixes the salary of the marshal of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at se. — of $5,000 as proposed by the House and 
e Sena’ \° 

On men by bered 905, 306, 307, and 308, relating to the appoint- 
ment of United States a os ating aw —_ the office 
alee miss g e lees at may charge commis- 
of such com ao e Attorney-General to investigate and ae rt at 
as re the compensation of clerks of 
tes courts, the agreement of the conference committee is fully 

- conference repost 
= Sooo numbered (0, 813, and 814: Corrects the numbering of sec- 
tions and provides that the s of the act relating to the compensa- 
tion of United States attorneys shall not apply to the attorney for the District 
; finall upon appropriates $21,520,822.61, being $370,895.47 
a ene law for current year, $344,228.39 less than the estimates sub- 
mitted, $140,057.10 more than as it passed the House, and $106,972.10 less than 
passed the Senate. 


asit HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
JNO. E. McCALL 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY 
Managers on the part of the House. 
BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if the House has heard the de- 
tailed statement as submitted in the conference report as well as 
in the formal statement of your committee, I am of opinion that 
but little inquiry will be made in connection with the submission 
and the request for the acceptance of this conference report, the 


: 
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2 
R? 
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final upon the bill, Itis but fair, however, that the House 
should know, as stated in the concluding paragraph of the state- 
ment of your conferees, that the bill appropriates $21,520,822.61; 
bein 0,895.47 less than the law for the current year, $844,228.39 
less t the estimates submitted, $140,057.10 more than the bill 
as it the House, and $106,972.10 less than as it passed the 
Senate. In the body of the reduction of the total sum added to 
the bill by the Senate, $247,029.20, the House having agreed to 
$140,057.10, it is proper to state that $79,520 is for salaries of em- 


yees of the Senate. Therefore, in the contention between the 
Ever a ntnening the paragraphs of the House 
bill but a very limited amount was conceded to the Senate, and, 
final conclusion, to their recommendation; the bulk 


of the addition. to the salaries of their own subordinate 
force. 

It is for me to state that these paragraphs of the 
bill were held in between the two Houses until the 


House itself had declared by legislation that the House, and it 
alone, had the right to determine what increase, if any, should be 
made in its subordinate force and in the compensation of that 
force. Until that action by the House these paragraphs, | say, 
were held in contention, but when the House came to that deter- 
mination, your committee felt that they had no ground to stand 
upon,and therefore conceded to the Senate what that body had 
——- in the bill as to its subordinate force and their compen- 


Mr. HULICK. Did the Senate make any increase in the salaries 
of the secretaries for Senators? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; from $1,200 to $1,500, your committee 

conceding that, as the House had determimed for itself without 

of action with the Senate what its subordinate force 

should be and what should be their tion, the same right 

should be accorded to the Senate to determine all questions as to 

and their compensation. 

: Could they give any good reason why their sec- 
a ere and ours $1,200? 

oe must understand that the 

of a Senator is, “I wish it so;” and if the Senate agrees 


settles it. pense) 
BINGHAM, ‘We had agreed upon this conf t 
e conference repor 
wes onbenitted fret to the Senate for ac- 
a disagreement on the of the Senate to 
and the bill was sent back to conference by the 
Senate. One of those paragraphs related to the 
House, by its subcommittee on 
considered the whole subject ining to 
and after hearing from Mr. Spofford, the 
comnection with the question of library 


jReel 
fees 
i tr 
: 


HF 
j 


i 


Te ae they concluded not to make any report in their 
a clerks. The aa a ar Se. 
‘a- 

but when the bill went back to the Benth tec confection 
rejected from the bill their own ion. As that 
Proposition had not originated in the House, as the judgment 
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constitutional question arose as to whether the Joint Committee 
on the Library of the House and the Senate should determine how 
this alleged officer should be selected. The provision, however, 
has been stricken from the bill, and as the House had not consid- 
ered it, your committee deemed it good judgment to accept the 
action of the Senate and eliminate the proposition. 

The question of New Mexico came up in the House—not reported 
from your subcommittee—the question as to the date of the con- 
vening of the State legislature. It became the subject of a point 
of ordet, and the withdrawal of the point of order. Finally,ina 
qualified form, it became a part of the bill. It went to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate took exception to that legislation, claiming 
that it was political, and in the discussion between the two 
Houses, the conclusion of the committee is the recommendation 
that the legislature should meet on the third Monday of January. 
We agreed three days ago that that clause should read ‘the third 
Monday in February,” our conclusion being based upon a recom- 
mendation of the gentleman representing New Mexico in this 
House, he having submitted in detail that which he felt they could 
fairly stand upon. His recommendation was embraced in the fol- 
lowing letter from the Delegate from New Mexico, Mr. Catron: 
To the Committe@of Conference on 

Legislative, Executive, and Judicial Appropriation Bill: 

The Senate having struck out the provision in regard to the time of the 
meeting of the legislature and employment of employees of New Mexico, [ 
wish tosay that if there should be any contest over it. the Democrats in the 
Senate stated they would agree toan amendment fixing the time of such 
meeting of the legislature in either January, February, or March, so as to 
Cmanre it of any political character. 


i “hi I did not intend the amendment to be 
political or to operate politically. I only sought to give sufficient time to 


peapere, get at issue, and take evidence in contested-election cases, so they 
could be promptly and intelligently considered 

Under the law of New Mexico the election returns have to be made fifteen 
days after the election to the secretary, and within thirty days thereafter 
the notice of contest must be served; but the contestant need not wait so 
long. He can serve it immediately, but probably would need five days in 
any event to doso. The contestee has eight days to answer. Thirty days 
are given in which to commence taking evidence and sixty days in which te 
take evidence. But the diligent contestant can shorten this up, as follows: 


15 days for returns to reach secretary. 

7 days to give notice of contest, if he is diligent. 

8 days to answer. 
10 days, say, to give notice of commencing the taking of evidence. 
60 days to complete the evidence. 





100 days in all. 

5 days to have contest papers filed in the legislature, 
105 

10 days to meet all other contingencies. 
15 


The next election will be held on November 3; this will give 


27 days of November, 
81 days of December, 
81 days of January, 
26 days of February. 


115 days to February 26, 1897. 


As no change can be made in the office of governor before March 19, at the 
earliest date, it will give the governor nearly a full month in which to make 
his appointments and have them confirmed. 

I am willing to consent to a change to the fourth Monday in February, 1897, 
if insisted on. 


The report which we had agreed upon three days ago was in ac- 
cordance with this communication. Yesterday the Senate re- 
jected that date, and the committee of conference has now agreed 
upon the third Monday of January, believing that to be the best 
conclusion we could reach on this question. I shall a little later 
in the discussion yield a few moments to the gentleman from 
Tennessee te McCat.], a member of the committee, who is 
familiar with this matter and who desires to make a brief state- 
ment on the question. 

The main contention, however, between the two Houses has 
been upon the paragraph pertaining to United States commis- 
sioners. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. in 
submitting what is known as the urgent deficiency bill early in 
this session of Congress, called the attention of the House to the 
rapid growth of applied-for appropriations and expenditures in 
connection with the Department of Justice and the United States 
courts. In his report upon the first deficiency bill he made this 
statement: 

The committee desire to call attention to the very large sum—$3,242,582.19— 


appropriated in the bill for expenses of United States courts, $3,006,000 of 
which sum is on account of the current fiscal year. They append herewith 


a statement showing the regular appropriations and the deficiencies made 
~ the expenses of United States courts for the fiscal years 1885 to 1896, in- 
clusive. 


This exhibit shows, for the period named, a growth in the expenses of this 
branch of the public service of more than 100 per cent. The expenses for 
fees of United States commissioners have grown from $127,150 for the fiscal 
year 1889 to $340,000 for the current year; and the fees of witnesses have in- 
creased from $900,000 in 1889 to $1,500,000 for the current year. 

That these expenditures are abnormal, and that some reform in the law 
should be instituted, the committee are well satisfied; but under the rules 
of the House they have no power in the premises other than to recommend 
the appro ions which are necessary to meet the demands of this branch 
of the pu service as they arise under existing law, and to express the 
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earnest hope and recommendation that the proper committee or committees 
of the House will take up the matter without delay during this session, with 
a view to the enactment of proper legislation. 


Appropriations for expenses of United States courts, and deficiencies therefor, 
— scal years 1885-1896. - f 
Regular appropriation for 1885 

Deficiencies 
pogeee appropriation for 1886 
ae eee 
Regular appropriation for 1887 
TT ciincinntnedicaouinnheors coqousbdiubiossnvatinbsonsbehumths 
Regular appropriation for 1888 
Beni pico i'n 
r a on for 
pelciencies riation for 1800 
gular approp on for 
TEE. scahearendhnestecs’ 
lar appropriation for 1891 
Rogulst appropriation for ish 
r a) on for 
Seopa > iad 
ra or 
De lena. 
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poguiae appropriation for 1895 
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be encies 
ular appropriation for 1806. ...........s00--ceede-eeeeee eed Dias 
Amount = accompanying bill: 
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It would seem that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in this suggestion was in touch with the House. He 
undoubtedly impressed the House with the necessity of some 
change in connection with these growing expenses connected with 
the judicial administration of this Government. After delibera- 
tion, the House, in this bill providing for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, accepted the recommendation of the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the House. Under the leadership of the chair- 
man of that committee [Mr, HENDERSON], the House incorporated 
in this bill what has been known as the Updegraff bill, makin 
detailed provisions with reference to compensation of Uni 
States marshals, United States district attorneys, and United 
States commissioners. We thus ingrafted — our legislative 
bill a positive line of reform in connection with all the expendi- 
tures pertaining to great division of one of the Departments 
of the Government. 

As the Senate in the first instance rejected all of these provi- 
sions, it has been, ever since the first conference with the Senate, 
a question how we could best maintain these provisions of our leg- 
islation, It is amatter of satisfaction that in this rt in almost 
every instance the legislation recommended by the House has been 
fin approved. In this connection I give the best estimate we 
have oan able to obtain as to the saving which this legislation 
will effect if it should become a law: 


Saving— 
On marshals’ salaries, annual ......-...-.--eseececene<ess00a-eene-- 
On district attorneys salaries, annual 
On commissioners’ fees, annual 
On mileage of district attorneys and marshals 
By reduction of frivolous prosecutions 
diminished mileage of witnesses,to be worked by properly 
ocating commissioners 
On assistant attorneys and deputy marshals by being placed un- 
der control of Department of Justice 


In other words, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UpprGrarr], of 
the Judiciary Committee, having examined the details of the leg- 
islation which ee hope to see enacted into law, claims 
that, taking the tes of the present m for the next year, 
as against the amounts which will be paid under these fix 
aries and compensations vided for the future in this bill, the 
annual sa’ by this legislation will be $1,361,007 each year. If 
that is so, the House is certainiy to be congratulated, first, upon 
the wisdom of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
in calling attention to these excessive expenditures and, secondly, 
upon the wisdom of the Judiciary Committee in suggesting such 
legislation which to-day, so far as the conference report is con- 
cerned, has been acce by both sides of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. He estimates that the saving under this new method of 
compensation will amount in round numbers to $1,300,000. One 
item of that computation, if I understood him correctly, is $750,- 
000 which is expected to be saved by doing away with ‘frivolous 

rosecutions.” Upon what does he base that estimate? What 
acts can he refer to tending to show the amount which will be 


saved in that way? 
Mr. BING . Iwill leave that to the tleman from Iowa 
oo UpprGrarFr], who has gone closely into the details and has 
ished information of great value to committee. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I simply call the attention of the gentleman 


to the fact that this is merely guesswork, and in the end I think 


time will clearly demonstrate that my fears are well founded. 
My opinion is that you will lose some as to marshals, in the dif. 
ference in payin es and mileage, in some of the States. Tho 
amount you cl to save by making this change will, I fear, bo 
more than made up in — paid marshals under the new law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, the gentleman has made his criticism 
and I have no answer to make to that, except that I think thers 
is of ea! some guesswork about it. 

i. e —- from Tennessee is mistaken, 
d mil under the old law. 

Mr. DERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But that is on a different basis altogether, 
They were and are paid mileage, but there was a limit fixed by the 
old law on the amount of salary receivable. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There isno difference on that score, I wil] 


state to Se 
Mr. Mc IN. Iam not inerror, I repeat, Mr. Speaker; and 
say that this is wholly guesswork, as to the $750,000 om minor 
prosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then Iassume the gentleman regards his own 
statement as something else than guesswork. What is it? Ho 
makes the bold charge that the gentleman who had this matter 
under his control, who has examined it thoroughly, who has gone 
carefully through every detail of it and made a critical examina- 
tion an ts a statement—that in the end it is mere *‘ guess- 
work.” Now, let the gentleman give his statement based on any- 
_— < than guesswork, and we will know how to appreciate 

value. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will give my statement and let you figure 
it out for yourself. I say that there is nota fact presented in that 
statement on which you can base an accurate opinion as to the 
saving of the $750,000 that you claim is to be saved in frivolous 

rosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now,1 am going to meet the gentleman's 
| yet eee in arithmetic and present him some conundrums in 

guring out the appro tions for the ten on this very 
subject. We fin there are red that should follow in 
—— of the United States court because of placing attorneys 
and marshals on the salaried list in every item of appropriation. 
We find, for instance, that as to the fees of United States com- 
missioners the have been trebled within the last ten 

ears. The ~ answers my question by an assertion. 
ow he can show, if he can by other ee eeerere, why the 
expenses of United States commissioners should have trebled 
in ten years in the general business of the courts. For fees of 
witnesses the expenses have doubled in the _ ten years. There 
is another conundrum for him to answer. For the fees and ex- 
penses of United States marshals the expense has doubled in ten 
years. Juror fees, United States courts, have increased 25 per 
cent in the ten years. Feesof clerks have increased about 33 
—— e past ten years, and for all the expenses of the 
nited States courts the ons have been more than 
doubled since the fiscal year 1885. Under the fee m the at- 
torneys could earn as ne. $425,000. Under this act the 
es amount to J or a reduction of $139,500 in expendi- 
tures per annum. could earn under the old plan $420,- 
000; under this act their salaries amount to $267,000, or a reduc- 
tion of ge per annum. 

That isa — pos reg — the Pew wd of . etal and 

nstaking investigation of the details matter, showing 
the increase of within the last ten years, and what we 
eo be the reductions under the terms of the new arrange- 
men 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has not yet given one solitary 
item to base any reasonable calculation upon as to the amount 
saved on the $750,000 item which he claims will be made in the 
reduction of frivolous prosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not that any statement of the 

stand catealenae’ this House that would 

the chairman of the 

ons the credit to which he is entitled in 

calling the attention of this House to this growth of expenditures 
in this division of the Government, and the earnest, careful action 
of the Committee on the Ju of the House in suggesting 


in a false at- 
T have not denied, 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman from Sundaslibichtes| with marshals and United States district attorneys. His letter 
allow me a moment? | is as follows: a 
Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. ; PHILADELPHIA, April 25, 1596. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Much of the calculation of Judge Uppr- _My DE AR Str: [have your telegram of the 25th, and am obliged to you for 
GRAFF is dem your courtesy in sending me this early information as to the action of the 


onatrable— t is tru conference committee. I confess to some disappointment at the result, 
Mr. McMILLIN. a -) chiefly because I can not but feel that any salary less than $5,000 lessens the 


EN ERSON continuing). Anda part of it is merel dignity of the office. It is unquestionably the second most important office 

anne ( 8 P y in this omnis - the pupensence < anys which it handles, but it is 
iven a smaller salary than districts of much less importance. Pecuniaril 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now we agree as to that. _ ft is about one-half what the office has been worth in the last four years, bue 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). But I believe the specula- | it is fair to add that the work will be in some respects lessened, and the dis- 

: ° d deductions made by him—and I regret that he is not charge of the district attorney's duties will be more pleasant under the sal- 

tions ane ill be th ustained b : ary than the fee system. Iam rer as to the viciousness of the latter 

present just at this time—wi more than sustain y ©xperl- | that, irrespective of the amount of the salary, Iam glad that Congress has 

ence in the administration of the new law. But whatever is in | changed it. Any system that puts a pecuniary premium upon convictions 


the womb of the future there is no man to determine, and there and a discount on acquittals is wrong. 


ono wane into a controversy about it. The data upon a this occasion to thank you very heartily for your kind interest in the 
8 ¢ 2 er. 

which this g has been done were largely derived from a Yours, very truly, JAMES M. BECK. 
careful statement by the Department of Justice, andin| Hon. Hevry H. Bincnam, : 

conference with them officers of long service in the Department House of Representativss, Washington, D. C. 


of Justice being at work with the subcommittee when that was Now, if there are no questions which gentlemen desire to sub- 
done. One thing is certain, we are about to pass into law a great | mit in connection with the conference report, I will yield to the 


and needed reform. gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.u], a member of the com- 
That brings me to ee which I can not allow to . The| mittee of conference. 


ggestions of the eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BinGHaM],| Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. ) s » gentle 
aiwaye so thought and kind, would make it appear to the House | question? ; mys cok the guetiemen e 
and countr this legislation was at the oon of the} Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 
chairman of the Committee on pg me (Mr. Cannon]. I} Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I did not understand from 
can not allow that to pass without in a nee it. The | the reading of the report, and Iask the gentleman now, how the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the last 


: ongress, | section relating to commissioners is left, compared with what it 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], I myself in a former Con- | was when first reported? E 


when upon the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman | Mr, BINGHAM. With reference to the going out of the present 
io Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], and many other members of the | commissioners, the date is changed from j une 30, 1896, 7 June 
Committee on Appropriations have again and again pointed out | 30, 1897, extending the time one year. The committee believed 
this evil, and when I came to the chairmanship of the Committee | jt was not fair to turn out this vast body, a thousand of the sub- 
on the Judiciary it was one of the first things to which I addressed | ordinate force of the Government, within a month after the pas- 
my attention, putting it into the hands of a strong subcommittee, | sage of the legislation. 
with Judge UPDEGRAFF as chairman and Judge Burton of Mis-| Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts, But otherwise it is the House 
souri and Judge CULBERSON of Texas as his associates. bill? 

Bills had been introduced, investigations were had, and work Mr. BINGHAM. Otherwise, save changes which the gentle- 
was being done before the sug, on came from the chairman of | men of the Judiciary Committees of the two Houses have accepted, 
the Committee on A ons [Mr. Cannon]. When he did | it is the bill of the House. Now, | yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
call attention to it, time referred to by my friend [Mr. | man from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.t]}. 

BuyveHaM], I happened to come upon the floor of the House and Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I agree largely with 
rose in my place and told him we were looking after that matter | the statement made by the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
in the Committee on the Judiciary. Suggestions for years have | sylvania {Mr. BiInGHaM] in regard to the work done upon the 
been prolific from the press and the people in regard to this mat- | legislative bill, and especially do I indorse what he said when he 


ter, and I — this House on having put its shoulder to | prophesied great good to the country in the saving of money and 
the wheel us to work this reform. I want above all to per- expense under this new reform in our judicial system. I do not 


sonally thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] | care to discuss that branch of the work, but to call the attention 
and nis associates on the subcommittee, the gentleman from Ten- | of the House especially to what is now known as the New Mexico 


on 
nessee [Mr. McCaLt], and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | amendment, offered by the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. 
Dockery], for their loyalty to the House in standing by this| Carron]. I only do so for the purpose of correcting a statement 


. tion and helping sustain the doctrine laid down, and | that has been made elsewhere, and in another forum, as to how 
kiving us, after long conference, substantially the bill by | that amendment became a part of this bill. 
to 


s 


tant ) It will be remem- 
I make this statement in justice to the House, in | bered that after this bill left the House it was said of it by a very 
my own committee, I deserving least of all and the | distinguished gentleman, in a discussion of this portion of the 
members of my subcommittee themost. And I also want to pub- | bill, that the New Mexico amendment was a political amendment 
licly ackno the valuable aid rendered the committee by the | and had been “‘ sneaked” into the bill. 
—— from Missouri [Mr. Tracey]. I deemed ittobemy}| Now, for the protection of the subcommittee and the House, 
uty to make these statements in connection with that made by | and myself lar } 


, because I had the honor of being in charge of 
my friend from Ivania [Mr. Binenam). the legislative bil when pending before the House, I wish to state 


. ALLEN of ppi. One question. Did not the Presi- | how that amendment came into the bill, to disabuse the minds of 
os the United States in his message call special attention to| gentlemen of the House and the country of the fact that we 
; **sneaked” a political amendment into the legislative appropria- 

bo ERSON. Iregret to say that I did not make a ne tion bill. Whatare the facts? When we reached Territories, and 
“a that, as my mind was made up anyhow; but the leader | that of New Mexico, the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Cat- 
on the Democratic side of the House is an authority on all these 3 offered an amendment, which finally became a portion of 


great questions. Behold the man! Laughter. the bill. To that amendment I reserved the point of order. That 
Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The President dia call attention | amendment proposed to change the time of holding the legislature 
Mtr BINGHAM ae 


messages to Congress. _ in New Mexico from the fourth Monday in December to the first 
HAM. The chairman of the Committee on the Ju- ao in May. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], 


(Mr. HenpERsON] well knows that { would not, either in | my colleague upon the subcommittee, one of the leaders of the 
th t or word, detract any of the active interest or efforts | Democratic side of the House, stated that he wished time to look 


= either of preceding Appropriation Committees or on | into this matter,and asked that that section be passed until we 
this of his own committee in their earnest labor to secure | had finished the bill, and that we could return toit. He asked that 
of the eae quoted, having it before me, the to give him an yg ham to examine the amendment. That 
ial perce of the ttee on Appropriations [Mr. CaN- | was ito, asthe RecorD shows. On the following day, when 
a connection with the tdeficiency bill. The language | he had time, as he says in his remarks, to consult with the Com- 
m een yen , that I thought it was fair to adorn | mittee on Territories, and having slept over — = this polit- 
with ical amendment that was ‘‘sneaked” into the bill, he stated, after 
& Aes that connection I have a letter from the district attor- | certain modifications had been made by him, that there was no 
my ted eastern district of Pennsylvania, Mr. James M. Beck, objection to it. Thereupon I withdrew my point of order. He 
about six weeks ago under the present Administration, renewed it for the purpose of making a statement, which appears 
for therefore jnst going into office, his predecessor having held | here in the RECoRD, and this is what he says: 
four years. t isso honorable and so worthy of : ; oe a 
the letter to the House, that | ¢oamendment offered on Saturday last by the gentleman from New Mex. 
form a part of the record of the proceedings in connection | ico (Mr. Catrox]. 


ese 
. 


i 
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' amendment was submitted to the minorit 
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Mr. McCaw. of Tennessee. Mr. Chair. when the committee rose on 
Jast Saturday it was with the understanding that to-day we should recur to 
the section relative to the Territory of New Mexico, for the con- 
sidering the amendment offered by the Delegate from that Territory. The 

t of order which I then reserved I now w w. 

Mr. Dockxzry. I desire to renew the point of order as to a part of the 
amenimenat. After consultation with the minority members of the Commit- 
tes on Territories, I makea point of order upon all of this amendment except 
the first and last paragraphs. 

After the gentleman from Missouri that amendment, 
as I have shown, it was agreed to. at was done after he had 
consulted with the minority of the Committee on Territories, who 
were Democrats. This amendment, which is denounced in other 
quarters as a political amendment, ‘‘ sneaked ” into the bill, came 
into it in the light of day, after ample investigation by one of the 
leading Democratic members on the floor, and after consultation 
with his Democratic colleagues of the minority of the Committee 
on Territories. They found no fault with it, and allowed it to 
come into the bill. I felt that I ought to make that statement, in 
justice to the Republican members of the subcommittee and the 

publican members of the House, that the country may know 
that the gentleman who has largely based his opposition to this 
bill upon that question in another place, and denounced it as a 
“sneak,” has to thank the minority, the Democratic members of 
this House and the Democratic embers of the subcommittee, for 
agreeing that it should become a part of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I differ from my colleague in 
one respect. 1 donot think the country is very much agitated in 
respect to the history of this amendment. The gentleman from 
Tennessee has substantially stated the facts in relation to the 
matter. It was not “ sneaked in.” Of course if we were again at 
the starting point I shouid insist upon the point of order, and the 
amendment would have no standing in bill. I do not pro- 
pose to plead the ‘‘ baby act,” however, here or elsewhere. That 
members of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and while we thought for a time that it was 
political, it a to be so ‘‘ innocent” that it was allowed to 
go into the bill. I could not say as much for it now; but I can 
not say that anyone misrepresented that amendment. No one on 
this floor did misrepresent it. It seemed to be a very “ innocent” 
affair after the paragraph to which I objected was stricken out. 
Tt w ps, not as “innocent” as it seemed to be; but the 
fault, if any, was my own and the minority of the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. De ARmMonp]. 

OND. I quite agree, Mr. , with what has 
been said about the importance of the i i 


sati i 
—— may be found can be easily corrected. 
re has been a great deal said, Mr. i 


riations and revenues. has been muc 

, in this House and in the other, as to i 
revenues of the Government to meet the i 
ernment. 

Now, there are two ways in which the Go 
ize these matters. By either any 
exist or that may arise in the 
diture 


correctly, to preserve it just as neatly, without burdening the 
Gat with relief to them. - 
ble, with the huge 


le, 

Toes, th denn cenes te Gunthan te uite 
eee expenditures, po seg ete 
u ping ou i 
of the income, we would naturally, I think, be 


other end of the bu . 
the increase of expendi 
os Renate. A tue eee clerks Se ct ee ae 
ore have receiv d year are now paid 
a. et oamnher of coimmitec clon of the Senate who eae 
,440 per year are now year. 
Soo, the member of ecaptoyou of ‘the a lesen te 


I think that if our brethren at the other end of the Capito) ha 
wrestled very earnestly with this branch of the question of bri, 
ing the expenditures and the income of the abaieesent to a 
** parity” (to use a very much-abused word) ema not have 
gone into the business of increasing the num or pay of em. 
ployees of their own not What reason is there why each «5 
these clerks of individual Senators should be paid $1,500 per yo; 
instead of $1,200 per year? Is it because in the past years {)y 
have been underpaid? No. Or is it because their employers .,; 
eae ieee. f a to ~abaee thei mane or longer or 

of work, or to e ir present employees f, 
others more costly and more efficient? No. ay . 

The same questions arise with reference to the committee cler|:.. 
Fourteen hundred and forty dollars per year is a tolerably 1i|,.-,) 
compensation for an a Senate committee clerk. Why rais. 
it $360 per year, making it $1,800? It is certainly not done in ¢),,, 
interest of the general public. is certainly not done becays, 
there is an for doing it. With equal certainty it ;, 

that these ao poe who enjoy the favor 6f the 

them, receive a amount of com- 

pensation than they have heretofore received, without doing m0 ;. 
work, and without any public necessity for increase. 

This ‘‘contingent fund” idea has been y enlarged and 

of late. Formerly a contingent d was understood 

t extraordinary fund, for p which could 

¢ specified in advance, which not well be pro- 
vided for, item byitem. Such funds ordinarily, when they are ¢on- 
small funds. The idea, however, 

that each branch of Congress 

t fund as its members 

equa cugih ts bapetlapsiaethiin ties 63 ecco 
con such expendi- 
tures as its members may see fit to make. So it is said: We do 
not care about controlling your contingent fund; why should you 
control ours? Let us con our expenditures and you control 


yours, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that sounds very well, if we do not stop to 
A But who con- 
come out of the 
’s money, gath- 
proposition of the 
large as you please and 
make our contingent fund 
with it.” In other 
as we please from 
to you same privilege.” 
grown wag wr oo 
grown this particular 
The Senators, as 
to control our 
y legislative 
them? We 
I think you 
e House the 
clerks during 
that proceeding. 
and have been here- 
unnecessary expend- 
, because it is made 
amounts to this House lezis- 
who chooses to take the sum 
a considerable sum of moncy 
tor which he to serve his con- 
ane = —— in 
out contingent on all sorts 
growing. This tendency to allow each 
isconstantly growing. And 
expenditures larger than they 
not been eeetans efforts 

in 


which consists in keeping 
is not a matter of 
be increased. The 
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it is a misnomer, however—may be met either by 
: Gach aot) amount of receipts or by decreasing the volume of 
— iations, so as to keep the expenditures within the income. 
te ecoms to me that the latter is the safer and better way. Itisa 
-ay to afford relief to the people. It is a way to cut off extrava- 
oa appropriations. It is a method of reform which carries the 
e*rormation to those who most need it. Meanwhile, even if these 
expenditures ought to be made, if they are necessary and not un- 
seneaeatys as I believe, and if for the time being the revenues of 
the Government are insufficient to meet them, there is, it seems to 
me, no reason for keeping piled up in the Treasury large sums of 
money uired by the unnecessary and, I think, the vicious sale 
of ¥ is while the peopleareovertaxed and burdened, and looking 
in all directions for relief and ready to try almost any expedient 
inthe hope of securing it, and thus far finding their troubles mul- 
tiply rather than grow less. 
Mr. BING . Lyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee | Mr. McMILurn}. , : ; 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. aker, I did not wish that what I said 
a few moments age hou be taken—and it would not be taken 
by anyone here w knows my action in this House—as implying 
opposition to the efforts we are making here to check expenditures 
and to change the method of the administration of justice in the 
Federal courts. It is known to gentlemen around me that I 
favored that measure and still favor it. What I desired to call 
attention to, and all I desired to bring to the attention of the 
House by my question of the gentleman [Mr. BinaHam] was that 
the item of $750,000 which it is claimed will be saved by doing 
away with frivolous prosecutions is an amount which it would be 
impossible to reach by any ing based upon actual facts. Sec- 
ondly, I expressed a fear, which I entertain yet, that the seeming 
saving in marshals’ fees would probably be more apparent than 
real by reason of the fact that we have changed the compensation 
that may be given to marshals as mileage, so that our mileage ac- 
count may overbalance the saving expected from the reform which 
we have in the other direction. 
But this work isimportant. There has been hardship for years 
past in the method in which ee peace have been insti- 
tuted and carried on in our courts. On that subject I 
think this House has acted none too soon; and if in any respect 
we have made an error, we may be able to correct it later. I 
will ask permission to te in my remarks, without taking 
the time to read it, an extract from President Cleveland’s mes- 
, giving the President’s recommendations to Congress on this 
subject. It will be seen that we are but following his recommen- 
dation. 


dicated. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem). [Laughter.] 

Mr. Mc . Then as this is important, and therefore I 
do not like to be foiled in such a matter by a single objection, I 
will ask the Clerk to read the passage to which I desired to call 
attention in my time. 

EAKER. The gentleman objecting has a right to hear 


I can not too heartily indorse the 


aes tion that the fee system as appli- 


of United tes scanrs, marshals, clerks of 

States commissioners be abolished with as 
It is clearly in the interest of the community that 
or ie a—_.oe be as small and as 


In my first message to Congress, dated December 8, 1885, I strongiy recom- 
mended these referred somewhat at length to the e of the 
business of the Federal courts 
eeeeepeaty Spatessed. The number of 
circuit district courts of the United 
was 3,808, of which 1,884 were for violations 





! 


the the number of such 
the Ist day of of which re for violations of th 
internal- “ee yok of the United ‘States euthustve 


8 courts, 
th Yoeending Sey, $k July 1, 1885, was $2,874,783.11, and for 
Its the reasons given in 1885 fora 
gained 


hange in the 
the Federal elie have -eogunay and 
clear 


recollection of the recommen- 
read; but I wish to ask the gentle- 
in that recommendation was not sent 
at the second session of the Fifty-third Congress? 


in 
Me 
Bh 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Itis embraced in the President's annual mes- 
sage of December 4, 1893. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was the second session of the Fifty- 
third Congress. I merely wanted that fact to appear as part of 
the record. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to say one word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield, of course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply desire to say that in my judgment 
the replacement of the fee system by fixed compensation for mar- 


shals and attorneys, together with the revision of the fees of com- 
missioners and the abrogation of their life tenure, will, in my 
opinion, effect a great reform in the administration of justice. — 
Something has been said as to the credit due for the reforms that 
have already been effected and those to be effected if this confer- 


ence report is agreed to. 

All of the gentlemen already mentioned are fully entitled to the 
distinction of assisting in effecting these very important reforms. 
The Attorney-General, the Judiciary Committee, one and all, 
have labored faithfully and zealously, and also the Committee on 
Appropriations, as well as other gentlemen not connected with 
either committee, notably my colleague from Missouri [Mr. 
TRACEY]. I notice, however, that some gentlemen have not been 
mentioned in connection with these reforms who are entitled to 
special distinction. I refer to the gentleman from Ilinois { Mr. 
CONNOLLY] and my colleague from Missouri {Mr. De ArMoNnD]. 
I think this much should be said in their honor and supplementary 
of the just tributes already paid to other members of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Arkansas wants a few 
minutes, and I yield to him. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I indorse the principle embodied in 
this legislation of changing from the fee to the salary system, and 
advocated it not only on the floor of the House when the matter 
was under discussion but have favored it for years past; but I do 
not indorse the large salaries and some other provisions in the 
bill. I shall not now undertake to criticise the provisions of the 
bill. I did that when the matter was pending before the House 
for our consideration. But, Mr. Speaker, let it not be understood 
as admitted that the measure is by any means a perfect one. It 
is to be hoped, however, that it will result in some good. 

I have taken the floor at this time for the purpose of express- 
ing my opinion and belief that the bill will not result in the 
saving of any money to the National Treasury. If it does it will 
be because of the very great reduction in the number of criminal 
prosecutions under it. It is to be hoped that such will be the 
result. That hope certainly induced many members on this side 
of the House as well as on the other to support it. If the num- 
ber of criminal prosecutions is not reduced the aggregate sum 
required to administer the Department of Justice will largely 
increase, because the salaries, many of them, carried by the new 
law are larger than they were before. The number of deputies 
provided for is indefinite and is left solely in the discretion of the 
Attorney-General and the judge. Sono man can tell with accu- 
racy what will be the relative cost unless he can know in advance 
what will be the action of the gentleman who presides over the 
Department of Justice in the matter of allowing deputies to dis 
trict attorneys and marshals. I do not believe we will save any 
money with the bill in its present shape, but we will remove the 
temptation from marshals and attorneys to engage in the con- 
temptible practice of ‘‘ working up business” and will relieve the 
people from many frivolous, groundless, and vexatious prosecu- 
tions. 

While the bill is better than no bill, yet there are many amend- 
ments or modifications that ought to be adopted before this bill 
passes. I hope we will be able in the course of a short time, in 
the light of experience, to take the step I attempted to point out 
when the bill was under consideration. If some changes are not 
made in the provisions you are about to adopt, you will find that 
the commissioners and deputy marshals will give you just about 
as much trouble on the question of expense as you had before. I 
fear that while you have stopped one leak yon have made another 
almost as dangerous. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, there having been fair and 
ample debate on this subject, I now move the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I rose to raise the question of no 

uorum. 

Mr. BINGHAM and others. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not too late. The gen- 
tleman is entitled to make the point if he rose, as he states, for 
that purpose. 

The SPEAKER, having counted the House, announced the pres- 
ence of 186 members—more than a quorum. 

So the report was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


VETO MESSAGE—FEES OF OFFICIALS, PUBLIC LAND OFFICES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I herewith return, without approval, House bill No. 4804, entitled “An act to 
amend subdivision 10 of section 2288 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


The subdivision of the section of the law proposed to be amended by this 
bill has reference to the fees allowed receivers and registers at public land 
. This subdivision now reads as follows: 
Tenth. Registers and receivers are allowed panty at the rate of li cents 
bg hundred words, for testimony reduced by them to writing for claimants, 
establishing preemption and homestead rights.” 

The bill under consideration so amends this subdivision that in the first 
clause a cummenentien of 10 cents per hundred words is allowed to the regis- 
ters and receivers for reducing to writing the testimony of claimants “in all 
cases,” instead of 15 cents per hundred words for reducing to testi- 
mony “in establishing preemption and homestead rights,” as provided in the 


oO) w. 
Whether this reduction of fees preserves an adequate and just compensa- 
tion to the offices affected I suppose has been duly considered by the Con- 


The bill, however, after providing for this change in compensation, con- 
tains the following words: “And in all cases where they (the registers and 
receivers) can secure a competent person to reduce imony to writing 
fore sum less per folio than the sum herein prescribed, it shall be their duty 

oO 80. ” 

By the addition of these words the bill seems togive certain fees by way of 
official compensation to the officers named for ce services to be performed 
by them, and at the same time to provide that if they can secure other per- 
sons to re these services for a less sum the amountallowed 
to them, they shall forego their fees in favor of such a pooens. 

It is very important that the fees and perquisites public officers should 
be definitely and clearly fixed,so that the official may know precisely the 
pew of his lawful compensa and the people be from extortion 


tion. 
A ic officer ought not to be e to search very industriously for 
9 pereon to underbid him for ctacial eure: and if such ‘a pereen a 
7 temptation to combination and conspiracy would in many cases to 


a 5 

It will be observed that the officers are not given, by this amendment, the 
option to do this work themselves at 10 cents per folio, or secure a competent 
person to do itat aless rate; nor, if they desire, are they allowed to compete 
with those willing to accept a less compensation. They may charge a fixed 
rate for the service if performed by them, but in any event, if they can pro- 
cure another party to pertoem the services for a less sum, they must do so. 

Iam convinced % bill in its present form, perhaps through unfortu- 
nate phraseology, if it became a law, would lead to confusion and uncer- 
tainty, and would invite practices against which the public service ought to 
carefully 


be guarded. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 23, 1896. 


Mr. LACEY. I move to refer the message to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 
The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
— on the Indian appropriation bill. 
rt was read at length. [For text of the conference re- 
nate proceedings of Thursday, May 21, 1896. ] 
= statement of the conferees on the part of the House was read, 
as follows: 


Statement to accompany conference report No. 3 on Indian appropriation bill. 


Senate amendment 33 is agreed to with an amendment. As passed by the 
Senate it provided for an appropriation of $5,000 to purchase seed and for 
subsistence of the Ponca In The committee being informed that seed 
for this ‘s panes: had already been furnished these Indians on credit, 
the wi of the a 2 ¢ so as to make the appropriation 

erefor. 

, 48, 49, and 51 are consolidated in one amendment, 
of the Interior is authorized to appoint a com- 
three pao, not more than two of whom shall be of 
the poli and not more than one of whom shall be resident 
of any State, to pepereeens provided for by all of said amend- 
ments, and a; oer or the purpose of paying expense thereof. 

This reduces the a ion $14,000. 

Amendment 42, providing for determining and locating the boundary line 
of the Klamath rvation, is accepted, amended to provide that two of the 
fo th soe tore were Sieooeae un ate a 
‘or the employment of as a ey, at a compensa ,000, to care 
for iuaeveute of the Mission Indians in California. 

The Senate recedes from amendment 56. 

Amendment 68 is agreed to with an amendment. This is the recast 
tion for day and industrial schools. The bill as it came to us from the Senate 
increased the appropriation $2,000,000, This was an error, the intention 
to increase the amount two hundred thousand. As agreed to, the amoun 

1 ropriation for lease, and repair of 
ool sites $100,000. This amendment is 


riating $50,300 to increase the capacity of the school 


, it appearing that the present accommodations are 


000, 
‘ ent 71 increases the a: 
building 


school and purchase 


to. 

Amendment 76, app 
at Flandreau, is agreed 
wholly inadequate. 

Amendments 77 and 78 are both agreed to, with amendments providing the 
eerie nt eae be eek Ot teceeeekae ey GRAaE tees emateneintion foe the Gh 

mendmen an n on for the Sho- 

shone Reservation school, is io 

Amendment ‘4, none that the Secre of the Interior is hereby di- 
rected to issue a patent in fee to Benjamin J. y for all the land hereto- 
fore allotted to him in the Territory of Oklahoma, asa citizen Pottawa 


and all restricti t 
and is hereby removed, is agreet sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said 


agreed to. 
Amendments 83, 84, and 8 are amended in phraseology, not in amount of 
appropriation, and with a provision that Tedien children ‘shall not be taken 


May 23, 


from school in one State or Territory to another against their will or tho 
sent of their parents. 

Indians Gor providing fet tive Siepocition ot Che Oboes Beto Settler’ 
¢ 2 ‘or e iatare 
@ and'70, the : sectarian mee ot money; and 


-schools provision, no agreeme . 
‘as to them a further conference is desired. mt has been 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this report is not a final rey, 
as is shown by the statement. It covers all questions in the hit 
except the question of the continuance of the Dawes Commissj,, 
the bution of the Cherokee Outlet money, the payment of the 
so-called Old Settlers’ claims, and the question of the support of 
“ this rie ad ted, Mr. S it is i 

re opted, Mr. Speaker, my intention there. 
after to ask the House for instructions in reference to the question 
of sectarian schools, about which the conferees have been una}le 


to agree. 

aa, eee. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What has been done with the proposition for 
the distribution of lands in severalty among the civilized tri}es? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nothing has been done in this bill. There 
was no provision in reference to that in the bill as it passed the 
House or as it came to us from the Senate. That question is coy. 
ered by a separate bill, which has been favorably reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; but it is not in this bill, ang 
could not come up except upon the question of the continuance of 
the Dawes on, I imagine. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs one question. Does ha 

ropose to ask for instructions as to the distribution of the funds 
or the Old Settlers? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not propose to ask for instructions, but 
we are perfectly willing to be instructed by the House on that 
question, if the House so desires. The intention simply was to 
ask for instructions in reference to sectarian schools. That of 
course we should not do until after this report is adopted, because 
that matter is not covered by this report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If report is ted, then, when the 
—- comes up on the matter of ons, will debate be 

Mr.SHERMAN. We shall have to dispose of that matter when 
that question arises. It can not be determined now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make that t for the reason that I 
should like to express some views on t matter. I should like 
to do it now, if debate is not going to be allowed when the matter 


© Mr. SHER 

Mr. MAN. That is not covered by this report. I think 
it is a matter we shall have to take care of when we reach it and 
not now. I move, Mr. Speaker, that this se be adopted, and 
S the matters not covered by it be the subject of further con- 

erence. 

Mr. McRAE. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if 
the amendment No. 57 is included in the agreement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Amendment No. 57 was included in a former 
rt which has been by the House. 
The SP . The question is on agreeing to the conference 


rhe ce was to. 


conference report 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, in reference to the other matters, the 
House insist on its t, and that a further conference 
be ordered. Pending t, I move that the House conferees be 
directed to recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend- 

ments 69 and 70, and accept the same. 
That, Mr. 8 , is the question of the sectarian schools, and 
I desire to ain that matter briefly to the House. In the first 
lace, the as it came from the committee to the House, as the 
will recollect, contained the declaration that it was the pur- 
pose of the Government at the earliest moment to dis- 
pense with sectarian schools, and ded that the Secretary 
should not contract during the next to an extent larger 
than 60 per cent of the amount con for in the last fiscal 


year. tion was stricken out by the House, and in liew 
pie this proposition: 


that no money 
Ad ss mei desea that i pli ot Sa tS 


herein a sectarian ° 
Secre’ of the Interior is charged with the duty of so using and « 
ministering sald appropriation as to gut said object, and he is hereby 
au and required to make peedfal rules tions necessary 
to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in sectarian s:hoo. 
That section the Senate has stricken out, and in lieu thereof has 
inserted the following: 
And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to 
eno appropriation whatever for 


con- 


conference 


make of Indian children in 


any just as soon it is possible for provision to be made 
qreto. | fay hse education Otherwise: ond the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 


a ones Ps — id. ornate at the earliest racticable 

= tracts iy, i Pr contract Sas bere cue of In- 
con That Secretary 

dian pupils during fiscal year 1897, but only make such contracts at 















nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian chil- 
tacee ee an amount not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount so used for 
895. 


the fiscal year 


r. Speaker, it appears that whichever section is 

oo 8 eovemmant declares it to be its settled policy that 
on Pill not maintain sectarian schools any longer than is abso- 
jutely necessary. By the bill as it passed the House the proposi- 
tion was to stop short now. By the Senate amendment the 
roposition is to cut off sectarian schools, not in a moment, but 
Pe e end of two years, allowing the Secretary or the Commis- 
sioner in the meantime an opportunity to provide means for the 
education of these children in place of the sectarian schools 
which are done away with. Inmy judgment this is wise. In all 
fairness, if we are to do away with these schools, let us do so 
adaally, so that other provision may be made for the education 
ee the children, and that those persons, whether religious bodies 
or individuals, who have invested in these schools may withdraw 
with the least loss from a legitimate business in which they 


faith and with philanthropic purpose. 
“ey DASE. Ww ew ¥ 


Mr. MO: ill the gentleman from N ork permit me 
to ask him a aw 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. MORSE. Does the gentleman think the present Congress, 
either House or Senate, can bind its successors to any policy such 
as he has indicated? Will not they be a law unto themselves? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course, there is no question about that. 
We can not enact anything that future Congresses can not undo. 

Mr. MORSE. So that, as it stands, it will be a mere sentiment 
or expression of opinion on the part of the present Congress, and 
nothing to bind our successors. 

Mr. § . Thatis true, of course. Yet let me say that 
the last , in the Indian appropriation bill, declared that 
it was the policy of the Government to do away with these schools 
at the earliest practicablemoment; and the Commissioner or Secre- 
tary stating that this could be properly done in four or five years, 
a reduction of 20 per cent in the amount expended in this branch 
of educational work among the Indians was provided in last 
year’s bill. The Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, ac- 
cepting that declared —* of the Government, as stated in the 
last Indian appropriation bill, reported a bill to this House fol- 
lowing it out to the letter; and I have no doubt that if either sec- 
tion is accepted here, in the future the action of the committee 
would be the same. Of course there is no question of the absolute 
right of a future Congress to do as it pleases. About that the 
gentleman and I will not differ. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a mo- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to yield the floor. I want to 
move the ous question. 

Mr. TIS of Kansas. Then I will make a 


an bate liamentary in- 


per motion to make at this time that the 
ouse insist on its t and ask for a further conference, 
instead of the motion that has been made to agree? 

The SPEAKER, The motion to concur has precedence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. er, I take it it is a question of 
which side votes ‘‘ yea” and which side ‘‘ nay.” 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. The Chairunderstood the gen- 
tleman from New York to say that he moved to insist on the dis- 
agreement, and then to move to instruct the conferees to 
care. The Chair that is not the usual proceeding; and 

t it should be a motion to bring before the House the question 
of in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. . Lintended, pending my motion to disagree, 
to move that the House conferees be instructed to recede from the 
disagreement to the Senate amendments numbered 69 and 70, and 


same. 

The SPEAKER. It would seem as if that should be determined 
the House itself on a motion to concur in the Senate amend- 
To which motion could be made by the gentleman from New 


Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, Mr. Speaker; let it be that way. 
It seems to be a matter of no consequence which way the motion 
is put. I made the motion in conformity with my individual 
» but if the other is the better ementary procedure I am 

ey wane to make the motion that way. I understood that 
Was the purpose of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CurTIs] to 
move an amendment in that form. 

SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 


take _— of the other, even if the other motion had 


of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I understand the rule to 
to insist has precedence. 
I did not desire to make the motion in that 
nst it, and I did not wish to sub- 
Ishould vote. If the gentleman from 
I do not see why it does not attain the 


PE 


a4 


EPrekex!: 
ie 
g E 
Hi 


o 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5645 


Mr. McRAE. Can not the gentleman from New York attain 
the same object by withholding his motion to recede until after 
the other motion is passed upon? Or, if he does not desire to 





take that course, let the gentleman from Kansas move to insist. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


insist and ask for a further conference upon amendments 69 and 70. 


_Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I wish at the proper 
time to present a resolution instructing the House conferees to 


insist on the House disagreement to the specific amendment num- 


bered 69. I will send up the resolution and have it read for in- 
formation. I think this resolution will put the matter in a form 
so as to be easily understood and passed upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the gentleman's resolution be 
read; andif it makes the matter any clearer to the House, the 
vote might be taken in that way. 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Harner of Nebraska was read 
for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House conferees on House bill 6249, “A bill making ap- 
propriation for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department,” 


etc., be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon the following provision 
in said bill as it peased this House, to wit: 
ereby 


(69) And it is declared that it is the intention of this act that no 
| berein fore shall be paid for education in sectarian schools; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby charged with the duty of so using 
and administering said appropriation as to carry out said object: and he is 


hereby authorized and required to make all needful rules and regulations 
necessary to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in sec- 
tarian schools. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman from New York 
will observe that I have set out in the resolution the exact lan- 
guage of the provision in the House bill. It will, therefore, be 
easily and clearly understood; and if he will allow me, unless he 
desires debate, I will move the previous question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point that the resolution of 
the gentleman from Nebraska is not in order at thistime. A con- 
ference report is before the House, and no resolution such as the 
gentleman offers is in order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have not offered it yet. 
simply been read for information. 

eSPEAKER. Thereisnoconference report before the House. 

That has been accepted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is, I understand, a conference re- 
port on the matter under discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for action by the 
House on a motion for another conference, and the question is as 
to the way in which the result shall be arrived at. A motion to 
recede and concar would take precedence of the other motion, but 
as the vote one way or the other will be just as effective, the Chair 
supposes that can be easily arranged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot see, Mr. Speaker, why we should not 
take the vote on my motion rather than upon the resolution of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. The one is simply the reverse of 
the other. 

The SPEAKER. After the vote is taken a proposition for in- 
structions can be received. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer the resolution which has 
just been read, and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the orderly 
method would be to have a vote on the question of receding or 
concurring, and when that is decided, then, if instructions to the 
conferees are found necessary, a proposition for instructions can 
be offered and acted upon. That is the regular way of proceeding, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AsI understand the statement of the Chair, 
my motion is first to be voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede and concur is the one 
to be first voted on. 

Mr SHERMAN. On that I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
recede from its disagreement and concur in Senate amendments 
numbered 69 and 70. If no separate vote be called for, the ques- 
tion will be put on both amendments together. 

The question being put, it was (on a division called for by Mr. 
SHERMAN) decided in the negative—ayes 34, noes 99. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I now move the adoption of the 
resolution which was read a moment ago, and on that I demand 
the previous question. 

r. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 

Nebraska to give way for a few moments, that I may say some- 
thing on this question. It seems to me unfair that after other 
reports, dealing with minor matters, have been discussed all day, 
a matter involving a great issue like this should be put through 
without debate. 


It has 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks the pre- 
= uestion. 

t. PITZGERALD. I appeal in all decency and fairness for 
the right of debate. This question has not been fairly met and 
properly discussed. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of ordering the pre- 
vious ee. 
ITZGERALD. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is. 


stand, my colleague 


RECORD? 


[Mr. FitzGERALD] was promised 
to speak on this proposition. Is it in order now to ask 
consent that he have permission to print his remarks in ¢} 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be a ; 
precedent to submit wy a request after the roll call has hee 


— The Clerk 


will proceed with the call of the roll. 


uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 2 22, 


wig 


The —- was put on ordering the previous question; and it A 


was or 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
he FITZGERALD. Is there no debate allowed on this ques- 
tion? 
The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. The whole question 
has been debated and passed upon once or twice by the House. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. If the Chair will pardon me, I do not think | Bell 
the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Nebraska has | B@sham, 


ever been debated. 


ein SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that no debate isin order on ae 


pro 
OM FITZGERALD, I doubt the vote on the question of order- 


The SPEAKER. It is too late to call for a division. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call for the pene and nays. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to do that, because the result 
was announced by the -—“ and soars uestion has arisen. 

Mr. FITZ GERALD. Mr. Speaker, do eee that the 
question has been put to the House and 

The SPEAKER. The question was put to the House, and de- 
cided in the affirmative 

Mr. FITZGERALD. When I doubt the vote upon the previous 
question, can not my point be entertained after the vote is an- 

nounced the Speaker? 


The SP. Not after the transaction of other business; 
a NSER A Tana ees oto futon 
r ap in e ent 
of the House. I was interrupted b: tlemen poate about 
- — making suggestions, and I not hear the announcement 
at the time. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to entertain 


8 a previous question, and call for a division. [Cries of ‘Too |} Bu 


the gentleman’s point; but the matter has been disposed of. He | Clark 


did not even rise at the time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wantan ty to speak upon this 
a ne ty which been denied me on this 

I think is unfair; and I enter my protest 

in behalf of the ph sg of my 
the organs to voice their sentiments in fair 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think I am always in order when I am 
undertaking to voice the principles of the people whom I repre- 


sent. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of the en wma Wie A. oe rks eeaditn wen pene The 
Oe en 

ERALD. a 


taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 25. 
Thi question being again I demand the yeas and nm 
The SPEAKER. Tho pentionan from Siamesk 


the sees and iaaye. im ce ; 
The nays were ordered, 31 voting vor thereof— 
sofia one-fifth of the last vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll 
Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. Speaker, we should like to understand 
OE CSPEAKER. tthe be bjection, the Clerk will again 
ere be no o 
read the resolution the 


olution. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the 
mistaken. The The Clon will of ae og is “the 
the Interior.” The 
Mr. McCULLOCH. — 
The SPEAKER. For wi purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. McCULLOCH,. I want he cg resolution. As 
I understood the ine es <a of ‘‘ the sectarian ” 
The SPEAKER has just stated, the resol 
does not contain that language. 
Mr. MORSE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. As I under- 


trict, because I have been denied A 
discussion. 


NOT VOTING—179. 


Dockery, 
Dolliver’ 


Ellett, Va. 


Mr. Joy with Mr. Cowen, 


rn 


Linney, 
Lin 


patevse. 


Leight 


Y> 


“present” 12, not voting 167; as follows: 


YEAS—1éM. 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 

Lacey, 


Ghuford, 
mpkin 
Skinner” 
Smith, Tl. 
Southard. 
Spalding, 


Spencer, 
§ 


Underwood, 
Van Horn, 
Van Voorhis, 
arner, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ohio 
Williams, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Wood. 


Robinson, Pa 
Royse, 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shaw, 
Smith, Mich. 

over, 

rEg, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 


Walker, Mass, 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Waneger, 
Watson, Ind. 
— 


oh 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Woodard, 


Ww 
Woomer, 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 





s0me time 
unanimous 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5647 





with Mr. Tcornugr of Georgia. 
Mr. a nxLEJOBN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 


cEy with Mr. SaYERs. 
Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DinsMoRE. 


’ Mier of West Virginia with Mr. Wooparp. 
ur Hu.ick with Mr, Price. 
Mr. Kuup with Mr. Rusk. 


r. APSLEY with Mr. MILEs, 
Corrin with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. WituiaM A. Stone with Mr. BLack of Georgia. 
Mr. Huw with Mr, OGDEN. 
Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 
Mr. Apams with Mr. McLaurin. 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. Jongs. 
Mr. SNOVER with Mr. Mappox. 
Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. MozLey with Mr. Mosrs. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. Livinaston, 
Mr. CorLiss with Mr. Downine. 
Mr. FowLer with Mr. BaRTLETT of Georgia. 
Mr. Rosinson of anevee with Mr. McMILLIN, 
Mr. —— with Mr. 
or v ° . 
Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 
Mr. FarrcaiLp with Mr. Meyer. 
Mr. Bive with Mr. Cos. 
Mr. DoLiaveR with Mr. KENDALL. 
Mr. GriswoLp with Mr. ErpMan. 
Mr. Movxor of Wisconsin with Mr. TUCKER. 
Mr. Towne with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. PickLeR with Mr. Swanson. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. Harr, 
Mr. UppeGrarr with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Mr. HeaTWOLeE with Mr, HuTcHESON. 


with Mr. CULBERSON. 
, my colleague, General NEILL, is 
present, he would vote “aye” on this 


CEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice that I am mentioned as 
with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers]. The 
intention was that this pair should begin after to-day. 


Mr. DOCKERY. In respect to that pair, Mr. Speaker, let me 
say that the gentleman from Texas, now absent on a conference 


sent me word to pair him; and upon inquiry of the 
gentleman in of the pairs I was informed that Mr. Say- 
ERS was paired the gentleman from Missouri {[ Mr. Tracey], 
pp ede my me the matter, supposing that it was 
A or 

e SP. The Chair will cause the correction to be 


Mr. TRACEY. Well,let the matter stand as it is. I wish to 
state, Mr. Speaker, that if Mr. Savers were a and voting, 
I should have voted “aye.” I therefore withdraw my vote, hav- 

voted in the affirmative. 
e, Mr. Dinsmorg, is 


r. LITTLE. Mr. nee my colleagu 
unavoidably absent. If present, would vote ‘‘aye.” 
JENKINS. a colleague, Mr. Barney, is necessarily 


absent. If ‘would vote “aye.” 
The SPEAKER.” On this question the yeas are 154, nays 22; 


gentlemen are present and not voting: 
Upprerarr, Mr. Carcuines, Mr. Tracey, Mr. 
Mr. Kye, Mr. GamB_e, Mr. Fowxer, 


it. 
been recorded as present and not voting). 
at the time my name was called. to 
with Mr. Copsp—— 


The SPEAKER, But the gentleman was present since the 
was put to the House. ” 

After the second roll call. 

The gentleman is entitled to a vote if he de- 


: 


: 
i 
i 


EEEI? 
Ee 
wil 

F 

Z 

: 

: 

5 

? 


i 
i 


show that fact. The gen- 
having been withdrawn. 
, that at the re- 


re 
i 
HI 
rie 


quest of Mr. Barney I paired with him, which accounts for my 
not voting on this proposition, although I was present. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ScRANTON], but desire to be recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wil! be so recorded. 

On this question the yeas are 154, nays 22, and a sufficient num- 
ber of gentlemen being present and not voting to constitute a 
quorum, the ayes have it, and the instructions are agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House now insist on its dis- 
agreement to the other amendments and ask a further confer- 
ence thereon. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have conferred with the 
chairman of the committee and desire to have specific instructions 
given for one amendment. Will the chairman yield to me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs moves to insist upon the other disagreements. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct; and order a further confer- 
ence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to move, Mr. Speaker, 
that the House conferees be especially instructed to insist on their 
disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 64. 

The SPEAKER. Willthe gentleman put his motion in writing? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have not the amendment 
here. I ask the Clerk to report Senate amendment numbered 64. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the following persons, and not to their assignees, imme- 
diately upon the passage of this act, out of the balance remaining of the 
35 per cent reserved for payment of legal services rendered and expenses 
incurred, under contracts entered into by the Old Settlers or Western Che 
okee Indians through their authorized commissioners, in the prosecution of 
their claim appropriated for by act of Congress approved August 23, 1A04 
(28 Stat. L., page 451), entitled “An act making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1804, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes,’’ namely: 

To William 8. Peabody, $29,000. 

To Charles A. Webb, administrator of the estate of C. M. McLoud, $5,050. 
so Erwin, administrator of the estate of Marcus Erwin, deceased, 

050. 

To Theodore H. N. McPherson, $5,050. 

To Mary E. Carey, executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, deceased, 

000. 

To John A. Sibbald, $1,000. 

To Samuel W. Peel, $5,000. 

To Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones, $7,003.86. 

To David A. McKnight, $1,000. 

To C. M. Carter, $3535. 

To Belva A. Lockwood, $1,000. 

To Joel L. Baugh, $5,000. 

To Stephen W. Parker, $5,000. 

To Joel M. Bryan, the remainder of said sum of money after paying the 
foregoing specific sums, be the same more or less: Provided, That every per- 
son receiving the sums herein stated shall receipt in full for all claims upon 
the aforesaid fund. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall only oc- 
cupy a few minutes stating my reasons for the motion. 

n the general deficiency act of 1894, chapter 307, passed on the 
23d of August, an appropriation was made under judgments of 
the Court of Claims amounting to some $803,000 to the Old Set- 
tlers or Western Cherokee Indians, by their commissioners, nam- 
ing the three commissioners; and it was provided that the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs should reserve only such sum as should 
be necessary to pay the necessary expenses and the claims for 
legal services rendered. The wording of the act is: 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is directed to withhold from distribu- 
tion among said Indians only so much of that part of the said judgment set 

etc., as is necessary for him to pay the expenses and for legal sery- 
ices justly and equitably payable on account of such prosecution. 

Now, you must bear in mind that these Indians are not a body 
politic or a body incorporate, and so they are peculiarly subject 
to our jurisdiction as our wards. This sum so provided for in 
the general deficiency act of 1894 was paid over; that is, the sum 
of $803,000, and of that sum about 35 per cent was set apart to meet 
these claims, amounting to $280,000 in round numbers. The sum 
of $193,000, or 25 per cent, has been already paid over by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Now, the Senate, by this amendment, proposes to come in and 

i of the balance, some $86,000. It is conceded by the Indians, 
or by their committee, that the sum of $7,000 is due to Messrs. 
Voorhees and Jones. That would leave a balance of $79,000, and 
the Senate propose to dispose of this money, which really belongs 

capita to these Indians, in this way. They propose to give 
$40,000, I believe, to claims which have already been specifically 
rejected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in whom is vested 
the sole power of determining the justice and equity of the claims 
resen against this fund. They decide, without giving the 
dians any hearing or any ri sy nama to present their’ side of 
the case, that the judgment of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
iswrong. Then they give $20,000 to claims which have never been 
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passed upon; that is, $40,000 to rejected claims and $20,000 to claims 
never determined, never adjusted, never even presented to the 
proper authority for adjustment. Then the ce of $19,000 
they give to a man who seems to have had a good deal to do with 
the case, but who has already been paid some $52,000 in full. So 
of thesefunds, which belong to these Indians, amounting to $79,000, 
which they claim, this amendment pr 8 to give $40,000 to men 
whose claims have been 1ejected, $20,000 to men whose claims 
have never been presented, and $19,000 to a man who has already 
been paid in full. 

I say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, under this state of affairs it 
is our duty to a Toot against any such amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Does not your motion provide for excluding the claim 
of Voorhees and Jones, which claim is contained in a bill which 
has already passed this House, a bill carrying $8,000? That is my 
recollection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. According to my view of the 
law the only person who has the right to determine ee of 
these claims is the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. der the 
act which made the award of $803,000, under the oe of the 
Court of Claims, it is provided that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall reserve the amount. Now, itis not for us to deter- 
mine that question; it is for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Suppose your motion prevails, will it not 
result in the non ent of this claim which I have mentioned? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, I imagine not, because 
it is conceded that that claim is due, and I presume the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs can di: of that; but this is not the 
proper way. It is neither for the Senate nor the House to deter- 
mine the parties who should share in that fund or to whom that 
fund should be paid. 

Mr. HULICK. Was there any evidence before the committee 
in the Senate as to the propriety or justice of these claims, and 
has any report been e by a Senate committee upon their valid- 
ity or justice? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iam informed by these pam- 
phlets, which have been sent to me ae one of the gentlemen con- 
nected with Indian affairs, and one of the most able and intelligent 
gentlemen in the city, that these facts were before the committee, 
and have been printed as a Senate document. Reference is made 
to that document in the paper which I now hold in my hand. Of 
course it is impossible, in view of the rapidity with which these 
matters come up for consideration, for a man to possess himself 
of all the know which might be desirable. 

Mr. HULICK. d the committee take proof and evidence to 
sustain the claim, and upon that evidence render judgment in 
favor of the report they have made? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I havea brief here which con- 
tains a statement of fact in reference to each claim. For in- 
stance, the claim of William 8S. Peabody. It — that this 
claim was rejected, and it isset forth in detail. t claim was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary 
of the Interior paid Mr. Peabody $8,000. Now, after that payment 
by the Secretary of the Interior of $8,000, presumably in full for 
his services, an additional award to him is made here of $29,000. 
I claim that it is not within the power of the conferees of the 
House, when an appropriation is made, and power is given in the 
language of the appropriation to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to be the judge of the justice of these claims—it is not 
within our power to come in and vote thatmoney without a hear- 
ing. I yield to the chairman of the committee. I should like to 
ver SHERMAN, Mr Speaker, I do not differ with my coll 

r. : , I dono my colleague 
from New York in reference to the injustice of allowing these 
claims. In my judgment none of them should be paid; but I de- 
sire the House to know that the Senate conferees are most strenu- 
ous in insisting that this amendment shall go into the bill; and it 
has been intimated that unless the various claims go in or that the 
claims shall in some manner be provided for, no agreement can 
ever be reached by the conferees. 

Mr. DOOLI Now, how can that be said of the Jones 
and Vorhees claim, or of the claim of Colonel Peel. Those 
Se anananenliy sepacted Satceubhe Sais guialans ar a ea 
we unanimously repo vora pro or the pay- 
ment of those pH wer And the bill for the payment of the 
Vorhees and Jones claim passed this House, 

— of something more than $8,000. Now, 

ces rendered by this firm and Colonel Peel to the Indians in the 
preservation of this very money allowed to them as against the sup- 
posedly fraudulent ails or unjust claims of a great number of 
outside attorneys; and they certainly rendered very valuable and 
— efficient services to these Indians in the protection of this 

n 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
&@ question? 


. DOOLITTLE. Most assuredly. 


inst the claims of other rs all over this country. 


ill the gentleman allow me 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is the gentleman aware that 
on February 4, 1895, the firm of Jones, Vorhees & Boudino: re. 
ceived $32,015.45 under this act of 1894 for services rendere|: 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I know they received a sum of mony. | 
know that their services covered a very longperiod oftime. | \yow 
the services of these men resulted in saving to these Indians ye; 
large amount of money that was in this sum allowed to thens 
and it has been known to ey ae who has examined thes; 
claims and the claim of Colonel that they earned every ({o)|,; 
that they are entitled to under the contract. They are askin, 
nepins more than they are entitled to. F 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to my friend when I made the 
statement I did not mean to include the claims for services of 
those who 0 before the Secretary the payment of thesg 
claimants, which the Secretary rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is the motion made by the gentlemay 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. . ea ty of this item is shown by the 
fact that in the same item is included the payment of tén or 
twelve different persons or for services to the Indians, ang 
in the very same item is included — to another attorney for 
successfully opposing the payment of those other claimants. That 
is = — o doe eee 7 the shape it is in. 

e y ve my co e from Ne 
York, and which I did not suggest to him in the brief conversn 
tion I had with him over here a moment Wane: is that it would be 
well not to have a specific instruction. e might come to some 
agreement with the conferees on the of the Senate by which 
these items were not — and yet in some way be disposed of, 
For instance, it might be agreed to refer the whole matter to tie 
Court of Claims, or to have it settled in some such way. If we 
are oe, instructed to insist upon this amendment going 
out of the bill, then I suppose we will not have the power to agree 
upon any sort of compromise in reference to it, so that specific 
instructions to the co might result in our not disposing of 
it in any way whatever; whereas, if we were not instructed spe 
cifically on item, we might eventually reach some conclusion 
with the Senate conferees by referring the matter to the Court of 
——— or something of that kind, which would be satisfactory to 

e House. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let me gest to the gentle- 
man that there is some doubt about the right to do that, 
Having voted in the year 1894 some $803,000 to this body of In- 
dians with a certain condition, namely, that such an amount 
should be reserved as, in the judgment of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, should be necessary to pay certain claims, that 
transaction would seem to be ended. I donot believe that in 1896 
we can come in and say to these Indians: ‘‘ This reserve fund is 
no longer subject to the judgment and discretion of the officer to 
whom we intrusted it in 1894, but we will now relegate the mat- 
ter to the Court of Claims for adjudication.” 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the Secretary of the Interior takes 
the same view of the matter that my etakes. That is my 
understan Tam not to instructions. I only 

t such instructions might retard an 
agreement of some sort that might otherwise be reached. 

Mr. HULICK. Have these claims all been presented to the 
Secre of the Interior and = passed upon? 

Mr. MAN. Most of have been presented to him, 
have been argued before him and con, and have been rejected. 
Others have not been presented at all and, as my colleague from 
Washington [Mr. ne ——— = or ont eas a 
are payments to attorneys for very claims before 
~~ Secretary of the Interior 


‘ CK. Then why would it not be equitable and proper 

to have those claims as to justice of which there is no contro- 

in the conference report and the others re- 

gentleman another question: How did these 

urisdiction of the Senate committee after 
the Secretary of the Interior? 

gentleman will have to go to the Senate 


pposed that the conferees on the part of the 

something about it, and that is hy I asked 

uestion. Did you, as one of the conferees, 

came to be taken up and incorporated 

in this bill after having been rejected by the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Soy ese up, I suppose, because the 
Senate, in their wisdom, that the Secretary of the Inte, 
ranlbe in ——— an te in disallowing the claims, an 

Me HULICK Was there cepaeibenee before the conferees 

Senate as of these claims, or was 2uy 


ferees have taken no evidence. 
or not I do not know. Certalm 


for 


having nail 
re 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
for that information. 
Mr. HULICK. Isw 
House would know 








regard to some of the claims. Members 
conference committee have been visited many times by 
pressing these claims and have listened to their statements, 
that the claim which he favored was that 

person who rendered the only valuable services, and 
else’s claim was without merit. 
Then would it not be within the jurisdiction 
conferees, and within their duty, to ascertain whether there 
justice in these claims, or whether any additional evidence 
can bmitted in their favor; and if they find that the claims 
are not by additional evidence, or are not just, then 
would it not be their duty to insist on the disagreement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From all the light the House conferees had 
I believe I am authorized in saying that they unanimously thought 
that most of these claims ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. HULICK. Then we should insist that they be not paid, 


. a hase and ame Cente ae be - en 

ight be imperative to find some middle ground whereby 
that it ins might be referred to some judicial tribunal, if that 
is possible under the law (and my colleague from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT] thinks it is not), to dis of. That might perhaps 
be a wise solution of the problem. ere an intimation is given 
that this item must be settled in some way in order to have an 
Indian appropriation bill passed at all, it becomes somewhat 
serious, and we desire, if we can, to get upon some middle ground 
on which all can agree. : is 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what has been said 
with regard to this matter I desire to make a brief statement in 

to the claim of Colonel Peel and also the Voorhees claim. 
This fund was assaulted by these various claimants, and these two 
particular attorneys were employed for the purpose of defending 
the fund. They did defend it successfully against nearly every 
one of the claims mentioned in this bill. Amongst others is the 
Peal claim for $29,000. Now, there is no contest whatever on 
the part of the ust either the Voorhees or the Peel 
claim, as I understand. th those claims have gone through the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House and have met the ap- 
probation of the committee and of the House. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. | I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that those claims, both of them, were most 
thoroughly investigated and that they met with the unanimous 
approval of the committee, and bills for the payment of both have 
passed this House. 

Mr. LITTLE. Solunderstand. No one who has investigated 
the services of these gentlemen or the fruits of their services can 
doubt the of the payment of their claims. There are, 
however, several claims to the payment of which the House 
ought not to consent, and among them this claim for $29,000, 
which, as I understand, was adjusted and perenne in fi al set- 
tlement of it. Andsowith many of the others. But I aminclined 
to agree with the chairman of the committee that while the con- 
ferees _— very properly be instructed to resist these matters, 
i id at the same time be left some degree of discretion. 

. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, in view of the 
statement made by the chairman of the committee that if my mo- 
tion should be insisted = it might tend to embarrass the con- 
ferees, and in view of fact that I think I have drawn the 
attention of the conferees sufficiently to the invalidity of this leg- 
islation, 1 withdraw my motion. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York 


etiet 


E 
= 
: 


eo 
sage 
4 


is withdrawn. The Chair appoints as conferees the gentleman 
from New beet SHERMAN], the tleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Curtis}, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PENDLETON]. 


THE PREVIOUS QUESTION AND THE RIGHT OF DEBATE. 


The SPEAKER. eee wo be mnqpestion or te uiry which 
was made a while ago by seutiianen trom Mansedibesstia [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] in to the right to after the ordering of 
the previous on the d that there has been no de- 
bate upon the pending , the Chair desires to state that 
Se Gning) nd the Chak hat cooanices then 

Georgia . Crisp], an e Chair occasion then 
to consider the of debate under such circumstances. Under 


“ihe oct of the pe of debate. 


question is to bring the House to a 
debate or without further debate whenever the 
House sees fit to insist upon a vote. But of course it was very 


andesirable that should be the House, 
cad witness ores cPecpanstn er ee eee 
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previous question. Hence an ameliorating clause was introduced 
into the rule providing that no proposition should go entirely un- 
debated; that is, if it were a new proposition which had not been 
debated, that it should have the benefit of the provision for limited 
debate after the ordering of the previous question. But that word 
** proposition ” as embodied in the rule means the main question, 
as members of the House will see upon examining the language 
and reflecting upon what the practical working of the rule has 
always been. For example, debate in Committee of the Whole 
has always been held to satisfy this clause. So, also, wherever a 
question has been debated in the slightest manner—where merely 
a sentence or two have been uttered by the mover explanatory of 
the measure—such limited debate has been held to satisfy the re- 
quirement of the rule. 

Now, propositions which come up in the House in connection 
with the reports of conference committees are all of them propo- 
sitions which have been debated, and it does not matter that any 
particular item of the main question or proposition submitted to 
the House has not been debated. If the subject has had debate 
and thereby the House has had some information upon it, the rule 
allowing debate after the ordering of the previous question does 
not operate. The Chair thinks the matter is very clear, but as 
some gentlemen seem to have had some doubt about it, although 
the question has arisen more than once heretofore, the Chair 
thought he ought to make this statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, just a single statement. 
My object in asking recognition at the time I did was to say a 
few words on the proposition submitted to this House in the 
amendment of the Senate, which, as I considered, was an entirely 
new proposition, and it was for that reason I thought debate 
should have been had. I recognize the fair spirit always main- 
tained by the Chair in these matters; but inasmuch as on other 
conference reports propositions which had been debated for days 
and days in this House had been recognized as open to debate 
to-day, I thought that on a question involving, as the then pend- 
ing proposition did, the justice and right of appropriations for 
sectarian institutions, those members who favored the proposition 
submitted by the Senate ought to have been heard. And I still 
contend, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen who shut off debate and 
refused to those of us who believed the Senate had sent tous a fair 

roposition the right to express our opinions were not dealing 
airly and honestly with the representatives of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's remarks are a criticism of 
the House of Representatives—not an exposition of the rules as 
administered by the Chair. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F. Cogswell; 

A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John S. 
Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, 
of Fulton County, Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 

— bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
urley; 

A bali (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 

A bill (H. R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H.R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 

A bill (H.R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adininis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; é 

A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


Jones; 
A bill (H. BR. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaff- 


ne . 

2 bill (H. R. 8337) amending the act of June 8, 1580, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine a to perform the duties of Solicitor and 
Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va.; 
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A bill (8S. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” a ved March 2, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension nces E,. Wickware: 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 8689) ere the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of ee pod M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; and 

A bill (8. 878) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major general, United States Army Volunteers. 

PRINTING MINORITY REPORT ON ELECTION CONTEST. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to present a privileged report, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee having had under consideration the resolution (H. Res. 
369) providing for the printing of the usual number of copies of the views of 


the minority in the contested-election case of J. Murray Mitchell against 


James J. W: , for the use of the House of Representatives, recominend 
that the same do . 


Resolved, That re be printed for the use of the House the usual number 
of ome of the views of the minority in the contested-election case of J. Mur- 
ray Mitchell against James J. Walsh. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
reported by the Committee on Printing. 

e resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr, Din@.ey (at 5 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjour ad. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of J. W. Fuson, qamtulatentet of Harvey 
Drennan, deceased, om The United States, was taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported fron committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LINTON, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, to which was referred House bill No. 8967, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 9170) to provide an improved — of heat- 
ing and pyar on the House (south) — of the Capitol, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1983); which said bill and report were 
og to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

on. 

Mr. SHANNON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8672) con- 
re upon the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, or any court in said District ha neral equity ju- 
risdiction, to decree a sale of real estate in sai Bistrict belonging 
~ insane persons for purpose of reinvestment, and for other pur- 
poses, the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report 0, 1984); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House resolution No. 22, rted in lieu thereof a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 189) for the of farmers, eee, and truckmen 

e 


eo of their own raising in markets of Washing- 
ton, D. C., accompanied by a aapere (No. 1985); which said bi 
and t were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. LEY, from the Committee on the Territories, to which | 4 


was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 8615) to amend an act 

entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the 

Territories to American citizens, etc.,” approved March 3, 1887, 

— the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
0. eer which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8209) to enable 
the of Oklahoma to form a constitu and State govern- 
ment, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal f with 
the original States, the same with amendment, accom- 

(No. 1988); which said 


panied by a bill and report were 
referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
on. 


Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred-the bill of the Senate 

“An act authorizing the em: t of day labor in the construc- 
tion of certain mun buil and works in the District of 
Columbia,” reported the same wi t amendment, accompanied 
by are (No. 1989); which said bill and were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the of the Union. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R 
8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washin Transit Com. 
pany of ree to enter the District of Columbia, reportog 

he same with amendments, accom bya rt (No. 1990). 
which said bill and report were referred to the ious Calendar’ 

Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marin, 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (1{. R. 
8190) to provide an American register for the bark Ceres, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a — (No. 1992): 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wore 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, ang 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Cains: 
tag = - R. 2470) for the relief of William E. Bond. (Report 

0. ; 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian A fairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief Hiram T. Corum and Silas W. 
Davis, of on. (Report No. 1982.) 

y Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military A fairs. 
The bill (H. R. 2732) authorizing the President to place the naine 
of Julius R. Frederick on the retired list of- the Army, with the 
ier) pay, and perquisites of second lieutenant. (Report No, 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. Legg! ing pension to Anna B.S. Phillips, 
widow of Col. William A. Phillips, late colonel of Third Regiment 
Indian Home Guards. (Report No. 1991.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, reported adversely ( Ke- 
port No. 1993) the bills (H. R. 5822 and H. R. 6661) respectively 
entitled ‘“‘A bill to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States”; which said bills and report were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By.Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 9169) donating 1 condemned cannon 
and 2 pyramids of condemned cannon balls to high school at Ber- 
wick, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9171) granting a service pen- 
sion to all honorably disc: officers and enlisted men of the 
war of the rebellion—to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. © 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan on to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital—to the Committee on 
Labor. 


By Mr. McRAE: A resolution (House Res, No. 371) providing 
for the consideration of House No. 119, to protect public for- 
est reservations—to the Committee'on Rules. ; 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res. No, 372) to investigate 
the ———. of chiefs and bureau ym and oem . 
every grade e Treasury since March 4, 1493—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ODELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 373) for the re- 
lief of the widow of William P. Slater—to the Committee on 


ccounts. 
By Mr. HOWARD: A resolution Poem Res. No. 374) to im- 
Grover President of the United States, of high 
crimes and misdemeanors—to on Waysand Means. 
a PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 375) asking 
= pecs on 
jusiness OD 


Excellency Roger Wol- 
of the Common- 
usetts, for the enactinent of legislation — 
said Commonwealth to construct bridges over the Char 
River and to construct a dam in the Charles River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 





Under clause 1 of Rule private bills of the following 
titles were ee aes 

By Mr. OLD of : A bill R. 9172) to re- 
move the charge of dasartion chaptang getant name of Jerome 


Salisbury, late of Osmaeay 5. Saiy weeens Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers—to on Military Affairs. 





By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9173) for the relief of Eliza- 


—to the Committee on Pensions. 
beth Holly (H.R. 9174) for the relief of Ebenezer Brown—to 


on Pensions. 
the Comm ONNOLLY: A bill (H.R.9175) for the relief of Lu- 
Y ord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ats Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H.R. 9176) granting an increase of 
pension to David E. Rummel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. ; a 
OND (b uest): A bill (H. R. 9177) for the 
rene —— idee Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 9178) ting an honorable 
discharge to Brigham Perkins—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. , : 

H. R. 9179) granting an honorable discharge to 
J . ee the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.9180) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Weigel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. H KER: A bill (H. R.9181) granting a pension to 
Marvin Older—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 9182) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the = record of Charles Nailer—to the Com- 

i ili x 
my Mr. 50 IN of California: A bill (H.R. 9183) to put the 
name of Lulu A. Nichols upon the pension roll—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 9184) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Scott, late United States marshal—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT: A bill (H. R. 9185) for therelief L. O. Maddux, 
doing business as Maddux, Hobart & Co.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 9186) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9187) for the relief of West H. Washburn, 
of Waverly, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R.9189) to correct military record 
of Frank McKinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. pte of Rhode —— a nae < oe ee 
League of Philadel g the passage of House bill No. 
8536 and Senate MPN er to amend the Sitstsintncuhinines 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Paper to accompany House bill No. 8778, 

Ww ent—to the Com- 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Remonstrance of citizens of St. Lonis, 
Mo., the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian un- 
a and for a constitutional amendment against making 


pgs seg for purposes—to the Committee on 
wu * 


By Mr. IERHEAD: Petition of Lyons Post, No. 9; also 
Thompson No. 246; also Chapman Post, No. 362, Depart- 
mentof Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, for a service pension 
for volunteers in the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FARIS: Petition of C. S. Andrews and 11 other citizens 
of Ind., praying for favorable action on bill to amend the 
postal laws to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter 
pemaae © } Cond pas half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 

and Post-Roads. 


Also, remonstrance and tion of McE. B. Glenn and 9 other 
citizens of Terre Haute, . in relation to the Marquette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HARTMAN: Petitions of citizens of Virginia City, Red 
lasgo’ Bozeman 


bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage tos cent per half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend 

laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petitions of citizens of Paducah, Ky., for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Manel, Lae Biemoum, Onto, to Recmatiet alaies 

, for favora m on 
House Nos. and 838, pro amendments to the pos- 


By Mr. LINTON: Paper regarding House bill No. 8714, grant- 
ing accrued pension to John tiiaetato the Cemmitice on 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Rev. J. H. Winters 
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and 283 members of Mount Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Magnolia; Rev. H. A. Griesemer and 550 members of the Baptist 
Church, Haddonfield; Rev. Jeremiah P. Gregory and 60 members 
of Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Haddonfield, and Rev. George 
N. Neal and 300 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Had- 
donfield, all in the State of New Jersey, favoring the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
4303, for the relief of H. C. Farrand—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Calumet, Ontenogan, Lronwood, and 
Gladstone, Mich., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos, 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorandum relating to House bill for the re- 
lief of L. O. Maddux—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petitions of citizens of Charles City, 
New Hampton, Oelwein, Clermont, Mason City, Clear Lake, and 
Kensett, in the State of Iowa, praying for favorable action on 
House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage, and bill Na 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolutions unanimously adopted by 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn., in mass meeting, on May 19, 1896, 
praying for the relief of the Armenian sufferers—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MonpDay, May 25, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miipurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. Kyi, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for consid- 
eration in connection with the deficiency appropriation bill, items 
of deficiencies for contingent expenses of the Department of Jus- 
tice, miscellaneous items, and for the telegraph and telephone 
service for the District of Columbia; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Healso laid before the Senatea communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 18th in- 
stant, certain information respecting the suit pending in the United 
States circuit court for the southern district of New York to enjoin 
the carrying out of what is commonly known as the railway trunk 
line agreement; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
20th instant, the report of the commission appointed under the res- 
olution unanimously adopted by the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Naval Academy, 1895, to examine and report upon the con- 
dition of the grounds and buildings and sanitary condition of that 
Academy; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

PACIFIC COAST EXPOSITIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present acommunication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, addressed to the President of the Senate, trans- 
mitting a report of the officer in charge, relating to the adminis- 
tration of customs at the California Midwinter International 
Exposition, at San Francisco, and at the Northwest Interstate 
Exposition, at Tacoma, Wash. I move that the communication 
and accompanying report be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution, which had previously been signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (8.673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; 

A bill H.R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 

A bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John §. 
Evans; 

A bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Fulton County, Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 
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ae (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 

A * th (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 
. A bill (H.R.3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to a t an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine to perform the duties of Solicitor and 
Jt udge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

a bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of ee Fueston, 


a cH ny M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Ca 
mal Aba R. 3932) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rich- 
ao ot A bil (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
“i (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 


A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Gaffney; 

A bill il (H. R. 5731) aoe eeeranas medicine and sur- 
gory, to icense physicians and surgeons, and oo me A persons 

ting the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John 8. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, 

A bill (H. - 7983) to pension Frances E. 

A bill (H. R. 8167) to "saanavias the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the N orth; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in unty, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of North 
Point Council, No. 98, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Baltimore, Ma., , Praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
a McCall immigration which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr, SHERMAN ted a es of 53 citizens of Elyria, 
Ohio, pra: ying. for the No. 260, to increase 
~ = of letter carriers; w sch aa 9 sefaeved to the Committee 

t-Offices and Post-Roads. 
ae FAULKNER ted a _ eg No. 119, 
nion Veteran on, en est Virginig, prayin 
for the ete « aon pension law; which was Pa | 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Asso- 

ciation of Terre Haute, Ind., Pome ttenen any change 
made in the present law rn oe te commerce; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted by the board of 
directors of the Freight Bureau of Memphis, Tenn., relative to the 


adoption of the proposed amendment to section 8 of the act to | the 


regulate commerce; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, GALLINGER introduced a bill o> be oe. wah sea wes an in- 
crease of pension to Charles D 
a its title, and referred to the ‘Goats on 
CARTER introduced a bill (S. 8219) re cis taeesiill 
cannn and cannon balls io Wadsworth Post, Army of the 
ws blic, of Helena, Mont.; which twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee ones Naval Affairs. 

ae. THURSTON introduced a bill (8S. 3220) granting a pension 
to Kate A. 5. Connor; wenn: Bowe dino ee ere 
ferred to the Committee on 


Mr. GORMAN introduced Fodeie waialien eee Oo St) ee 
and Soldiers’ dailway, : 


the ‘Belt gets oo a. ee 
companies; wack oan seu Gunde its title, and referred to the 


Committee on the District of Colum 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some days ago I submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by me to Senate a ae resolution 
a mistak 


124, which, doubtless b e of mine, was sae 
amendment in a cueneataal form, an 


printed. l now submit 
ask that it be ted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr PEFFER, it was 


Ordered, That James L. White be w from the files of 
aged antl infra colored people, the tall Io Soe ts provides heme for 
aged and infirm col people, ere having been no adverse report thereon, 
subject to the rules of the Se 


saonmainaaie OF THE RULES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
part of the morning business a resolution which will be stated. 


The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon to 
amend Senate Rules Nos. XXV an ——— relating to standin 
committees and the privileges of . 
_ MITCHELL of Oregon. Tea i for the adoption of the reso. 
ution. 

now MILLS. Let us have an explanation of the proposed amenq. 
men 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Oregon let the resolution go 


ma for to-day? 
MITCHELL of Oregon. It poms over for one day. 
the committee? 


Mr. HARRIS. Is it a report from 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The resolution is reported from 
the Committee on Rules. Notice was given on Saturday. [t 
went over one day. 

Mr. HALE. As there is a desire on the a of some Senators 
to debate the resolution, will not the Senator from Oregon consent 
that it may go over for another day, in order that I may get up 
the deficiency a gg 


Mr. of Oregon. 
Mr. HILL. If there is not any special harry, I suggest that the 


rr over —a to-morrow a 
that the new Manual is about ready to go to press, and it i is ae 


tant to have these amendments of as soon as possible, | 


will let the resolution go over, however, until to-morrow. 
Without ‘objection, the resolution 


The VICE-PRESID 
will go over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera. 
tion of the deficiency 7 copes bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Senator from Maine will pardon me, I 
will state that ia Senators desire to to-day on the bond 
_ and I am very anxious to get with that measure to- 

oa ‘and reach a final vote. If we wait until 2 o’clock, when that 
bill comes up as the unfinished business, it may be difficult to get 


a vote to-day. 
Mr. LIN Y. We do not hear a word on this side. 
The Chair is unable to hear the Sena- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to get through with the bond bill to-day, 
There are several Senators who wish to — upon it. If that 
bill is not taken up until 2 o'clock, it will be late this evening be- 
fore we can a vote, and possibly we may not reach a vote this 
afternoon. ore I suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
is woah be balten 4p dake oe the heed MEE mow on roceed with 
the i as several Senators are ready to ,» instead of 

ihe appncpeiation bill now and having to lay it aside at 

roceed ios ts tarinten Ger the bond bill. i 
Maine us take day, beginning now 

business is through, so as to conclude the considera- 


I will state that it will be impossible to get 
if the Senator from Maine 


So see on the subject, and T will 
and the Senator from North Caro- 


iz | 
§ 


1 understand, in such a con- 
for the final vote. There 
pt made the einer day, but I think that attempt did 


was no arrangement made. 
we can not hear a word on this 


nder the circumstances, with the importance of 
bill out of the way, so that 

not then be in the ‘ey f of 

reports, I think it in- 

the deficiency ap- 

I will confer with 


fe 


if 


Mr. BUTLER. amen oe teen, 5 endereinn’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. a caer Chair hears no objection, and 


to ask the Senate at 2 
wp the bond bill, ood consent is not given Ishall 
to determine by yote which measure is to be pro 


The bond bill is the unfinished 
mn “a the ‘Sate I make is that we 
matters, instead of devoting an hour to 











the consideration of the appropriation bill and then laying it aside 


pd bill. 
toe aa Senator from North Carolina sees that there 
are objections on the of other Senators to that course, and 
they want to goon the appropriation bill; so that it is not in 


to make such an arrangement. 
mS P RUTLER. The sooner we proceed with the bond bill the 


better: GIANDLER. The worse to take up the bill, because it 


ought not to pass at all, while it is necessary that the appropria- 
bill 


Or. B That is the view of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who is in favor of the continued issuance of bonds; 
but certainly it is not the opinion of those who are opposed to 


I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theregular orderisdemanded. De- 
bate is not in order except by unanimous consent. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Maine to proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 8293. 

Mr. BUTLER. Atthesuggestion of several Senators I shall not 


insist on the bond bill coming up now, but at 2 o’clock, when it 
cone a of course as the unfinished business, I shall insist that 
it be with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6249) —— appropriations for current and 


tingent e ent and fulfilling 
conte stipula with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other p ; further insisted 
pon i tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 


Its 
3 64, 66, 69, and 70 to the bill, agreed to the further conference 
for by the Senate on the eng vote of the two Houses 
thereon, and hadappointed Mr. SuerMan, Mr. Hatnerof Nebraska, 
and Mr. PENDLETON managers of the conference on the part of 
the House. / 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R.8293) 
making appropriations tosupply deficiencies in the appropriations 


E 


for the fiscal year June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other 

The was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 


ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 
lLask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 


as are 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 2, toin- 
the for stationery, furniture, fixtures, and 
repairs, and for 


eee ot passport paper for the State De- 
partment from $500 to $1,000. . 
amendment was 


amendment was, on page 3, line 18, before the word 
” to strike out ‘‘two thousand one hundred and seventy 
and sixty-two” and insert ‘‘ one thousand six hundred and 
and ninety-nine”; so as to make the clause 


bursement of A. Wattand E. A. Mitchell: To reimburse A. Watt and 

Mitchell, of Newcastle, New South Wales, for losses sustained by each 

through the payment of certain drafts illegally drawn on the Secretary of 

Scanned, Somctary of the Treeeury aw =. late United States 
Newcastle, New ales, 

saree of the” basinees the United States Goveramckt, aggregating 


cos eee eee to date of final settlement of the 


to. 
, on page 4, line 20, to increase the 
for loss by exchange, diplomaticservice, from $966.37 


: 


rei EE 
F le 
F 


Ton next amendment was, on page 5, after line 8, to insert: 
cunt by th accounting officers of the Treasury on 
sine iosteat sera ee ptnaent expenses, United States con- 


The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 19, to insert: 
To 


pay Mrs. Eliza Jaqua Gray, widow of 


to the Repu of Mexico, $8,750. 


on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 
of negroes in Mexico to their homesin Alabama: For pay- 
certain railway companies 


=a 
ee 


a 
ot: 


fs 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





5053 


in connection with the failure of the scheme for the colonization of negroes 
in Mexico, necessitating their return to their homes in Alabama, as fully set 
forth in House Document No. 268 of this sesion, $624.27. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 6, to insert: 

Transporting remains of diplomatic officers, consuls, and consular clerks: 
To pay amounts found due by the acounting officers of the Treasury on ac- 
count of the appropriation for ‘** Transporting the remains of diplomatic offi- 
cers, consuls, and consular clerks to their homes for interment," $730.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Treasury Depart- 
ment,” on page 6, after line 14, to insert: 

That the proceeds of sales old material, condemned stores, supplies, or 
other public property of any kind, before being deposited into the Treasury, 
either as miscellaneous receipts on account of “proceeds of Government 
a or to the credit of the appropriations to which such proceeds are 

xy law authorized to be made, there may be paid the expenses of such sales, 
as approved by the accounting officers of the Treasury, so as to require only 
the net proceeds of such sales to be deposited into the Treasury, either as 
miscellaneous receipts or to the credit of such appropriations, as the case 
may be, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 7, to insert: 

Office of the Treasurer: For the purchase of one press and one separating 
mavhine for use in sealing and separating securities, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 3, to insert: 

For salaries of one pressman, at $1,200; one feeder, at $660; one separator, at 
gen one receiver, at $660; and one counter, at $660, in all $3,840, to be availa- 

le during and until the close of the fiscal year 1897. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, under the head 
of “Treasury Department,” to increase the appropriation to pay 
amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for ‘‘ Fuel, lights, and water for pub- 
lic buildings” for the fiscal year 1895, from $159.85 to $190.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes 
from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 15, to insert: 

To enable Thomas W. Palmer, goutiest of the World's Columbian Com- 
mission, to make payment in full for all claims now outstanding against said 
Commission, $6,517.67. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Icall theattention of the Senator from Maine 
to the rather loose language used here, ‘‘to make payment in full 
for all claims.” It ought to read, ‘‘adjudicated claims.” The 
word “claims” would extend to just and unjust claims, to re- 
jected claims. Some word should be inserted to indicate the 
character of the claims. 

Mr. HALE. Theseclaimsare not adjudicated. 
precisely like those that we allowed to Commissioner Davis in the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill. They do not go to court at 
all. They are claims some of which the commissioner has paid 
out and some of which he is obligated to pay by contracts he has 
made. If we should insert the word “adjudicated” every one of 
them would have to go to court. They are not judgments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it says “claims now outstanding.” To 
provide for the payment of claims against the commissioner out- 
standing would include all sorts of claims. 

Mr. LE. I suggest that we insert the words “due and”; so 
as to read, ‘‘ claims due and outstanding.” That will include only 
those that are actually due. The commissioner has to settle that 
himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Even that is not very clear. 
meg — to be carefully guarded. 

r. HALE. Let the words be inserted so as to read, ‘‘ dueand 
outstanding.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. Amend the committee amendment in line 
18, after the word ‘‘now,” by inserting the words ‘‘due and”; so 
as to read: 

To enable Thomas W. Palmer, 


They are claims 


I think the 


resident of the World's Columbian Com- 
mission, to make payment in full for all claims now due and outstanding 
against said Commission, $6,517.67. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest further, for ample precaution, in line 17, 
to strike out the words ‘‘in full” and at the end of the amend- 
ment to add ‘‘ which shall be in full for all such claims.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, line 11, to in- 
crease the appropriation for customs service from $850,000 to 
$1,150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 11, to insert: 


The ae of the Treasury is hereby authorized to expend, from the 
appropriation for collecting the revenue frosm customs, to provide for the 
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purchase of the necessary land, and for the construction and equipment of 
sampling works thereon, or for the leasing of suitable buildings and equip- 
ment for the sempling and assay’ ing of imported silver ores and other ores 
containing lead at ports of entry which he mars designate, the sum of $45,000. 
to be available for the fiscal year 1807: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized, in case of importation of said ores at ports at 
which no facilities are provided, to send a portion thereof to ny port having 
said facilities, at which port said portion may be sam —_- led and assayed. The 
collector at the port of importation shall eeveupen liquidate the entry upon 
said assay. In no instance, however, shall a less portion than one-fifth of 
any importation of ores be sampled and ennaged. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that this provision of the committee, com- 
mencing at line 12, on page 11, and ending at line 3, on page 12, 


assed over. 
r. HALE, That may be reserved, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be passed over. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 


on page 12, after line 3, to insert: 


Refund to 8. R. Fowle & Son: That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund to 8. R. Fowle & Son, Washington, N. C., 
the sum of $187.08, to reimburse them for tariff exacted and collected from 
them Iebruary f 1895, by A. Mayo, deputy collector of customs, Washington, 
N. C., on cargo o os ‘imported in schooner Cora from St. Kitts, West Indies, 


to Washington, N 


The caine was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 12, to insert: 


Mownpepere and books: To pay amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
cers of Treasury on account of the Pre Stor ® ‘Contingent ex- 
penses, Treasury Department: Newspapers an * $21.33. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 17, to insert: 


Assay office at Helena, Mont.: For wages of workmen, {'50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 19, to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the ee officers of the Treasury on 
account of the a Ds. or “Contingent expenses, assay office at 
Helena,” for the fiscal year 58. 

The amendment was oh to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to insert: 


Assistant custodians and one anitors: For the payment in full of Henry Sands, 
a watchman @ eres in t Be en building at Key West, Fla., for the fis- 
cal year 1894, $183.91, or so canch thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 9, to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 


account of the appropriation for “ oy nt eppraae, Treasury Depart- 
ment: Stationery,” for the fiscal year 1895, 805, $2,166. ’ 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to insert: 


Payment to owners of steamer Peter Jebsen: To compensate the owners of 
the egian steamer Peter Jebsen for sustained by said steamer 


orw 
in consequence of a collision with the United States revenue steamer 


in San Francisco Harbor, March 2, 1896, $2,566.70, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 11, to insert: 
Pogues to Southern Pacific Company: To pay the claims of the Southern 
Pacific Company, its branches and leased lines, certified in Senate Document 
No. 236, this session, $1,542,979.44. 

Mr. THURSTON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if any portion of this amount allowed to the Southern Pacific 
Company covers —_ = a es on + tgs gray or any 
part of any railroad that is aided by the bonds of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I might answer, and say nothing further, that no 
part of it is covered. They are simply the claims that have been 
audited, and such as are putin by the Senate always. They have 
been thoroughly examined. None of the claims to which the 
Senator from Nebraska alludes are included. 

Mr. THURSTON. I merely ask for information, because the 
matter has not come to my attention before. Of course all the 
transportation claims of the Southern Pacific Company, except 
those for Government transportation on the.lines of the Central 
Pacific or other bond-aided lines which are audited, should be 


d. 
Mr. HALE. They are all andited. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, after line 2, to 


To enchie the nin the discharge of his 
wal oe ae caiceinartaatae the fiscal 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 7, to insert: 


Wisconsin, amount du Hb So Seneee, WS of 
amount due from the Uuibed 8 slates f ie 
of on revenue, Fi the 4th to oath to the 18th day 
of November, 1893, ener ve, ae 


The amendment was agreed to, 


to W. L. Ball, fe for money 
4 as tates inter- 
80, 1890, $178. 


in daty a 


The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 13, to insert. 
Ford's Theater disaster ents: Toprovide for the ) 
of the Government for inde Soles rooebren and losses ph mb pa ed ney ~ 
death cases at the Ford's Theater disaster, whic on the 9th d; ae * 
June, 1806, $150,800, which sum shall be paid out by of the Tet 
ry to the persons and in the ‘amounts as ‘as ohne Thomas D. And erson, § er 
Frederick Achenbach, $1,500; J een ee at by 500: Al 
ander C. Pleck, $300; James 8. Beck, $900; ohn C Bal. 
eae $2,000 er, se tae H. Bliss, $7,500: Pq 
); J. F. Bixler, $3,000; ip @ ‘Calvert, Edward C. Cerra $30: 
Danton $250; George W. Davis, J. Drew John BR’ 
Silas J. Dewey. 0: Horace V. v. Easterling, 2.505; ich ard H. 
i: Cte . Green, ee ities ar Sects, Thomas J 
5 Gon e G. Gorneys, ett, $1,500 illiam 8. 2, $2,500: Thomas 
r ames = Howard $4.000; Samuel U. Hil. 
a Hub to Isaac N. saeauenee ; Charles F. Hath. 
away. oe > Harlan, 61.800; Fermen Hous 5 caanes G. Jones, 
ar omas Wellington ler, $3 
sadly Krause, $150; William B. King, $00, Clifton ge, OO; Finn 
Linden, n. $800; Charles L Lucas, ‘Perey | Willies W. Lecture ugene | eger, 
; Lowry, . Cx ck 
B.sto; Th Thomas Morley, | Serio ® Miller, C. E. pelos 
ohn A. es 500; J. Meteaif, $1, : "J, Moo »; George N’ 
McLaughlin, $ done A. A % John J. M 000; C share ss. 
coil sings Sohn Cod John E. Niche O'Dris- 
coll $4 ohn ONeill, $500; Chay hk Owe K. Pesan xton, 
H. Patterson, M. Pun . eChacies Patten, "ti 700; 
rge it Pre witt, Vv. 1,500; Cassius 
orton E. Ae Louis A. . $1,200: Soo iam T. 
700; Lo J, Smith, $5,000; Fountain F- aa : Frank B 
Smith, $250 Heng whe ames A. Stewart. : M. Shannon, 
$00; ifort Sani in, j Charles 1 Simms, 
i K. t, $300; Geo George W Bmot 200; James M. Stewart’ 
r U. Somme ‘an James L, Tay C. Thomas, $1.61): 
Francis, W. Test, . $2,500; in FL, Thomas, 6.000; 8 th thompson, $2,000: Wil, 
ames e BO: Nz 
B. White, 81 on 3 ee Worle ley, $1,000; Hobe Hobert J. Walker, 200.0 

P. Whitney, $1,500 ¥ H. er ‘ames A. White , $500; 1. H. Wright, 
$100; Albert G Yount § "000; ben Kime, sole pa of Arthur J. Kime, 
$5,000; Mrs. Geor, win, sole tee of David Henry Porter Brown, 
$5,000, and Julia lise. sole oo of r, $5,000 

Should any of the persons hereinbefore cali die oe payment to 

erein named, mae, Oe in that event, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized an to pay to the personal repre- 
epegieees sf the persons so dying t ths amount alewed under the provisions 
0 

And the Secre’ of the T: directed, before ro 
to the parties entitled to the same ee allowed under ae re 
of this act, to require them, in consideration of the amount allowed, to re- 
lease, discharge, and free the United States from all claim, demand, or dam- 
a” b neers | of any injuries soamres = losses sustained in the Ford's Th: a 

ter d hich occurred on of June, 1893: pyevided, That the 
re het the eo seeeey civil t'appropriation ct, ed August 18, 1804, 
appointing a joint commission, consisting of committee of five 
Senators, ae Sate’ ane President of the Be and five members of the 
House of Represen ted by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to investigate’ ton report upon the Ford's Theater disaster, be, 
and the same is here 

Mr. PLATT. I donot quite know what the words “personal 
representatives” mean in the amendment. The provision is that 
in case any one of these tes dies before the payment of the 
award, the payment s be made “‘ to the personal representa- 
tives of the persons so dying.” I suggest that this had better be 
looked into in conference. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The provision means that in case any of 
these parties dies before the payment for which this award is made 
by Congress, qualified personal representative of any of these de- 
ceased es vill be entitled to receive the amount. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether “personal representa- 
tives” mean the same thing as ‘‘legal representatives.” I do not 
know whether the words mean heirs, legatees, or what. 

Mr. FAULKNER. “ Personal - ntatives,” as there used, 
mean the same as administrators. is no difference between 
the term used and administrator. Anyone who by the law of 
the place in which that qualification is made is entitled to receive 
the — is the personal tative. 

FAULKNER. “The 

Mr. FAULKNER. 

Mr. PLATT. The 


ve. 
or tative. 
on does not use the words ‘legal rep- 
aa meant Pte chair oie 
egal representati want the chairman 0 
the committee to look into ae when the matter ? in conference, 
a see that that is the 
Mr. HALE. We 
Mr. FAULKNER. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. “2 uestion is on agreeing to the 
on Appropriations. 


reading of the bill was oan. The next amendment of 
ppropriations was, was, under the subhead of * ‘En- 
on page 26, line 23, before the word “days,” 


2"; ; and on page 27, line 5, after the word 
‘* Printing,” to insert: 


And for this purpose the of $3,500, or so much thereof as may be nece® 
arn ulate 
So as to make the clause read: 
in the awards division of the 


sd PRnting shall weave of absence with pay 


not exceeding thirty days in any one year, or a pro rata ion thereof for 
a less time than one ’ such regulations and such time or times 8 
Chief of the Bureau, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas 













designate, and in conformity with the act a July 
SS absence with pay to the employees of the Bureau of 


ised, Prin ; and for this purpose the sum of 
Hineraving and be Soe. is hereby appropriated. 


endment was agreed to. ; 
a aaa amendment was, under the subhead “ Public build- 
ings,” on page 27, after line 11, to insert: 

Philadel Pa.: For amount necessary to acquire, by 
For post-office at on, tad ‘or the removal of the buildings thereon, the 
d in the city of Philadelphia, Pa., adjoining or adja- 
the Philadelphia post-office building, additional to the sums appro- 
a therefor in the sundry civil eens acts for the fiscal years 
_ 4 1896, $10,000. And this appropriation and the said previous appro- 
as oe be available for the purchase of said propert : Provided, That 
+y- e shall contain a frontage on Market street of not less than 16 feet 8 

fnohes, and extend in length and depth of that width not less than 222 feet. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the top of page 28, to insert: 


house post-office at Denver, Colo.: For payment in full of 
yor court: the we lory Department to John Moore & Co., for interior 


ma 
$3,500, or so much 


allowance 
finish of building, $1,235.69. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 5, to insert: 


raisers’ warehouse at New York: For the purpose of strengthen- 
tox the oors of the oo warehouse building in the city of New York, 
State of New York, $125,000. 


dment was agreed to. 
rhe wort amendment was, on page 30, after line 9, to insert: 


houses: To amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
nap ee Ti — on eet the appropriation for “Supplies of light- 


houses,” fiscal year 1894, $928.90. as 
amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 14, to insert: 


Cred accoun’ . William Ludlow: Authority is hereby ted 
to the tt. a cers of the Treasury to allow and credit in the 
accounts of Maj. Williax: Ludlow, United States Army, late engineer Ninth 
and Eleventh light-house districts, the sum of $317.13, paid by him in connec- 
tion with the examination and report upon the titles to lands to be acquired 
by the United States as sites for light-house structures, the bills for the 
nditures to having been approved by the Attorney-General, 

and payment authorized by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Light- 
House but disallowed by the Commissioner of Customs for want of 
authority of law to allow the same, said accounts being set forth in House 
Document No. 268 of this session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘* Utah,” on page 
$2, line 18, after the word “seventy-six,” to insert ‘‘ and Senate 
Document No. 268”; so as to make the clause read: 


on account of the Territory of Utah, which are sub- 
To me Oe € Document No. 276 onal Senate Document No. 268 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, Utah Commission, from 

19.18 to $801.18. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 83, line 5 to seco, the 
total ap for expenses of constitutional convention from 
$33,813.56 to $33,865.56. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 8, to insert: 


To of publishing proceedings of the Utah constitutional con- 
vention $108. - 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 11, to insert: 
dian, bask eres expenses of E. W. Tatlock, member of late Utah Commis- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 14, to insert: 
To pay in full George E. Blair, clerk to late Utah Commission, $205. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 16, to insert: 
To pay in full George W. Parks, clerk to late Utah Commission, $150. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert: 
To pay expense of annual report of late Utah Commission for 1896, $50. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 20, to insert: 
To pay telephone bill of late Utah Commission, $25. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 22, to insert: 


ovine Boraries O. Richards, late geeretary of Utah Territory, for cost of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 6, to insert: 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


To enable officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the sal- 
at Senge eer tte 


assistant treasurer of the United States at 







the of his term of service to the date of his suc- 
oni y 9, 1804, to July 2, 1804, inclusive), during which 
exceed the Se etice, omnes ent sum, met to 
by act of July Si, 1804 for the fiscal yoar 1806. ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 19, to insert: 


To enable the epcouating officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the 
salary of Louis R. Walters, late assistant treasurer of the United States at 
Philadelphia, from the expiration of his term of service to the date of his 
successor’s qualification (July 11, 1804, to August 19, 1804, inclusive), during 
which time he actually performed the duties of the office, a sufficient sum, 
not to exceed $489.18, is hereby appropriated from the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation made by the act of July Sl, 1894, for the fiscal year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 6, to insert: 

To enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the sal- 
ary of John P. Jackson, late assistant treasurer of the United States at San 
Francisco, from the expiration of his term of service to the date of his suc- 
cessor’s qualification (May 21, 1894, to June 30, 1894, inclusive), during which 
time he actually performed the duties of the office, a sufficient sum, not to 
exceed $506.85, is hereby appropriated from the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation made by the act of March 3, 1893, for the fiscal year 1804. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Fish Commission,” 
on page 35, line 20, after the word ‘‘ food-fishes,” to strike out: 

For the maintenance, equipment, repair, and operations of the fish-cultural 
stations of the Commission, the general propagation of food-fishes and their 
distribution, including movement, maintenance, and repairs of cars, pur- 
Some equipment and apparatus, contingent expenses, temporary iat 
$10,000. 

And insert: 


For miscellaneous expenses for the propagation and distribution of food- 
fishes, $5,000. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Propagation of food-fishes: For miscellaneous expenses for the propagation 
and distribution of food-fishes, $5,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to insert: 
Fish hatcheries, repairs: For repairs and constructions required at the fish- 
cultural stations at Put in Bay, Ohio; Duluth, Minn.; Greenlake, Me.; Craig 
Brook, Me., and Neosho, Mo., $8,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 22, to increase the ap- 
oropriation for the completion of the fish-cultural station near 

zeman, Mont., from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 7, to increase the ap- 
propriation for the fish hatchery at Northville, Mich., from $10,000 
to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Interstate Com- 
merce Commission,” on page 39, in line 6, after the word “ fiscal,” to 
strike out ‘‘ years” and insert ‘‘ year”; in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ ninety-six,” to strike out “and 1897”; and in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘counsel,” to insert ‘“‘under the limitations contained 
in said acts of appropriation”; so as to make the clause read: 

That the unexpended balances of the appropriations for the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1894 and 1895, are hereby reappropriated and made 
available for expenditure during the fiscal year 1896,to enable the Commis- 
sion to properly carry out the objects of the “act to regulate commerce” 
(including expenses in the employment of counsel under the limitations con- 
tained in said acts of appropriation), to give effect to, execute, and enforce the 
provisions of said act and all acts and amendments supplementary thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ District of Co- 
lumbia,” on page 39, after line 19, to insert: 

Rent of District offices: To pay the National Capital Investment Company 
in full compensation for rent and occupation of building for fiscal years 1805 
and 1896, $1,895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 24, to insert: 

Physicians to the poor: For amount necessary to pay the physicians tothe 

r in full satisfaction for all services during said period for vaccinating 
1,980 persons during the smallpox epidemic from October, 1804, to January, 
1895, inclusive, $1,500; $75 to be paid to each physician. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 22, to insert: 

For rent of Miner School building, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 18, after the word 
‘*use,” to strike out ‘‘as” and insert ‘‘for’’; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For buildings, namely: That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
be, and are hereby, authorized to transfer the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year 1896 for truck house, lot, and furniture to the 
appropriation for the fiscal year 1896 for site and building for engine house 

0.2, 80 as to complete, furnish, and equip said building for the additional 


use as headquarters of the fire department; also to repair the old No. 2 engine 
house for use for a chemical engine company. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 18, to insert: 


Seah and telephone service: For amount required to replace fire 
alarm boxes destroyed by electric wires, $2,010. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 21, to insert: 
Payment of referses, Court of Claims: To pay J. W. Anderson, $530. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





or, 


aw 


ee 


arm 
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The next amendment was, under the head of “Health depart- 
ment,” on 44, line 1, after the word “Major,” to strike out 
“ Charles F Powell ” and insert “‘Charles F. Powell”; so as to 
— — clause read: 

paid to 


ry eh to Robe That the sum of 

dieu to ofice February 2 1804, be 
remov 22, ing 
unknown to to the officer who delivered his check in advance of the end of the 
month), and the accounting officers of the United States 
ized and directed to credit the same in settlement of 
missioners J. W. Ross, M. M. Parker, and Maj. Charles F. Powell, Board No. 
&, being for the service of the fiscal year 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘Smallpox hos- 
pital,” on page 44, line 8, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are pane 
authorized to make rules and regulations for the government of said 
pox hospital. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Gmelipon hospital: For amount required to complete and equip the uel 
pox ital with boiler house, aaans poor ape Sanatbuse, 15.008 
vided, t the Commissioners of the ae are ve hereby au au- 
thorized to make rules and regulations for the government of 


he .6 Of of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 4, to insert: 
'To Isaac 8. Lyon, $4,082.70, together with $71.50 costs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 7, to insert: 
To John Stuckert, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 12, to increase the total 
or iry ean. — or Freedman’s Hospital and Asylum from $13,086.43 

to $17,340 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment oe on page 46, after line 16, te insert: 


That a eaticient sum is hereby tele of Willian ohifer, deceased a 
ne the of Lou ier, exec Wiliam 1 Honk a. 
together tevest, an Te. 


t: 
-rovided, That the Commissioners of Columbia, in 
ment of said judgment, shall first apply the o prowene = of the sale of the hanks 
in which the retent under contract trent bie bot the District of Columbia and 
William H. was invested, ded a= aan residue such sums as 
may oe been ald t to the executrix aforesaid for interest subsequent to 
pr 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ne See eee vom ae Snes after line 6, to insert: 
sproprinted to pay moh thereof eamay be necessary is hereby 
a e 10 per cent retained — contract between the 
District of Columbia and, James abatisoumenie pee 
The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 13, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, under the subhead “‘ Ex- 
tension of highways,” in line 21, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘one” and insert “twos anita line, batoro the word 
** thousand,” a out “five” and insert “six”; so as to make 


attorneys for the 


¢, Cae, $6,491, to be paid. services wan: the revenues of the District 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “ 
ment,” on page 50, after line 3, to insert: 
Horses for cavalry artillery: purchase 
artillery at and re the Indian oo and for as 
of the Hospital Corps d cam comer S 
and the 
under this 
shall not at any time exceed 
in the mounted and that no part of this 
oe pee me 


out for horses not 

watts the disentnn naa caladiin of tn aeleaae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Taos next amendment wan, on gage 00,after line 17, to insert: 
ae unting officers of the ee ie tek — 
ope vapors, oneress in House Executive Document No. 234, 


Mr. DANIEL T oon o — = 
charge of the bill in 


the item on page 12 of the Gooumens velursed to, Bo Bea? 


to item No. 124048, number of settlement 9681, Taylor Hote] 
Company, , of Winchester, Va. 
Mr. HALE. e amendment may be passed over for the preg. 


ent, and I a ae the pa’ hunted up. It may be e 
Mr DAN _ Pp. y reserved, 


. The amendment will be passed over, 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
en was, on page 50, after line 24, to 


zs rors Norah and reported to Congress asnaumt Svand Senate Document 07 
The eameniat was saat 
The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 4, to insert: 


F t of ttle: ts certified to and ) 
in Senate i wet Sr ee 57, Fifty-third cindy oaee 
agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 8, to insert: 


$8,000. 
The amendment was 
For pogeens s of Treasury settlements certified to Congress, Fifty-thirg 
and in Senate Executive e 
second session, rere aan ment No, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 21, to insert: 
That the a; apuietion, of O.% in the eontes evil appropriation act, mak- 


‘or sundry ci the Government f he fis- 
Your ending June 8,187, and for otker pt addition 


iditio: 
ground fo Marion of the Nat Home for Disabled Vin 
: Soldiers at Marion, Ind.,” shall also be 
pipe. 


available for the purchase of gas 
The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 12, to insert: 

: Veled road 
County, fi., 

ro ounty, 
and connecting with 
City, in said Pulaski 
, at or near the 


to be 18 feet in width 
to 


similar d cemetery, 
continuation of graveled road to said national cemetery. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
next on page 54, after line 2, to insert: 
: For the payment of A. Bruner for 
Clifferd a: adjacent to the United 
polis, Ind” $4828.15: Provuien 
a warrant for the payment 
meetenepolis shall 
vided for upon said grounds shall have been 
tates and the same connected with the sewerage 


The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 13, to insert: 


AR To pay amounts found due to John Sine. unde rthe 
the Auditor ‘the War De belong to John Finn, of St Louis Mo, 87 om, 
aaa alleged to St. Louis, Mo., approv 
March 19, 1896, $6,363.95, or so aad 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Tho nent qmaendmnonh wan, om page Ui, after Tine $1. to insert: 


= fo Range. fn the Stat T. Clark, for the 
Army, for the fiscal eis. 


Mobraake by the United States 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Navy Depart- 
ment,” on page 55, after line 8, to to insert: 
tment ative, execu crocutive, and judica Navy Depart- 
oe in oom orere riation 


charge of 
ae who shal also per- 
t, $2,250." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Naval Establish- 
ment, on page 55, after Tear ok to taanet: 

For pay of the Navy, 1895, $64,956.03. 


57, line 1, to increase the 
¢ from $142,688.59 


the accounting officers 
for ‘‘ Pay of the 
to amg 98. 


officers of the Treasury 2 
wy,” fiscal year 1895, $4. 











The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 16, to insert: 


claims hereafter audited by the accounting officers of the Treasu 
To per +t of the appropriation for “Pay of the Navy” for the fiscal year 


ent was-agreed to 

oo aa einees was, on. page 58, line 1, to increase the 
- riation to pay amounts found due by the accounting offi- 

= on account of appropriations for ‘‘ Pay, mis- 
cellancous” (Navy) for the fiscal year 1895, from $15,419.81 to 
$15, 451.73. 

ent was agreed to. 

The nn akon was, on page 58, after line 2, to insert: 

For pay, miscellaneous, fiscal year 1896, $226.20. 

The was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 20, to insert: 
To supply & Gefichoncy, —~Ay the appropriation “ Pay, miscellaneous” for the 


to pay amounts found due by the accounting 
— account cr of transportation of officers traveling under orders, rents 


ings, salaries, and incidental mses of shasin officers, and 
aa expenditures chargeable to this appropriation, $90.00. = 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 12, to insert: 


tor for the Navy peperemens be, and he is hereby, author- 
toad 2 a = Ny ee favor of the Sunset Telephone and 
Telegraph oo of San Francisco, Cal., for rentals of telephone instru- 
ments used ae =. nav rd, Mare Island, Cal., during 
the fisca fiscal ficars’ quarters 1895, am arte 8, and to relieve Pay Inspector 
staited States age rt the disallowance of these vouchers 

= va ttloment of his accounts, and further to pay and allow additional 


eee in ee iere: the same com y for similar services for the fiscal year 


aggregati ,out of funds in the hands of Pay Inspector Edward 
ee wader the e proper appropriations for the payment of telephone 
rentals at navy~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 3, to insert: 
ward Secretary Na For ent in full to the Richmon¢ 
is and Mac ra ecks ite audited am adjusted claim for Creed 
and losses incurred in construction of the armored battle ship Texas, 
$69,558.39. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Marine Corps,” 
on 60, line 19, after the word ‘“‘ fiscal,” to strike out “ year” 
and insert ‘years 1894 and”; so as to make the clause read: 

To pa: 1a ieee, accounts and reservations on file due contractors for the fiscal years 

$11,021.54. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
a next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Naval Academy,” 
on page 62, line 2, to increase the appropriation for pay, Naval 
Academy, for the fiscal year 1896 from $1,411.52 to $1,929.32. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
account rit of the for ** Medical department, Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery,” $21. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Interior Depart- 

ment,” * page 67, after line 6, to insert: 


Payment of pensions: That the Auditor of the De 
ts boteeenieel and 


rita ts toe Bact eo e 










partment of the Interior 

uired to state the account of Col. A. Wilson Nor- 
Piuladelphia, and the balance found due shall be 
to Mrs. Mirtie M. Norris, widow of the 
mid X! Wilson out of any in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


ag op 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 68, to insert: 


The Architect of the Capitol toexamine into the method 
tor the filtration of woken ead ee eet tol buil and to report to Com. 
gress on the first day of the next session the result of is investigations. what 

tions have made to furnish such filtration, and the probable cost 










The amendment was agreed to. 

The a ions 0, ie — = oo survey of 
lands in California,” page e 18, after the word “‘ amounts,” 
to strike out “‘ which y be”; jin the sxme Tine, after the word 
year 1896”; in 











line 22, before the word “ thousand,” strike out *twenty” and 

insert “forty”; and in the same line, after the word ‘ ‘dollars,” to 
That in contracts for lands 

Stabe of Cle = < to June Se ee it ee eae the 


Sit dieenielenet-of thedonecsl Land Office 
until the survey of public lands from which the con- 
tracts for made payable has lapsed and been covered into 


the Treasury, and Which cases such suspension isatverwards removed aid 
anne eoceyeed the Commissioner of 
from Tea 


oes 


So as to make the clause read: 
Jands in eanee geceeate found to be ane under 
rene Siadanstetes tae direen ofya pablie iande 

Tan GaaMUN Ger tepreod to. 
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To pay Oscar Sonnekalb, of Pocatello, Idaho, for surveying public lands in 
the State of Idaho under contract No. 152, $575.25, said sum being the cost and 
value of the work done under said survey contract, according to the rates 
fixed by statute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 17, to insert: 

To pay Richard S. Fuller, United States deputy surveyor, balance due 


for surveys executed in townships 8 and 4north, of range 91 west, and town- 
ship 3 north, of range 92 west, in Colorado, under contract No. 781, 
retracements of 33 miles 42 
survey of said townships, and reestablishing corners along —_ lines, said 

contract having been approved by the surveyor-general, $423.81 i 


veyor, for the survey of certain mien lines of the Yellowstone 
Park and Pu 
No. 263, dated October 17, 1891, and approved by the Secretary of the Int ‘rior 
and b 
date o 

said contract, $8,567 







naa H. Crowley, receiver, of the United States land office at Little 
Ark., compensation at the rate of $5 per day each for nine days in Feb- 
ain . 1895, the time in which they were respec tively engaged in appraising 
the ¢ overnment lots at Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., $90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 13, to insert: 

Indian school, Genoa, Nebr.: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust, settle, and pay, upon the pres- 
entation of sworn and —y vetent evidence, out of any unexpended balance 
of the appropriations for the support of the Indian school at Genoa, Nebr., 
for the fiscal years 1894, 1896, and 1896, the claims of all persons, firms, and 
corporations who furnished goods and supplies for the Indian industrial 
school at Genoa, Nebr., during the incumbency of Horace R. Chase, superin- 
tendent of said school, which have not already been allowed and adjusted: 
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The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 11, to insert: 





and for 
2 links and 29 chains of retraced exterior lines of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, 7 page 72, after line 2, to insert: 
To pay the account of Phili Gallaher, United States deputy sur- 


National 
blic Forest Reserve in Montana, executed by him under contract 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office, re spectively, under 
June 3, -— * rates of $26, $30, and $43 per mile for lines embraced in 


The cmeniidens was agrved to. 
The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 14, to insert: 


_upmnent to register and receiver: To pay John J. Beavers, register, and 


Provided, That the sum so expended shall not exceed the sum of $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 2, to insert: 

Education in Alaska: For all expenses during the fiscal year 1897 of a school 
at Circle City, including hire of a teacher, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 5, to insert: 

Incidentals in Idaho: To pay amounts found due by the accounting 
of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for ‘ 
for the fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1896, $24.48. 

For the fiscal year 1895, $32.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 13, to insert: 

Incidentals in Oregon: To pay amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for “ Incidentals in 
Oregon: Employees,” for the fiscal year 1895, $603.13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 18, to insert: 

Removal of Southern Utes: To pay amounts found due by the accountin " 
officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for “ Removal o 
Southern Utes,” $502.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 12, after the word 
“authorized,” to strike out ‘‘ by act of March 3, 1891, and to print, 
engrave, and bind the Statistical Atlas, as authorized”; and in 
line 15, after the word ‘‘ ninety-three,” to insert ‘‘and by amend- 
ments thereto”; so as to make the clause read: 

To continue printing. engraving, and binding the final volumes of the 

0 


Eleventh Census, authorized by act Eageeres February 23, 1893, and by 
amendments thereto, to continue available until expended, $250,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Mail transpor- 
tation,” on page 79, line 19, after the word “twenty-four,” to 4 
insert “ and Senate Document No. 268”; and in line 23, before the ; 
word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘ six thousand six hundred and nine- 
teen dollars and forty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty-one thousand four 
hundred and four dollars and seven”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the fiscal 18%, to pay amounts set forth in House Document No. 
824 and Senate ent No. 268 of this session, $121,404.07. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘* Mail transporta- 


officers 
* Incidentals in idaho,” 


“ta 


tion,” page 80, line 1, after the word ‘*twenty-four,” to insert ‘‘and : 
Senate Document No. 268 ”; and in line 3, before the word ‘ ‘ cents,” ‘ 
to strike out “fifty-one dollars and ninety-eight” and insert 






‘ninety dollars and sixty-eight ’’; so as to make the clause read: 


For the fiscal year 1894, to pay amount set forth in House Document No. 
324 and Senate ument No. 268 of this session, $90.68. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 3, to insert: 


To pay the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com aay for railway post-office 
car service on account of the fiscal year 1805, $2,4 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ee 


SEE A AF AAO PREL SE ITOE mek BI 


so on ee Fos 


<beer-egee 7 
ate Eb TO 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


The next amendment was, on page 80, line 14, after the word 
**twenty-four,” to insert “ and Senate Document No. 268 ”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

Compensation of postmasters: tor amounts to reimburse the postal reve- 
nues, being the amount retained by postmasters in mena of the ap -— 
tions, including the amount set f in House Document #24 and Se 
Document No. 268 of this session, for the fiscal years as on stag 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘“‘ Compensation of 
postmasters,” on =e 80, line 19, to increase a appropriation for 

Tho Gacal pane 3 5 rom $88,988.97 to $80,437 
The amendment was agreed to 
The a a was, under the subhead “ Compensation 
of ," on 6 80, line 23, to oe. ~ appropriation 
for the ae year 1894 from — 64 to $6,397 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 4, to insert: 

Payment to John W. Ross: That the Auditor for he Fs Test Oliee Depart- 
ment ~ and aes is caeees, authorized and directed to t the account of 
John W. ostmaster at Washin D. oo oh the sum of $i41 
paid for fuel for t the 1 year 1890; with t 43 eld sum of $35.12 paid for ice third 


$35. 
uarter of 1889, and with the sum of $45.83 paid W. C. Talley, jr., letter car- 
r, for overtime. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 14, to insert: 
Credit to William M. Masi: That the Postmaster-General is here "oy author- 
ized to credit William M. Masi, late postmaster at fe oe enne, Wyo., with 
624.14, the amount now stand Saree ae m the receipt by 
6 Secretary of the Treasury of the full amount of att dividends heretofore 
d or hereafter to be Pa by the receiver of the Cheyenne yr Bank 
. in the administration of the assets of said bank u e case of William M. 
Masi all further liability of said William M. and of his sureties to the 
we States of America upon his official bond as Yaron ong at Cheyenne, 
o., shall cease and determine as to the ar of certain funds belon; ee 
i he United States which were de ted and upon d t by the said 5 
in said Cheyenne National Bank at the time 1 it closed its doors and ceased to 
do business and went me the hands of the semaree Provided, , That 
nothing in this act co as a release to the said Masi and 


ed shall operate 
his sureties on his official bond of any liabilities to the United cates which 
may have been incurred by said Masi while acting as postmaster at Chey 
a other than as to the cancun so deposited and on deposit in said | beak 2s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 17, to insert: 


For the purpose of providing the necessary books to be used in the United 
tates wopranewe’ oilaes and in the Department of roa. in_ order to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bookkeeping for United States marshals, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head ‘‘ Department of Jus- 
tice,” on page 82, after line 21, to insert: 

For official tion on account of fiscal years as follows: 

For fiscal year 1 mee 

For fiscal year 1895, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 2, to insert: 

For law books for library, being for the fiscal year 1805, $492.40. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, sa 6 5, to insert: 


ments with Eastern Band of Cherokee In the decree of 
the United States circuit co western dietriot at 3 of ame lina, in the 
cause of The United States vs. William H. Thomas and others, settling the 
title to certain land in controversy in said suit, $622. 


The amendment was agreed to 
Bip next amendment was, on page 83, after line 11, to insert: 
y the accounts of J. R. sand Yoh i and N. B. eee ihe of i 


0, 


goed, of Swain coun © and 
Jackson County, N. 3. for 
innowledgns lof dood, privy ezamina tions of married women, 


The pg sgscvehrcarl was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 18, to insert: 
Rent and incidental A eer of of Alaska: To pay amounts 
fe ee rent Sf oitloes cod cod incidental at a ae nt of the i ri 
Alaska, 1895, $60. 


, commissioners, Territory of for the fiscal year 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 24, to insert: 
Expenses in settling title toGreer County: To enable the Attorney-General 
to make final settlement for the services incurred 
assist in 
rri 
the Indian 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 11, to strike 


nited States court in 


Company, to pay E 


—— ande 
t the Leavenworth Coal 
States for the district of Kansas. 
said ewe without prejudice to the righ 
y ma 


Sipntmentnens Guana 


The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 21, to insert. 


Payment to Winslow Warren: To Winslow Warren, of 
for services rendered under SS tere of ccurt, dated Benton. Ma 73 
1892, of the circuit of the United States for the district o: . 


setts. $500. Massachu: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next ee on page 87, after line 2, to insert: 


Payment to R. D. Benedict: To pay the account of R. D. Benedict, 
at law, New York, N. Y., for services rendered to Samuel H. 
clerk of the United States dis court in New York City, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 7, to insert: 
. Hallett Phillips the account of W. 
ston, D. O.. for ios celites ba the cons of The Unite set 


0, 784, under the direction of the A neral, 
the months of December, 1895, and Jan uary and February, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 15, to insert: 


Reimbursement of Des Moines Piaviention and Railroad _ any: To re- 
imburse the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com ont others, de- 


fendants, for costs paid by a for Printing in case of United States o 

America, plaintiff, vs. The Des Moines N tion and ny a 
=, endants, in the yoy States it court for the northe rn dis- 
Iowa, in pursuance of stipulation made between the ) Fartics and ap- 
ed by the court in relation to said costs of printing, $541 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 89, line 15, to increase the 
me a of assistants to United States district attorneys employed 

the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in special! cases 
frees twenty to thirty a. dollars. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, om ‘page 89, line 21, to increase the 
appro Htcers of th for payment of amounts found due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriatic mn for 
“4 oe special assistant wom ng United States courts,” for the 
year os, from $150 to $4, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of amounts found due by the account- 
ing officers of the on account of the appropriation for 
‘pay of special assistant a’ eys, — courts,” for the 
fiscal year 1894, from $2,200 to $3 

The amendmest was agreed S 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 24, to insert: 
Tremury on qucguat of tus approprintion tor © Woes of clerks: United Stare 
courts,” for the fiscal year 1800 $1 ite. , a 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 6 90, line 9, under the subhead 
of **Fees of commissioners,” to a the appropriation for 
fees of United States commissioners ustices of the peace act- 
ing as United States commissioners = e fiscal year 1895 from 
$1,976.30 to $6,809.75. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, cn page 90, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for fees of Uni ‘commissioners and jus- 
ces of the ere acting as United States commissioners for the 
fiscal year 1 from $694.92 to $1,807.62. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 25, under the sub- 
head of *‘ Fees of jurors,” to increase the appropriation for fees 
ei ae United States courts, for the fiscal year 1889, from $8.30 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for fees of j jurors, at the 
top of page 91, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1888, $698.80. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The ‘next amendment was, in the items for fees of witnesses, on 
page 91, after line 4, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1896, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for fees of witnesses, nited States courts, for the 
fiscal year 1895, from $83,831. 74 to $91, 431.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


attorney 
Ly man, 


during 


nt was 
The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 15, to insert: 
For support of prisoners, United States courts, fiscal year 1896, $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 17, to insert: 


of the Treasury 02 
United States courts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment, was on page 91, after line 22, — 


by the Attorney General, on account of the fiscal year 1805, 8 


The amendment was agreed to. 














The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 2, to insert: 
the Attorney-General for expenses of su rt 
ot prisoners, United iuititirtedecurred’in couthece diteinted Sea Weck. 


for the fiscal year 1893, $1,461.75. 
"The amendment was agreed to. ‘ ioe ; 
The next amendment was, in the items for bailiffs and criers, on 
page 92, after line 21, to insert: 
For the fiscal year 1896, $10,000. 


endment was agreed to. 

The aaa amendment was, at the top of page 93, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of bailiffs and criers for the fiscal year 1895 
from $14,889.93 to $15,375.73. 

The amendment was to. Zh . 

The next amendment was, in the items for bailiffs and criers, on 
page 93, after line 2, to insert: 

For the fiscal —_—_ a i 

amendment was " 

he next amendment was, on page 93, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of bailiffs and criers for the fiscal year 1893 
from to $280. 

The amendment was agreed to. — ; 

The next amendment was, in the items of bailiffs and criers, on 
page 93, after line 6, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1892, $35. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 11, to insert: 

For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, for the fiscal year 1896, 
$25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 7, to increase the ap- 

priation to pay amounts due on account of the appropriation 
fy protecting property in the hands of the receivers of United 
States courts for the fiscal years 1894 and 1895, from $20,018.16 to 
$25,176.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 12, to increase the 


appropriation to pay amounts due on account of the appropriation 
for protecting in the hands of receivers of United States 


courts for the year 1894, from $2,367.50 to $4,365. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next t was, on page 94, after line 12, to insert: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
WEATHER BUREAU. 

To pay the account of J. S. Watson, of Titusville, Fla., for the total loss by 
wrec of one boat while in the service of the Weather Bureau, re- 
Pairing \ United States telegraph line between Titusville and Jupiter, Fla.. 
on ber 12, 1893, including expenses incurred in connection therewith, 
$136.0. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of @ Legislative,” on 
page 95, after line 15, to insert: 

For printing and binding for the Department of Justice, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, after line 11, to insert: 


To enable the Public Printer to pay to the executors of John C. Rives rent 
for buildings on of the late John C. Rives, near Bladensburg, in the 
State of in which certain books and stereotype plates belonging to 
the Government of the United States were stored from September 1, 1875, to 
November 5, 1885, $861.67. 

to. 


The amendment was agreed 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 97, to insert: 
s astetiies BOTANIC GARDEN. 

ey & in the riation for ‘Im 
den eA. fiscal Sap eee om aecount of William 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 6, to insert: 

SENATE. 

For compensation of Senators, fiscal year 1893, $3,342. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 10, to insert: 
For material for furniture and repairs of same, exclusive of labor, $200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 12, to insert: 
Trikes, {igdoor® for the Senate Chamber, the cloakrooms, and the Senate 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 15, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 1894, $21.25. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 18, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, $5,000. 
Tue amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, on page 97, after line 19, to insert: 
To pay R. B. Nixon for year ending June 30, 1396, $500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ving Botanic Gar- 
M. Galt & Co. for 
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The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 21, to insert: 


_ To provide for four additional folders, at $840 each, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 3), 1897, $3,300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 98, to insert: 


To pay Maurice Smith for legal services in defending in the police court in 
the District of Columbia an employeeof the Senate, fiscal year 1804, $10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 4, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized to pay 
Addison T. Smith, as clerk tothe Hon. Grorar L. Suoup, Senator from Idaho, 


from March 7 to March 13, 1895, from the appropriation for salaries of officers, 
clerks, and employees of the Senate, for the fiscal year 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 11, to insert: 


To reimburse the Official spapervere of the proceedings and debates of the 
Senate for sae incurred during the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress for clerk hire and other extra clerical services, $3,490. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay Edward T. Mathews, late clerk of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for extra services as acting clerk of the Joint Committee on the Personnel of 
the Navy during the Fifty-third Congress, compiling and indexing the testi- 
mony, etc., $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 21, to insert: 


To pay Watson Boyle for services as clerk tothe conference of the minority 
from March 4 to March 15, 1893, $72. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 24, to insert: 


To pay William A. Fields for extraordinary services in transferring and 
rearrangizg the papers and relettering the boxes of the files of the Senate 
from the Sixteenth Congress to the Forty-ninth Congress, inclusive, rendered 
necessary by certain changes and improvements made by the Secretary of 
the Senate for the better preservation and greater convenience for reference 
of the files, 3400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 6, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the following persons, who 
were excluded by decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury from the ben- 
efits of the provision in the sundry civil act approved August 18, 1804, author- 
izing payment to the officers and employees of the Senate who were borne 
on the rolls of the Senate August 1, 1893, and who were not borne on said 
rolls November 3, 1893, of a sum equal to one month's pay at the rate of com- 

ensation paid them at the time of their discharge, namely: To William A. 

ferritt. $100; James McBride, $#; Godfrey Beck, $0); Matthew Healey, 

3.33; Thomas P. Mitchell, $90; Hammett S. Delaplane, $66; W. H. Bright, 

0; G. W. Thomas, folder, $60; and G. W. Thomas, $50, to be paid out of the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation made by said act of August 18, 1804. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
ina. 

Mr. HALE. I merely rose on the matter of the order of busi- 
ness, not to take the Senator from North Carolina from the floor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I yield to the Senator from Maine for that 


+. 

tr. HALE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], who is, I know, very desirous of 
continuing the consideration of the bill in his charge. While I 
am opposed to the bill, I am not in favor of any tactics to delay a 
vote upon it, for I have no doubt it will be voted upon in the Sen- 
ate at some near point in the future; but being so near finishing 
the appropriation bill, I ask the Senator to consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside, so that the Senate may go 
on with the appropriation bill. I have no doubt that the appro- 
priation bill will be finished in the course of an hour and a half or 
two hours. Then it will be entirely out of his way, and I shall 
not be obliged to test the sense of the Senate by a motion to take 
up the appropriation bill. 1 would rather not pursue that course. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. HALE. It is the last appropriation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing additional except conference 
reports which will be coming in from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. There is one now lying on the table. It will take 
probably not over ten or fifteen minutes to a of that report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Conference reports do not displace the regular 
business. 

Mr. CULLOM. They do not displace the regular business at 


Mr. BUTLER. I would readily yield to the Senator from Maine 
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to continue with the a priation bill were it not that there seems 
to be a di ition to filibuster against the bond bill. I ought to 
say to the Senator from Maine that he has not shown a disposition 
to do so, but there seems to be such a disposition on the part of 
some Senators, as we may j from the news reports, and 
the newspapers must have gotten their information from Senators. 
I saw in quite a number of newspapers that there is to be some 
filibustering tactics to prevent a vote on the bond bill, and the no- 
tice the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] served on 
the Senate means, I ya that there will be filibustering; at any 
rate, it is notice that there will be very le y debate and prob- 
ably numerous amendments, which pr g would amount to 
filibustering. I have no desire to delay the appropriation bill or 
interfere with it; but in the face of what has been said on the floor 
of the Senate and the reports in various newspapers, which must 
come from Senators, I would not be doing my — would be 
placed in an awkward light before the country if I agreed that 
heres should put the bond bill in a position where it could be 
filibustered to death. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I did not yield the floor for 
the purpose of taking up any measure. I simply yielded to the 
=— from Maine to make a statement, and with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HALE. I had not given up the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART (to Mr. Prircuarp). Allow me to make a 
suggestion. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Inasmuch as everyone is in favor of facilita- 
ting business, I suggest that we have an hour fixed on some con- 
venient day when a vote may be taken the bond bill; and then, 
all anxiety as to a vote being reached having been removed, the 
business of the Senate can accommodate itself accordingly, and 
the Senators who desire to cn the band Wil can be habe. 
I suggest that we agree to take the vote on Wednesday, at 5 o'clock. 
That would be far enough off to give all Senators who desire to be 
heard an opportunity to 

Mr. HALE. That is, that all debate shall cease at that time and 
a vote be taken on the bill and any amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; thai all debate shall cease at that time 
and the vote be taken upon any amendments; that amendments 
. shall be put in before that time. 
ian NES of Arkansas. The Senator had better say “the 

vote.” 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; that the final vote be taken at 5 o’clock 
on Wednesday. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. STEWART. I 
give time enough. 

Mr. PEFFER. What does the Senator propose shall be dis- 
cussed in the meantime? 

Mr. STEWART. The discussion is to go on. 

Mr. TELLER. With other business intervening. 

Mr. PEFFER. What other business? 

Mr. STEWART. Any other business that may come up. 

Mr. HALE. If that —— upon, then we will go on with the 

bill and it. 
. STEWART. We will tinish that up. Senators will have 
to make afterwards. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I yielded the floor with the understanding 
that there was to be no motion made which would take me from 
now. 


Say 4 o'clock. 
will say 40’clock on Wednesday. That will 


I | Maine, and of course the 


Mr. HALE. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con. 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr.BUTLER. I —— to the Senator from Maine that he ask 
for an hour to be fixed for taking the vote on the bond bil], | 
understand the Senator from North Carolina » Prircn ARD] 
would prefer to speak now, but it would be vastly better to hay 
some hour fixed when we can vote on this measure. Will the Sen. 
ator from Maine make a request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. HALE. Then, in view of what the Senator from Nevada 
and the Senator from Kansas have said, I will make the same sug. 


gestion. . 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. = the Senator — eee Cusine feels that it is 
more important than anything that shall go on with hi 

h now instead of an hour or two from this time, I do not — 
that the appre riation bill—— 

Mr. PR D. Ido not mean any such thing; but I do 
not want to lose my right to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, if we come to an agreement for a vote 
whenever the unfinished business comes up, which will be, if wa 
do make an arrangement, within a few hours, the Senator from 
North Carolina is PRITCHARD] will have the floor. 

‘ aod he D. I have no disposition whatever to block 
slation. 
r. HALE, I did not suppose the Senator had. The Senator 
does not lose his right to the floor. I will make the same sugges. 
tion heretofore made, incorporating with it what I understand 
will be agreed to, if that is agreed to, that at 4 o’clock on W ednes- 
day a vote be taken on the unfinished business in charge of the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. A final vote. 

Mr. HALE. A final vote upon that measure and all amend- 
ments that have been offered or of which notice has been given, 
If that agreement is made, then I should expect the Senator from 
North Carolina to consent that the unfinished business be inform- 
ally laid aside in order to finish the defici a riation bill, 
the understanding being that his measure come up imme- 
diately after that is finished. 

Mr. BUTLER. That includes all amendments of which notice 
has been given or which may be given. 

Mr. HALE. That at 4 o’clock on Wednesday the Senate shall 
vote on all amendments that have been offered, or of which notice 
has been given. ° 

Mr. BUTLER. Or which may be offered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Or which may be pending at that 


Mr. HALE. All amendments that may be pending. That in- 
cludes all, of course. That gives ample time. 

Mr. PALMER. It is im ble, in my judgment, that any 
unanimous consent can be for the ion of the meas- 
ure under the control of the Senator from North Carolina. I 
think I o to say y that an agreement at this time 
is absolutely im ible. Iob to it S 
: The PRESID GO The Senator from Illinois ob- 

Mr. HALE. Then I will test the sense of the Senate on pro- 
ceeding with the bill now. I will take no further 
time, but will call for the yeas and na; the motion. The 
Senate must settle it. I move that the proceed to the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to whether the Senator from 
North ioe [oe PRITCHARD} has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ate, in reply to the Senator from Alabama, that the unfinished 
business having been laid before the Senate, the Chair recognized 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHaRp] as entitled to 
the floor, as he obtained it at the close of the last day’s session. 
Then the Senator from North Carolina yielded to the Senator from 

Senator from Maine is entitled to the 
floor in his right by reason of the yielding of the Senator from 


. PRITCHARD. I will state to the Senator from Maine | North 


j See 
doesnot gi the Senator 
or, 


’ 


amendments of which notice has been given, at 4 o’cl on 
oe ——?. 

Mr. PEFFER. Until we may know something further I shall 
interpose an objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas ob- 


Mr. HALE. I oe ee not under the 


it to motion and let the Senate settle 
will be asttatactory Senator? 


to the 

ne eee wee I make the point of 
orth Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD) did 
that would take him off the floor. | ask 


RESIDING OFFI 

The P. ING OFFICER. The Chair will state that when 
a Senator is on the floor for Se gS gene ga be de- 
a ee as matter. It is im- 
oe to ea 
r. PRITCHARD. 0 


imous consent fix a for the vote I would yield for the present 
and let it go on and consider the appropriation bill, but inasmuch 








as there is objection, I insist upon my right to the floor and that I 
am entitled to fei tiene : 
colleague woul e yielded if a unani- 
a had been reached? vi 


Mr. BUT ; 
mir, PRIT oa he sir; Sasteetion, were not made to an 
agreem I would ectly ing to yie 
Mr 7 I will only say that I was entirely willing, without 
in ate wr thane eta can 
i € appropriation bill 
rill not ©, ously interfere with the bond. bill. The appropria- 
on bill is almost finished. There are only a few pages yet to be 
read. The bond bill will thencomeup. I should like to havethe 
settle whether it will go on with the appropriation bill, 
but I am not going to raise a question with any Senator here 
about his being unfairly treated by my taking the floor. I will 
not raise that question with either of the Senators from North 
Caroli if they prefer to go on under these circumstances, 
rather than to raise that question I will state here and now, in the 
of a very full Senate, that to-morrow morning after the 
routine g business shall move if I can get the floor, and I 
give notice to effect, to take up the deficiency appropriation 
the 


ti 


- 


ill; and if it is not finished at 2 o’clock I shall then move that 
Senate proceed further with its consideration and finish it; so 
Senate will then be put face to face with the proposition 
whether for the remnant of finishing up an important appropria- 
tion bill it will vote it out for any other cause whatever. I shall 
ask the Senate then to do that, and I will make no further issue 


Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to be distinctly understood in this 
matter. Iam now willing to yield, if there is no objection to the 
unanimous-consent agreement, in order that the appropriation 
bill may be taken up and concluded. But if there is to be objec- 
tion, as there is, then I shall insist on my right to proceed with 
m 


e 


Mr. CULLOM. I suppose as a matter of fact there would be 
no objection to allowing the Senator from North Carolina to 
speak iately after the appropriation bill is concluded this 


afternoon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I so understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Idonot understand that the Senator objects to 
the consideration of the tion bill now, provided he may 
have the floor immediately after it is finished. Am I right in 


that ouput 

Mr. PRITCHARD. That is satisfactory to me; but I suggest 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] objected to a unani- 
mous-consent t. 

Mr. CULLOM. The objection by my colleague was made to 
peg ler hour to vote wu the bond bill, not to laying it aside 
for the time being. [To Mr. Hate.] I think you had better ask 
whether that arrangement can not be made, and get the appro- 


priation bill out of the way. 
Mr. HALE. At the on of the Senator from Illinois, I 
will ask that the business be temporarily laid aside for 


the ~ See are g with the consideration of the deficiency 
PRITCHARD. I shall ask leave to submit my remarks 
concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Immediately afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine 
moves—— 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not make a motion. I do not want to 

business 


“Se . 
PRESIDING OFFiVER. The Senator from Maine asks 


consent that the unfinished business be temporaril 
laid aside for the of finishing the appropriation bill whic 


has been before Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none; and the appropriation bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to t a substitute for the bond bill, 
when the bill comes up. Itis 


President—— 
ELKINS. I merely want to put it before the Senate, Let 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 
The Secretary. Itis to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and : 
ds, the same 


That in sale or disposition of United States bon 
steer me & pestad of not less than thirty days, 


to the Secretary of the 
Mais otcends thle ce eneatthen, 


are . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
Hee acts Ware reendnent vented? 

The ‘OFFI amendment will be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownrnaG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6994) 
relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, agreed to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bancocx, Mr. 
ODELL, and Mr. RicHARDSON managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company ”; 


and 
A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8293) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the top of page 100, to insert: 

To pay Charles H. Evans for services in preparing statistics on imports and 
exports, as contained in Senate Report No. 209, Fifty-third Congress, second 
session, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 4, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Nannie Watkins, widow of Lieut. M. F. Watkins. deceased 
who died while a lieutenant of the Capitol police, $600, being one-half of a 
year’s salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 8, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Mary C. Stone, widow of Charles Stone, who died while a mem- 
ber of the Capitol police, $550, being one*half of a year’s salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Hattie Newsom, widow of James Newsom, who died while a 
member of the Capitol police, $550, being one-half of a year’s salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 14, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Olerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pay to all officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, . or the Capitol police, who were employ: 

if 


day of December, 1895, and who have ceased to be employed, a sum equal to 
one eee ee at the rate they were severally receiving on the 2d day of 
December, 1895, and a sufficient sum for this purpose is hereby appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 24, under the 
head of ‘‘ House of Representatives,” to insert: 

For compensation of Members of the House of Representatives and Dele- 
gates from Territories, on account of the fiscal years 1805 and 1896, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 7, before the word 
‘dollars,” to strike out “three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert ‘‘one thousand one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For stamps for the Clerk, $300; for the Postmaster, $50, and fo 
Doorkpeper $25; invall, $1,125 . re 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items and expenses of special and 
select committees from $10,000 to $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a number of Senate amendments 
relating to matters concerning the other House as to which I should 
like to have the Senator from Maine in charge of the bill make some 
explanation as to why the committee reported to place them in 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I was just ready to say that the rule is always ob- 
served between the two Houses that the examination in reference 
to items touching the employment of the force of the two Houses 
and as to elections and contests and all that is attended to by each 
House, neither interfering with the other. In some cases it hap- 
pens after a bill has passed the House of Representatives, and 
there has been no opportunity to examine certain matters, there 
are items which need to be put in the appropriation bills here 
touching House matters. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions has always observed this rule, that it does not take juris- 
diction or cognizance of such subjects, unless the proper commit- 
tee deal with them in the House and request the Senate to insert 
the items; and there are items of that kind in this bill. In no 
other case have we interfered with the appropriations for the 
other House. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 101, after line 16, 
to insert: 

To enable the Clerk, pursuant to the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives adopted May 8, i 
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chairman of a committee entitled to an annual clerk, for clerk hire from the 
date of the adjournment of the present session of Congress to and including 
December 6, 1 an amount not exceeding ~ per month, to be certified by 
him on the first day of each calendar month in the manner provided in the 
joint resolution approved $176,134.23, together with any un- 
expended balance, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the appropria- 
tion made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1896 to pay Members and Delegates the amount which the 

they have paid or to be for clerk hire necessarily em coed uy 

in the discharge of their offi and representative duties, which unex pended 
balance is hereby reapprogmense d and made available for ex iture under 
the said resolution of the House oi Representatives adopted May 8, 1806 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add to the items for allowance to 
contestants and contestees audited and recommended by the Com- 
mittees on Elections of the House of Representatives for expenses 
incurred by them in contested-election cases, beginning in line 1, 
on page 105, the following: 


To William H. Felton, $2,000; 

To Finis E. Downing, $2,000; 

To N. T. Hopkins, $2,00°; 

To W. R. at. $2,000; 

To Jacob Yost, $2,000; 

To T. B. Johnston, $2,000; 

To Robert Moorman, $2,000; 

To J. Hampton Hoge, $1,350; 

Rye Oe te, wo 
‘o George B. McClellan, s 

To John C. Famer, $2,000; 

To Robert T. Van Horn, $2,000; 

To Charles F. Buck, $2,000; 

To William 8. Booze, $2,000; 

a Henry P. Cheatham, $2,000; 
‘o Cyrus W. per ono $2,000; 

To Alexis Benoit, $2,000; 

To J. Murray Mitchell, 

To James A. Lockhart, 

To Charles H, ward '¢e 


000; 

000; 
000; 
000; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 106, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for compensation of Members of the House of 
neluabalives and Delegates from Territories from $50,162.87 
to $104,861.82. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 12, to insert: 
To pay Harris A. Walters the difference between the neg cts a folder and 


that of a messenger, at the rate of $3.60 per day, from the December, 
1885, to the 30th day of June, 1896, inclusive, 52. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 18, to insert: 

To pay Henry H. Moler for extra services as assistant clerk to the House 
Committees on Invalid Pensions and on Pensions, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 21, to insert: 


To ©. M. Beach the difference between his salary and $720 per annum 
trom February 20 to June 30, 1896, inclusive, under resolution of the House, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 2, to insert: 


To pay W. P. Scott the difference between his salary and $1,000 per annum 
= April 1, 1896, to June 30, 1897, inclusive, under resolution of the House, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 7, to insert: 
tL Ett aont pokaaier des aoe, hon tes os cna 

un 
December 2, 1895, $554.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Judgments, 
110, line 20, after the word ‘“‘ forty- 
nine,” to insert “ Senate Document No. ——”; and in line 22, 
after the word “‘ appealed,” to strike out “‘one thousand five hun- 
-one” and insert ‘two 
and eighty-eight”; so as to 


tof the final judgments and inclu costs of suit, 
been rendered under the provisions of act of March 3, 1887. 
the of suits against the Government 


cent 
tion is made: That none judgmen 
be paid until the righ af oat da iestaeoek. 
oo ce ee et ea 
has just been stated, in line 21, by inserting as the num 
document referred to “270”; end in line 28, the word 


“thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert “three”: 
make the amount “ $3,079.88.” co we 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 111, line 7, after 
the word ‘‘in,” to insert ‘‘ House”; and in ine 8, after the word 
“forty-four,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and forty-three thou- 
sand six hundred and forty-seven dollars and fifty-eight” a1, 
insert “e t judgment No. 18783, in favor of the Mobile and 
Ohio eee $21,696.68, withdrawn by request of the 
Attorney-General, and in Senate Document No. —, $1,137 ,0s2,54”. 
so as to make the clause read: yea 

For ment of the ju ents rend enor 
to Congress at its ee in ett ome? t read 

©. 18788, in 506.6 


ment favor of the Mobileand Ohio Railroad pemeny fo r $21,696.68, 
nate 


yuneeews b uest of the Attorney-General, and in Document 
° 


.——, $1, Peet ey t dgme’ in proy 
for shall bs paid until the righ eeu hall eet — _— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to fill the blank in line 15 of the 
amendment by inserting as the number of the document ‘277,” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of * Judg- 
ments in Indian de tion claims,” on page 111, line 24, after 
the word ‘‘Senate,” to strike out ‘‘document” and insert ‘docu- 
ments”; in line 25, after the word ‘‘fifty,” to insert “and,” and 
on page 112, line 3, before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘forty 
thousand five hundred and twenty-eight dollars and six” and 
insert ‘ -nine thousand six hundred and eighty-seven dollars 
and eighty-six”; so as to make the clause read: 

F 
schaiiior ann: oaaan tat 
ments Nos. 50 and — and House Document 
after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of section 6 of 
the act approved 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjust- 
ment and payment of claims from Indian depredations,” shal! have 

ed and duly ce o be Re Secre of the Interior to the 

of the Treasury, which cation shall be made as soon as prac- 

the passage of this act, and such deductions shall be made ac- 

ing to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due regard 

to the educational and other necessary requirements of the ‘athe or tribes 
acieotens Gnd ie smanaes paid shall Ra semeearee S| = yaed States at 

Cc ; 7 
sa CCU 

Mr. HALE. I move to fill the blank after the word “and,” 
where it occurs the first time, in line 25, by inserting ‘ 275” as 
the number of the document. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on on was, on page 113, line 14, sec- 
tion 2, after the word * ,”’ to strike out “ ninety-two” and insert 
‘*ninety-three ”; so as to make the clause read: 


Src. 2. That for the it of the foll claims certified to be due b 
pore ¢ wt on 0 be due by 


the several ment under appropri- 
ations the balances of which have been e: or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal 1893, and prior stated, and which have been 
section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set 

t No. 822, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, there 

‘ollows, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. E 

The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 4, to insert as 
a new section the following: 

Sec. 3. That for the paymen ‘ollowing claims certified to be due b 
the severel ioe Se eee Sane Treasury ent under one 
or carried to the sur- 


usted 
ons of section 5 of the act of vane a, 1004, ant 
permanen bein r the servic 
stated, and which 


the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
t session in Senate Docu- 
0. 348 of this session, 349,687.88, 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For pay, etc., of the Army, $982.59. “ 
of two three year volunteers, 90. 
s Chanter, Eo. oirs, $8,502.51 


For 

For to 

For aernere ile btatners Doers 
Por _ 

For 
For 
For 








For pay. transportation, 20.” andsupplies of Oregon and Washington 
volunteers in and $173.26. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For pay of the Te yan $52.03. 

ror Pile par, —— $5,546.94. 

a een . and cont nt, Bureau of Navigation, $4.46. 
tingent, Bureau of $84.70. 

Por equi eat ot vessels, Bureau of eappent, $1,346.24. 

For con t, Bureau of ea, 77. 

For maintenance, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 21 cents. 


For contingent, and Accounts, $880.13. 


of S 
astruction ‘ u of Construction and Repair, $46.16. 
For steam ranchinery, Barat of Steam Engineering, 35 cents. 


65. 
For for sanitary reasons, $43. 


six ~ 
or destruction of clothing and bedd: 
For — ; ae men who served on the Pacific coast, act of 


For extra to 
March 3 186 $270.45. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

For repayment to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 20 


ts. 
“For gurveying the pile ands, $158.2. 


and supplies, $3,191.01. 
re So a supplios, $24. 
For incidentals in South Dakota, $8.50. 


For fees of examining surgeons, navy pensions, $4. 


BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DEPART- 
CLAms ALLOWED ae 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


salaries, secretaries of tions, $10.30. 
For contingent’ etre amis United States consulates, $79.74. mean 
ue pay officers for services to American vessels and seamen, 


For con 
For gene 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Department of culture, $691.23. 
eaten Weather Bureau, isa 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


For a expen of tarabain United States courts, $4,131. 


30. 
assistant attorneys, United States courts, $1,886.39. 
pr Roce of commissioners, United States courts, $1,355.05 


For fees of witnesses, United States courts, $56.75. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


ad $71.24. 
For mail ee ewoctern, 


For star 
railroad 73. 
For railwa Saneparealion, Jat 
Fe i Se fot, 

For cons of postmasters, $254.91. 
Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment in line 16, on 


125, the blank with ‘‘274” as the number of the 
Seman eae 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE, As the of the bill has been concluded, I 
now ask to go back to an unimportant amendment = ne 101, 
lask that the amendment of the committee in line 6, on that page, 
be reconsidered and 


an ate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 101, line 6, after the word “all,” 
strike out “three hundred and seventy-five,” and insert ‘‘ one 
ne one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to make the clause 


For for the Cler! ; for the postmaster, $50, and for the 
ae Ik, $300: pos $50, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by which this amend- 
ment was agreed to will be reconsidered in the absence of objec- 
tion. The — recurs on agreeing to the amendment. 

The ent was 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, line 10, I offer, as a committee 
amendment, to strike out ‘‘three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert ‘‘ one thousand one hundred and twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The ‘ARY. On page 101, line 10, after the date ‘‘ 1896,” it 
is proposed to strike out “three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert ‘tone thousand one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For fiscal year 1896, $1,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave an amendment which has been sent over 
from the other House by the Committee on Appropriations. I 
move to insert it on page 101, after line 3. 

The amendment was and agreed to, as follows: 


read 
appointed Lan stgnographer to committees during the fiscal year 1807, to be 


Mr. HALE. On : 

“six,” 80 as to NG 99, eas wore - ci out the word 
The amendment the amendment was agreed 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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Mr. HALE. On page 98, after line 21, I move to insert what I 


send to the desk. 


The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 
To reimburse the clerk of the Senate Committee on Pensions for money 


goseay, paid out by him during the first, second, and third sessions of the 
i 


Fifty-third Congress and the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress for 
stenographer and clerk hire, twenty-two months, $770. 
Mr. HALE. On page 82, after line 17, I move to insert: 


For miscellaneous expenses, including telegraphing, fuel, light, foreign 
1 ion labor, repair of building, care of grounds, and other necessaries, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 58, line 15, I move to change the total from 
$19,080.16 to $19,338.28, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 11, beginning with line 12,there is an 
amendment which was reserved at the request of the Senator 
from Idaho [ Mr. Dusots]}. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out,in line 18, page 
11,the words “‘ ports of entry which he may designate” and in- 
sert: 


El Paso, Tex.; Northport, Wash., and Bonners Ferry, Idaho, and at such 
other ports as,in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury, the inter- 
ests of the revenue demand. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 6, line 15, after the word ‘‘ That.” I move 
to insert the word ‘‘from,” and in the same line, after the word 
‘**sales,” I move to insert the word “of”; so as to read: 

That from the proceeds of sales of old material, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go to page 21. The amendment there 
was reserved because it is necessary that several corrections should 
be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are various amendments which are simply 
corrections of names to which I will call the attention of the 
Senate. 

In the provision for “‘Ford’s Theater disaster payments,” on 

page 22, line 15, where occurs the name ‘‘ George G. Garnett,” I 
move tostrike out ‘‘G” and insert ‘‘R,” so as to read ‘‘ George 
R. Garnett”; in line 19, I move tostrike out the initial ‘‘A” in the 
name ‘‘ James A. Howard” and insert ‘‘H,” so as to read ‘‘ James 
H. Howard”; in line 20, ‘Samuel U. Hilton,” I move to strike out 
‘“*U” and insert “‘N,” so as to read ‘‘Samuel N. Hilton”: in line 
25, in the name “‘ Ferman Housel,” I move to strike out ‘‘e” and 
insert ‘‘i,” so as to read ‘‘ Firman Housel”; in line 4, page 23, 
‘William B. King,” I move to strike out ‘‘ B” andinsert ‘‘ R,” soas 
to read ‘‘ William R. King”; in line 6, ‘‘ Frank F. Linden,” I move 
to strike out the name “ Frank” and insert ‘* James,” so as to read 
** James F. Linden”; in line 10, ‘‘ Daniel P. McCormack,” I move 
to strike out the ‘‘m” in the name ‘‘ McCormack” and insert ‘‘n,” 
so as to read ‘* Daniel P. McCornack”; in line 16, ‘‘ George N. Mc- 
Laughlin,” I move to strike out the letter ‘‘ a” after the capital 
“L” and insert “0,” so as to read “ George N. McLoughlin ”; and 
in line 22, ‘Charles R. Owen,” I move to strike out ‘‘ Charles” 
and insert ‘‘ Chambers,” so as to read ‘‘ Chambers R. Owen.” 
The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. In line 19, page 24, there appears an appropria- 
tion for the relief of Francis W. Test, $2,500. On the 11th of this 
month Francis W. Test died. I hold in my hand the affidavit of 
four physicians who made a post-mortem examination, and they 
attest the fact that his death was the result of the Ford’s Theater 
disaster. In view of that fact I move to strike out ‘‘ $2,500” and 
insert ‘‘ $5,000,” the amount allowed in every death case which 
has resulted from that disaster, and to make the appropriation 
payable to Julia E. Test, widow of Francis W. Test. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” in line 19, page 24, 
it is pro to insert ‘‘ Julia E. Test, widow of ”; and after the 
name ‘‘ Test” to strike out ‘‘ two thousand five hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand ”; so as to read: 

Julia E. Test, widow of Francis W. Test, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I return to page 21. In line 16 I move to strike 
out the word ‘“‘three ” and insert “four.” The word “three ” 
refers to three death cases reported in the bill, and the amend- 
ment which has just been adopted makes it four. 

The Secretary. In line 16, page 21, it is proposed to strike 
out “‘ three” and insert ‘‘four”; so as to read: 

provide ent of employees of the Government for in 
roceled - Sree <3 tor four death cases at the Ford's Thoutes 
r, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 19, page 21, I move to strike ont the 
word “‘fifty-nine” and insert the word “ sixty-two,” and after the 
word ‘‘thousand” to strike out “‘ eight” and insert “‘ three,” 
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The Secretary. Inline 19, 21, itis proposed to strike out 


- “ fifty-nine ” and insert in lieu thereof “‘ sixty-two”; and after the 
* word * thousand,” in the same line, to strike out “‘ eight ” and in- 


sert ‘‘ three”; so as to read ‘* $162,300.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Onthis Commission there are two members who 
have continued to serve on the Commission since their terms as 
members of the House of Representatives expired. The Commis- 
sion directs me to offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
in respect to those two cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 26, after line 5, it is proposed to 

nsert: 

For compensation to E. V. Brookshire as a member of the Ford Theater 
Commission for twenty-one days subsequent to the expiration of his term 


in the House of Representatives, at $10 day, $210. 

For compensation to J. P. Pigott as a member af the Ford Theater Com- 
mission for nine days subsequent to the expiration of his term in the House 
of Representatives, at $10 per day, $90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GORMAN, I offer an amendment to be inserted on page 
98, after line 21. 


The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


per Vyande ©, Onn Sor wesende incurred in 


To ng for the 
printer and su 


blication of the a wv 


proceedi gress upon 
the acceptance of the aoe ¢ of John Stark and Daniel Webster, under the 


‘direction of the Committee on Printing, as provided by resolution of the Sen- 
ate adopted December 22, 1894, $300. 

_Mr. HALE. I have an amendment which comes from the naval 
appropriation bill and was dropped out there, being a deficiency. 
I move to insert it on page 55, after line 24. 

The Secretary. After line 24, on page 55, it is proposed to 
nsert: 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For 
$4,000. And 
a 
the same pu 


. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VILAS. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted on 


additional amount for coaling shed 
the aay dae vane of $10,000 for this object made by the naval 

act for fiscal year 1895 is hereby continued available for 
rpose. 


page 111, after line 4. I wish to state that the foundation for it 


seen in Senate Document 249 of this session. I think there is no 


- objection to the amendment. 


e SECRETARY. After line 4, on page 111, it is proposed to 


For payment of the judgment rendered the United States circuit court 
for the eastern district of Wisconsin in favor of James Lucy against the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. After line 19, on page 118, I move to insert the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SecrReTaRy. On page 113, after line 19, it is proposed to 


That the ae Tosmarry ie Sveeted to peg te he Cinshen a8 
Wah Indians of South Dakota all interest money ee 
1, and that thereafter all interest money as it shall accrue be 
on the Ist day of November annually. 


Mr. PLATT. That isnot the right for the amendment. 
Mr. HALE. This such 


for. 
Mr. KYLE. It involves no a 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It does not. 
in read the amendment. 
s 3 not . Lwithdraw the point of order 
The amendment should be put in where Indian matters occur, 
Let it come in on page 74, at the end of line 19. , 
Mr. KYLE. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 


a Aan offered by the Senator from South Da oa 
YLE]. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. On page 27, after line 8, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

TheSrcretary. On page 27, after line8, itis proposed to insert: 

For th of sed by the 
ac ea Pera Raneene, cecing eaing oh 2ets 
sectarian in character and is to be condu for the education, industria] 
and domestic training of colored men and women. 

ae na Is the amendment reported by any standings com. 
mi 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will say to the Senator from Maine that 
the amendment was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia the other day, but we have not had a meeting since 
that time to consider the question one way or the other. | wil] 
—_ ee that sev members of the committee are fayor- 
a i it. 

Mr. E. I must ask that the committee examine into the 
matter. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Mr. PUGH. On page 23, line 23, ‘ore the word “five,” [ 
move to insert “‘twenty.” I support that amendment by the re- 
port of the pension examining tearé. which I send to the Secre. 
tary to be read. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The Secretary. After the name “Pennington,” in line 2, 
page 23, it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ twenty ”; so as read: 

Polk K. Pennington, $2,500. 

Mr. HALE. Is the amendment reported by the Commission? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris} knows 
about this matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Ford Theater Commission called every 
claimant before it and examined him a paseonelly as to the char- 
acter, extent, and probable duration of his injury. In addition 
to that examination we examined many witnesses, two or three or 
four, as the claimant chose to bring before the Commission, to 
state what they knew of the claimant's condition at the time of 
and subsequent to the Ford Theater disaster. Immediately after 
the ing of the select committee, which was the beginning of 
ep Reapehaie of the Maepana Sapa of the Treasecy, ok 

e of the Navy of the Treasury, ask- 
Ga scthensDapedimaaaemeainate Siteraedical boerd. 
ee en had 
would probably thoroughly com 
ministered 


it of order is well taken, 


an examining medical board. 
all the facts that laymen 
and understand, we ad- 
physician of each claimant as 


an oath to the 
a witness and sent the claimant his attending physician before 
the medical t for physical examination, if the 


board—the claiman 
board chose to subject him to examination, and the 
attending physician for by the medical board as a 


eee by the Com- 
Commission = 
single allowance that 
as eight or ten gen- 
the report is the re- 
That we have not 
free to grant; but 

a session of the 

any one of these 

ten = one hundred 

on our hands which 
over this particu- 


reopen cases after 

relief of these persons, and, 

I voted against reopening any 
or 


ing the report 

reopening oF changing 7 
have no doubt the Commission 
to the matter mentioned by the 
]. have no doubt they save 
tion to each case, and 
the facts before 
of the difficulty in under- 
made in any case that 
under the circumstances 
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mentioned by the Senator from Tennessee. But he admits that 
there may have been errors and mistakes in some cases, and I think 
I can show that in the case of Mr. Pennington there has been an 
allowance whieh, i not increased, would amount to a very great 
iniusti that erer. 

’ mt ARRIS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, he 
states my language & little toostrongly when he says I admit there 
have been mistakes. I made no such admission; but I say that 
such @ thing fe possible. That is the statement I made. 

Mr. PUGH. The 


Scalp injuries.—(a) Over right half of frontal bone, just in front of coronal mt 
suture, is a cieatrix, movable and painless, about | inch long 

(6) In position on left side, correspondimg very nearly to (@) isa similar 
cicatrix three-fourths of an inch long. 

(c) In roots of hair, immediately above posterior aspect of neck, left side, is 
an adherent cicatrix about three-fourths by three bourths of an inch. No 
depressions of bone. 

Claimant is nervous and very easily startled. He is neurasthenic to mod- 
erate degree. Stateof nutrition is poor. Ue is incapacitated, say, one-half 
for performance of manual labor, in addition to disfigurement of nose noted 
and mental anxiety which his nervous condition of necessity excites 


STERLING RUFFIN, M. D. 
A. BALL, M. D 
Cc. V. BOARMAN, M. D. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of May, A. D. 1896 
[SEAL.] BERTHA L. DANA, 
Notary Publie. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question. What is the date of that examination? How long was 
it made after the injury? 

Mr. PUGH. It was made the other day. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Three years afterwards. 

Mr. GEORGE. Three years after the injury? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; and it shows that the disability is perma- 
nent; it has not disappeared bytime. This is thesame board that 
examined many cases where allowances have been made by the 
Commission, and in several cases, which you will find in the report 
| of the Commission, they have upset the report of the board of 


Senator said there may be mistakes. If I am 
unable to show u the facts in this case that the Commission 
made a mistake I expect their allowance to remain as reported. 
Here is the statement in the report of the Commission upon which 
this estimate of $500 was made. On page 21 of the report I find 


e following: : 

— K. Penwnrneton.—Age 31; wife and one child; returned to work Sep- 
: clerk class 1. 

temper MF sector's bill, drugs, clothing, ete., $138 

Ciaim.—Right leg broken; nose broken and cut; wound back of left ear; 
severe blow in of back; many smaller bruisesand cuts. February, 184: 
Nose is permanently red and scarred; partial deafness of injured ear; 
trouble in back; leg weak: confined to bed five or six weeks. June, 1895: 
Have been to work regularly ever since; health is good; leg troubles me some 


yet; back worry find no indication of fracture of le 
g. 
Medical bons B. FADELY. Attended him nine days after accident; had a 
broken nose and a good many wounds over his body: in one the flesh had 
been chipped off; complained of his back, but I could not find engine there: 


on the Ist of eta tee aeek he hed mend ante ed; reduced | medical examiners appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and 
tibia fa and the nose; did not say anything to me about ear. on an examination by this same board and on this same evidence 
Medical board find no permanent disability. they have increased the allowances. It seems to me that the 


Now, take that description of the amount of suffering of Mr. | Commission itself will see that in this case there has been an insuf- 
Pennington, that caused him to be confined to his bed five or six ficient allowance, ' ; 
weeks, under medical treatment nine days. One hundred and Mr. GEORGE. My object in making the inquiry was because 
irty-six dollars of the $500 out of it for doctors’ bills, drugs, the report which was partially read speaks of the present condition 
clothing, ete., leaving him about $360. With nose permanently | of the parties, and I wanted to know how long that was after the 
disfigured, leg disabled, back disabled, lying in his bed suffering | jury and whether the injury inflicted was likely to continue. 
these i five or six weeks, with his whole nervoussys-| Mr. PUGH. The Secretary can state the date of the examina- 
tem shocked that perilous trial, he is allowed $360. He is | tion, or the Senator from Mississippi can examine it. 
a young man, in the prime of life, with a wife and child. The| The Secrerary. May 13,1896. 
statement made by the Commission, it seems to me, is conclusive| Mr. GEORGE. When did the accident occur? 
that this allowance is wholly inadequate. Mr. FAULKNER. The 9th of June, 1893. 
I desire to have read the examination of the board of pension| Mr. GEORGE. Then three years had elapsed? 
examiners, a board made up of three physicians whose examina- Mr.FAULKNER. I think before theSenate proceetls to reverse 
tion was made of these sufferers in several instances after the ex- | the action of the Commission, Senators should understand thor- 
amination of the medical board which the Senator says was oughly how very careful the Commission, wasin the examination 
a bytheSecretaryoftheInterior. Aftertheir examination | of these parties. In the first place, as stated by the Senator from 


5 


an the sufferers were examined by these same physicians, Tennessee, the evidence was examined as to all of the parties in- 
who made reports upon which the allowance wasincreased in sev- | jured by the entire Commission. They had the parties before 
eral cases by the Commission. I ask the Secretary to read what | them. The parties had their witnesses before them, and they 
these doctors say, under oath, is his present condition. had their attending physicians before them. After that examina- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will read as re- | tion was completed the parties were then sent before a medical 
quested. board of three surgeons appointed by the Secretary of War, the 
a eg ap marge to read the paper. Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of the Treasury; also, 
Mr. HALE. ill not the Senator consent that the paper be the evidence of the attending physicians and all the statements 
in the Record without further reading? before the medical board were taken down in shorthand. The 

Mr. PUGH. I just wish the Senate to understand that these | medical board then proceeded to examine the physical condition . 


physicians, after examining this sufferer, pronounced his of the parties and al . the claims as to physical c isability originat- 
physical capacity to make a living as diminished one-half. They ing from this cause in the light of the evidence furnished by the 
swore, on & examination of his present condition, his | Surgeon in chargeof the case. They made their report in writing 





| 
capacity to make a living for himself and his family is diminished to the Commission. Then the Commission ee a subcom- 
one-half. mittee to analyze all of the evidence and condense it in the form 
Mr. HALE. Let it be printed in the Recorp. shown in the report. Not satisfied with that, the Commission 
The paper is as follows: were then convened, and each individual case was taken up and 
08 F Sraeer Nonrawesr, Washington, D. C., May 13, 1396. | the evidence in the case read to the entire Commission; and after 
Examination of Polk K. for injuries received in wreck of Ford’s | Pat was done the Commission as a whole voted upon the amount 
fo nae this city, June 9, 1393. that — be —, 
History (as by claimant).—Was on second floor of building: was car- Now, Mr. President, I will give an illustration that will show 
pis through fh aor and floors eee pa Baseenaite wap conties oars Se conclusively that you can not rely upon these ex parte statements. 
See ae wanre be wee confined to bec Injuries | A gentleman came to me the other day after the report of the 
fess scalp ¥ sevpeent fracture of nose, injury to small of | Commission had been made and said: ‘* You all have done great 
2 jeune ot . injustice in my case.” ‘‘ Why,” said he, ‘‘ my medical bills were ; 
are painfal — cee vast ee and right hip | 400 and I have received by you allowance only $200. Iam perma- . 
Present condition.—We find as follows: nently disabled physically by that accident.” I said: ‘‘Sir,if that 
Reoptatine iene: standing, 78. is true e Cmentetion have made a mistake and I will see it rem- 
edied and rectified; but,” said I, ‘‘ I should like first to examine 4 
Ww 12 stripped. the evidence of the Commission.” I examined the evidence and 
eerie there was a sworn statement by the man himself in his applica- : 
to or" pressur 1 ‘ tion to the Commission that the entire cost of his medical bill for | 
The Beep prosmure over Inmbar rogion imo —— —_- surgery and medicine was $13.50; and there was the testimony of it; 
ne ao Seemsized to considerable degree, and the | his own physician, who had attended him prior and subsequent to 1 
Practure of right is coheed 2 erecta oo re eae the accident, to the effect that this person was suffering froma 4 
able byt andl bu ieit inches, beneath which there is | Constitutional disease and that that is the difficulty under which he Pais | 
eee of There appears to haye been a compound | is laboring at the present time. In addition tothat was the testi- ia ; 
Pipe LO = Lhe Seleeed ores weakened the limb. We | mony of the medical board that there was no injury whatever re- i 
to ~ : 3 ae oe sulting to him by reason of the accident, but that it was the result ts 
downward from one- inch below mid point 
of torel ==: popenatel gonaitive cleatets % inches = en affliction a had prior to the accident, 4 
border n bone. re was | an e allowance was very liberal. Bt 34 
erable of nese. oa ike enue topuetlaly The statement made by this claimant, as certified by the phy- oe 
' character of is nasal. sicians, is that he was confined to his bed for ten weeks. Le f 
XXVIII—355 4 


RTT enh 





A 


rpc 


a 


are ras a ere en Re a et oes eee PA Pes caanaiel : 


me 


pe Bie I 


ry een eee ean Pr enna 
peetnen . Tie a oe 


es 


a nen 


teen 


cael 


t 


Ce a a shah adil sad " es 


Nee ee Reet gt heater Reeser rh set manne, nite tam tt te HN 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Mr. PUGH. No. 
Mr.FAULKNER. Yes; thatisin thecertificateofthephysicians 
you have filed here, and yet the testimony before the Commission 
was that he was confined to his bed not longer than five or six 
weeks, and that was the evidence not only of himself, but the 
evidence of the physician who attended him at that time, showing 
that you can not rely upon the ex parte statements of these parties. 
Although there might be, haps, some discrepancies in the ad- 
poileeene of the Commission, taking and analyzing the evidence 
n each particular case, I am satisfied that as a whole it is a fair 
judication of the claims of the parties. 
ow, let me call the attention of the Senate to another fact. 


ad 
We passed a law in the last Congress by which we provided that 


there should be no deduction in the salaries of any of the parties 
during the time they were kept from earning a livelihood by 
reason of the disaster. Consequently all of these men, no matter 
how long they have been kept from the performance of their cleri- 
cal service to the Government, have been paid in full as though 
they were at their desks every day during that time. Here isthe 
evidence of his own physician: 

Dr. Groreoe B. Fapevy. Attended him nine days after accident; had a 
broken nose anda £304 many wounds over his body; in one the flesh had been 
chi off; complained of his back. 
the Ist of September he was in fair condition; wounds all healed; redu 
in flesh; see te be suffering from shock; he had good union of both the 
tibia and the nose; did not say anything to me about ear. 

It was stated before the Commission that there was some trouble 
there about his hearing, and yet his own oe states that dur- 
ing his entire examination of his case while he had it under his 
control there was no allusion whatever made to the condition of 
his ear or as to its being affected in any way. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from West Vir 
me = ask him if this man is still in the employ of 
ment 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly he is. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir; he is still in the employment of 
the Government, as shown by the report, and drawing a salary 
as a first-class clerk. His salary has not been reduced by reason 
of any disability resulting from this accident. In two or three 
cases there has been a reduction by reason of the inefficiency of 
the parties subsequent to the accident, but in this case, although 
a first-class clerk, he is still, under the rules of the Department, 
because of his efficiency retaining that position. 

Mr. PLATT. There have been cases where the clerk has been 
obliged to surrender his position by reason of disability from this 


, but I could not find anything there; - 


nia allow 
e Govern- 


cause. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes; there are cases, of course, in which 


clerks have been required by reason of their disability to resi 
their positions, but that does not apply to thiscase. This gentle- 
man is receiving a salary as a first-class clerk. Under these 


circumstances I hope the report of the Commission will not be 


amended. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, a word further. The report of the 
Commission as a whole I have no doubt is just and fair and as 
good as could have been made under the circumstances, but each 

dividual sufferer was entitled to have justice done him. It is 
not a case of average correctness in the allowance. It is nota 
case where as a whole the report of the Commission is correct. 
Each one of the sufferers as an individual had a right to have his 
case examined and allowance made upon a full knowledge of all 
the facts relating to his condition. I undertake to say that in the 
case of Mr. Pennington the Commission were not in possession of 
all the facts upon which to make a just and — estimate on 
account of his suffering and disability caused by the disaster. It 
seems to me that the re of the Commission itself shows on its 
face that it was a very low estimate to make of the amount that 
they say he ought to have upon the facts that they report them- 
selves as having been shown to exist in his case. : 

Doctor's bill, $136. 


One hundred and thirty-six dollars for medical attention in his 
case when his sufferings entitle him to only $360! 

Right leg broken— 

Who would have his right leg broken and lie in bed with it five 
or six weeks for $360?— 


nose broken and cut; wound back of left ear; severe blow in small of back; 
many smaller bruises and cuts. February, 1804: Nose is permanently disfig- 
ured and scarred. 


What young man 81 or 32 years old, or of any age, would like 
to have his nose broken and permanently for a dollar 
and a half? I suppose that is about the estimate made of it when 
you strike the average to get at the amount of $360. 

Mr. GEORGE, I desire to ask the Senator a question if he will 
allow me. What is the condition of the man’s nose three years 
after the accident? 

Mr. PUGH, It is permanently , these doctors say, 
and they examined him on the 13th of the present month: 

Mr, FAULKNER. I did not understand that to be the case 


May 25, 


from the report. I understand that he is in perfect conditj, mn 
that it has knit ectly, and there is nodisfigurement what...’ 
Mr. PUGH. I should like to make profert of him here in, .),.. 
to settle that fact, and let the Senate see whether his nose 
and permanently disfigured or not. 
Mr. BATE. Can not we have that part of the report read: 
Mr. PUGH. That part of the report can be read again. 
Mr. HALE. I hope Senators will not call for the reading of {}at 


again. 

Mr. PUGH. I donot call for the reading, but the Senator fry: 
Mississippi [Mr. Gzorcr] wanted to know if Mr. Penningtoy’s 
nose showed that it was permanently disfigured. 

Mr. HALE. That has et oa Shen brought out in the report 

Mr. PUGH. But the Senator West Virginia disputes that, 

Mr. BATE. There seems to be a difference between the S..1.. 
tors as to the facts in the case, and so I think that the portion of 
the report referring to this case had better be read. It is but a 
short sentence. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall have this little matter brought to 
a head as soon as ible. 

Mr. PUGH. is man has a “nasal twang.” I do not suppose 
that anybody would like to have that disability attendant upon a 
broken nose for $340, and then it is stated that he has a partial 
deafness in one of his ears. 

These are the facts, not d dent upon the statement of this 
sufferer, Pennington. The tor from West Virginia says they 
are the ex parte statements of a man who is to receive this amount 
of money. There is not a pee gee og u which this esti- 
mate is predicated which has made by sufferer. They 
are the statements of physicians, which are matters of record, 
made by them under oath as to this man’s present condition, 
What are the facts upon which the physicians say this man is 
disabled to the extent of one-half in his capacity to make a living? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest to 
him that with an impartial official board, created for the express 
purpose of examining each and every one of these cases, this gentle- 


: rder 
1s brok ‘n 


; man chooses to select a tribunal for himself, and in the nature of 


an appeal from this official board; he selects a tribunal for him- 
self and goes before it, without authority or suggestion of the 
en and brings to it the paper that the Senator presents 


ere. 

Mr. PUGH. But the report of the Commission shows that that 
was done in several instances in these examinations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Where that and other testimony was satisfac- 
tory to the Commission, the Commission has acted upon it; but we 
have not : ited the official a we ee to sit 
in judgment upon these cases upon the report of any pension 
board or any other board. 

Mr. PUGH. This official board, upon which the Commission 
states that it acted, as I have no doubt that it did, made reports 
of no disability in some cases, and the money board, made up of 
the same — in these very identical cases, reported a 
permanent bility, and then the Commission reported an in- 
crease on the report of this identical board which examined Pen- 


n. 

r. FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama 
in what case that was done? I was on that Commission, ani do 
not know of such an instance. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are one or two instances where the pen- 
sion board had examined, but where additional testimony was ¢on- 
sidered by the Commission and the results changed—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is not the statement of the Senator 
from Alabama. Of course all the evidence before the Commiss.n 
was considered; and I assert here that there was no case that | can 
remember in which there was a decision changed by reasou of 
any evidence being brought in there from the pension board. It 
was considered, if presented there, just like all the other evidence 
before us; but there was no adjudication and then a subsequent 
change to a different amount by reason of a certificate from the 
pension board. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course there have never been any chang’s, 
because our original findings are those that appear here. We 
have never changed an usion that the Commission had come 

dence before the pension board. 
: insist upon is that the facts as reported by 
the pension board of examiners under 
an examination of Mr. Penni , are that they found the 
state the effect produced 


testify, and 
Sola wae occasioned by this disaster. How 
mistake as to the facts? There can be nome 


to the Senate whether, on these indisputable 
amount of by Mr. Pennington 12 
ae be sent off by this great Gov- 


that disaster, he 
ernment with $340 in his pocket because we do not want to 
disturb the harmony of the report of the Commission. 

q iS the tenet 


oath only a few days 440, 


I submit 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if these allowances are to be in- 


1896. 


9667 


If a single one of 






were disappointed at the allowances made. 


ased, 1 shall move to increase the allowance to Frank J. Met- | these cases is to be opened and reviewed in the hurry of the ses- 
calf the case stated on page 16 of the report. sion of the Senate, and amounts to be fixed according to ex parte 
fr. PUGH. I want some action on my amendment. Do I | statements, I think it is due to these hundred and odd claimants 
understand that it has been d to? that they at least have one additional day in court, and I shall ask 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 


for another day for the consideration of this bill; and there is not 

one of them whe will not appeal to his Senator to come in and 

move to enlarge the allowances made by the Commission. I think 

we ought to deal justly with all of them, as the Commission has 

honestly and earnestly endeavored to do. If the matter is to be 
taken out of the hands of the Commission and its findings ignored; 

| if the Senate is going to take charge of it and make such allow- 
ances in each individual case as it may feel inclined to upon state- 
ments made here, .I think that we ought to deal equally just with 
all of. them, and that each man should have his day in court and 
his opportunity to offer his amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe}. 
should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

I should vote ‘* yea.” 


bama ding, and the Chair understood that the Senator 
i peed carer addressed the Chair in relation to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not offering an amendment; I was merely 

oing to state this case. I propose, if the Senator's amendment | 
eval be to, to move an amendment in favor of another of 
toe ARE Do I eens — > amendment of the 

‘or from Alabama has been disposed of? 
Sethe VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been disposed of. The 
Chair supposed the Senator from Massachusetts was addressing 
himself to the pending amendment. : 

Mr. LODGE. I am going to speak on the pending amendment 
when I get the ty. I was going to say that if this report 
is to be subject to amendment, I have a case which I think quite 
as strong as that of the Senator from Alabama, in which I propose 
to move an increase. It seems to me perfectly clear, on the state- 
ment of the Commission, that the claimants in no wise adequately 
compensated for the injury to which he has been subjected. Ido 
not suppose there is any one of us who would care to fall through 
from the second story of old Ford’s Theater into the cellar, in 
company with beams, mortar, and brick, and so forth, for $500 or 
$1,000, or $5,000, and I do not = there is a single one of the 
claimants 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were here, I 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


adequa compensated. Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
If we are to on report of the Commission and make no | the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson}. 
additions to what have found after careful and special inves- Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 


igation of what they think on the whole is all that ought to be 
pce I for one shall submit to that decision, although I 
think it very hard on many of the claimants; but if we are to open 
it to other claimants, then I think I have a case, and I have no 
doubt other Senators have cases, as meritorious as that suggested 
by the Senator from Alabama. I merely wish to give notice that 
I shall move my amendment after the question has been taken 
on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, if it be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Alabama. . , 

Mr. FAULKNER. The findings of the pension board and the 
remarks of the Senator from Alabama are based almost exclu- 
sively upon the statement of the claimant. He asserts in his 
statement, and he swears to it, that he has a broken leg, and yet 
his own physician has never heard of that broken leg; and after 
a thorough examination by the medical board they certify that 
they can find no indications whatever of a fracture of that leg. 
That shows how much weight should be given to this ex parte 


imony. 
“t. PUGH, The facts are before the Senate. Let us havea 


generally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], 
but in this case I exercise my discretion and vote 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). 
the Senator from California {Mr. WHITE}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania |[Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware | Mr. Gray], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs], who, I think, has not voted. I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). I have 
a pair with the Senator from Kentucky {|Mr. BLackBuRN], and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I vote ‘‘ nay” to make a quorum. 

Mr. BACON. On this question I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE}. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


~~.” 
Iam paired with 





YEAS—20. 
vote. e boi itchell, Ore Sewe 
Mr. FAULKNER. And yet there is the statement of the claim- og ; eats a oe tin 
ant to that effect, and that is relied upon by the Senator in his | Butler, Hill, Pettigrew, Thurston, 
remarks. cageen, rie. pe eae. Aa ~ 
Mr. PUGH. [relied on the statement of his physician. = ” = - 
Mr. GEORGE. I want to ask the Senator from Alabama a BATS—M. ; 
question. Do I understand that the injury to this gentleman's | Aldrich, Cullom, Lindsay, Smith, 
nose is t? Allison, Daniel, Martin, Stewart, 
tuGH tT din . - Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Mr. PUGH. I saw his nose, and its condition is described by | Brown, Gorman, Palmer, Vilas. 
the report. He seemed to have a little difficulty of hearing, too. | Catfery. Hale, Perkins, 
Mr. GEORGE. What is the extent of the injury? Is it per- | Chandler, See nt tk. 
Mr. PUGH. He is a spare man; rather a weakly man; not a HOT VOTING—4. 
man of physical strength, and I have no doubt that he suffered | Bacon. uikine, McBride.” ony 
— the amount allowed him here by the shock occa- Blackburn, Gallinger, Me Millan, Se yuire, 
sioned to his nervous system by that terrible disaster. It is diffi- | Blanchard. Gear, Mantle, Tillman, 
cult to estimate such injuries in dollars and cents. There can be | Brice, Gouree, is, Toe 
no doubt of the this young man endured, and his truth | Burtows. Some Moreill.” Walthall” 
is not to be doubted. Senator from West Virginia says that | Cam G ; Murphy Wetmore 
Mr. Pennington stated that he was for ei he cunon k one, Hawley Nelson.’ White,” 
when the fact is that he was down for only five or six or seven | ClaTk. Hoar, Pasco. Wilson, 
weeks; that Was not ir bed more than six or seven weeks. Fe ; } . 
What a terrible that is! So the amendment was rejected. 
Let us have a vote 5 President. Mr. GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the pending 
The VICE- . The question is on the amendment | bill. , ; 
submitted by the Senator from Alabama. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Mr. FA I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- | Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 
if it be There are a great many other cases that will follow this | _ Ls SecRETARY. After line 13, on page 47, it is proposed to 
allowed insert: 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
E rt, Dunbar & Co. th ount found due by the auditor of the 
cot. HARIEIS. want to mag A a@ word before we take the yea- Distrlet of Columbia for work done by said frm in connection with the lay- 
vote, . ini é c er main under their contract of September 1, 1571, w 
in pte Ane pe i op mw ee ee ee sald District, to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Colum- 
the matter with a view fai —— ia, $14,548.22. 
flattered himeelf with extonsies aeteeeiencen, i Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order that that is neither an 
think it is safe to say that nine out of every ten OF thene claimants | audited claim—the auditor of the District of Columbia not being 





Et aa 


we 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 25, 





an auditor of one of the Departments—nor is it estimated for by 


the head of any De ent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the point of order I desire to submit 
the observation that this amen nt was sent to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and — favorably by that com- 
mittee, a standing committee of the Senate, and the 
Senate; and I think, under the rule, it is not susceptible to the 
point of order. 

As to being an audited claim, I submit that Mr. P , who 
signs himself anditor of the District of Columbia—and this is a 
por meng the District of Columbia—has audited this claim 
and e his report, as follows: 

JANUARY 22, 1896. 
the report of Mr. Donovan, ex- 
pert accountant, upon the claim of Em: Dunbar & Co. for work done in 
connection with the laying of the 36-inch water main under their contract of 
September 21, 1871, and on several since. 


, in to Congres- 
sional inquiries, I had the honor to state that, in my ean. the finding of 
= Donovan that $14,548.22 was due to the claimants was “reasonable and 


i The views then expressed I still entertain. * * * 
J. T. PETTY, 
Auditor District of Columbia. 

On the point of order raised by the Senator from Maine I would 
more particularly place the matter upon the faet that this has 
received the sanction of a standing committee of this body, and 
has passed the body. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there seems to be confusion in the 


In my letter of June 14, 1892, t 


minds of some Senators as to the effect of a bill passing the Sen- 
ate or being reported by a aye For wa wn That claim is 
good under clause 1 of Rule XVI, which says: 


And no amendments shall be received to any general tion bill 
the effect of which will be to increase an a) A SS 


in the bili or to add a new item of appropria’ 


tion, unless it be made to carry 
out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or reso- 
lution previously £ 


passed by the Senate during that session; or the same 
be moved by direction of a standing or committee of the Senate, etc. 

That is the limitation of authority which is given by the report 
of a standing committee to the passage of a bill by the te; but 
clause 4 of Rule XVI goes entirely to the bottom of the whdle busi- 
ness of private claims, and no matter whether a committee re- 
ports a private claim or whether it has passed the Senate, it is 
not in any way in order, and the language is very clear: 
oe the se of which h hag a : ay" : ty claim et 

P Tal & 
provisions ss wn oxtatines - or a Sreaty stipulation, whieh chatl be cleea on 
ment. 
matters which come in the course of business of the 
Departments and are certified and audited by the 
under the law as appears by estimates to carry on the Departments 
and to pay their ordinary expenses, but a private claim, such as 
this is, can not be put onto any appropriation bill under any rule. 
It is a private claim, and no matter how many committees have 
reported it, and even if it has passed the Senate, it is still a private 
claim, and does not come under the head either of having been 
audited by one of the great Departments of the Government or of 
not being a private claim. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would ask the Senator how a claim 
against the District of Columbia would be audited by any of the 
Departments? Such a claim is audited by the auditor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Under the eral system of auditing, all these 
thatters go through the regalar auditing in the Departments. The 
auditor of the District of Columbia is only an officer of the District 
to — District — to enemas saenees ; — “ro an 
amendment comes in upon an app ill i pass 
some authority of the General Government. 

Mr. Bes rk. — the Senator say nen suc’ a claim 
must upon by Treas 

Mr. ne Sens it must come the 
Treasury. Such claims are reported by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as estimates; and when they come here they are duly sent to 
the ra pam me Committee. 

I sympathize with the Senator, for I have no doubt this is a good 
claim; but it does not a appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The tor need not sym ize with me 

due, as is found by the 
umbia, the auditor of the Dis- 
ict of Columbia. He has gone thro it carefully and certifies 
that it is a just claim, and that it ought to have ns long 

o; and yet the Government is pra Fem A it. Senate 

Oe ee ee and passed a bill to 
pay it, yet the technical t is I am not quite prepared 

say that it is not purely technical—that this has not been suf- 
ficiently audited to enable us to place it upon an on bill. 
I think if we should go through the appropriation which have 
been passed, and possibly the one now under consideration, we 
could find a great many claims which have not run so severe a 
gentlet as this claim seems to have done. I am still of opinion 


that the point of order is not well taken, but of course 
Orn ° HALE Ta ‘eee te dlereeutin nai 

r. ; me say as bill that I; 
not think that I have ever seen in m ee @ deficiency .° 
Sate bill cleaner from claims ion is, as reported to the 


I have no doubt this isa goodclaim. The committee was alinost 
overwhelmed by a raft of good claims, which in themselves yr, 
correct and true and ought to be paid; but what it endeavored , 
do was to keep them all off, and I think it has done it. A; any 
= that has — intent. I had matters in my own Stats 

were very pushing upon me, ae claims, with 
good many grounds for consideration; but A ert feel at liberty 
in the committee to ask that they be put on the bill, and they 
all have been kept off. Of course, if any of these claims go oy 
they all ought to go on. 

r. COCKRE The Auditor for the State and other Depart. 
ments has control of all accounts of the District of Colum)hja jus 
as he has of all accounts of the Department of State, the Depart. 
ment of Justice, the tof Agriculture, the diplomatic 
and consular service, and the claims or accounts of the District of 
Columbia must go through his hands to be audited just like any 
others, and be certified; and that has not been done in this case. 

In addition to what the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hair} said 
in regard to claims, the Commi ttee on iations determined 
not to put any claim on this deficiency bint We have reported 
it without a soli claim upon it, anything which was not au- 
dited by the proper t. 

As the Senator from Maine has said, so I can say that I hada 
large number of claims, some allowed by the Court of Claims, and 
others, that I was anxious to have a. the bill; but when 

y I had to apply that 


we determined to adhere to the 
ee ee 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 


Mr. KRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Doesthe Senator understand that 

aclaim which has been audited, as he says, by the head of a De- 

ent, even in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate or of 

1 but has never been included im an estimate and sent 

here in the regular way, is one that can have preference over an 
i vate claim? 


Mr. L. A claim, or what would properly be called 
an account, which is audited by a ot ne gm comes from the 
Department in the regular way to the te or to the House of 
Representatives: being canna sent tothe House, it comes within 
the rule of the Senate, and is not a claim in the sense of a private 
claim referred to in the rule. Therefore, those matters which 
were audited were placed upon this bill, but the others were not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the very question I wanted 
to get at, whether because a claim has been audited, to use the 
language of the Senator from Missouri, that takes it out of the 
ny of private claims, which can not go on an appropriation 


Mr. COCKRELL. If it is a matter that has grown up out of 
the business of the Government, has gone arly to the Treas- 


shall bow 


ury t and been audited, and the ry Department 
— rity to audit it, and has reported it to Congress, it is a 
Mr. MIT of That is all right; but, the Senator 
will allow me, su mete 2 has been audited, for instance. by 
or SELL. ‘The Secretary of the Interior has no jurisd 
or no jurisdic- 
tion to audit claims. 


. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. S it has been 
of the iecienne die Recretary of the 
a direction of Congress, but that the 
the Treasury t at all; that 
received the investigation either of the Secret»ry of 


it has never 
the or of Auditor or of the Treasury, 
Gove the Seustor ou to tell we thes that is 5 claim which is 


of the 


a 


rel 


= — and can properly go 
will allow me. Unless the Secretary 
Secretary of the Navy in terms is directed 


Oregon. Why does that make any differ- 


no ———— a claim unless he is di- 
Sree ieperten aed eno tho bea! 

, and un ne heat 
is directed to audit, he has no right what- 


Mr. Oregon. If the Senator from Maine—— 
Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we ought to have a real case 
and not asupposititiousone. 1 think we ought to take this matter 


category of 


i 
i 


: 


HALE. 


F 
E 


peenie 
F 


é 
: 
F 











+t comes up and not propositions to be decided here- 
a or smendments which may be offered later. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Missouri has 
remarked—and I think the Senator in no of the bill says the 


same thing—that the committee have intended to keep thisa very 


- that is to say, a bill confined purely and exclusively to 
cles oe i oie claims that can properly and right- 
fully go into an ion bill. In other words, they have ex- 
cluded all private There are in this bill certain claims 
that have never been passed upon by the Secretary of the Treasury 
or by the Com of the Treasury or by any Auditor of the 
Treasury, but were simply audited by the h of some other 
Department, I make the statement—— 


en 
Mr. GALLINGER. What about the Ford’s Theater Commis- 


i i are private claims—every one of them. 
sion clair of ines m. I undertake to say that a claim of 
that kind, al audited by the Secretary of the Navy or the 
Secretary of the terior, is not taken out of the category of 


; claims, which ought to be excluded from an appropria- 
priv hill on a t of order. eee eo ene in ee. 

Mr. G GER. I have no disposition to delay the decision 
of the Chair on this question, and I am not conceited enough to 
suppose that I can give the Chair any additional light on the 
question. But it is rather amusing to have Senators in charge of 


an a riation bill so vehemently inform us from time to time 
that is in these bills that is not all right. The Sen- 
ator from Maine us that this bill is free from everything that 


is obnoxious to that rule. Here is, [do not know how much, a 

hundred thousand dollars more or less, for gentlemen who lost 

health and limb and for the families of some of those who lost 

life in the Ford Theater disaster, and it has been acted upon by a 
> . of 


Mr. HALE. That is exactly under clause4of Rule XVI. There 

was a special act poeeens Se the Commission, and that the 
awards of the Commission should be paid. Thecommittee would 
not have put it on the bill for a moment unless there had been a 
special a ing it. } 
Mr. GALLIN GER. Yet the Senator admits that the amend- 
ment I have offered comes also under that head, but he cites the 
other rule that a private claim shall not be put on an appropria- 
tion bill; and every one of those is a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. No,no; they are not claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s amendment is not like them. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It may not be like them, but they are pri- 


vate claims, 

I have no disposition to be technical or to delay the decision of 
this matter, but the rules are very convenient and are always 
called upon to sustain the position which the Committee on Ap- 

may take in matters of this kind. They are always 
ound faulty, however, it seems to me, when an individual Sen- 
ator — an ¢ to an appropriation bill. I believe 
that a reasonably broad interpretation of the custom of the 
Senate and of the rules under which we are acting, the amendment 
I propose is not obnoxious to the rule, and ought not to be ruled 


out on a t of order. 
Under Rule XVI, the Chair is com- 


There is no escape from it. 


CE-PRESIDENT. 
point of order made by the Senator from Maine 


I have an amendment to send a case to the 
which I desire to offer. It is to come in on page 


The Secrerary. On page 60, after line 9, it is proposed to in- 


y 





atthe Mavy, on the 28th day of Jan 


‘or the 
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Mr. HALE. The last clause of the amendment should be 
stricken out. Otherwise it will be clearly subject to a point of 
order as making an appropriation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that itis general 
legislation upon an appropriation bill It is a private claim, and 
is likewise obnoxious to that rule of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a case where we have appropriated 
$25,000, and there is no necessity for an appropriation. It has 
already been made. The amendment was drawn by the Navy 
Department and sent here. I have no objection to striking out the 
ea words which the Senator from Maine has indicated. 

. HALE. Those words make the amendment subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Then it will not be an appropriation. All I de- 
sire in this connection is to secure for this young man an oppor- 


tunity to go to the Court of Claims and to have his case expedited; 
that is, the court, instead of taking four years, shall hurry it up. 
The amendment also provides an appropriation of $926 for money 


that he has advanced. The Government is now using his device, 
oe it may be, and it seems to me it ought to pay the money 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the young man has advanced money 
and it is to be reimbursed, it is a private claim. Aside from that, 
as I have before suggested, it is general legislation upon an ap- 
sropriation bill. The only way for this young man to prosecute 
1is claim is the only manner left to Dunbar & Co., that is, through 
the Congress of the United States, and I make the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state one fact. 1 do not know 
whether it is material or not on the point of order. The amend- 
ment was prepared at the office of the Secretary of the Navy. It 
was approved by the Secretary and sent here by him with his 


approval. 
r. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire about the appro- 
priation of $25,000. It is the first time I have ever heard of an 


appropriation being made in advance to pay an anticipated judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims. 
Mr. TELLER. The appropriation is to be stricken out. 


There 
is to be no appropriation. 


e made an appropriation last year 
and left it discretionary with the Secretary whether or not he 
would pay the claim. He has declined to pay the claim. I want 
to put the case in the Court of Claims, with the provision which 
is in the amendment that the court shall expedite it. I do not 
desire any appropriation, but the amendment came from the Navy 
Department and they put itin, and I did not notice that part of it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The difficulty, not that the Chair is under 
in making the ruling, but which Senators are under, is that they 
do not know what amendment is before the Senate. The Senator 
from Colorado moves a very long and unusual amendment—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the amendment 
stated as modified by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Whereas the Secretary of the Navy on the 28th day of January, 1893, con- 


tracted with Harris P. Hurst for certain rights accruing and arising under 
three several applications filed by said Hurst in the United States Patent 


Office for letters patent upon certain improvements, viz, ‘Cartridges for 
breech-loading ordnance, filed March 28, 1892, Serial No. 4296839," “ Breech- 


loading ordnance, filed July 28, 1892, Serial No. 441433,” and “ Breech-loading 
oO , filed August 17, 1892, Serial No. 443329"; anc 

Whereas the Secretary of the Navy has heretofore decided that said Hurst 
is not entitled to be pat anything under said contract, nor anything out of 
the $25,000 appropriated for certain rights under patent No. 533171 in the “act 
making Se for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes”’; and 

Whereas the said Hurst expended the sum of $926.22 at the Washington 
Navy-Yard in small-bore and small-arm experiments: Now, therefore, 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to said Hurst the said sum of 
— and the Court of Claims is hereby directed to advance and adjudicate 

he claim of said Harris P. Hurst against the United States for all such sums 
of money as the said Hurst may be entitled to on account of any infringe- 
ment of his (the said Hurst's) said patents by the United States Government, 
or on account of said contract of the 28th day of January, 1893, or on account 
of the provision for the payment of said Hurst of the sum of $25,000, on con- 
ditions therein mentioned in the “ act ae appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. TELLER. The remainder of the amendment has been 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Colorado. The only modification which the 
Chair understood is in the clause in regard to the appropriation 
of $25,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. TELLER. It is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a provision in the amend- 
ment for the payment of the sum of $926.22. 

Mr. TELLER. I will strike out that provision, so that the 
amendment will carry no appropriation. Then all there will be 
in it is a reference of the case to the Court of Claims, with adirec- 
tion to the court to expedite it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado and also the Senator in charge of the bill, the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hae}, whether it is in order upon the deficiency bill 
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to pore to send any private claim to the Court of Claims for ad- 
udication? 
: Mr. GALLINGER. Especially with a direction that they shall 
expedite it beyond existing law. 
fr, COCKRELL. It is, as a matter of course, if 
gencral legislation, but it is only in order when general legislation 
is admitted. The amendment proposes general legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thisis purely and simply a reference of the 
claim of Mr. Hurst to the Court of Claims for adjudication. It 
provers for a private claim, and if the Committee on Appropria- 

ions, one member of which is the Senator from Colorado | Mr. 
TELLER], will establish that rule, of course we will be content 
with it. But it should be understood hereafter that any private 
claim whatever may be especially referred to the Court of Claims 
upon the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no necessity to refer the case to the 
Court of Claims. Mr. Hurst has a right to go to the Court of 
Claims under his contract, but his case would not be expedited. 
I desire to have it hastened. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the proposition of the Senator—— 

Mr. TELLER, I did not prepare the amendment. It was pre- 
pared at the Navy Department and sent here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is not of half so much importance as 
it is that the amendment comes from a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, 

Mr. TELLER. It does not come from any member of the Com- 
mittee on A 0S as such. 

Mr. CH. R. There would have been no possibility that 
the amendment would have been entertained for a minute if it 
had come from any other member of the Senate; but the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, immediately after objecting to an abso- 
lutely meritorious claim because it isa private claim, now send 
to the front the Senator from Colorado, who is a member of that 
committee, to insist upon it that a private claim may be —— 
in the Court of Claims by a clause upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New anpekire, who is ex- 
ceedingly critical at least, loses sight of the fact that last year we 
made an appropriation to pay thisclaim. It is carrying out exist- 
ing law, you may say, to submit the question now to the Court of 
Claims. I do not desire to discuss the question, however. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado does not wish 
to mislead the Senate, as he is in danger of doing by the last re- 
mark. The Secretary of the Navy was to is claim if he 
thought it wasa good one. He adjudica’ that it was a bad 
one, and the Senator now gets up and says the amendment is to 
carry out existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Navy said that the claim- 
ant a not entitled to the money, and he was not inclined to 
pay it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator argue that it is carrying 
out existing law to move to pay a claim which the Secretary of 
the Navy says is a bad one? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon reflection the Chair is com- 
pelled to sustain the point of order upon the amendment even as 
modified. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On page 60, after line 9, I move 
to insert what I send to the desk. 
ee SECRETARY. On page 60, after line 9, it is proposed to 

That to out the provisions of the act a riations for the 
naval service for the fiscal ending June 30, 1884 ( tutes, page 477), to 

y ae representatives of John Roach, deceased, the sum of $28,1 
for labor and material furnished by the eaid John Roach in compl 
dispatch Sate ® Doiphin under the advice and of the Naval Ad 

men 


in said act, which amount is hereby appropriated out of 
any ciasiein ts tense Ra ecaee 


Mr. HALE. It is an ungrateful task to make points of order 
upon claims that are good. I know this old claim like a brother. 
It isa claim. It ought to have been paid yearsago. It is 
invested with peculiar hardship. The Government ought to pay 
it by a bill which should pass unanimously in the House and in 
the Senate. That is the wayit oughtto go. But it is not aclaim 
that is excepted under clause 4 of Rule XVI. 

The framing of the amendment attempts to avoid that rule b 
dec] ao too ieeenakaeanae a 5 cnr 

ear. are gen app . no ap 
tion in the act of 1884 for any private person who Meee ties 
against the Government the are oe ent. There 
was an priation in that act for the of new ships, 
and in building those new os claim came up. It is just; 
it is a perfectly claim; but simply referring to that act, the 
renee act which carried expenses for the building of the 

avy, te cover the Roach ships, does not, Isubmit, Mr. President, 
bring it under the rule, w says that— 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim shall 
be received toa ral a) unless carry 
visions of an existing law or & y tpl — at 


ou admit 


* 4 " a 2 
pee aa z ee as i eee - , 
Sie SE a) Sci utah aera aa ae 


I have no doubt that if there had been a act or a treaty 
which had recognized this claim and declared that it shou) \, 
paid, that it should be submitted to the Department and audited, 


the amendment would be carrying out a special provision in rela: 
tion toit. But simply —— to an appropriation act w 
carried a general appropriation for the Navy and for nay, ships 
clearly does not, in my opinion, entitle the amendment to ¢o;,,.. 
under clause 4 of Rule XVI. Ihave nothing more to say al: j; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Maine, a ¢o.,j 
lawyer, as he is, evidently realizes the weakness of his point «; 
order, and for that reason he follows up his point with an arvy. 
ment in its favor. " 

Mr. HALE. I raised the point of order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. I insist in all cong. 
dence that the amendment is not subject to the point of order 
and I will give my reasons very briefly. . 

Mr. Roach had a contract with the Government of the United 
States for building this ship at acertain price. After the ship was 
completed and accepted by the Government, an act of Congress 
was —I care not whether it was a general appropriation act 
or a special act of Congress; it was an act of Con s—making 
an appropriation of money to meet this and other like contracts. 
It was an act which it was intended should __— the money, and 
it did provide money, to meet this contrac : 

Now, what followed? A question was raised in the Department 
to the effect that the vessel was structurally weak, and the Goy- 
ernment held back this amount, $28,000, money appropriated by 
Congress to meet this particular claim. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of the Navy refused to pay it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Mowe. gr He refused to pay it? 

Mr. HALE. He claimed thatthe a riation did not coverit. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, the Senator is mistaken about 
that. That was not the question at all. The position taken by 
the Secretary of the Navy was that the boat had not been con- 
structed according to the contract, and although the money had 
been appropriated by Congress and was there ready to be drawn, 
it was retained —— Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. at is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And a less amount than that 
called for in the contract was paid. The Senator from Maine 
says to me that it had not been earned. 

r. HALE. I do not say that. The so held. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In view of what the Senator said 
a moment about the justice of the claim, he can not say that. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary held that way. I do not so hold. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatistrue. The Secretary evi- 
dently made a mistake,as the whole history of the Dol)/iin has 
abundantly proved. The Secretary of the Navy was under a 
mistake. He was misled by the reports made to him by certain 
officers in regard to the character of the construction of the ship. 
Those reports were to the effect that the vessel was structurally 
weak, and therefore was not built according to the contract. The 
Secre of the Navy—I am finding no fault with him—on thos: 

eld back the amount of ao co had been appro- 
priated by an act of Con to meet particular case. 

Subsequent investigation has demonstrated to everyone who 
has given the matter any attention that that was a mistake, just 
as the Senator from Maine says. It is a justclaim, and one which 
th Houses of Congress. 


What is the existing law? 


hich 


out existing law? That is the rule. 
The existing law is a general a tion act which appropri- 
ated $28,000 to meet this claim. It does seem to me that the point 
is not well taken. I do not think the Senator in charge of the bill 
ought to make any point of order against this claim under all the 
circumstances. I insist that the amendment is in order «nil that 
the point of order is not well taken. What ‘oes the rule say’ 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim— 

I admit it is a private claim— 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless— 


baer GA ean easia be pelt. 
0. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, it did. The appropriation 
to cover this ‘claim i= the whole amount of 

. The of the Navy, on an investigation 12 

I think he was held eek $28,000 of it upon the 
the Government that the vessel was structurally weak 
constructed to the contract. That 
vessel has been in the Government now for eleven years. 
It has voyaged around the world more than once, and it has been 
stancher vessel was eveT 
constructed in any shipyard in America or elsewhere. Now, that 
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PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Oregon please 
eon of the my law to which he refers? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have not the statute before me. 
It is in the act making roo for the naval service for the 
fiscal year —_—- , 1884, 22 Statutes, page 477. 

Mr : course that is the general appropriation act 
which provides for theconstruction of so many ships. It has noth- 
ing in reference to claim. Iwishtherewas. There are cases 
that come under clause 4 of Rule XVI. 

provides that after the ist day of July the salary of a certain 
Oricer shall be $3,000 instead of $2,500, and that amount is not ap- 
ropriated for and is not d, the difference between the $2,500 
Fhat he gets and the law that fixes the salary is a subject for an 
amendment on an tion bill, because it is to carry ont an 
existing law a to and applicable tothatsubject. There 
are here and cases of that d. That is intended to be the 
scope of clause 4, But tosay that a general law providing for 
the construction of ships and appropriating money for them is 
intended to cover @ ular claim that the then Secretary of the 
Navy decided was not to be paid and had not been earned isa very 
strong stretching and violation of the rule. 

Mr. M of Oregon. This is the statute. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can not point out, as the Chair has 


For instance, if Con- 


him to do, anything in the act that relates to this claim. 
ote MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh,yes, Ican. The act provides 
as follows: 


construction steel cruiser of not less than 4,300 tons disp! 
aan — specially authorized law, — stool cruisers of not more than 
e and on » 
8,000 nor lest a ee Board in its veport of December 2. 
and for the construction of all which vessels, except their 
the woeney of the Navy shall invite pro from all Ameri- 
pbuilders whose shipyards are pay ous ped for building or repair- 
. or Se Seerctesy of the Na ‘is authorized o caiaieas a d 
= al aa aun armament at a total cost for each not exceeding the 
amounts the Naval Advisory Board in said report, and in the 
event that such vessels, or any of them, shall be built by contract, such build- 
Eg ae aks Gee ab MED Ena Gage cliverticcasent, potiiched in Sve of 
ie = United States, inviting wreueanie for construct- 
subject to all such rules, nen, superintendence, 
provisions as to bonds and security for the due completion of the work 
as the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe; and no such vessel shall be ac- 
cepted unless completed in strict conformity with the contract, with the 
Board, and in all respects in 
August 5, 1882, except as they 
Pamieelene ed ie ay secre Sige peer 
can Se to the cunaurect > onl finishing of the vod in this 
any balance of the appropriation made to the Bureaus of 
ction and Repair and Steam Engineering for the current fiscal year 
or in the  eeveent act which may remain available for that purpose: Provided, 
utilize the national navy-yards with the ney, tools, and 
appliances tothe Government there in use in the building of said 
chin or an , as fully and to as great anextent as the same can 
he sone with eiventage to the Government. 

It amounts to just this, Mr. President: Here is an act providing 
for and directing the construction of certain vessels at certain 
prices, not a certain cost, and making an appropriation 
to meet the same. This vessel was constructed, and it is ad- 
mitted by the Senator in charge of the bill that the money has 
been unjustly detained. It does seem to me that the point pf 
order is not well taken. 

Mr. HALE. Under the Senator’s construction of the rule, 
under a on, no matter what the Secretary of 
the Na for double the amount of the appropria- 
tion an on the ground that the appropriation 
had been put upon ships. The whole clause simply makes a 

for certain ships. It is left to the Secre- 

. He is to decide whether they are bid for according to con- 
and whether are to be ted ornot. The Secretary, 
a ; but he decided that this item was not 
contract and refused to pay it, and that is why 
now. All the other bills were paid long ago under 
When a part of the act left it to the Secre- 
that this money had not been earned, to claim 
of that appropriation it brings it under clause 
v strained construction; and I 
, who is a good lawyer, sees 

any more time. I want to get the 


had occasion to examine this claim in 
t the withholding of this 
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money was about as unjust a thing as has been done in a lon 
time. I hope the Senator from Maine will waive his point o 
order and let this claim go on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I do that very gladly for one; but if I did 
eee Wome make the point of order. 
There certain position under my responsibility as c 0 
the subcommittee and in of the bill which I must take 
which I do not like to take. are half a dozen claims that 
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ituents of 
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mine that I had to vote against. If this were the only claim, I 
for one would let it go; but there was no end of claims that have 
been besetting the Committee on Appropriations this year more 
than ever. Some of the very best of them are from my State. I 
voted against them all. I disliked to do it, and I dislike to make 
a point of order here. If this claim were single and alone I would 
not make it. 

Mr. STEWART. The payment of this claim has been delayed 
so long, the point of order, I take it, will be overruled in this case. 
1 advise my friend to take an appeal and let us overrule it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not going to take an appeal 
until the Chair has decided against theamendment. I am expect- 
Eo decision in its favor. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The law cited by the Senator from 
Oregon, the Chair thinks, does not take this case out of the prohi- 
bition of the rule. In order to do that the law should be specific 
and apply to the particular matter included in the amendment. 
The Chair very reluctantly sustains the point of order. There is 
no escape from it under the rule. 
_ Mr. DANIEL, I have an amendment to offer to the bill, to come 
in after line 15, on page 70. Itis an amendment reported from 
the Committee on Claims, with the exception of the proviso which 
I have added at the end in writing, which I propose to offer as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 15, page 70, insert: 

Providing the Public Printer is unable to produce without delay, at the 
Government Printing Office, the work hereinafter named, that the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause the 
present contract for a copies of the drawings of the weekly issues 
of patents for inventions, trade-mark certificates, drawings for the library 
editions of patents, for producing exhausted copies and copies of pending 
ogusesene and of foreign patents or publications, and for producing the 
photolithographic work for the illustrated pages of the Official Gazette of 
the Patent Office, to be extended for the term of one year from the Ist day of 
July, 1896, the provisions of section 3679 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, That the contractor will 
do the work at a figure as low as any other bid that has been made. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment opens agreat field. 
The Committee on Appropriations knows nothing about it. The 
Senate knows nothing about it. Itis put in force by a new law 
and a new process. have to make a point of order against the 
amendment that it is legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will state that this matter in a little different 
form was brought before the Senate on the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill and that its entire object is one for the public 
good. While I believe it to be open toa point of exception, if it is 
insisted on, it is a matter that has been debated in the Senate and 
I believe the public interest will be subserved by a hearing and a 
favorable decision. Of course I can not persist, as the amend- 
ment is in the nature of legislation. I hope the Senator from 
Maine will not urge his point of order, at least until he hears the 
matter. 

Mr. HALE. If I did not, there are other Senators who would 
make it. I have been requested, being in charge of the bill, to 
make it, as I have made other points of order. The Senator does 
not claim that the amendment is not subject to a point of order. 
I have to make it because it would open large debate. I know 
certain Senators are very much opposed to it. I am very desirous 
of getting the bill through to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
page 110: 

To pay Henry A. Du Pont im full compensation for all his time and expenses, 
including printing and counsel fees, in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the 
Senate of he United States as a Senator from the State of Delaware, $2,500. 

To pay James L. Wolcott, John Bassett Moore,and William F. Kurtz, coun- 
selin opposition to the claim of Henry A. Du Pont, the same to embrace all 
their disbursements and expenses in the prosecution of their case in such 
opposition, $2,500. 

Mr. HALE. That has been fully considered by the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. My impression is that some sub- 
committee on one of the appropriation bills intended to put on this 


item. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did we not pass a resolution directing the 
payment of these two sums out of the contingent fund? 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will explain the matter. I was 
instructed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections to report 
the resolution providing for the payment of these amounts out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. The resolution had to go to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses and it is lying there yet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the proper place for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As it was necessary to make the 
appropriation, I thought it should be put on this bill, as it is the 
last one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it had better go on this bill, too, 
but the resolution ought to be recalled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 


I move to insert, after line 12, 
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Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly the committee intend in putting the 
provision on this bill that the resolutions shall be pushed out. It 
will fall undoubtedly when the ———— goes through. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thought it best that the provi- 
sion should be made here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that I wish 
to have the amendment on 60 considered in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

Mr. HILL. On page 87, at the end of line 7, I move to insert: 

To Elihu Root, ex-United States attorney, southern district of New York, 
pos oS ae Le 4} TEE 
tion of the Attornes General, the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. HALE. My impression is that the committee agreed to 
this amendment. 

sae tea rs Aa — had. It is a claim audited and 
a © At ey-General. 

Mitr. t claim. 


eral 
HALE. Itisa — certified 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was eed to. 

Mr. WARREN. In of the Committee on Claims I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SeoretTary. Insert as an additional section the following: 


That there be, and hereby is, riated, out of any money in the Treas- 
of $1,027 
ary not, ctherwie epproprated, the gum of Bt SA. for the payment of 
of January 20, 1885, as follows: 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. It is not worth while to read the names of all the claim- 
ants and the amounts. I make the point of order that they are 
nee, = and simple, —— from the Committee a4 Claims, 
and are n propriate to the pending appropriation bill. 

Me CHANDLER. I should like te the Senator from Mis- 
— str, age Have not the | hee Act — and the French 

on claims been repeatedly put upon a deficiency ria- 
tion bill, and has not the claim that they are findings or ju ts 
S = Sees of oe sn eh eg A = them out of the rule? 

point er is good, why not good as against any 
judgment of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Neither the French nor po —_ 


man law claims wed ak re . They are findings 
Congress has recogn some of in the case of the 
French spoliation claims and paid them. has likewise 

some of the claims allowed under the Bowman law 
and that was done in a general act, including a large number of 
claims rted by the Court of Claims to Congress under the 
Bowman law, where they found the facts, finding the amount of 


SS and actually used for army and the value 
of it. was a number of years ago. It is true once or twice, 
by a bare majority vote of the iations, an 
ee oS ee Sa French spolia- 
tion claims. My recollection is that Bowman Act claims have 
never been inserted upon a ae een bill. 

Mr. PLATT. We paid several of the French 


spoliation claims in that way. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iknow. I say there was one class of French 
spoliation claims where payment was made, and that was all. 
Mr. PLATT. Two, were there not? 
Mr. COCKRE 


LL. The fact = may have hereto- 
fore put these claims on an does not relieve the 
since from of the Senate as i 


Mr. WARREN. I can answer. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


r. They were put on at the time, it is my rec- 
oliection, by the Committee on te . 


Mr. PLATT. Has not the Senate decided the of or- 
dor in favor of putting then claims on Sn -appropeation bill; 
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and have they not been put ae not acceded to by the con- 
Seon on 


ferees on the of the That is my recollection. 
Mr. WARREN were so put on the deficiency appropria- 


. They 
tion bill in 1891. The question of order was raised by the Senator 
from Missouri {Mr. ae and it was settled by the Senate 
and they were put upon the and 

These are adjudicated claims from the Court of Claims 
over the »~~ certificate to the Committee on Claims and by 
that commnuitee recommended to the A tion Committee, 
The certificate of the clerk of the Court of Claims is appended to 
the amendment, stating that are the findings of the Court of 
Claims. It seems to me that when we by our own act have cre- 
ated a tribunal for the adjustment of such claims and by a later 
act have sent these particular claims to that particular tri}una) 
for the purpose of making its findings and Vided that 
they be reported to Congress annually, and they are so re- 
SS oo one honorable, decent, legal way to do, and 

pay : 

I know of no point of order that can be raised as against tho 
amendment and sustained, as I understand the rules of the Sen- 
ate. The matter, it is true, was brought up in 1891. I have the 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorRD of March 1, 1891, before me. At 
that time the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cocx- 


RELL] raised a t of order against the adoption of a similar 
amendment, in making the point of order said: 

Th t of order is that the amendment to i wri 
a ES oars Oe ee Eitan on Cini ond ee 


;. the on 
— en to report them favorably to be placed on a gencral ap- 


At this time we have the advantage of ha had this amend. 
ment favorabl 


by the Committee on Claims ina regular 
=e i having had it sent to the Committee on Appropriations 
in due time. At that time the t of order was not ruled upon 


by the Chair, but was submi to the Senate, and by the Senate 
it was decided that they were in order, and they were incorpo- 
ieee 
, and over $1,300,000 was and paid. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That was in the last ? 
Mr. WARREN. That was in 1891, the claims amounting to 
one million three hundred and some thousand dollars. 


Mr. PLATT. I do not insist upon the accuracy of my memory, 
but I am very certain that since session they have been re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, the tof order made over- 
ruled by the Senate, or by the Chair, they were placed upon 
the bill here but went out in conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the last when the combination 
was made between all the claims, the sugar-bounty 
question, the question of order was raised by me. I have forgot- 
ten what claims they were, but I think it was upon these claiis. 
It was submitted to the Senate, and the Senate decided that it was 
in order, and all the claims were put on, the whole mass of them, 


tort Age ey 
. PLATT. The Supreme Court affirmed the sugar bounty 
to-day, and I think they would affirm these spoliation claims if 


The House agreed to the one class and dis- 
agreed to the other, and they had to be abandoned in conference. 
I ask what the Senator's point of order was 
amendment was to 
how the Senator 
thisamendment. I may be wrong, for 
g poe but I have oe wag the ~ 
that either findings or ts e Court o 
levee treated as estimates or dauline of the other Depart- 
ments of the Government which were entitled to be considered, 
claims, because they 
were That has been my impres- 
sion, and that is my belief as to the meaning of the rule. Tie 
Senator from erage whip by tho Benet these claims have only 
been passed upon favorably Senate on previous occasions 
by reason of some combination among Senators, some unworthy 
ee could not ibly have ex- 
from ought tobe the last to impute 
such a motive to honorable Senators upon this floor. 
If the question was submitted by the Chair to the Senate because 
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the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act and 
claims are findings made 
in that they are not to be treated, 
in accordance with the previous practice of the Senate, as private 


y E these claims 
WARREN. Mr. nn tome int ies come 

claims which have been 
reported here under and by reason of existing laws. 
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The amendment which I have sent to the desk covers 341 claims. 
The fact that they are claims on this Government of nearly one 
hundred years’ standing is one that possibly does not reflect any 
too much credit on the Government in any way that we view it. 

I do not su that I am as well acquainted with these claims 
as many of those who are older men and older in the service here 
than I, but Iam informed that these claims oe out of a ooty 
made with France soon after the war of the Revolution, in which 
this country to sustain France in any war she might have 
with England. A war between England and France occurred a 
few years later, in which we did not fulfill our engagements; and 
by reason of that an unpleasant feeling arose with France, and 
these depredations were committed upon our shipping, our com- 
merce, by France. At a later date, under another treaty with 
France, the Government undertook the responsibility of paying 
these individual claims. It was expressly provided how the 
claims should be adjudicated and paid. It was provided that they 
should be investigated by the Court of Claims, and by the Court 
of Claims be sent to Congress, as their findings aresent here annu- 


oie amendment simply takes the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the order in which they were rendered, since and from those 
that were paid by the act of 1891 down to the date that these now 
presented were computed so far as they relate to individual and 

rtnership claims, but excluding the so-called insurance claims. 

I do not know on what point of order they can be ruled ont. 
As I stated before, in 1891, when the Senate decided that they were 
in order, = were not part of a composite lot of claims. 

They stood, as I may say, alone. At that time the point of 
order was made by the distinguished Senator who now makes the 
point, not only on the present grounds, but mainly on the fact 
that they had not been repo: by any committee. Now, the 
Committee on Claims has reported this amendment exactly as it 
came from the Court of Claims over its certificate. I believe that 
this amendment is in order and that these claims come in under ex- 
istinglaw. I believe it is but fair to say that they are also to carry 
out a treaty, and I believe it is not stretching it too far to say that 
they rise away over and above the ordinary purview of private 
claims. Therefore they meet every point that can be raised against 
them, and I submit that the amendment is perfectly in order. 

As to — rulings, there may have been others, but the 
only one d I have looked the matter up carefully— 
is, as I have said before, that the Chair, instead of ruling upon 
the point of order in 1891, submitted it to the Senate, and the 
Senate decided that the claims were in order, notwithstanding 
that at that time they had not been reported upon by one of the 


standing committees. 

Mr. President, itis not necessary for me to say that I 
have no interest in these claims. I do not suppose a 
single in the State that I in part represent has any in- 
terest, even to the extent of one penny, in them; but in pursuit 

my duty as a member of one of the great committees of this 
body, to which I have been assigned by the Senate, I have inves- 

these claims to some extent, and it seems to me that the 
only honorable way for us to do is to pay our debts. The fact 
that the claims are a hundred years old not make any differ- 


2 


ence. They have come down to us and been adjudicated in the 
last five or six years in the only way they can be adjudicated, and 
their age and our former neglect should not militate against 


I do not see how I can face my constituents, I do not know how 
to go out to the country that it has un- 

dertaken under a point of order, or through ruling of the 
Chair upon the point of order, to rule out a million dollars of just 
debts, which have been due all these years to 341 different parties, 
blish to the world the fact that we have 


sixty-odd millions for the Navy, 


F 


sixty-odd millions rivers and harbors, and millions and mil- 
— Phar Se ape for Sugeovanantt, investments, 
any of these appropriation 

bills, but it seems to me that our duty is to pay our just debts. 
Mr. PLATT. I have only t of this matter since the 
point of order has been made but the more I think of it the more 
am satisfied that this point has never been decided either by the 


Sees pavers to receiving these claims upon an 


- COCKRELL. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] 


i 


has stated the facts very clearly. He has shown that these are 
claims, and very old claims. The re not j ents of a court, 
and the Senator from New ates 1 i aineaptens Gases 


French spoliation claims are not judg- 
judgments of the Court of Claims; he 

law claims are not judgments like the 
of a court, where the amount found is ordered 
and it bears interest. He knows that under the 
the court can only find certain facts and report 
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They do not pretend to enter up a judgment; there is no pre- 
tense of a judgment; the first thing they determine is the question 
of loyalty. When that has been determined, they then proceed 
to determine as to the property, by whom taken, by whom used, 
and its value. If it were taken by the Army, and used for army 

yurposes, they find that fact and state it, and report simply that 
act, but they do not report any judgment. They report the 
facts in the case where the property was not used by the Army, 
and consequently the Government is not liable, just as they report 
in a case where the property was actually used by the Army for 
army purposes, and the liability of the Government is recognized. 
There is no distinction. They report the facts, and asa matter 
of course, they report them to Congress for action. 

Now, the law in regard to French spoliation claims expressly 
declares that there is no liability on the part of the Government 
and that they are to be reported to Congress for its action. These 
are claims pure and simple, regardless of any decision or ruling 
which may have been made in the past, and I ask that they may 
be excluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, these claims, as has been stated 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], grew out of the 
treaty with France. The United States Government, if I remem- 
ber correctly, agreed to pay these claims, and France in return 
agreed to pay the claims of her citizens against the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the Senator was not that arrangement 
made in the treaty at the time of the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. LODGE. I think it was before that treaty. 

Mr. GEAR. Was not the money retained to pay these claims? 

Mr. LODGE. The money was retained by our Government; at 
all events the money belonging to these claimants. 

These claims have been contested before Congress for three 
generations. Finally, in 1891, as the Senator from Wyoming has 
stated, a portion of these claims were put in here in the Senate 
under the findings of the Court of Claims, and that portion has 
been paid. Itwas unjust to keep these people out of their money 
for a hundred years; it is still more unjust to have paid a porticn 
of the claims and not pay the rest. That is the position in which 
we are placed. 

As I understand, the Senate has already passed on this precise 
question, except that the claims were not then reported from a 
committee of the Senate. There has never been, I believe, an 
adverse decision; and it seems tome that being reported to the 
Senate from a Senate committee on the findings of the Court of 
Claims, they are not within the rule, and ought to be admitted as 
now in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits thequestion tothe 
Senate. Is the pending amendment in order? 

: Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Smiru]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia o ELKINS}. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLrEy] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. eee 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington {Mr. WILson}. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana {[Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 1 have a standing 

ir with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}; 

ut I am satisfied if he were present he would vote the same way 
I do, and therefore I feel at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.MircHe..]. If he werepresent, 
I should vote ‘“‘ yea. ’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the Senator 
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from Texas [Mr. M11 a= I will transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I have a standing pair with the Senator from 
California [Mr. Wuiter]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). am 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBprovuesH], 
and, as he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr, BACON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], but as I have the assurance of his 
colleague that if present he would vote “ yea,” I will let my vote 
in the affirmative stand, although the Senator from Rhode d 
has not voted. 

Mr.CULLOM. My understanding with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], with whom I am paired, is that I may vote to 
— a quorum or vote on any question which is not partisan. I 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Tomake a quorum I feel authorized to vote. 
I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 82, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Platt, 
Allen, Davis, Mette, Pugh, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McMillan, Squire, 
Butler Gites, Mitchell, Oreg Thurston, 
Cannon, Gorman, Peffer, Tillman, 
Chandler, 2, Perkins, Vest, 
k, Lindsay, Pettigrew, W: 
NAYS—l4. 
Allison, Chilton Hill, Turpie, 
Baker, Cockre Jones, Ark. Vilas. 
Bate, Cullom, Nelson, 
NOT VOTING—43. 

Blackbu Frye, Mills, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Brown, Gray Morgan, Smith, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Caffery, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, 

Hawley, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hoar, Wetmore, 
Carter, Irby, Pritchard, White, 
Pebols, z nan, Nev. Proctor, woe 

ns, yie, oleott. 

Faulkner, Mantle, Sows, 


Bony VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is declared to be in 
order. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment has not yet been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for reading the whole 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Missouri to call for the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amen mt be read, as a matter of 


course, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new section at the 
end of the bill the wards. | 


em there be, and hereb nai ria’ out of an © Treas- 

— otherwise approp “the Summ of 027,814. OO. for eas pa mt of 

$ nA Bt a gue er the French spoliation act of 
anuary 


ert, Robert Gra , master, namel 
on sai ne inlateates inistrator de bonis non ot Joseph White, deceased, 


tiie P. Parker, administrator de bonis non of William B. Parker, de- 
ceased. $2,088.58; 
Elizabeth B. Gardner, administratrix de bonis non of Jesse Richardson, de- 
William D. Peckman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Peckman, 


Henry 0. Stone, Petri W. Stone, and Robert Stone, executors of Robert 
Brene ar. r.. Gacgneed, 


uder , administrator de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, de- 


ceased, 
Arthur 1 Huntington, administrator of William Orne, deceased, e= 
Mary F Witherby, surviving executor of Charles Cleveland, Soamned, 


Ratan P Bich Nee ee 

’ . ; r 

administrator of fhobert hakston, ‘Goceenn4: 7 
in e 


George ge W Guthrie, eae mee anand, OO; $784; 

James C. Dawes, administrator of A Baoven, deceased, $294; : 

J. Bayard administrator of An wm Rayerd, deceased, $0; 
administrator of J 


Fitzh Savage, ad 'r of John Sa: Ravans, Gecessed. 0.06, 
, administrator of Andrew Bayard, etc. $784; 
pA yt Cn pd Murray, $490; 


ties, admin: tor of Thomas M. 


Heney eae, otuiniten “ not of Angew h Sum nerl dees $490; 
ie, administrator oseph Summer Gpovaned, 9 
Brooke-Rawle rator of Jesse Waln, dece ¢ ten. 


The Pennsylvania eerie Insurance on Lives and Grants Annui- 


James C. Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, d: 
Francis R. Pemberton, r of John ord, deceased, $49) 
James , administrator of a Cox, di 


Henry P. McKean, administrator of Henry Pratt, eosased, ‘$490; 
William R. Howell, administra’ er of Sak ore, deceased, $490: 
William C. McM ie, tor of William McMurtrie decease sd, $490: 
Henry Pettit, administrator of Charles Pettit, deceased, 

odge of Samuel Blodgett, deceased, 490. 
On the vessel, snow Fanny, Garrett Ly namely: Dayton 8. 
ard inistra’ ove di 502. 


On the aenotane Ballahoo, J coe Ripley ae a namely: James F. Breuil, 
tor of Francis Breuil 
On the schooner Thankful, W: Willlsce Wand, susster namely: Adeline F. Alden, 
trix of James administrate 428.40; 
ase F. Alden, x of George Te one jane 40; 


Stephen ie of Joseph Hogere, $1.53 
Albert C. remem srioeaes Frolorick \ William Ge yer, 


the award in the above case to Francis 
po en as adininistrator of the estate of ieee sasignes manele 


ru presen See Sere 
Oars ek Adams, administrator of Peter D. Brcsie, Gocenend $2,000: 
ey, ae Samuels, of Crone Hatch, 
William Sohier, administrator Pwitiam Gr Set Petipwes, Gocensed, $1,300; 
William Gray, administrato tor of William Gray, deceased, $2,200 
William 8 William Smith, deceased, $1, 000; 
Robert Grant adiainistrator of William HL deceased 
Da . Haskins, 


/ . j 567.8 : 
Brooke Raw le, administrator of Jesse Wain, waaay ey 
Richard ©. spenieerip, atanindsenges of cone Bepeen, etc., deceased, $567.84 
1 ee vetae of Themes pany oe Insurance on mi and Granting Annu- 
Thomas F. Ba , administrator eee wee Ww. ‘Francis, deceased, $283.92; 


H Pratt executor of Hen: 
Fremale i. Pemberton, adaniniatnahor of a a 


Gemsoet Sekt, peerataicater of Zens C. cake $354.90; 
William Ree.“ Fisher. ener ot oe nee her, doce d, $354.90; 


George W. Guthrie. ite cee Murray, Snes, $709.80; 
Uselma C. Smith, administrator of William Jones, deceased, $567.84; 
A. Louis tor of Chandler 


deceased, $709 
Frederick W. Meeker, administrator of Samuel Meeker, dece. a. " $709.80; 
James C. Fisher, executor of James C. Fisher, $354.90; 
D. Fitzh Sa , administrator of John Savage, etc., deceased, $709.80. 
On the A n, Thomas Towne, master, name namely: J. Hall Ware, ad- 
ministrator 691. 


On , namely: 
Pe 8. Buchanan, administratrix, representing Smith & Buchanan, 


Smith, administrator, represen’ Samuel Smith, $6,738.21; 
Cumberland D. }D. Sonne. administrator. tor, represen John Hollins, $4,922. 
On the np Reg us, George, master, namely: 
The Real and Trust Company of Philadelphia, adminis- 


tnearenes 
trator of J: Campbe Goeaees, 
Henry Pettit, a of androw i Pettit, etc., deceased, $980; 
George W. Gu eee Alexander Murray, deceased, $980; 


M, H. Messchert, eet See, K 
O Waskoonath deccaecd i. 
Da aa Dawes, deceased, $1 
aeons ate Waln, etc., . 
On the vessel, the sno 2 a 2 master, namely: 99,005.98 
my) 
Estate 


Title eeeeens and Trust Com ny, of Philadel hin ad- 
non cum testamentoannexo of James Campbell, deceased, 


025.36; 
i ; Sater etc., deceased, $88° 
8 city of Pala administrator Ba: rn Phin; 
ee necnene Tare deceased, $784; 
D. Fi nen Favege, otniaieteee deceased, $734; 
Crawford Dawes, administrator of Bee daceenes, $490; 
A. Le sicinineeseral Tae ten ir., aposaned, $490; 
, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, $49); 
C. Williams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, $345; 
Cape. eoeaiatretes of eae CBee 5 
Sam of John C. Wacksmuth, deceased. $1,176; 
Henry Pettit, administrator Pettit, ete., deceased, $74; 
Ww. eee, a < Murra: y, deceased, $686; 
D. Savage, of John Bavage, deceased, $32; 
cannon administrator of ~ 8. Geconsed, 200 100: 
Hickand O Marttie administrator 3 yo 90; 


Pit Pemberton, administrator of Sohn ; 


oy a Seen eee ee ee ee eee i: woher of 
Thomas 
Thomas F. es of Thomas W. Francis, deceased, $392. 


On the shij Pees master, t 

William ees 2 bonis non cum testamento annexo 0 
the estate of J. 

George W. catate of, of James A. Buchanan, 

Robert > fimnithe iene ne ao cum testamento anne = 
of the Of Bamuel Smith, decoased, 91,600.00, being his share of vss 


estate 
and freight; 
Esther 8. Buchanan, administratrix of the estate of William B. Buchanan, 
elena ie dane §. Smith & Buchanan, deceased, 
$25,056, the value of the cargo shipped by firm; 














Cumberland D. Hollins, of administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo 
ohn H 


of the estate of J 
Virgilia B. Brooke, 
the Lys we of John Smith, jr., 
On the brig Hope, Chure 


master, namely 
‘ohn C. Parsons, a8 trator of the estate of John Caldwell, deceased, 
41217; 


siz. Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1,000; 
pit Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, deceased, : 000; 
John W. Athrop, rator of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, $) ,000 
Lawrence Bon tor of Nathan Bond, deceased, $500; 
Daniel D. oe administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, $500. 
On the brig Juno, Walker, master, eter, namely: Ann Fisher Satterthwaite, ad- 
ministratrix of James Sheafe, d 240. 
On the brig Confidence, oe cae nes 


Honinbcretris 33 bs 
tratrix de nis non cum testamento annexo of 
deceased, $48,466. 


, master, namely: Catherine M. 


i ratrix de bonis nee of Alexander McKim, surviving part- 

Singleton frm of Robert McKim & Co., $1, 407.80. 

On the brig Eleanor, James Treat, namely ve 

George administrator de Gaus = non el Samuel Williams, de- 
ones) J. Bonaparte, administrator de bonis non of Benjamin Williams, 

David Stet ‘administrator, of Francis Johonnet, surviving partner of 
Francis Johonnet & Co., $5,723.18. 

On the schooner Eliza, Thomas Poulson, master, namely 


John Merven Carrere and David Stewart, odministraters of John Carrere, 
44.96 


David Stew administrator of John G. Delisle, deceased, $3,781. 
os the vessel omas Shaw, master, namely: 

eorge B. Chase, ation of oe Chase, deceased, $2,955; 
‘Albion E. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph ry deceased, 


as administrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, $1,168.55. 
= a Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely: James W. Emery, ad- 
ministrator de bonis non of the estate of Thomas Manning, deceased, $6,132. 
On the schooner L Lewis Holmes, master, namely: 
Isaac Browste®, administrator de ° ase: non cum testamento annexo of the 
f Danii 
Charles G. Davis, tor de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, 
oon the brig William Hackett, master, namely: Joseph A. Titcomb, 


Leonard, 
adm of the estate of John Wills, otherwise called John Wells, de- 


ceased, $8, 
Vulture, wae Berry, master, namel 
oiwabe brig Vaddwre, administratrix of Jesse Richardson, $3,618.85; 
aren P. Ri = encore oO of oe = eeaenel oo 85; 


William Gray, any, Gocensass 
Charles F. administrator of Petes: C. Brooks, iit "$1. 500; 
William Sohier trator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1,000; 


H. Hunnewell, executor of John Welles, d 
av 4 and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


dec: . 
On th Por, Brooks, master, namel 

On the aes J. figrton, as administrator of i the estate of William Wickham, 
Melvin ‘Copeland, as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, de- 
Geory 6 Sm, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, 


Charles ¥. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, 

rr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dickinson, dece 

. Pane, Seemnratos of Dane Co deceased, $500; 

W. Pomeroy, deceased, 

man, deceased, 

William I. Monroe, administrator of John Brazer, deceased, $1, O00 

John Wonernes, administrator of James Tisdale, deceased, $1,000 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of ‘Crowell Hatch, 


On the schooner Nancy, Nathaniel Lincoln, master, namie Charles E. 
see administrator of the qoteke of Jonathan Merry, deceased, $808. 
m the brig 


, $400; 


William, thbone, master, pertner Bayard 

Tuckerman, Walter Channing, survivin ner of Gibbs 
& Chan , and administrator of George Gibbs, 

On the Alert, Jacob Olliver, master, namely: 

Franklin Leach, administrator of Wiliam Leach, $3,577.88; 

Edward L. Browne, administra Israel Thorn ile, $1,008.73; 

ore \, Huntington. r of James Dunlap, deceased, $600; 

0 


a atin 
peaeerence of gomee Scott, deceased, $400: 


oun o. tor of fee A _ ea deceased, $1,000; 
. unnewell, administrator of Arnol e r., deceased, $400; 
William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, deceased, $300; 
log 5. administratrix of Jacob Sheafe, Gocuneed, $400; 

rr administrator of Thomas Cushing, d ecensed, $400; 
Archibald M. administrator of cis Green, d 


f Fran 
of Samuel W. Pomeroy, ee $000. 
master, namely: 


On the shi 
G 8. Sonntag. adminbtrator of William L. Sonntag, deceased, surviv- 
gene L. Sonntag & Co., as representative of said firm, $13,- 


ity Goumtas, SPapebetrator, an representative of William L. Sonntag, 
the joint owater owners of the Theresa, 
OJane J. of Frederick Franck De Le Roche, as 
wont one of Sc owners of the Theresa, $3,264.50. 


, master, namely: 
Sarah J. administratrix < 
a J Frown, of Isaac Collyer, deceased, for value of 164 


Ebenezer D. 
the le: Brae inte of Phillip Bessom, value of cargo, less 





quintals 
paid th by W said Collyer, and less also the insurance 
Wiliany Gray, administrator ot illiam Gray, deceased, $2,920. 
tron the brig John Cook, master, namely: Charles B. Allen, adminis- 
earned Ge non of Zachariah Allen, for vessel, cargo, and the freight 
On the ship Reindeer, Robert Motley, master, namely: H Deering and 
Francis Fessenden, administrators of James Doering, $20,025. 
none master, namely: 
Franklin Josiah Obear, ro 
H. . $ Nicholas Gilman, "deceased, $198; 


of Arnold Welles, jr., 


administrator of the sotste ct ar ater ee (8 Henry J. Wastin, 
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On the ship Eliza, Peter Burton, master, namely: Alexandria Proudfit, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John Proudfit, deceased, $6,951. 
On the sloop Nancy, David Foster, master, namely: 
sasicoe” G. Sill, administrator de bonis non of William Coggeshall, deceased, 
1X 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C Brooks, deceased, $1.000; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, de OAS d, $1 000; 


ate W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 


‘On the brig Venus, Join Harmon, master, namely: John S. Cole, adminis- 
trator of the estate of John Storer, deceased, $10,568 

On the schooner Needham, William Grant, master, namely: John C. Me- 
Donald, administrator of the estate of William McDonald deceased, $4 914. 

On the snow Lydia, Eleazur Washburn, master, namely 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry y, de- 


ceased, $12,204.96; 

William R. Richards, administrator of the estate of William and Thor 
Walter, both deceased, $2,727.48. 

On the schooner Ranger, Josiah Bacon, master, namely: 
ministrator of the estate of Thomas Lewis, jr., 
Lewis & Son, $8,480. 

On the vessel Georgia Packet, John McKever, master, namely: 

The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annui- 
ties, administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, $6,246; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Richard Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of John Flower, deceased, $1,055; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, $1,055: 

Edward 8S. McKever. administrator of John McKever, deceased, $1,055; 

On the snow Charlotte, Cornelius Low, master, namely: George Hawkins 
Williams, administrator of Joseph Williams, surviving partner of Williams 
& Low, $3,464. 

On the brig Yorick, William Moodie, master, namely: 


nas 


Abiel S. Lewis, ad- 
surviving partner of Thomas 


John C, 


Secrae 8. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Sonntag, $7,886.50; 
Jane J. De La Roche, administrator of Frederick Franck De La Roche, 
$7 886.50. 

On the schooner Betsey, John Murphy, master, namely: W. Hall Harris, 
administrator de bonis non, etc., estate of William Patterson, deceased, 
$20,334.16. 

On the sloop Martha, Joshua McWilliams, master, namely: Wil- 
liams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, $1,260. 

On the brig Calliope, John Leonard, master, namely: Reginald Fendall, 
administrator of the estate of John Leonard, $26,960. 

On the schooner Betsey and Nancy, Samuel Eels, master, namely: S amuel 
R. Eels, administrator of the estate of Samuel Eels, deceased, $2,504.2 

On the brig Catherine, Samuel Cazneau, master, namely: Henry R. Pe rkins, 
administrator of the estates of Anthony Davenport and Moses Dave snport, 
joint owners of the Catherine, $8,935. 

On the schooner Hannah, Joseph Bright, master, namely: 
ean H. Smyth, administrator of the estate of Abram Hewes, deceased, 

496; 

Lawrence Stabler, administrator of the estate of William Hartshorn, 
deceased, remaining partner of the late firm of William Hartshorn & Sons, 


ae the brig Eliza Wright, P. Etheridge, master, namely: 
Henry A. -. Granbery, administrator of John Granbery, deceased, $109.01; 
R. Manson Smith, administrator of Francis Smith, deceased, $118.92; 
John Neely. administrator of John Cowper, deceased, $1 18 65; 
Gilbert R. Fox, jr., administrator of Thomas Willock, deceased, $138.74; 
John Newport Greene, administrator of Conway Whittle, de ceased, $118.92. 
On the schooner Phoenix, James Coward, master, namely: 
George F. R. Waesche, administrator de bonis non of the estate of George 
Repold, $4,427,44; 
Henry Frex leric k Wegner, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Al- 
bert Seekamp, $4,427.44; 

Charles F. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Henry 
Se Saeiion $4,427.44. The last above three items to be subject to a deduction 
of the amount of insurance received, which amount shall be investigated and 
determined by the proper acc ounting officers of the Tre asury Department. 

On the schooner Phoenix, Joshua Waite, master, namely: 


Henry R. Virgin, ee of the estates of Samuel Snow, Stephen 
Pyrincten. and John Snow, 2126; 

Henry Deerin ona Franc is Fessenden, administrators of the estate of 
James Deering, 1,873; 

Henry J. Gardner, administrator of the estate of Matthew Cobb, $2,173; 

Robert Codman, administrator of William Gray, deceased, $3.000 

On the schooner Polly, Joseph Atkins, master, namely: Charles = ,Alex- 
ander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, deceased, $1.2: 


On the brig Caroline, William Morton, master, namely: 

Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $2. 752.70; 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, $5,402.50; 

Henry Parkman, administrator of John Duballet, deceased, $1,080.50: 
gd, W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 

080.50. 

On the ship Eliza, William Marrenner, master, namely: 
administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $48,186. 

= the bri - Friendship, George Hodges, master, namely: 

Charles 8. Nichols, administrator of the estate of Ichabod Nichols, $13,692.27 

William H. Silsbee, administrator of the estate of Benjamin Hodges, 
$14,225.04; 

Thomas Kitridge, administrator of the estate of George Hodges, $171.24; 

Robert Codman, administrator of William Gray, jr., deceased, $5,200; 

Charles F. Adams, administrator er ter C. Brooks, deceased, $2,000; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $700; 


Wallace T. Jones, 


H. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dickason, jr., deceased, $500; 
seary W. Biagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 
Daniel D. Slade, administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, $500; 


Robert Grant, administrator of Jonathan Mason, jr., deceased, $500; 
John M. Clinch, administrator of Perez Morton, deceased, $500: 
H. H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, jr., deceased, $300; 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Samuel Cobb, deceased, $200. 
On the schooner Jane, Thomas Atwood, master, namely: 
Henry G. Dorr, administrator of the estate of Andrew C. Dorr, $2,573 87; 
Frances A. Wheelock, administratrix of the estate of William Door. $2,573. 87; 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, =. 700; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $500; 
John Wetherbee, administrator of James Tisdale, deceased, $500; 
William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, deceased, $600; 
ga W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 
700. 
On the brig Betsey, William Witmarsh, master, namely: 
—_— er, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 


96.048 
Charles F. Acams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, $3,000; 
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Hi. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, 


Thomas 
William G. Perry, administrator of yricheis Gilman, 
Robert t Grant, adn mninistrator of William H _ Boardman, dec og: $1, i 


A. M. Lee, administrator of Thomas Ste 061.98; 
Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of J rae een deceased, 
William 8. ministrator of Smith, deceased 


bn H. M administrator of ‘Seott, d Philo 8. Shelton, administrator of Benjamin Homer, deceased 
— 8. Cushing, vadministratrix o of Jacob Sheafe. cal John C Ae ge ed of Thomas alas inant a 
Charles F. Hunt, administrator of Joseph Russell, tgconsed wa William po em ward < —s 


On the sl Mar , Gilbert Totton ao namel 
John ©. Hollister administrator of the estate of Frederick Hunt, deceased, 


62.34; 
ohn ©. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Thomas Rice, deceased, 


Cities Tad administrator of Nathasiel A avons S cane. S500; 
On the brig Horatio, Perkins, master $00. 
deceased, $4,800: 


ponent eT administrator of W: one ay, it . iP, 
eodore oody, administrator oseph deceased, $2.81 / 50: 
administrator ee ¥. 














oe (©, Hollister, administrator of the estate of Blias Shipman, deceased Charles C. Per’ deceased 

\, —Stnapeanaabagrcen ‘ gute Br sree Sie ease een, 
on 6 osetta, Isaac Isaacs, master, oseph tf. + Tr, deceased, $3,081 - 

Jo = C. Highman, administrator of the =e of William Van Wyck, — R. B. Hathaway. y panies Soom Batley ace 2d, $3,081, 


mpson and Elizabeth Y. Thompson, administratrixes of the 


brig Endeavor, aoe Sg 
he R. Tho: Charles E. Alexander, administrator of seein Merry, deceas eoonane. $11,990.50; 
estate of Joseph Young, $5,597.46; 


stencils Adame, sieatateester of Faun ree, 591.50; 









William Donnell, administrator of John Denaell, & Goocgeed $1,960; t, administrator of William H. Boardman, d ‘$300: 
d others, inistrators of J deceased, H. ieee executor of John We deceased , 
Edward C. Noyes and others, administra + $980; a ht oi ane. 


C. D. Hollins,administrator of Cumberland Deane. de 
administrator of William McCree 


David Stew: ra 
Virwilia B. argrt, ed o, edminiatretrisx of John See ies Se $980; omhi 
David Stewart. administrator of Paul Bentalou, deceased, 


Horace B, Sargent, “ administrator of Daniel Sargen d 

On the ship kell, ot trix of J: When oer % 
eiske in. ‘ames S18: 

Eliza J. Helakell, administrator of William W wa 












John W. Jenkins, administrator of John Hillen, deceased s Provided, That all of said awards shall be ears personal re presenta 
David Stewart, administrator of Henry Payson, deceased, $49; tives of the original sufferers, to be be distribut to thee text of kin ix cor 
Robert Shriver, administrator of of leona’ Ones ten. : ance with the probate laws of the and ‘Territories in hi . 


letters testamentary or aaminioteation kere oe ono Provided, T) 
all cases in which an individual cr firm wasadjudicated bankrupt or ae 
or where an assignment for the benefit of creditors was made, or the estate 
of the original sufferer after his death was declared insolvent, payment shall 
ne eee Se Se eine: oe administrator of the original sufferer, or of tha 
survivor of the firm: And provided further, That no award shall 4 
the Court of Claime shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
hae oom to whom the award is made pevel’ does not represent an assignee in 
nkruptcy or insolvency or ee ‘or the benefit of creditors, ang 
until the court which gran ion shall cert: certify that such exec u- 
* eo a eek adequate security for the legal disbursemen 
of the a 























John Smith, master : 
George G. Sill, P cdeniaretor of the estate of Thomas Sanford, $1,786,638; 
Herman Whittlesey, administrator of the estate of Aaron Gaylord, 1.786.63; 
Mary H. Williams, administratrix of Ezekiel Williams, deceased, $193.67; 
John C. Parsons, * administrator of John Caldwell, deceased, 50. 


bert, 
James Manning, sieiaiinaber of <onn Manning, ie 
Robert Codman, administrator of William aa T., deceased, $2,000. 
ely: 


Charles F. A ad 
William Sohier, administrator of Ot Natheniay Fellowes deceased, $4 Court or Crarus. 


I hereby certi tat the shove Ii of sapemas the Court of Claims 
peers W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, Seclene, French bY ate cases is +S te order of date in which 
R. rd Delafield, ad istrator of John Delafield, 4 4, $080; a court, and eeeaietiercn ated are 


Louisa J. Sebor, ee of Jacob Sebor, deceased, . 
Willian HS gent nea of Peter Elting, deceased, $490; 

r eter . 
Union Trust Company of New York, administrator of William Ogden, de- 


, $490. 
On the schooner Neutrality, Elnathan Atwater, master, name 
administrator de bonis non of Ebenezer ee. $1,630.12; 


George P. Marvin, 
Fhe L. Mix, administrator of Thomas Atwater, $1,630. 
ohn 0. Holliste r administrator de bonis non eee 630.12; 


ony whereof I have hereunto set my hand ~ affixed the seal of 


n testimon 
the sald court at Washington this Sst day of Apel, D. 1896. 
HOPKINS, Chief Clerk 


Mr. VILAS. I want to inquire of whoever is proposing this 
amendment if it does not contain all the insurance claims? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say, for the information of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that it includes none of them. 

Mr. VILAS. No insurance claims? 

Mr. WARREN. No, sir; they are all excluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk to the pending amendment to to pay sundry claims, 
in respect to which the Court of Claims has foun in favor of the 
claimants, and found the respective amounts. The amendment 
has been referred to the Committee on Claims of the Senate, and 
by that ss favorably reported, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on ee tions. 

IDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state that the amendment is somewhat 
voluminous. It contains a number of claims with the spe- 
cific amount in each case. the first paragraph may be read, 
and, unless desired by some Senator, there is no occasion to read 
the remainder of the 


the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Are those claims found under what is generally 
known as the Bowman Act? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the Bowman Act. Each and every one 
of them has been found by the Court of Claims and reported by 
the Committee on Claims. They somewhere within the 
range of half a million dollars. y what the aggregate is | 
have not summed * 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask the Senator from Tennessec—I 
do not insist upon cos the amendment read—the number of 
claimants 


Mr. HARRIS. Even that fact I can not answer, but each claim 

























































e ship Two Sisters, John T. H 
adsunistrater of the estate of William N: a 
On the sl Union, Seth 
Shearjashu Bourne, administrator of the ¢ estate of Shearjashub Bourne, 


38; 
en F. Peckham, administrator of the estate of Samuel Wardwell, 


gu the ies redlury. alministrator of , master, namel 
Seicteobor of tae eniehe of Charles Bradbury, in 


cin Bradbary, his assigno Sin ha try. 


ra shai Hannah, Josiah Bouton, master 

George B. St. John, administrator of the estate of t Lockwood, 
Buckingham Lockwood, and William Lockwood, $4,202.09 

George B. St. John tad Jervie Kallogs. abmtnistratars of the estate of 


Hezekiah Selleck, 
Gilijort C. Huntington, rele ape ph 
un aes 
ving partner of Fosdick & Lambert. $13,517; ne 
Sree ear ehon tratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 
On the ship Henry, Daniel Allin, master, namel 
Rsbecca By Armington, administratrix of the estate of Samuel Allin, $70; 
Elizabeth T. Pike, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Allin, deceased, 


Oa Ww. reat administrator of the estate of Samuel Carlisle, 
viving partner of the firm of 8. & B. Carlisle, 706. — 
































ship Jultana, Thomas wer.) been referred Court of Claims. That court has, in the 
acrhamas B. Ghequiere, administrator of the estate ate of Charles Ghequiore, first — found the fac of loyalty, and then it has gone on 
on vein Sweitzer and David Stewart, administrators of John | to find the facts as to the amount and of property taken 






On the shi aici: tdmminitratr of Adam Tun i 


ie ie, surviving partner of 
Henry E. Young, administrator 7 
fs onnretes of 


and the value of the property. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee whether this list of claims has been reported favorably by 











Then it has had the examination of that 













Mr. 

Mr. CHANDLER. a And the amendment contains no other 
claims but those which have received the consideration of the 
committee? 






On Friendship, master, name! : George . Mar- 
eeereds ; ng and oseph Thompoon. $3, . Mr. HARRIS. None other than those reported upon by the 
t or Jane, osh eal, master. Committee 
A Will or Het) Jane Joan Nea bonis non of’ Peter $14,- = 





Claims. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


Jobn C. Howell, administrator of John Potter, $25,254.76; 




















Mr . And referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
‘ons after having been rted by the Committee on Claims. 
oir BURROWS. I will & say, in response to an inquiry which 


has been made, that the amount carried by this amendment is | 


240 O09 
Fe TARRIS, Can the Senator answer the question asked by 
the Senator from Tlinois (Mr. PALMER] as to the number of claim- 
ants? I could not; I have not the number in mind. 

Mr. BURROWS. The number of claims carried in the amend- 
ment is 825. I became conversant with this matter because it was 
eferred to me as a subcommittee, and I examined it with a great 
deal of care and made the report in the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
Mr. WARREN by adding the following: 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
Ps. care! out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ted, to the several persons in this act named the several sums mentioned 
ib ‘rein, the same being in full for and the receipt of the same to be taken and 
— ‘ted in each case as a full and final discharge of the several claims exam- 
ined. investigated and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
U ited States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An 
iy toafford assistance relief to Congress and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” and 
known as the Bowman Act, namely: 


ALABAMA. 


i . Bibb, of Huntsville, $1,644. 
re SV, Bigger administrator of Robert P. Biggers, deceased, late of 
Cherokee County, $610. 


q h A. k, of Madison County, $590. 

Te Gon H. Coulson, of Jackson County, $250. 

To John B. Hardman, of Cherokee County, $2,229. 

To Thomas J. Hargiss, of Jackson County, $1,637. 

To L. D. McCallum, administrator of Stephen Hurley, deceased, late of 

ty, . 

Ore: Fe Oeics, odministrator of Philip R. Jones, deceased, late of Lee 
County, $1 > Lewallen, administrator of Madison Lewallen, late of Jackson 


one EW. Miller, administrator of Elizabeth A. Palmer, deceased, late o 
County, . 

Whe Williaa B aes. of Cherokee og $630. 

To Mary E. Saffold, of Dallas County, $2,053. 

To Solon D. Moore, administrator of John C. Scroggins, deceased, late of 

County, $750. 

One Gana Ww Bintte, of Lauderdale County, $500. 

To Eliza H. ee of Charles A. Tenge, deceased, late of 

rdale County, x 

Lai enbert E. wasoks, of Lawrence brag 37 A $3,879. 

To John W. Wesson, of Dekalb County, $441. 

To Samuel M. Weaver, administrator of George W. Yuckley, deceased, late 
of Huntsville, $600. 

ARKANSAS. 


To R. B. Cari Lee, administrator of Charlotte C. Bancroft, deceased, late of 
Phillips County, $9,970. ; 

To Henry T. Cate, of Washington County, $835. 

To Pryor D. Chism, administrator of Robert Chism, deceased, late of Mon- 

County, i 

"To Wilkie i ou” administrator of James W. Clark, deceased, late of 
Benton County . 

To Peter Cook, of Lonoke County, $904. 

To Alexander Davis, of Conway County, $5,(05. 

To W. F. Davis, administrator of George W. Davis, deceased, late of Sebas- 
tian County, -. 

To William Y. Fain, of Phillips County, $560. 

To E. M. Ford, administrator de bonis non of Richard L. Ford, deceased, of 


Sees , 158. 
To Peter fhe of Mississippi County, $125. 
wer Samuel Gallaher, administrator of Henry Gallaher, deceased, late of 


en County, 
To J. W. Frazer, adrainistrator of William J. Hendricks, deceased, late of 
Monroe Coun’ » $1,622. 
vos Warren — administrator of Elijah Holtzclaw, deceased, late of 
To James H. Hum: of Phillips County, $293.20, 
To Abuan of Washington County: | 
. on County, 
To Frank of Phillips County, $005. 


To Juber Russell, of Crawford County, $435. 


To L. P. t R. Se te 
Py ‘Oo ae rator of John mbler, deceased, late of 


To A. M. Scott, administrator of Sarah Slate, of Phillips County, $910. 
To James C. administrator of Samuel J. Sutton, deceased, late of 


County, 
To , administratrix . . 
«to Mary Turner. of Sterling M. Turner, deceased, late of 


$540. 
To Thomas H. Webb, of Lonoke County, $542. 
To D. C. York, administrator of William York, deceased, late of Woodruff 


County, $798. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


To Joseph T. Jenkins, $1,517. 
To James W. Sears, administrator of Rebecca Sears, deceased, $1,800. 
To Louis P Shoemaker and oiers, executors of Abner C. P. Shoemaker, 


ToP. ay and W. 8. Hoge, administrators of David Shoemaker, deceased, 


Barnett T. Swart, $6,012. 
To James R. D. Sierditen and ethers. $6,100. 
$20,008 gnistrator de bonis non of Charles M. Roberts, deceased, the sum of 


GEORGIA. 
To 
toot he 3. Anderson, administrator of David B. Anderson, deceased, 


To William 1. Gonsalie of Walker County, $870. 


- 
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To Myra M. Harbin, administratrix of Nathanial P. Harbin, deceased, late 
of Whitfield County, $12,400. 

To George W. Hendricks, administrator of John Weitinger, deceased, late 
of Bartow County, $597. 

To A. Thornburgh, administrator of John C. Lee, deceased, late of Walker 
County, $941. 

To George Wagner, administrator of Henry Mastick, deceased, late of Sa- 
vannah, $3,105. 

To Richard Mayse, of Atlanta, $880. 

To Charles V. Neidlinger, of Effingham County, $1,015. 

To Minerva J. Nichols and others, executors of Frank D. Nichols, late of 
Cummings, $2,255. 

To Benjamin P. Rogers, of Douglas County, $410. 

To Francis Tillman,administrator of Francis Tillman, deceased, late of 
Chatham County, $952. 

To William C. Parker, administrator of Moses Trimble, late of Campbell 
County, $279. 

ILLINOIS. 


To Daniel K. Tenney, of Cook County, $546.87, 
K ANSAS. 
To Joseph Dunlap, of Greenwood County, $2,160. 
KENTUCKY. 

To Edward H. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of the estate of Lucy A. 
Barker, late of Louisville, $1,440. 7 

To Martha Brashear, administratrix of Obadiah Brashear, late of Nelson 
County, $225. 

To Margaret Carter, administratrix of Thomas Carter, deceased, late of 
Marion County, $1,780. 

To Abijah M. Cartmell, of Nelson County, $449. 

To James Doolin, of Pulaski County, $218 

To William J. Marshall and others, executors of John G. Holloway, deceased, 
late of Henderson County, $2,520. 

To Henry E. Jenkins, of Warren County, $96. 

To George Leonhart, of Campbell County, $410. 

To Squire H. Bush, administrator of Edward C. Lucas, deceased, late of 
Hardin County, $720. 

To John C. Lummis, of Kenton County, $150. 

To Lemuel S. McHenry, of Daviess County, $150. 

To Samuel B. Merrifield, of Nelson County, $404 

To Susan E. Miller, in her own right and as widow of and adminictratrix 
of Jacob M. Miller, deceased. late of Marion County, $910 

To Samuel D. Glasseock, administrator of William C. Moore, deceased. late 
of Hardin County, $530. 
To Buford Mussen, of Marion County, $697. 

To John G. Mussen, administrator of Susan Mussen, deceased, late of Ma- 
rion County, $438.50. 

To the Nazareth Benevolent Institution, of Nelson County, $319 

To Mary E. Neel, administratrix of Pearce Noland, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, $9,520. 

To Mary Orendorff, of Breckinridge County, $250. 

To Benedict Pash, of Nelson County, $350. 

To Dent S. Pash, of Nelson County, $480. 

To Elizabeth M. Patteson (formerly Lewis), in her own right and as admin- 
istratrix de bonis non of William H. Lewis, deceased, late of Hart County, 

825. 

To Jacob H. Russell, of Lincoln County, $145. 

To Mary Sisco, executrix of William Sisco, deceased, late of Nelson County, 
$269 05. 

To George W. Smith, of Hardin County, $667. 

To Thomas M. Beeler, administrator of David Standiford, deceased, late of 
Jefferson County, $85. 

To James H. Taylor, administrator of Thomas W. Taylor, deceased, late of 


| Nelson County, $99. 


To William C. Kennedy, administrator of William Thixton, deceased. late 
of Jefferson County, $430. 

To James W. Smith, administrator of Miles H. Thomas, deceased, late of 
Hardin County, $2. 

To Abel A. Thompson, of Marion County, $124 

To W. C. M. Travis, of Crittenden County, $140. 

To William H. Hughes, administrator of David Unsell, deceased, of Ballard 
County, $5,000. 

To Alfred B. Vernon, of Hardin County, $82.25. 

To John H. West, of Larue County, $10 

To Germania Safety Vault and Trust C« mpany, administrator of William 
Wirtz, deceased, late of Jefferson County, $597. 

LOUISIANA. 

To James M. Dowling, administrator of Mary T. Anderson, late of St. 
Landry Parish, $10,610. 

To Nannie A. Badley, administratrix of Henry Badley, deceased, late of 
Baton Rouge, $3,442. 

To Lucile Tounoir, administratrix of Arnaud Decuir, deceased, late of 
Pointe Coupee Parish, $575. 

To Alphonse Meuillon, administrator of Antoine Donato Meuillon, deceased, 
late of St. Landry Parish, $3,490. 

To Abram A. Harvey, guardian, ete., of the children of Abram A. Harvey, 
deceased, of Washington Parish, 31,990. 

To Benjamin R. Keaton, of Washington Parish, $739. 

To Luke Madden, administrator of Patrick Madden, deceased, late of Madi- 
son Parish, $845. : 

To J. A. Oubre, administrator of Eugene Oubre, deceased, late of Pointe 
Coupee Parish, $6,683. 

To John A. Porche, of Pointe Coupee Parish, $550. 

To Joseph St. Amard, administrator of Alphonse St. Amand, deceased, late 
of Pointe Coupee Parish, $412. 

To Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark, of Avoyelles Parish, $16,560. 

MARYLAND. 


To Franklin A. Ash, administrator of John Ash, deceased, late of Washing- 
ton County, $750. 

To William T. Beeler and others, administrators of David Beeler, deceased, 
late of Washington County, $437. 

To Thomas W. Crampton, of Washington County, $1,378. 

To Ezra Daub, of Washington County, $248. 

To John Grice, of Washington County, $240. 

To Isaac Gruber, executor of John Cowton, deceased, late of Clear Spring, 
Washington County, $295. 

To William M. Blackford, of Washington County, $6,206. 

To Benjamin Brown, of Washington County, $450. 

To James R. Ferrell, of Frederick County, $599. 

To William P. Hickman, administrator of George W. Spates, deceased, late 
of Montgomery County, $2,248. 


SORE tng 
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ToC. * a7 and others, executors of John J. Keedy, late of Washington 


Openty 
So He . 7, a, ae of Henry J. Lowman, deceased, 


late of | ashington Count 

To Daniel N. and Levi Middlekauff, administrators of John C. Middlekauff, 
deceased, late of Washington County, $160. 

To Andrew J. McAllister, of Washington County, $50. 

To Jacob F.. Miller, of Washington County, 

To H. H. Keedy and Charles Adams, ectaitlictens of John Miller, de- 
ceased, late of Washington Gantry. $475. 

To Hamilton A. Moore, of Washington County, $180. 

To the administrators or min peprenentatives of James W. J. Moore, de- 

, late of Leonardtown, $ 

To Henry ©. Mumma and aeek. executors of Samuel Mumma, deceased, 
late of Sharpsburg, $853. 

To Victor Miller, ee of Joshua Newcomer, deceased, late of 
Washingtou Count 

To John L. Wieaicueee, of Washington County y, 9100 

To John L. Nicodemus, administrator of John icodemus, deceased, late of 
Washington County, 4 

To George W. Padgett, of Frederick County, 

wae Samuel 2 r, administrator of Elias an deceased, late of Wash- 


on hon 
0 Teanse fie ey, ‘of Washington County, $514.50. 
To Reuben galery ol of Mont: tpomery County, $1,107. 
To H. B. Snively and A. G. qe executors of George Snively, deceased, 
late of ens: County 


, $174 
oan Eveline Fries, sole heir of John Snyder, deceased, late of Washington 


Ora ni ea William Wade, Mary E. Wade, Susan C. Wade, Elizabeth J. 
Hoffman, nee Wado, heirs of Henry Wade, deceased, late of Washington 


Couns 
o El Was, administrator of John A. Wade, deceased, late of Washing- 


ton Ca ‘County. oe White, of Mo hoomery Cos YY, $672.50. 
n 
To aa ©. Wilson. + seaneatets of Richard 7 Wilson, deceased, late of 


Meotpomery, an $1,455 . Comms 

rone, of Was ington Qoanty un 
To Daniel M. Mullendore 7. bin County, #70 

of urley, of Montgomery Co Sat ietey de bonis non 


re. $1,150. 
Thomas lay, goceased ot Feedorick Gow County 
Te James F. Pierce, ‘of Montgomery Okie. $2,505. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
To Augustus P. Burditt, of Boston, $5,130. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
To Bettie A. Aldrich, late of Washin ington Oot County, $2,605. 


To John C. Bailey, of Marshall Coun 
To William H. Beles administrator 0: 2 Wathen H. Belue, deceased, late of 
Tishomingo County 
To Rebecca i. Bolling, of Warren Count 
vicks Rebeoes Ie Bolling, administratrix o tently R. Martin, deceased, late of 
u 
i Foremon, administrator of Sarah Burton, deceased, late of War- 


ToD. J 
ren County, $571. 
To Preston Chavis, deceased, late of Yoh County, $820. 
To Calvin Cheairs, of Benton County 
oon eves Cook, trator of John 8. Cook, deceased, late of Hinds 
oun 
mn ny Se, Wright, administratrix of Lucy Cordell, deceased, late of Hinds 
un 
ney Tt ieatlif?, administrator of Willis Cotton, deceased, late of Hinds 


Cat rr . 

cree ee of Drury Couch, deceased, late of Lafayette 
unt 
To. scemars L. Crosby, administrator of Peter Crosby, deceased, late of 


Warren County, are 
To eres ickens, of Panola County, nm 3 
. Ratliff, administrator of Peter bar, deceased, late of Hinds 


To W. T 
County, $320. 

To Tiwee G. Ferguson, of Warren County, $15,063. 

To Samuel Bogue administrator of Ignatius G. Flowers, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, 

To A. H. Hamer, re George Gorman, deceased, late of Mar- 
shall — , 83.105. 

To Sa osehorn, of Cantoerte, County, 

To or Hunt, administratrix of George 
$19,445, 

To Aaron Langley, of Hinds County, $380. 

To Mary T. Leake. of Warren Cpeesy, $225. 

To Vir ‘inia Lowe, of Claiborne Count ny #5. 

To W. C. Mitch hell, saininaetes of Mitchell, deceased, late of Tal- 
etl Catt En, of nds County, 

erine Mu ° y, $1, 
To Joh Bailey, administrator of Andrew Nichols, late of Marshall 


Connie 61.088. 
'o Henry ©. Nichols, of Marshall Coun 


. Hunt, late of Jefferson County, 


To Henr 
To Mat e 8. Whitney, administratrix cee Franklin Whitney, deceased, late 
of Claiborne County, t @ sum of 


$22,224. 
To James H. Owens (or Owen), of Scott Coun 
To R. J. Harding, administrator of Nelson Po ter, deceased, late of Hinds 


Open 
a XC Reawine, administratrix of James A. Redwine, deceased, of 
Lafayette County, $545. 
To Aaron Royston, of Marshall County, $250. 
To Alexander Seals, of Marshall County. 
To Patri o. of Warren County, 
To Claudius ot Bh administrator of 


B ty ee G. Shipp, deceased, late of 
Lage ette Count iy. $d 
oo Tol. ¢ C. Dockrey, administrator of William Sloan, deceased, late of De Soto 
unty, $a22. 
ik ci s. erase scheint Gray W. Smith, deceased, late of Mar- 
shall Coun’ 
Mrs. JA Sorrell, administratrix of EF. Sorrell, deceased, late of 
To Albert Set +h, of Amite County. 
ao Martha J. vealt. df talenece Oe County, 1 yt 
ministrator of and C. W. Strong, deceased, 


. M. Loewner at 
trix of S. B. Thrift, deceased, late of Warren 


Pen 8.. Count ty, $1 s 


ae of Warren Count 
To Emily Thrift, a 


ty, $1,505. 


To Martha Walker, administratrix of Sandy Walker, deceased, late . 
shall County 
To Rabert & wed Genre We Woodbaey a Tag 
‘0 and George ry, 0 mena County, $2,570 
To Allie V. Askew, administratrix de bonis non of W. a 
late of Warren County, $8,540. ™ W. Neeley, dece sed, 


of Mar. 


MISSOURI. 
To E. W. Atchley, administrator of Thomas V. Atc te sed. lat 
Laclede County, ley. deceased, late of 
a > e , of Cass County, $225. 
anes r, surviving partner of Balmer & Weber, of St. 1, 


a pares x, Belcher, of Cass Count , $100. 
To J. M. Be ‘ ai oe County, 


To Geo t Gaeabidstraben of Reuben Claypool, deceased. late 
of a aunty, # 

deus Collard. 
To oo Gilbreath, # es County, $869. 
- David Graham, of Jackson County 7 5. 
To L. B. Hearrell, of Newton County, $744.10. 


ae A. L. and W. G. Keithley, of Taney County, 
To Mangram E. Langston, of a i Gounty 
To John P. Legg, administra’ 7. late of Henry County, 
To Pleasant Longs , administrator of Richard Longac 5 
of Cass County, $1 Te, deceased, lato 
To John T yneh, “ Houston Count: ty. $1 
To ag = Lynch, trator of vid T Lynch, deceased, late of Houston 


Onn 
ini, S78. H. Moyer, of Iron County, $560. 
To John ere surviving partuer of John L. Peters & Co., late of St. 


Louis, 

To Jehu Robinson, of Webster County, $176. 

To Joseph L. Walls, of Pettis ey iw rt 
ont Geo Withers, administrator o: Withers, deceased, late of Co per 

unty, 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
To Furneyfold Mercer, of Jones County, $747. 
OHIO. 
To David Hicks, of Hamilton County, $340. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 


To the heirs of - aes a Nicholas J. Bigley, deceased, late of Pittsbu 
Sarah M. McMeal, Jesep ley Catherine L. Grace, Mary E. Smith’ 
ee Bigie ey. eed eCormick, Agnes Loretta Sute r, Nicho- 
las J. —_ John W. Bigley, #1, 211.50. 

ToA. artz, administrator of M. Schwartz, late of Adams County, 


TENNESSEE. 


To M. A. Gober, administrator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, late of 
nor County, $2,455. 
<0, raeees administrator of Darling Allen, deceased, late of Fayette 


Cony. = 
si 2 ary J E. Reten, administratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of 
e 
a tae Bensley, of Fayette County. 
To wley, 0! 
count A. T. Bone, administrator of f James oh zi. deceased, late of Gibson 
ount ou. 
ow, Beck, administrator of Joshua Beck, deceased, late of Hamilton 
County, i 
Cannon, administrator of Jane W. Cannon, late of Jefferson 


Opes 
To Hagh Ga Garothors, of of Lawrence County, $720. 
shi i administrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of 
elb 


County, $1 
wlett, administratrix of Caleb R. Clement, deceased, late of 
Gibeon Count $1,192. 

To P. B. Ro nm, administrator of William R. Collier, deceased, late of 


Madison Count: oe 

To ag? rand W illiam Cowart, of Hamilton County, om » 

Count . Crafton, administrator of Paul C. Crafton, deceased, late of Gib- 
son Coun 7 oes 


Gibson county, 
To William Grows, 7 Gibson Count, ees 
To M. V. Dalton, administra‘ 
Shel Bian | 
To ohn Deaton, of Chester Count $125. 
To Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix of W. P. Dowdy, deceased, late of Fayette 


380. 
To ‘thoras N. Doyle, administrator of Newsom Doyle, deceased, late of 
Pa otto cee ? Shel 
bner of She 
at Bebe 


bry, Pisa aia Brown, deceased, late of Maury 


R. Dalton, deceased, late of 


M. Freeman 
To William A. Galloway Coun 
To 1 8: B. Green, executor of icabts Say, ng 0. 
ToS. EB. Green, deceased, late of Hamilton County, 


io sire Ham of Claiborne County, $1,320. 
Er Hardwick of Bradioy Comsty, $682. 
To 8B. Harbert ‘af Lawrence ¢ Coun 
ToC. x Hunt, iddobrand, of Shaliey Coz , == late of Hardeman 


To ones, administratrix of William Irwin, deceased, late of Hawkins 
F ao Johnson, administrator of Thomas J. Johnson, deceased, late of 
wt ‘Ann Kannell, administratrix of John Kannell, deceased, late of Mem- 


To “Ee —— of Peter Kelley, deceased, late 


of Madison sh, 
To B. J. Kim administrator de bonis non of James Kimbrous 
deceased, 


late of ny Comnty. , $1,091. 
of J T. Knight, decease, late 
of Marine Oey tem 08 











To Charles F. Beezley, administrator of J. C. Lanier, deceased, of Shelby 


County ‘M. Leneave, administrator of Irby T. Leneave, deceased, late 
of Maury County, 
_ of Lincoln County, $450. 
Te 4, | MeO ciministrator of D. Ww. McKenzie, deceased, late of Fayette 
Counts $h McLemore, administratrix of John C. McLemore, deceased, late 
shi a yO ty. HU. 
= a arvey Visthes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, 
ili Moore, of Maury County, $1,347. 

7 willess M. Murdock, of Hamblen Bin , $435. 

To John W. — administrator of John G. Newlee, deceased, late of Clai- 
— rare Pvhite, administrator of Andrew J. Newsom, deceased, late of 
Faye a Ogi aha of Maury County, $2,150. 

To Joseph M. Orr, of Greene County, $255. 

To Pleasant Owen, of Knox County, $311. 

ToJohn Warren, administrator of James Pankey, late of Hardeman County, 


a ©. Jenkins, administrator of B. M. Parham, deceased, late of Harde- 


a administrator of Marion Patrick, deceased, late of Jet- 
ferson County, $150. 
Phillips, of Maury County, $585. 

To William i administrator of Jesse Pickett, deceased, late of 
Bega vette J. Palliam, of Fayette County, $92. 

To William A. Quaries, ad trator of Mary Quarles, deceased, late of 
ee ie administrator of Ezekiel T. Keel, deceased, late 
of Shelby Vounty, $832. 


. Roe, of Gibson County, $2,763. 

7 abert Talley. of Haywood County. $175 

To Archibald R. of Madison County, $938. 

To H. L. i ad: tor of B. R. Thomas, deceased, late of Shelby 
County. i 

Thomas, of Shelby County, $210. 

To Win Thomas eeteiloter of John G. Thurman, deceased, late of 
a OF oom ‘Townes ia nd, administrator of Peter Townsend, deceased, late of 
Tipton County, $1,045. 

‘o E. J. er, of Fayette County $675. 
To John Loague, administrator of John N. Stephens, deceased, late of Shelby 


County. Smith, administrator of Willis Robinson, deceased, late of Harde- 


ounty, 
man County 7 otker, of Wayne County, snes 

To Marshall Wallace, executor of Wallace, deceased, late of Haw- 
wie TS Gel way,administrator of Thomas J. Waller, deceased, late of Fay- 
ette ey 

To Mary M. 

To John W. Alexander, administrator of James 8S. Williams, deceased, late 
of Williamson Coun 3 
of Shelby Coun , 

To Alfred _ executor of Joseph Young, deceased, late of Giles 


To Osborn 
To T.S. 
ee of Owen (or Orrin) White, deceased, late 
of Shelby County, ‘ 
oe. 

To Thomas H. Wil , administrator of Harvey Williams, deceased, late 
County, $375. 

To Fannie Young, of Giles County, $125. 


VIRGINIA. 

To Loftin D. Allen, of Henrico County, $1,651. 
To William H. of Frederick County, $749. 
To Sarah W. Brown, of heny County, 
To William Bush z re I mia. $1 728.85, 

‘o + 728. 
To Martha S. Clark, of Amelia County, . 
To Alexander administrator of Thomas Farrell, deceased, late of 


County, a 

To Elk Wewoots, of Winchester, $1,571. 

To John EB. Febrey, of Fairfax County, $2.63. 

To Samuel W. sr., of Loudoun County, $642. 

To George W. Gunnell, administrator of Elizabeth Gunnell, deceased, late 
ot Furfax County, $a 

To Jesse of Ann E. Harper, of Alexandria County, $1,688. 

To St. Clair D. Kirtley and Francis W. Kirtley, of Rockingham County, $996. 

To Mary F. Lewis, of Clarke County, $1,002. 

To John Mulholland, Peter Mulholland, and Patrick Mulholland, of Fairfax 


Canty. 
To wae executrix of William H. Taylor, deceased, late of Fairfax 


PAT F. , administratrix of Walker Vaughn, deceased, late 
To John Waldron’ late of Greenbrier County, $6,984.20. 
To ‘ Dallis of Benjamin K. White, late of Dinwiddie 


To H. Woodard, of Shenandoah County, 
To Matthew Woodward, of Prince Willinse Conte. $100. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

lor, of Jefferson County 144. 
administratrix of John Beck, late of Jefferson County, 


Welsh, late of Jefferson 


To T. Woody, of Kanawha County, $3,046. 
T . 5 
fi ron Coun rane executor of James Wysong, deceased, late of Jef- 


: If the question is u agreeing to this 
amendment, I desire Se Gall the attention of the Senator from 
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Tennessee to page 25 of the amendment, where there is a provi- 
sion to pay J. Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, 
deceased, late of Shelby County, $1,225. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 13 I find the case referred to: 

ToJ. Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjemin Casa, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, $1,225. 

Mr. BURROWS. In the copy of the amendment which I hold 
in my hand that claim is provided for on page 25, line 9, and it is 
also found on page 28, line 22. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is evidently a mistake. 

Mr. BURROWS. One of them should be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that one of the appropriations be 
stricken from the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the paragraph on page 29, lines 1, 2, and 3 
of my amendment, which reads in precisely the same language, 
be stricken out. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29 of the amendment to the amend- 
ment, it is proposed to strike out lines 1, 2, 3, and 4, as follows: 


ToJ. Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, $1,225. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
mont to the amendment will be modified by striking out those 
ines. 

Mr. BURROWS. On page 27 of the amendment I have in my 
hand, and it is the one I examined, there is a clause which reads: 
“To David H. Hildebrand, of Shelby County, $863.” I do not 
think the finding of the court would justify putting that sum in, 
although it isa small amount. The court in its finding did not 
ascertain that that amount was due. I hold in my hand the find- 
ing of the court, in which it says: 


I. 

During the war for the suppression of the rebellion there were taken from 
the claimant three horses and two mules for which the claimant had paid the 
following prices: For one horse $2%5, for another horse $175, and for the third 
horse $163; for one mule $40, for the other mule $175. 

Il. 


The horses and mules were taken under the following circumstances: About 
April 1, 1864, between 10 and 11 o’clock in the forenoon, a force of some three 
hundred or four hundred United States mounted soldiers, commanded by an 
officer who represented himself to be a captain, halted at claimant's house in 
Shelby County, Tenn., and by the direction of the said commander seized 
and led away two horsesandone mule. In the evening of the next day, before 
sundown, a similar force under similar circumstances seized the remaining 
horse and mule. 

III. 


Nothing has been shown to identify the command, which was unknown to 
claimant; the value of the stock has not been shown further than as stated in 
Finding I; no receipts or vouchers were given claimant or sought by him. 


And that finding was that the claimant paid so much for this 
property. When he paid for it, whether he paid more than it was 
worth, or anything of the kind does not appear in the finding. I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out that provision, be- 
cause the court has not found the amount due. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendinent submitted by the Senator from 
Tennessee {[Mr. Harris] to the amendmentof the Senator from 
Wyoming ne WARREN]. 

he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to offer anamendment to the amend- 
ment. It is an amendment submitted by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL]. It has been referred to the Committee on 
Claims and reported favorably. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 


For payment of Charles P. Choteau, survivor of Chotean, Harrison & Valle 


of St. Louis, Mo., $174,445.75, it being the amount stated in the findings of 
facts by the Court of Claims on two separate oecasions, to wit: First, in a 
proceeding under the general law (9 Court of Claims Reports, page 155); 
second, upon a reference by the Committee on War Claims of the House of 


Representatives (20 Court of Claims Reports, page 200) in the Forty 
eighth © said amount being the balance due and to be in full satis- 
faction of all claims arising out of the construction of the ironclad steam 
battery Etlah, constructed under the contract made by the Navy Depart- 
ment on behalf of the United States with Charles W. McCord on the 9th 
day of July, 1864. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending 
amendment. The sum has been awarded by the Court of Claims. 
The matter was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
favorably reported, and referred to the Committee on Appro 
priations. 
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The Secrerary. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
inserting: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums mentioned 
forein, the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and 
accepted in each case as a full and final discharge of, the several claims ex- 
amined, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An 
act to afford nee and relief to and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the ernment,” 
and known as the wman Act, as hereinafter set forth, for supplies fur- 
nished the Indian service in 1873 and 1874, and reported to Congress by Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 165, Fifty-first Congress, first session, to wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 


To Edward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, $2,400.20. 


To Bowers & Richards, assignees of James M. Barney, $3,534.76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., $3,479.22. : 

The payments to the Tae in each case being at the request of the orig- 
inal claimants as found by Court of Claims; and all of which claims were 
reported a Secretary of the Treasury to in House Executive 
Document No. 151, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, page 27, as deficiencies 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, and for prior years. 


‘< Mr. HALE. Are these claims under what is called the Bowman 


ct? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairsounderstands. Theques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from California [Mr. Perkins] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an errorin the list of Bowman Act 
claims. On page 23, line 8, and again in line 11, it says, ‘‘ Hous- 
ton County. t ought to be ‘‘ John T. Lynch, Houston, Texas 
County, Mo.” There are two places on page 23, first, line 8, and 

ain in 11. 

“eThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified as 
indicated by the Senator from Missouri. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 2, 


on page ' : 
eSECRETARY. After line 2, on page 55, itis proposed to insert: 


The disbursing officer of the United States Mexican Boundary Commission 
1 pay, from moneys already appropriated for said expenses, to each of the 
three members of the Commission, such allowance as may be authorized b 
the Secre of State, not queeting day for the time actually employ 
by them in discharge of the work of the Commission. 

Mr. SQUIRE. A word by way of explanation. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator need not explain the amendment. I 
do not think it is absolutely needed, but if there is any point with 
reference to the Comptroller stopping the account it ought to be 
cured; and I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thank you. The amendment does not involve 
any expenditure beyond what is already appropriated in the bill 
—— during the present session of Congress, which became a 

aw February 26, 1896. It is cane meet an objection of the 
Cs and nothing more. © money has already been 
appropriated. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know what the amend- 
ment relates to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It relates to the Mexican National Boundary 
Commission, which was authorized by an international convention 
of 1882, and su uently in 1889—— 

Mr. HALE. It is all right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not hear a word that is oc- 
curring on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SQUIRE, I was about to state, in answer to the question of 
the Senator from South Dakota, that the Seterettional Poutiees 
Commission, upon assuming their duties, were allowed to draw 
money to pay their personalexpenses. There was an act tosatisfy 
the Comptroller's objection to the payment thus authorized by 
the State Department. Provision was made in the deficiency act 
of 1894, and a provision was also inserted in the urgent deficiency 
act of February 26, 1896. I have it here before me. I will read it 
if itis necessary. I understand the Committee on Appropriations 
is willing to cos the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a submitted by the Senator from Washi [Mr. 

UIRE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. After line 13, on page 28, I move to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

: The Secretary. After line 13, on page 28, it is proposed to 
nsert: 


For the payment to W. H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac 8. Bangs, late 
doin, braxiness under the style and €rm name of Stout, Hall & Bangs, and J. 
M. Vale, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in 
full permease of the ce due them on a contract entered into with them 
by the United States of America, April 21, 1888, for furnishing stone for the 
walls of the cellar or subbasement of the Li be: the city of 
ae as found by the Secretary of the Interior in report to 
gress (House Document No. 117, first session, Fifty-fourth Congress) under 


the aut conferred him by the act of 


hority upon Congress appro “) o 
1895 (28 Statutes at Large, 94), the sum of $32,802.52, which sum cet ce 


as follows: 

gin H. B. Stout and Isaac S. Bangs, or their assigns, the 
To Cyrus J. Hall the sum of $6,000. 
To J. M. Vale the sum of $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the amendment which I 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
posed to insert: 

To enable the Postmaster-General to to M. Force, postmaste 
Selma, Ala., the sum advanced by her nt 1890 > of en and 
the increased ony of B. M. Russell, a carrier of said office, when said ac. 
count had been audited by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department. ir the 


oe is found to be a $112.82, and said Auditor is empowered and required 


The amendment was to. 
_ Mr. PLATT. On be of m 
is called away from the city 
I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. After line 12, page 51, it is proposed to insert: 

To pay the claims (Treasury settlements) certified in Senate Executive 
Document No. 98, second session Fifty-third $35,791.67. 

To pay the claims acer settlements) certified in House Miscel!,y, 

ment No. 56, session Fifty-third Congress, $37,313.54. 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated by the two preceding 
paragraphs shall be paid to any oneof eatiabientnunt the Court of Claims 
shall have heard and determined all the questions involved and the liability 
the United States Government therefor in at least one test case, which cas: 
shall be preferred in the order of the docket of said court. Full and com. 
plete jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the Court of Claims for the purposes 
above named. If the determination of the Court 
of the claimant they shall be paid, oth 
shall see to it that t 
or suits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 
26, after line 5. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

To aera H. Crook, as tion for services as secretary tothe 

to sign land patents, $4, for the fiseal years 1879, 1880, 188], and 
1882, inclusive. 

Mr. HALE. Ioffer an amendment,to come in on page 60, at 
the end of line 9. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That there be paid tothe Portland ea: outof any money in the Treas- 
ury not , the sum $80,867.46, in full payment and 
discharge of the claim of said Portland y for work done and mate- 
rial in the construction 


of the U: States double-ender gunboats 


Agawam and Pontoosuc, as per report of Thomas O. Selfridge, commodore 


and —— of board, Senate Executive Document No. 18, first session of 
the Thirty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That the sum of $77,989.38 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, paid to William 
S. Grant in full satisfaction of oe the United States arising 
out of his contract to a eo Arizona in the years 1800) and 
1861, said sum of money —_ er the direction of the Secretary of 
War, who shall take proper re and receipts from said William 5. (irant. 

Mr. HALE. On e 50 there is a reserved amendment — 
I wish to have the te adopt. It was passed over, and | have 
— to call it up. 
VICE-P: . The amendment will be stated. 
The SEcRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report an 
amendment, to insert after line 17, on page 50: 

Quartermaster's Bs : : To Esmaments endined and owed by the 
accounting officers reasury ment rracks and quarters, 
and reported to in House Executive Sosnment t No. 234, Fifty third 
Congress, third , $38,500.12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I sen: to the 


The Secretary. Itis proposed to add to the bill the f« yjllowing: 


be, and he is hereby, authorize’ an‘ 
Louis, Mo., out of any moneys 10 the 
the sum of $700, in fuil compensation 
ormer, and ordered to be paid to lim by the 
for the eastern district of Missouri, in case No. 

1887 before said court, in the year 1868. 
Mr. DANIEL. I should like to inquire whether or not these 
amendments are within therule. The Senator from Missour! and 
others have been objecting to claims. I should like to know" 


these are not — claims. 
Mx. The Senate has decided that these ament 
ments are all in order. The Senator from Virginia was absent a¢ 


the time. : 
only wish to give notice that we hope the }! 


sum of 
send to the 


On page 131, at the end of line 12, it is pro- 


rat 


a [Mr. Haw ey], wi 
y, 1 offer the uastment cae 


ous 


of Claims shall be in favor 
. erwise not. The Attorney-Gen 
interest of the Government is protected in said s 


ral 
uit 


the 
Gunn, of 


sarees nant this evening, so that of have aa 
‘ some us may Nave « 
—— to enjoy the same privileges that are exercised Uf 








1896. 


PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
eas cabenttted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL]. 

dment was to. 
ir, COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


ane SecRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
a y to the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, the sum of $6,000, in 
alls tisfaction for his improvements made at Fort Bridger, Utah Territory, 
which were @ y the United States Army, in the fall of 1857, under 
comune of Brig. Gen. Albert 8. Johnston. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That was found by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral to bedue. A bill for this purpose has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Claims and has passed the Senate two 

imes. 
Ser  LDRICH. _Imake the point of order upon theamendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the proper Auditor of the Department 
reported favorably on this claim? 

r. COCKRELL. No. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was the ground on which the amend- 
ment I offered was ruled out. — ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it was, but the Senate has decided 
that all these amendments are in order, and that is not necessary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not understand that the Senate so de- 
i COCKRELL. It certainly decidedthat. Nobody pretends 
to claim that the Bowman Act claims are audited claims. This is 
in strict compliance with the ruling of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to make a point of order against the 
amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order that it is a private 
claim. It seems to me very plain. The fact that the Senate has 
decided by a vote that an amendment to pay the judgments of the 
Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases is in order does not 
entitle the Senator from Missouri or any other Senator to violate 
every rule of the Senate. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Theseclaims have been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and have passed the Senate repeatedly. They 
are old claims. They are precisely as just as the French spolia- 
tion claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They undoubtedly have the virtue of age, if 
that is in their favor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And there is no difference between them on 
this earth. 1 insist that the amendment shall go in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri will again be stated. 

The Secreta read the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The point of order I make is that, under the 
fourth clause of Rule I, the amendment is not in order. Itis 
a private claim offered to a general appropriation bill. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to understand 
from the Senator from Missouri how it was taken out of the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was taken out by the action of the Senate. 
The Chair submitted the question of other claims of precisely sim- 
ilar import and the Senate decided that they were in order. This 
is a claim, a just claim. It dates away back; it is not quite as 
old as the French spoliation claims or some of the Bowman claims. 
It has been to the rmaster-General. The Quarter- 
master-General has made a report upon it, and this is the amount 
that he found due, It has been reported by the Committee on 
Claims repeatedly, has passed the Senate at the present session, 
and is now in the House. 
SHAND 


spoliation 
they were argued as being exempt from the ordinary rule 
because they had been passed upon by the 
because the amounts that were moved were 
Claims. To be sure, there was the ques- 

Court of Claims was a judgment. 
admitted that the judgment of the 
in order to carry out the provisions of exist- 
said there was a distinction between a judgment 
Claims and a finding of the Court of Claims under 
act in reference to the French 
contended, however, by the advocates 
the findings of the court were 
to eee far as the aioe the Senate is conceal, 

was argued t every possible private 
admissible notwithstanding the rule. Now, the Sena- 
out of sorts, I because the Senate overruled his 
that the rule is wholly gone, and is seeking to 
claims in order, I sup , that an excuse may 
for leaving all the claims out in committee of conference. 
No; I am not. If I should be one of the 
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conferees I will stick to them until the next 4th of March, if the 
other members will. I give notice if any of these amendments 
are receded from it will not be by my vote. I will keep this Con- 
gress in session until the 4th of next March or make the House 
agree toit. If they are receded from, it will not be my fault. I 
am not trying to prepare a way for any such thing as that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator shows that he possesses that 
calm mind and judicial temper which fit him to be a representa- 
tive of the Senate upon a committee of conference, but I take the 
liberty of saying to him that he is not acting in accordance with 
his own calm and cool judgment when he gives such notice to 
the Senate. He goes upon the committee of conference, if he 
goes there, to deal calmly and coolly and with good judgment, 
and not with bad temper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should I not adhere to these things? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If he is going to act in temper, he ought 
not to go upon the committee of conference to represent the 
Senate. 

Mr.PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? I do wish that some 
of our committees of conference would show a little of the temper 
which the Senator from Missouri is charged with showing. We 
should not then have to give up everything to the House the way 
we do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Practically the Senators who advocated 
that the Bowman Act claims and the French spoliation claims 
were in order upon this bill are being punished by the Committee 
on Appropriations now by having this bill loaded down with every 
claim which they can lay their hands upon for the purpose of 
making the amendments of the Senate odious. A very good argu- 
ment has been exhibited to the Senate why the appropriation bills 





should be distributed instead of being concentrated in the hands 
of a half dozen gentlemen who, when things go to suit them, are 
very amiable, and when they do not go to suit them get out of 


temper and threaten the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I knew I would make the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire mad. He has been in the habit of 
tantalizing Senators and trying to provoke them to anger, and 
now he has shown his want of balance. He has shown his anger. 
He has shown his resentful feeling. I told himatruth. He did 
not want to hear that truth. I told him that I was willing to 
stand by the Senate amendments, but that is not what he wanted. 
He was trying to make the impression that we were loading the 
bill down for the purpose of disagreeing to them—an insinuation 
unworthy of the distinguished Senator and which he never would 
have made if he had kept his temper and had not wandered off in 
anger and resentment. 

Mr. President, I simply meant that I was willing to abide by 
the decision of the Senate and to adhere to it. I have always in 
the Senate opposed putting on any amendments that the Senate 
conferees would not adhere to. I do not believe it is seemly on 
the part of the Senate to doit. I have for one protested against 
amendments that were proposed to be put on by the Senate, be- 
cause when the Senate puts on an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill relating to its own personnel and administration it ought 
never to yield. While I had the honor of being chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations it never did yield one solitary cent. 
The Senate ought to maintain certain things concerning itself, 
and it ought to have its own way in regard to them. 

Mr. President, these are claims. Everybody admits that they 
are claims. The French spoliation cases are claims. They are 
claims a hundred years old. They have been to the Committee 
on Claims. They have been reported and they have been put upon 
this bill. The Senate had a perfect right to dothat. The Bow- 
man claims have been to the Court of Claims, where there was a 
finding of facts. They came here and the Senate hada right to 
put them on. 

The Senate has a right to make its own rules when it comes to 
a point of this kind. It made this rule, and that rule was that 
these claims should go on this bill. I think now that any other 
claim as just as those, that has passed the proper scrutiny, has 
the same right to go upon it, and I offered these claims. They 
are old claims, just claims. Nobody disputes them. They ought 
to go onthe bill. The Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. ALpRi “ 
has no right tomake the point of order uponthem. He is estoppec 
from doing that just as plainly as a man can be. 

Now, I hopé that the distinguished Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will regain his accustomed kindly feeling; that he will not 
show so much anger and resentment hereafter, and will not accuse 
Senators improperly of attempting to do what they never dreamed 
of doing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Icongratulate myself that I have succeeded 
in doing what I never knew any other Senatortodo. I have made 
the Senator from Missouri good-natured. 

It all comes back to the same thing, whether there is or is not a 
distinction between the Bowman Act claims and the French spolia- 
tion claims and other claims. Those claims have been passed 
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upon by the Court of Claims. The whole argument was based 
upon the proposition that there was a distinction between those 
claims and ordinary private claims that had only been passed upon 
by a committee of this body. 1 submit that the distinction is a 
good one, and that it does not follow because the Senate voted 
that those claims were in order therefore every private claim that 
is pending in Congress is in order on an appropriation bill. 

r. HALE. Now, Mr. President, it is getting very late and 
dark, and I appeal to Senators to help me pass the bill. I want to 
get it out of the way to-night and be out of the way of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, who this morning was willing to give 
way under the implied promise that the bill would be hurried 
through. I am very desirous that we should pass the bill to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question of order is pending 
before the Chair. ; 

Mr. HALE. I understand that. I hope the Chair will decide 
the point of order, and that then we may have a vote upon the 
bill, unless there are some other amendments to come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair determines the point of 
order when it is raised. The point of order made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island the Chair is compelled to sustain. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the senior Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Spoesene) who was chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Fifty-third Con , | offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 21, page 98, insert: 


To pay to Benjamin Durfee for extra services rendered to the Committee 
on Eanaeee of the Senate during the consideration of the tariff bill of 1894, 


Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that, while Mr. Durfee 
was not connected with that committee, 1 personally know that 
he performed many services and = a good deal of hard work. 
He is wonderfully familiar with all revenue laws and regulations 
and was of great service to the committee. The gentleman occu- 
pying the position of clerk of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House, who, I believe, receives an annual salary of $3,000, 
has had an allowance similar to this made to him, as I am in- 
formed. » 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Iofferan amendment. I move to insert, after the 
Portland Company amendment, that was offered by the Senator 
from Maine, on page 60: 

r oe to Nancy E. pee, administratrix of the estate of James L. 

.66, in payment and satisfaction of the amount 

found due from the Uni States to the said Nancy E. Day, administratrix 

as aforesaid, by the Court of Claims, upon a reference of her claim to that 

court by the Postmaster-General, under the provisions of an act of Congress 

approved March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to 

Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigacion of claims and 
demands against the Government."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. As I see the Senate is now in such good humor, I 
will take the liberty of offering an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SkecreETARY. Add to the bill: 

That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to purchase of James 
B. Lyon 50,000 copies of the United States Red Book (pa ed by him at 
Albany, N.Y.), 9 copies for the use of the Senate, copies for the use 
of the Hesse ot Representatives, and 5,000 copies to be distributed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State; and the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby a prceexees out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise app: ted, to enable the Secretary of the Senate and 
> haere ae the House of Representatives to carry into effect the provisions 

ac 


Fo 
Day, deceased, the sam of $3,041 


Mr. HILL. Senators are,I think, familiar with this book. It 
has been laid upon their tables, one copy having been presented 
to each Senator. It is a most valuable and important book to be 
distributed to our constituents. It is one of the best books that 
can be distributed. 
ae HALE. Is the amendment reported by any standing com- 

tee? 
Mr. HILL. I think so, sir. 

Mr. HALE. From what committee? 

Mr. HILL. The Library Committee, I think. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to have been there. 

Mr. HILL. If the conference committee want to cut down the 
amount or prune it in any shape, they can do so. I offer it in be- 
half of my colleague [Mr. MurPHyY], who is not able to be here, 
and I trust the Senator will allow the amendment to goon the 
bill. If you want to change it, it can be cut down hereafter. 

Mr. HALE, If itis reported by a comunittee, of course 
I can not make the point of order. If itis not, I shall have to make 
the pes of order, use there are fifty just such amendments 
pendi 


"hi 
Mr. HILL. I think it has been 


reported. 
on —_— The Secretary can tell. I donot know anything 
ut it. 


“0, 
—. a” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no information y 
the subject. pon 

Mr. HILL. We will look that up afterwards, if the s,, ate 
pleases. Let it go for the present. You can find out afterway,|, 
if it is not a proper amendment. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendme 
of the Senator from New York. - 

Mr. BATE. I should like to ask if this is the book that ¢o, 
tains the likenesses of all Senators? . 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; and the finest looking body of me 
ever got together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order against the amenq. 
ment if no one else does. 

—— I think myself there are some good things in tho 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; the Senator’s own likeness is ther. and 
it is first rate. 

Mr. BATE. But I do not think it is in good taste for the Soy. 
ate here to vote $50,000 for its distribution when the lar: . 
of it consists of likenesses of Senators. I shall vote agai 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the — of order. I supposed it haa 
been made by the Senator from Maine, but if it has not I inike jt 
now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whatis the point of order of the Son. 
ator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the amendment is not in order: that j; 
has not been reported by any standing or special committee, and 
is an a new item of appropriation not estimated for. 

Mr. HILL. It is about as good as the French spoliation ¢lajys 
amendment. Can not the good-natured Vice-President submit the 
question to the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair submits the question tothe 
Senate. Is the pending amendment in order? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes seem to have it. The noes have it, and the Sen- 
ate decides that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. After line 2, page 21, I move to insert: 

To riscoe B. Bouldin the sum of .15, in reimbursement of expendi- 
topes om can B oe received Sia eee of expent 

Mr. HALE. Is that reported by a standing committee? 

Mr. DANIEL. Allow nie to make a brief statement. 

Mr. HALE. I merely asked the question. 

Mr. DANIEL. A bill for this purpose has been reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Claims, and it is as meritorious a 
claim as is embodied in this whole bill. This gentleman was an 
officer of the internal-revenue service and had a desperate en- 
counter in North Carolina with certain moonshiners, in which he 
acted with conspicuous courage. It was recommended by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue that his absolute expeuses in- 
curred by reason of the wounds should be paid. 

The matter has been for two consecutive years examined by the 
Committee on Claims; the mdence, the proof, the medical 
certificates, all set forth in full; and it is a case of that dignity 
and merit which it seems to me ought to be recognized by the 
Senate, and that a worthy officer, who was highly commended by 
his Government, should i by this humane considera- 
tion of his sufferings and his courage. I know personally the facts 
to be true beyond the information which I gather from the re- 


ports. ; 

Mr. HALE. If the amendment has been reported by a standing 
committee and referred to the Committee on eerensiations it is 
not subject to the point of order. If it has not been so reported 
and referred it is subject to the point of order, and I make the 
pointoforder. Idonot know whether that has been the case or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the Senator has himself offered amend- 
ments of the same character to this bill, and I do not see why we 
should be assailed on all hands with points of order which nobody 

as to his own claims. 
. HALE. I have not—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Members of the committee pay no attention to 
the rules. 

Mr. HALE. I have not offered anamendment here that has not 
been either reported by a cepeemsootp er erred tothe eee 
on nee oo Eee the Senate or both. 

Me IEL. We . y look to the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as our exemplars and guides. They 
have paid no attention to the rule. It is evidently one mae 
merely for personal convenience and not for the government of 
the Senate. 


e * 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator has no right to make 
that statement. . 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not mean by it to be offensive to the 
Sena 


tor. 
Mr. HALE. No member of the committee, certainly not my- 
self, nor has any member offered an amendment that is not sub- 
ject to precisely the rule that I have invoked here, and which was 


n who 


er part 
nst the 








1896. 


— 


taken out of 


the operation of the rule because it was reported 
by some committee and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tone, whieh made it in order, and in other cases because the bill 
itself passed the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Maine that 
that does not make a private claim in order. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. No, it does not make a private claim in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yet the Senator, I think, admitted some 
private claims. 

Mr. HALE. I did. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Then I propose to reintroduce the amend- | 


ment I offered some time ago, and I hope the Senator will not ap- 
ply the rule which his own committee does not recognize. 

Mr. HALE. I certainly shall not make the point of order, after 
what the Senate has done, against any claim, private or otherwise, 
where a committee has reported it and referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations or where it has already passed the Senate. 
I certainly shall not make that point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. That exception, stated in guarded language, 
happens to cover cases which other gentlemen are interested 
in. I do not see why, if we are not going to be governed by the 
rule, gentlemen ought to invent new and very refining rules which 
simply bring in a certain class of cases and leave out the others. 
I am afraid that this rule, if strictly applied with the new and 
technical nicety with which the Senator shaves down the line, 
might trench dangerously near to the proximity of my case. I 
am a little uneasy about the refining application, and I hope the 
Senator will not make this point upon so worthy and meritorious 
a case. I think it is above the 
allow me so to state, to make war upon a little claim of a revenue 
officer who was shot and wounded in the service and who was 
commended by the Government for his good conduct. 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator will withhold his praise, I will with-| 


draw the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment, and after it is read I 
will make a brief explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. After line 11, page 103, add: 

To pay Frep T. Dunors the salary due him as Delegate in Congress from 
the Territory of ldaho from July 3, 1890, to March 4, 1891, inclusive, $3,333.34. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amount includes the compensation of 
Delegate from Idaho from the time of the admission of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho as a State until the expiration of his term as Dele- 

te had the State not been admitted. It is a House provision, 

t by some accident it was omitted and not inserted in this bill. 
We are told that it will meet with no opposition on the part of the 
House. It is in exact accordance with all the precedents in sim- 
ilar cases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Isubmitan amendment that was proposed, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back favorably, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary. After line 13, page 47, insert: 
To Papert, Denter & Co. the amount found due by the auditor of the 
Dist: of Columbia for work done by said firm in compection with the layin 


of the 36-inch water main under their contract of September 1, 1871, with sai 
t, to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up the conference on the 


1 etc., appropriation bill. I think it will take no time. 

. ALLISO . lask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me 
that I Colton a conference report in order to have it printed? 
torte aa M. I have noobjection and will yield to the Sena- 


Mr. . Isubmit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
of the Government a ~ Peet aoe 
purposes. that the report may 

and also printed as a document, and I give 
, or at some convenient season, I 


t. 

the absence of objection, the re- 
from Iowa will be ordered to be 
printed as a document. 


nator from Maine, if he will | 








The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 26, 34, 36, 40, 41, 
£5, 46, 47. 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, GO, 75, 80, 81. 85, 86, 104, 107, 118, 120, 121, 130, 148, 149, 151, 
152, 158, 154, 158, 159, 185, 184, 185, 186, 188, and 189. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 5, 21, 27. 29, 30, 31, 35, 42. 48, 48, 53. 54. 55. 56. 50, G3. G4. 65. 66, 67, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, T7, 78, TO, 82, 83, 87, 88, 89, 90, 95, 99, 100, 101, 102, 105, 108, 108, 


110, 113, 114, 115, 116, 197, 119, 131, 132, 136, 137, 138, 142, 143, 144, 150, 155, 156, 157, 162, 
163, 169, 176, 179, 180, 181, and 182: and agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the following: 

“Fire Island light vessel, New York: For constructing, equipping, and 
——- complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel, with steam 
fog signal, $40,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam 
fog signal, under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not 
exceed $80,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
fitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel with steam fog sig 
nal, $40,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam fog 
signal. under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex- 
ceed $80,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“Tender for the Second light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 
and outfitting complete for service a new steam tender for buoyage, supply, 
and inspection in the Second light-house district, Massachusetts, $37,500; and 
the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which is hereby author- 
ized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“Tender for the Seventh and Eighth light-house districts: For construct- 
ing, equipping, and outfitting complete for service a new steam tender for 
buoyage, supply, and inspection in the Seventh and Eighth light-house dis- 
tricts, $37,500; and the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert: “ For constructing two revenue steamers of the first class, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, 
$200,000; and the total cost of said revenue steamers, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $200,000 each”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 27 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the follow- 
ing: “for extra engraving cal deeming”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘“ $67,000""; and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7#, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $110,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and agvee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $131,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“ That the city of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and through 
its regular city council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Gov- 
ernment by the Secretary of the Interior, Sibley Island, an island in the Mis- 
souri River, near said city of Bismarck, for a public park: Provided, That noth- 
ing herein contained shall be construed to authorize the felling of timber on 
said island for sale or consumption, nor shall any timber be cut save for the 
purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $15,000"'; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $40,000"; and 
the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $40,000""; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the follow- 
ing: “*: this sum to be in full of any authorization or appropriation under 
eal joint resolution’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with ap 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

“Vor repairs to the oo battle grounds: To enable the Guilford Battle 
Ground pany to repair the grounds and public saeee of said com- 
pany on said Lat 2 ‘ounds, $1,000; said amount to be disbursed on the order 
of the president of the said company, en the United States shall be at no 
further expense in the future for repairs or other expenses relating to said 
battle grounds.” 

And the Senate to the 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House recede from Pog! pinepoomens 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert s $2,470,478. %5 we 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 104 and 165: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 164 and 165, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the amended 
re erarh constituting lines 22 to 25, 5 tachetve, on page 983 of the and lines 

inclusive, on page #4 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the followin 

“For Ir opus salaries, fees, and expenses of United States marsha 8 
gad the F Seetion, & #1, a to include payments for services rendered in 

half of the aeeee wens. 

—— the Senate ee >a can 

Amendments numbered 166, 167, Sand 168: That the House recede from its 
disegreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 166, 167, and 168, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended 

graph constituting lines 5, 6, and 7, on page 94 of the bill, and insert in 
in eof the following: 

a "For salaries of United States district attorneys and expenses of United 
States district attorneys and their regular assistants, $275,000."" 

And the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment num 170: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and to the same with 
= coleman as nS In lieu of the sum poopesed insert ** $85,000"; and 

© Senate agree 

Amendment numbered 171: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: - lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $220,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and ed, to the same with 
an amendment as a In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $225,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment Sandberg TG 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to 53, a with 
an amendment as follows: = lieu of the sum proposed ; and 
the Senate agree to the sa 

Asnendeneet a numbered 74: That the House recede from its _atiaaes 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: mi oe of the sum proposed insert * $1,066,000”; 
and the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment numbered 175: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and a ceseliene to the same with 
an amendment as follows: S.. lieu of the sum rt $460,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment samamnret lit: That the House recede 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and 


allowed 

the settlement of United States’; and the Senate 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the Same with 
an amendment as follows: In a of the sum ‘proposed insert: ‘ $150,000°"; 
and the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered ist: Tt That the House 
= the amendment of the 


fmeurt the following: “: Prov 
Survey in relation to the 
the water ropes oe 
in length and 5, 
oom oe mae of the Geologic = 
ate, and e House of 
ateteibation : wo a ae th e Samson ree ai the same. 

mendment numbered 191: t the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and 
amendment ‘ollows: In line 3 of the matter inse 
inse —— the og company,” the a “To reimburse said 
pany ee ee and paid in connection with the Government 
ulding and exh and exhibit of conference the Senate oo) to * —. 


have 
ments numbered ft 2, Pie Stee 8,9, Io: Pipe 31 em 
oe 0,0, 0, 7,3 109, 111, 112, 122, 123, TAA, 125, 


J accounts wit: 


hereafter the repo 
SP preennen’ So te seeties 


24, 25, 28, 32, 
oa sas 


i YERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL ede BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. Lask that the conference rt on the legis- 
lative, etc., appropriation bill may be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not press the 
consideration of that report this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM., I think it will take only a very few minutes. I 
— the Senator himself understands exactly what there is left 

it 

Mr. HILL. I want ” submit some remarks upon it, but do not 


desire to do so to-ni 
Mr. CULLOM. s the Senator desire the report to go over? 
Mr. HILL. Let it go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. CULLOM. Very well; I make no objection. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn 
The motion was to; and (at 6 o’clock and 22 minutes 


agreed 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 26, 
Te06, at 12 o'clock teen im 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonbDay, May 25, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 


Henry N. Coupen. 
The Journal of the a of Saturday was read. 
The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the Journal will be ap- 
proved. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. KEM. Mr. §$ eaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. id the gentleman rise to object to the ap- 
proval of the Journal? 
Mr. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman rose for that purpose? 
Mr. KEM. I did. 
aan SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the 
ouse. 
The question was taken; and the Journal was approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill of the Senate (No. 989) granting a 
pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of General Kautz, of the Ary, 
will be taken from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if there be 
no objection, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. There 
Was an erroneous reference in the first instance. Without objec- 
tion, the change of reference will be made. 

Mr. KEM. [I object. 

The SPEAKER. ce is made by the gentleman from 
aor [Mr. Kem] e Chair will submit the question to the 


ara was taken; and the change of reference was 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The Senate aE were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate ames and agree to a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Bascocr, 
os ODELL, and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of the 

ouse. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY, ETC. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. een this being District day, I desire 
to call up for or ow deration the unfinished business on the 
Calendar, the H. R. 2928) to extend the routes of the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway teehee’ and of the Belt Rail- 
way Com of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 

he SP. . The Clerk will the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] which was 
—e when this matter was before the House on a previous oc- 


The ¢ Clerk read as srs evn 


a following: 
sa pemege of this act 
 Tayeafter the at the inter- 
across ioe ersey avenue 


may ly on North Capitol 
to the Commissioners 


Mr. HEPBURN. I believe the gentleman in charge of the bill 
8 io t that ements, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. There is no objection to the amendment, as I 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the further amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2 by 
sit not haves vomsgutataning at any Seommenceiect sa Than 

which 


uipment of said rail- 
a civil enginee r, 


ae Bat that is almost 

aw of the of Connecticut, with 

ne ways. It provides spe- 

more than 75 

the road in bonds, and is 

of the bondholders. It re- 

cent of the cost of the road shall be paid 

no honestly managed road can object to such a 


Why do not make that m stronger 
require that all of the stock shall be paid in, re that the bonds 
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shall only be for the surplus cost of the road over and above the 
— HILL. I have no desire to hamper the construction or ex- 
tension of this road, but in looking over the bill it seemed to me 
that as now drawn there is no provision for the protection of the 
unsuspecting public who might buy the bonds. Therefore, after 
some personal experience in the construction of street railroads, 
and some iarity with the law of Connecticut, I copied the 

recise provision of the general law of that State in regard to the 


. ivil 

Me HOPKINS. It would seem from a cursory examination of 
this provision that it is a bid to investors in these roads to only 
pay in 25 per cent of the stock and issue bonds for the rest of the 
cost of the construction. a 

Mr. HILL. The bill as drawn allows the issuing of bonds for the 
full amount of the cost. There is no limitation at all, except by 
the votes of the stockholders themselves. It seems to me there 
ought to be some provision for the protection of the bond- 


beer {OPKINS. I agree to that entirely, and I ask the gentle- 

man if he has any objection to striking out “‘75” and inserting 

50," so that not more than 50 per cent of the cost shall be cov- 

ered by the bonds, and at least 50 per cent must be covered by the 
k? 

— HILL. I have no personal objection. It might possibly 

embarrass the road. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It ought not. I move to amend the amend- 
ment b iking out “‘75” and inserting “50.” 

Mr. CANNO . Iwill ask my colleague if this is a new pro- 
vision as to this particular road which did not pertain to the 
other roads in the District? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; this is absolutely new. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to ask my colleague,if no such 
limitation as this was applied to the roads running through the 
thickly settled i of the city, and this being a road which 
is to be extended out in a section which is thinly settled, where 
the investors will have to wait a considerable time before their 
turn comes, will not the provision which he offers be equivalent 
to saying that there shall be no road built? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer my colleague on that. I will 
say most emphatically no, and the reason why I say no is that it 
is supposed that the capital stock of this company, if honestly 
paid in, will be sufficient to build and equip the road. It ought 
to be, at least. This amendment of mine provides that it may be 
bonded for 50 per cent more than cost. Certainly the builders of 
the road have a margin greater than can be found in almost any 
business enterprise in the country. 

In the State of Mlinois this watering of stock had grown to such 
dimensions that the legi in their wisdom saw fit to require 
that the entire capital stock should be paid in in money or its 
equivalent, and that fact must be certified before there can be 
any bonds issued at all. The reason for amendments of this kind 
is to all persons who have had any experience in matters 
of this character. They know that original investors put ina 
small amount of money on the stock, and then go outside and 
borrow money and bond the road for more than it costs to build 
it. In that way they the stock for nothing. If the road 
proves a en’ they make a handsome profit upon the 
road is not a good enterprise the bondhol are 
the ones who lose the , and the original investors or stock- 
holders lose atall, use they are not personally respon- 
sible upon the issued by the company. 

Now, in this case Iam not familiar with the location of the 
proposed road, but I say as a matter of principle that we should 
not authorize the of any street railroad in any section 
where it will not in the present, or the immediate future, be- 
cause there is aides ter ony ouch road, and it partakes too 


much of a ve character. 
The SPEAKER The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to 


E 


this bill that the of it are more stringent than the pro- 
Visions of any d bill that has ever been before this House. 
There is a provision in this bill that practically railway 
ade et the of Washington must lay bare its its 
Ww. of , in a report to Congress every year. 
Now, this for rapid transit on the Belt and Eckington 
lines, and I do not think we ought to insert a provision that 
Weta nce nanichle, and provent rapid transit on those lines 
We nave ston one of putting rapid transit on the Metro- 


ae eeeeeen aro cntizely willi to accept the 


amendment of from Connecticut . Hit], but 
we do to it down to 50 per cent. 
Mr. - This is not a newline 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Let me answer the gentleman in about three 





minutes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for the previous question. 


Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 


Mr. BABCOCK. 


I yield one minute. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


Upon the point stated by the gentleman I 


desire to say that if Congress has been liberal to these railroad 
companies heretofore that is no reason why we should be over- 
liberal with the present road. 
many of these roads the stock that only cost 40 cents on a dollar is 
now selling for three or four dollars. 


We know that with reference to 


The chartering of these 
roads is not to make a few individuals rich, but is for the purpose 
of giving the people cheap transportation, and the only way you 
can secure cheap transportation is to keep down the amount of the 
capital stock and bonds of the road. Now, if we allow the direct- 
ors of this railroad to bond it for 50 per cent of the actual cost of 
the road it is amply sufficient. As my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] says, why should they be permitted to issue their 
stock at all until the cash value of that stock is paid into the 
treasury? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The stock is already issued. 

Mr. HOPKINS. These stockholders ought to be required to 
pay dollar for dollar into the treasury before any bonds are issued 
atall. That is the requirement of the State of Illinois; that is the 
requirement of many of the States of the Union; and if these lim- 
itations we propose are ingrafted upon this bill we will not hear 
the cry against this road that has come up against these other 
roads that Congress has had so much trouble with in the past. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which other road? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is your amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. My amendment is that they shall not issue 
bonds for more than 50 per cent of the actual cost of the road. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is enough. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 42, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestionis on the amendment as amended, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, on page 2, sec- 
tion 1, lines 2 and 3, I move to strike out the words “city o 
Washington” and insert the words “ District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to the amendment, Mr, 
Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out section 5 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
to strike out section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before we reach that, I have an amendment 
which comes earlier in the bill. I move to strike out section 3 of 
the bill—section 4 as it originally was, but now section 3. That 
is the section authorizing an extension by the Belt Railway 
Company. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Iowa instead of the gentleman from New Hampshire. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa moves to strike out section 3 of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this section proposes to give to 
this company the right to largely extend its lines. It now has 
more than 20 miles of single-track railway in this city—that is, it 
and the other company which is a beneficiary in this bill, and yet 
there is a considerable portion of their road that has already been 
oe which they have persistently refused to operate. Here 
on North Capitol street, for the distance of a number of squares, 
immediately after the street had been completed by being perfectly 
surfaced, they tore up the street and laid their tracks, replaced 
the pavement between the tracks, and paved 2 feet on each side 
with cobblestones, and a portion of the way without any pave- 
ment between their tracks; and after thus marring the street, 
they istently refused to use it. The people of that portion of 
the city have been clamoring for years to try to compel them to 
oO te that franchise and give them the benefit of the travel that 

e charter originally provided for. The authorities have at- 
tempted to force them by process of the courts, and have thus far 
been unable to do it. en, when they found they would not 
operate their road, action was brought against the company to 
require them to remove the nuisance; and they come in and cav- 
alierly say that they are not required to doit, because, without war- 
rant or authority of law, they have sold that property to another 


company. That is the situation to-day; and yet they come here 
and ask for some 6 or 8 miles more of trackage right in the city. 
I do not think they have shown themselves to be of that class 
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that ought to receive any further favor at the hands of this Con- 
gress. Therefore, I move to strike out all of this provision that 
proposes to give them additional extensions and franchises, 

Mr. BABCOCK. In reference to the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Iowa, I desire to say that the committee have 
stricken out nearly all of the construction that this bill called for 
originally, leaving only these two spurs, one on Water street, 
which is a continuation of their track, provided they buy the 
right of way themselves, and this line beginning at Fourth and 
O streets and going up to what is called the baseball k. As lI 
understand, this extension is less than 1 mile in length instead of 
5 or 6, and the extension on Water street is very short, perhaps 
a quarter of a mile. 

r. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman give some reason why 
this company, which has been resisting so contumaciously the 
rights of the people by refusing to operate its road on streets where 
it is already chartered, should be given these additional facilities? 
Corporations that act in that way do not belong to the class that 
are usually favored by legislation. For some reason or other that 
I do not know anything about they neglect or refuse to do what 
they voluntarily undertook to do, what they asked and worked to 
be permitted to do—refuse to give the people the benefit of the 
service to which they are entitled; and yet they are here now ask- 
ing for additional favors, I think they ought to be able to show 
that they have well used the gifts heretofore a them before 
they will be in a condition to ask for more. I trust that some of 
the friends of this measure will explain this contumacious con- 
duct on ae t of this corporation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that as one of 
the commune I have heretofore persistently resisted the resolu- 
tion asked for by this company on the very ground the gentleman 
has stated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not, of course, mean “friends” in any 
improper sense; I mean simply advocates of this bill. 

. BABCOCK. As I have already said, Mr. Speaker, I have 
istently opposed the legislation asked for hitherto in the last 
roe sessions of Congress, until finally this bill has been presented 
which is so stringent in its requirements that I believe it to be in 
the interest of the whole city that it should pass. The District 
Committee,.as I said before, has stricken from the Senate bill 
every provision for extension except the two trifling ones that I 
have indicated. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Rosk], who will further explain the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in general explana- 
tion of the bill and somewhat in reply to the gentleman from Iowa, 
that these two lines have passed under the control of the same 
nersons who constitute the corporation which is now building an 
electric line between Baltimore and Washington. In the city of 
Baltimore that line is rapidly approaching completion. By the 
istof August cars will run from Washington to Laurel, and from 
Baltimore to Ellicott City, and by the 1st of January the line will 
be in full ee between the two cities. In the city of Balti- 
more that is connected with the Traction Company, which 
controls some 80 miles of street railroads running in various di- 
rections. Their idea is to take these two old horse railroads in 
this District, equip them thoroughly as modern lines, and connect 
them with the line between Baltimore and Washington. 

The purpose is to reduce the fare between the two cities to ae 
ably $1 for the round trip, and to make such arrangements that a 
—- buying a ticket from Washington to Baltimore or from Bal- 

ore to Wash’ shall receive a coupon for street-car fare in 
either city so that he can ride not only between the two cities, but 
to any part of either city for the single fare of $1 for the round trip. 
In other words, the single fare will include street-car fare in each 
city. I know nothing of the conduct of those who formerly 
owned these lines, but I do know that the lines have now passed 
into the hands of responsible persons who have raised the mil- 
lions necessary to build the line between Baltimore and Washing- 
ton, and they desire this as a Washington terminus of their sys- 
tem, so that they may convey rs not merely to the con- 
fines of Washington, but to any part of the city. The Senate 
committee examined this bill very carefully, and, in view of the 
considerations which I have briefly stated here, they granted 7 
large extensions. The House committee, however, was not - 
ing to go so far as the Senate committee had gone, and it struck 
out all those extensions except the ones that have been mentioned 
by the chairman of the committee and which are absolutely neces- 
sary to perfect the system even onasmallscale. To strike out this 
section as spnpened. by the gentleman from Iowa would destroy 
oe plan. The com 
what the House committee already done by striking out the 
extension to the Zoological Gardens and other points, and the 
age of this section would entirely defeat the object in view. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman from Maryland feel 
authorized to give some assurance that this soo if they get 
these ons, will use the franchises that have been given 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 25, 


them heretofore? For example, that they will use the North Cap; 
tol portion of their track, which for more than two years hes 
have refused to make any use of ? 7 
Mr. RUSK. I knowt gremey who are interested in this en. 
ries, and iknow that ey are saxious to have the bill pass 

an accept and carry out in aith every provi on. 
tained in it. , ‘ — 

Mr. McCORMICK. Is there any Ae in this bill to pro- 
hibit the digging up of the streets and leaving them in confus),,.° 
That seems to be a practice in Washington, and there does \t 
seem to be any power to compel the railroad companies to put tie 
streets back into proper shape. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is a general law which regulates ¢},+ 
_ Mr. McCORMICK. But it does not regulate it. F street was 
in a disturbed condition for a large part of the winter, and now 
H street—one of the most important streets in the city of Wash- 
pon ag ripe the laying of the new track, is in a dangerous 
condition. e used to think in New York that the streets wore 
too often left in bad shape by the railroad companies, but tho 
streets in Washington are left in worse disorder, if H street is ay 
example, than those of any city I have been in. There ought to 
be a law to stop the railroad companies from tearing the streets 
to pieces at will and leaving them in an unsafe condition for 
months after the work of laying the rails is finished. , 

Mr. BABCOCK. The reason the track has not been repaired 
on F street is because there was other work to be done there, and 
the repairing has been delayed until all the work was completed, 
Let me say that the work on F street has been done with the 
greatest rapidity, considering the vast amount of work required 
to be done. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I speak more cularly now of H street. 
For the last four or five months H street has been in a constant 
state of confusion; torn up, and torn up, and torn up again, and 
now it is from Fourteenth street west unfit for vehicles, and in a 
state by the change of e that would discredit a frontier yil- 
ae. Some one should be held responsible for it. 

r. BABCOCK. I now ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. L hope the gentieman from Iowa wil! not 
insist on the amendment. 

fan eam being taken, the amendment of Mr. Hepsurn was 
rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I now renew my motion to 
strike out the fifth section. 

The — being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr, Baker of New Hampshire)—ayes 6, noes 13. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL, Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk, and 
which I will state has been accepted by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 6 by see 
“And i That said Belt Railway Company shall not have its bonds 
outstanding at any one time Ae amount than 75 per cent of the actual 
cost of the construction and pment of said railway, which actual cost its 
penn. treasurer, and a ci ee eeereres Sz the Commissioners of 
he District of Columbia, shall ce: to Commissioners under oath has 
nm actually expended in the and equipment of its railway; 
and any false swearing in the matter shall be perjury.” 

Mr. HILL. I will simply say that this bill covers two rail- 
roads, not only the Ec road, but the Belt Line. This 
amendment proposes to app or Belt Line the same restric- 
_ in regard to the issue of bonds that is applied to the Ecking- 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out “75 cent” and “50 cent.” 

Mr. We accept that amendment. 

The question taken, the amendment of Mr. Hopkins to 
the amendment of Mr. Hi. was agreed to; and the amendment 
as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New a ot. Baker] to strike out section 5 was 
evidently misun . That section vides that the Belt 
Railway a ae abandon certain lines in this city. The 
gentleman from New pshire objected to that provision, and 
eee cmeekamenincihae areas te ation 
gen 's amen agree a’ e section ve 
stricken. I move to reconsider the vote by which the eames 

0; anc 


ion con- 


was 
be adopted. 
> the reconsideration will 


y will be very much hampered by | be 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire to strike out the fifth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend after the words 
* be,” in line 8, on page 9, the words “‘sworn to and”; so 38 
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to read “which report shall be sworn to and signed by the presi- 
dent and treasurer of such corporation,” etc. Fm 

Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. BABCOCK. No objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 move further to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘debt,” in line 11, on page 9, the words “amount of 
dividends declared.” , z 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The effect of that is that the companies 
shall report the amount of their dividends? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes,sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No objection. 

The amendment was to. ; ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move further to amend by inserting after 
the word “ superintendence,” in line 22, page 9, the words “ sal- 
laries of,” so that the reports shall embrace “‘ salaries of officers, 


ks, ts,” etc. : 
so BABCOCK, There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to amend section 11 
by striking out, in line 13, page 10, the word “ may” and insert- 
ing ‘‘ shall.” 

Kr. BABCOCK and Mr. RICHARDSON. No objection. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and ° 

On motion of . BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NICOLAI BROS, 


. lask present consideration of the bill (S. 3011) 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby au to grant on to Nicolai Bros. to use the pipes here- 
tofore laid them under a permit from said Commissioners dated De- 
cember 22, 1h, along I street southeast from Half street to South Capitol 
street, South Capitol street from I street to K street. K street from South 
Capitol street to corner of K and Half streets southwest, under such regu- 
lations and rental as may be made by the said Commissioners with regard 
“tr That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 


, was passed. 
= motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY, OF MARYLAND. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and 
Washington Transit Company, of Maryland, to enter the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Washin Transit Company, 
incorporated under the laws of the State of Maryland, and by amended char- 
ter by act of the ture of Maryland, 1895, be, and is hereby, authorized 
to extend its road Te ite prosent charter terminus at Takoma Park, Md.. 
into and the of Columbia, commencing at the northeastern 
boun line of the District of Columbia, on Carroll avenue, in Takoma Park 
subdiv thence in a westerly direction along said Carroll avenue to Maple 
avenue, thence sou said Maple avenue across the Blair road, 
thence along road to Umatilla street, thence westerly along 
Umatilla street in such manner and to such point on Umatilla or other streets 
as will be most feasible to form a junction with the Brightwood railway, the 
entire about one-half mile. 

Sec. 2. That the timore and yon Transit Company and the 
Brightwood Railway Company shall have the power to make any contracts 
or agreements that may deem necesshry to enable the said companies 
to run the cars of each or ei company over the tracks of the other com- 
pany. and also to contract for and use th ave of each or either company 

propel the cars of the other company; t said extension of the transit 
company from the District of line to a junction with the tracks of 
the twood saint Sompany. near Fifth and Umatilla streets, in Ta- 


koma i be commenced within six months and 
“oe a Theta 
an agr witha 


one year from the passage of this act. 

event that the company should not be able to come to 
coe mantener owner or owners of any land through which the said 
yeauirallta to pass, or upon which any necessary buildings may be 


be 
be proceedings for the condemnation for the use of the 
rit forts roadway tind of as may be reqaired, not ex r 30 feet in 
so much as ma nD or bu 
ete., may ‘in Japreme court of the District 
regulations 


usual way in the supreme cou 


be 
ff Columbia, under such rules and as said court may prescribe 





Sec. +. That the said and Washington Transit Com shall be 
on t 

em; ote, equip and operate a loon doutae track 

street said line, all necessary bu switches, ma- 

seinery, and other devices necessary | to operate 

same ercened r, ome ttery, or other m 

tive Ate: , rs of the District of Columbia 

said company to use an overhead ley on 

a street or a cease six months after the date of the approval 
paving of the such rte 

street or of street, ex in connection 

a Provided further, That the Betas come, 

trolley in an space District o 

with oyatinuces t track rails, in any event 
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conform to the grades of the streets established by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and where the tracks lie within the streets of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the same to be paved between the rails and 2 feet outside 
thereof with such material and in such manner as shall be approved by the 
said Commissioners, and kept in repair by the said railway company 

Sec. 5. That said railway shall be constructedin a substantial and durable 
manner. The plans of construction, rails, electrical and mechanical appli- 
ances, conduits and stations, and location of stations and tracks, shall be sub- 
ject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The 
said company, having first obtained the written permission of the District 
Commissioners therefor, may make All necessary trenches and excavations 
and place therein the machinery and devices necessary to the operation of 
said railway. When said trenches and excavations are open they shall be 
thoroughly protected to prevent accident, and shall be closed within a rea- 
sonable time and the disturbed pavement relaid, all tothe satisfaction of said 
Commissioners. The said company shall, at its own expense, in a good and 
substantial manner, make all changes to pipes, conduits, and other under- 

round constructions rendered necessary by the construction of said railway. 
Said company shall be liable fur any damage to pipes or other underground 
constructions caused by the passage of its cars over the same, or by electric 
currents used in the propulsion of its cars. The said company shall, before 
commencing work on said railroad, deposit with the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia such sum as the Commissioners of said District may 
deem necessary to defray any expense that may be incurred by the District 
of Columbia in connection with the inspection of the work of construction 
of said railway, and to make good any damage done by said company or any 
of its contracting agents to any public work or construction. An account of 
the disbursement of such deposit or deposits shall be made to said company, 
and any balance due them shall be returned upon the completion of the work 
to defray the cost of which the money was deposited. 

Sec. 6. That whenever the roadway of any street occupied by the said rail- 
way company is widened, one-half of the cost of widening and improvement 
of such widened part shall be charged to the said railway company and col- 
lected from said company in the same manner as the cost of laying or repair- 
ing pavements lying between the exterior rails of the tracks of street rail- 
ways, and for a distance of 2 feet from and exterior to such track or tracks 
on each side thereof is collectible under the provisions of section 5 of the act 
entitled “An act providing a permanent form of government for the District 
of Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878. 

Sec, 7. That nothing in this act shall prevent the District of Columbia at 
any time, at its option, from altering the grade of any avenue, street, or 
highway cccupied by said railway, or from altering and improving streets, 
avenues, and highways, and the sewers thereof. In such event it shall be 
the duty of said company to change its said railway and the pavement so as 
to conform to such grades and improvements as may have been established 

Sec. 8. That the said company may receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents for each passenger for one continuous ride over the route aforesaid 
within the District of Columbia, or any part thereof, between the termini of 
said railroad within said District, and shall sell tickets at the rate of six for 25 
cents. 

Seo. 9. That said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of 
taxes on personal property, for each fiscal year, 4 per cent of its gross earn- 
ings under this franchise upon its trafhe for the preceding year derived from 
the operation thereof within the District of Columbia, which amount shall 
be paid to the collector of taxes at the times and in manner that other taxes 
are or may be payable, and subject to the same penalty in case of arrears; 
and the franchise and property of said company, both real and personal, toa 
sufficient amount, may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof in the same 
manner as is or may provided by law for the sale ofgother property for 
taxes, and said per cent of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of any and all 
assessments upon its personai property in the District of Columbia used solely 
and exclusively in the operation and management of said railway; but its 
real estate in said District shall be taxed as other real estate therein: Provided, 
That its tracks, machinery, and devices shall not be considered real estate 
for the purpose of taxation. 

Sec. 10. That the said company shall, on or before the Ist day of February 
of each year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the 
amount of stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, 
for the preceding year ending December 31, and such other facts as may 
be required by any general law of the District of Columbia. The report 
shall be verified by the affidavit of the president and secretary of the com- 
pany, and if said report is not made within the time specified herein said 
company shall be liable to a fine of $500, to be recovered in any court of com- 
jurisdiction at the suit of the Commissioners of the District of 

Jolumbia. 

Sec. ll. That the said corporation may issue bonds or other evidence of 
debt, to be secured by mortgage of its railroad properties and franchise 
within the District of Columbia, or by deed of trust thereon, but not to an 
amount greater than the cost of construction and equipment. It may own, 
purchase, lease, and sell real estate for the purposes of operating said road. 

Sec. 12. That said company shall commence the construction of its said rail- 
way within six months from the approval of this act, and said railway shal\ 

open for traffic, with its switches and turn-outs, and with cars running 
thereon for the accommodation of passengers, within one year from the date 
of the approval of this act. 

Sxc. 13. That the said railway company shall deposit with the collector of 
taxes, District of Columbia, the sum of $1,000, within sixty days from the 

e of this act, as a guaranty that it will commence and complete its road 
within the time herein fimited. And unless said sum of $1,000 is so deposited 
within sixty days from the passage of this act, all rights, franchises, and 
privileges hereby granted shall immediately cease and determine, and this 
charter shall be null and void. Should the said railway company fail to com 
mence or complete the construction of its road within the limit of time pre- 
scribed by this act, said sum of $1,000 shall be forfeited by the said railway 
company, and shail be deposited by the collector of taxes with the United 
States Treasurer to the credit of the United States and the District of Co- 
lumbia, in equal parts. 

Sec. 14. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make 
such regulations as to rate of speed, schedule for running cars. mode of use 
of tracks, and removalof ice andsnow as, in their judgment, the interestand 
convenience of the public may require. Should the servants or agents of 
said company willfully or negligently violate such an ordinance or regulation, 
said company shall be liable to the District of Columbia for a penalty not ex- 


“ne . 

Sec. 15. That Congress reserves the right toamend, alter, or repeal this act. 
The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 

adoption of the following amendments: 


First. Strike out all of the first section after the word “ Columbia,” in line 
10, and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ on Spring road,in Tacoma Park sub 
division; westerly along said road to the line of Tahoe street extended; west 
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along the line of said street to Blair road, and thence northwestery, folllow- 
ing public highways, toa junction with the Brightwood Railway. 
route to be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Colu 
vided, That the right of use of Spring road authorized herein shall 
determine when highways contiguous thereto and shown upon the recorded 
highway extension shell have been opened, in which case the route of 
the said company a= said highways as may be approved by the 
said Commissioners in lieu of Spring road.” 

Second. Add at the end of section 3 the words “ Provided, That the land 
acquired 1 § such ment or condemnation for right of way for 
within the limits of streets of the highway-extension plans shall be 
dedicated to the District of Columbia for ——_— right of way before the 
company shall lay its tracks on such land, that such ht of way shall 
_ sa ese Se feet in width for double tracks nor 20, feet in width for 
single , 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill a question. This seems to be a provision 
for an overhead-trolley road coming into the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I will 

lain the bill in a moment. 

is road does not come within 5 miles of the city of Washing- 
ton. It is away out at Takoma Park, and permission is granted 
by the bill to give the company, which has a part of its line in 
aryland, the right to enter the District of Columbia. The pur- 
—_ is to permit the road to connect with what is known as the 
rightwood road at Takoma Park. It ee authorizes the con- 
nection. The bill has been carefully drawn by the District Com- 
missioners, and the committee has made the various amendments 
which have been recommended by the Commissioners to the bill. 

The bill is drawn in accordance with their recommendation. 

I ask a vote on the amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment to section 8 of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rt, in line 7, after the word “ com ,” the words “in junc- 
tion with said Beinn wood Railway.” — - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like the gentleman to state the 
oa of the amendment. I did not catch exactly the purport 


it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have also another amend- 
ment that I propose to offer to the same section, line 7, page 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘aforesaid,” to insert the words ‘‘ and the route of 
said Brightwood Railway ”; so that the section will read: 

That the said Brightwood Railway Company may receive a rate of fare not 
exceeding 5 cents for cach passe’ for one continuous ride over the route 
aforesaid and the route of said htwood Railway within the District of 
Columbia, or an t thereof, between the termini of said railroad within 
said Dist: t, ana adil sell tickets at the rate of six for 25 cents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. It simply 
makes them pay one fare in the District. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is the purpose. This 
extension is only about a mile and a half long, and as the bill 
stands a 5-cent fare can be collected for that distance. I want to 
prevent that if possible, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection tothe amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to offer 
this as one amendment? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; as one amendment > 
section 8, to make it read as I have suggested. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and it was comer read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
Senate bill No. 2499, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company.” 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is a very 
lengthy bill, but the amendments of the Senate make it a very 
simple one. I therefore ask to dispense with the reading of the 
bill oe so far as it is amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
esr a in so far as it will stand if amended? 

: che 

The KER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem], and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Wash- 


ington and Great Falis Electric Railway Company,” approved July 29, 1892, 
and the amendment thereto approved ‘XKugust 23 1804, be, and the same are 
hereby, amended as follo 


ws: 
Section 1 shall be amended to read as follows, commencing with the word 


"gee in line 17: 
ps ata nger station to be erected and maintained on the 
square by Thirty-fifth, M, and Thirty-sixth streets north- 
west, as hereinafter provided for; thence wester! Prospect street to 
ear Thirty-eighth street northwest; thence westerly and northerly on 
Sy be sequirea. ex at street ry company, to and 
the Foxhall road; westerly along top of the bluff on, the 
side of the Canal road, and outside and south of the southern boundary 


of the land of the Wash Aqueduct to the . 

voir, to a point on said dary not tore than 800 feet from the western 
undary of said land; thence across said land, but at no point less th.:, 20 
feet from the outer crest of the dam of said reservoir, to said western |ysu1 
ardly on a route exterior to and on the south side of the 
to the Conduit road to the land of tho 
to the receiving reservoir; t through said lang 
of said aqueduct near the westerly foot of Dalec.»); 
thence westwardly on a route exterior to and on the south side of {},. 
of Se Valsad States ° Senin tend » except in the vicin- 


+ a hereinafter de- 
tracks to the along the same line by return 
line, with a 


returning 

lace of beginning, with the privilege of constru ama! 
le or double track, from the Conduit ie crane 
and connecting at a point 
Bridge; thence running north. 
to the Conduit road: thenes 
= on the ee road; thence 

rpora across and alon 
w y, toa point on the and Tennallytown 
Railway at or near the Junction of the Loughboro road with the River road 
Also, beginning and on y-seventh street northwest at its 
unction with avenue; thence north alone Thirty-seventh stroct 
feet; thence easterly on land to be acquired by said corporation 24) foot: 
thence southerly on land to be acquired by said ration 120 feet to Pros. 
pect avenue and to connect with its present : Provided, That there 
shall be but one railway parallel to and near the Conduit road; and where. 
ever the route in this act is with or coincides with the route 
two com maintain and use but one set of 
violation of this provision said Washington 
pabaee Compare es operate asa repeal of this 
charter; and matters of dispute between the companies ting railways 
pene to the Conduit road, and affecting the same, in the ict of Colum- 

shall be referred d the Secre 


to an tary of War: at- 
ters in dispute between the com hee, mat 


panies railways on the Canal ro; 
shall be determined u the application of ei road to any Gourt 4 = 
District of ——— a ced — The inner rail! of said 


Wi at an the 6 ¢ 
maid raiferny, be less than 100 Rean dee meet ok ths fered oreo nce 


Conduit road, except in the county of eer in the — of Maryland, 
rom the middle 


of any other 


in which county said inner rail shall not be than 50 fee’ 

of the paved portion of the Conduit road; and the said railroad 

ete Se en Se Deere 
nited States at Chautauqua, between 


may cross, 


War may impose, the lands of the 


ashington Aqueduct boundary st) 

oS eadagtented cosns anuth Oe vos ced Metab ines fot from 
‘0. 67, at w 

tracks shall be not less than 65 feet from the 

= Conduit road: 


the inner rail of the 

3 of the paved portion of 
however, That said Washington an reat Falls 
authorized thereto by a voteof the majority 
many contract wee street railway company 
of Sao ie ae, operatinga 

, Or purchase 

same in connection and as an actonsion 
contract may ide the means 
not to ex the actual consid- 
construction, completion 

And for the purpose aforesaid said 
ae to issue its bonds to aid in 
pa: or such construction, com motive power, equipment, and 
maintenance af , and to secure the said bonds by or deed of 
trust of its right of way and all its property and franchise of whatsoever 
kind, whether personal, or mixed, on the whole of said line, its oxten- 
sions, and branches, and connections, and thorized to be 
issued and negotiated by said company, to the amount of ——. under the 
decree of the supreme court of the District Columbia g hereby con- 
firmed. rever the said railway shall run over or across any of the lands 
States or any of the accessory works of the Washington Ajjue- 

be done only on such lines, in such man- 

the Secretary of War 

be = paid railway on 

and acceptance in writing. No 

other cars for steam railways shall 
railway within the District of Columbia 
commencing work on said rail- 

nited States to the credit of the 
other sum as the Secre- 

that may be in- 

of the com- 

of the company’s 

and in making good 

work or land or 

, as the Secretary 

that the said com- 

ery of War may 

Aqueduct and the 

or for the proper 

works, or for 

road; and the said 

such faster sums 

Secretary of War shal! direct. 

ted for the 

ts after the 

be returned to 

in detail. The disburse- 

, be made only on the 

\conmirackion and after the com- 

Ww on public land of 

as the Recreate of 

as far asapplicable, shal! ap- 

State of that may be 

si section 15 of — io nee 
ashingto 

he: Disteiet of Columbia,” shall control 
the Washington and (ires 

shall be held to include the 

works connected Nye 

very where be con- 

material, subject, for 

of the Commissioners 

of said Commis- 

oe vietion outside - o 

of the proper author! 

to be the same as that of the 

Washington and Great 
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Falls Rail Company shall, where its tracks run on or across any street 


road under the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, — across the uit or any road outside of the District 
of Columbia, pave the same between the rails and sets of rails and 2 feet 
outside thereof, : 
thorities, as the case may require, and shall kee e same 

yaa, at tie own expense; and if the said corporation shall fail 
necessary re within ten days after notice has been given by said 
S ; i e y — ae and a ee 

hereinbefore 9 no volun y,8 »8 recoverec 

by tl s before court of competent jurisdiction; and the amount of such 
alee © all ae ed of said company from the time the 
same are unti by the company; that the said corporation shall 
ou its said seat, —— a and for this ee it is Rereby au- 
rized : tain suc poles and aerial lines as ma neces- 
- — or comiuct of said power; such lines to be built in the most 


é 


tial manner: vided, That in order to prevent any 
or damage to the United States telephone line between the Great 
Falls of the Potomac and Washington, belonging to the Washington Aque- 
duct, or to its instruments, from the electric wires of said railway company, 
said , at all times and at its own expense remove, change, 
and protect said te one line in such manner as may be directed by the 
Secretary of War. T said corporation shall erect and maintain, subject to 
the a wal of the Secretary of War, at its own expense, a neat, well- 
nted, and substantial fence, 4 feet in height, on cach side of its tracks, 
the lands of the United States, and alsoat such places al the Con- 
duit roadas the Secretary of War may deem necessary, with suitable cattle 
guards. 0 and o——- for er and at such places as the Sec- 
retary of War shall consider to be requ ‘or the safety of the use of said 
roadways. . 
cs said corporation shall, at its own expe maintain electric 
ae during the hours after nightfall that its cars s run, and at least 
until 12 o'clock a. m., which lights shall be located so as to light all roads on 
hich the railway shall and such other points along the pro- 
Soret of War shall direct. No claim for damages 
ie by com A its successors in consequence of the 
the rights of the nited States under thisact. The cross- 
uit shall be made to conform to all changes of grade 
of said railway on any street where there are 


! 


SEREEE 
i 
gs 
t 


cet 
te 
| g 


be any mains, fixtures, or apparatus pertaining to the Washington 
uct shall be subject to such conditions as may be approved by the Nec- 
of War, which conditions must be obtained and be accepted in writing 


f 
| 


se 
i 


| 
i 


omncaaing any work on such street; and the oper- 
in respect of the safety of such mains, fixtures, or ap- 
the control and direction of the Secretary 
of the Secretary of War or other lawful 
construction or use of said railway, when- 

or re of such mains, fixtures, or a 
by gong, or be , Shall be made by every car before 
of Conduit road, and, if the Secretary of War 
so direct, every car shall, before crossing this 
The rate of speed at which the cars may run 
not exceed 5 miles per hour on or across any street or road, 
road shall not exceed 10 cents each way 
may be divided into divisions of 5 cents each. 
the operating of said railway by said company 
United States shall be subject to such regulations as the 
a re. and the exercise of the rights by this act 
at the re of the Secretary of War in case of 


t said com or by its successors to make deposits or 
comply ae of the conditions, requirements, and regulations { afore- 


shall be t to a full stop before crossing the Foxhall 
be the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to , from time to time, the cars operated 

road, and to require of said compeny that all cars and stations shall 
of the first class and shall be maintained in good condition, and that cars 
= be run according to schedules which shall accommodate the public; 
as 
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have the power to make such re tions 
to the rate of euses, the use of tracks, the removal of ice and snow from 
public interests may require; failure to comply with 

y such requirement aren or failure to stop cars before crossing 
shall subject the company to a fine of $50 for 

each such failure, which fine may be recovered in any court of competent 


be amended to read as follows: 
of said company shall be $650,000, divided 
capital stock ma: increased from time to 
of the ut not to exceed the actual 
ree station houses, and other 
said road. The said company siall 
to pay in cash, to the treasurer 
amounts severally subscribed by them, 
it the time of subscribing and the remainder 


# 
55 
i 


gf 
a i 
i 


LHe 


times and in amounts as the board of tors shall require 
shall be deemed valid unless the 50 per cent thereof shall 

o> of subscribing; the remainder of said subscription to be 
times and in such amounts as the board of directors may re- 

Son Memeo previned: and if any stockholder shall refuse or negiect 
se Sanaa ee igs ll a Grantee are 
may sell a 

public to the , 80 many shares of his stock ax will 


the aaa 
bes of for assessments due shal! be taken as the highest bidder, 
under such general reeks eortiall in the tates at te 
company. no be sold for less than the total assessments due 
and ; or the company may sue and collect the same from a delinquent 
competent jurisdiction. 


Workshops or construct such passenger rooms, ticket offices, d 

as may be necessary, at such points, not on the 
of the the linen an the Losiness o the railway and the 
to may require, and connect its tracks therewith; all 


of the proper authorities. Whenever 


capa of the so subscribed shall have been ,; 
paid Same inthe Gieesetien of tho board of directors, toen 


of the stock Cape, which bonds may be 
of and y, real and personal: 
png ‘on said bonds shall be used and expended onl 
= Smegrovement of ssid road and the equipment thereof. 
to provision that said ration shall not 
of shares of stock than the nominal value 
actual and necessary cost of the construction 
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and equipment of such railroad: Provided, however, That an amount of stock 
equal to the bonds so issued shall be first canceled and adjudged annulled: 
And provided further, That such stock and bonds may be issued as the work 
progresses.” 

Section 3 shall be amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 3. That within thirty days after the passage of this act the corporators 
named in the first section, or a majority of them, or if any of them refuse or 
neglect to act, then the majority of the remainder, shall cause books of sub- 
scription to the capital stock of said company to be opened and kept open in 
some convenient place in the District of Columbia, from 10 o'clock in the fore- 


noon until 4 o’clock in the afternoon, for a period to be fixed by the corpora- 
tors, not less than two days, unless the whole stock shall be sooner sub- 
scribed; and the said copporators shall give public notice, by advertisement 
in one or more of the daily papers published in the city of Washington, of 
the time when and place where the said books shall be opened; and the sub- 
scribers upon said books to the capital stock of the said company shall be 
held to be stockholders: Provided, That every subscriber shall may, at the 
time of subscribing, 0 per cent of the amount by him subscribed to the 
treasurer appointed by the corporators, or his subscription shall be void; 
and whey the books of subscription to the capital stock of said company shall 
be close he corporators, and in case any of them refuse or neglect to act, 
then a majority of the remainder, shall, within twenty days thereafter, call 
the first meeting of the stockholders of said company to meet within ten 
days thereafter, for the choice of directors, of which said meeting notice 
shall be given in a daily newspaper published in the city of Washington and 
by written notice mailed to each stockholder, and each stockholder shall be 
entitled to one vote for each share of stock standing in his name on the books 
of the company, which vote may be cast in person or by proxy.” 

Sec. 2. at all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


act are hereby repealed. 
Sec. 3. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. : 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RIGHTS OF MARRIED WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of 
Columbia as to married women, to make parents the natural 
guardians of their minor children, and for other purposes. 

a HULICK. I ask that the reading of this bill be dispensed 
with, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD. In the absence of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Kem], I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the property, real and personal, which any woman 
in the District of Columbia me own at the time of her marriage, and the 

Ss 


rents, issues, profits, or proceeds thereof, and real, personal, or mixed prop- 
erty which shall come to her by descent, devise, purchase, or bequest, or the 
gift of any person, shall be and remain her sole and separate property, not- 
withstanding her marriage, and shall not be subject to the inn sal of her 
husband or liable for his debts, except that such property as shall come to 
her by gift of her husband shall be subject to, and be liable for, the debts of 
the husband existing at the time of the gift. 

Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 


bargain, sell, and convey her real and personal property, and enter into any 
contract in reference to the same in the same manner, to the same extent, 
and with like effect asa married man may in relation to his real and personal 
property, and she may, by a promise in writing, expressly make her separate 


estate liable for necessaries purchased by her or furnished at her request for 
the oar. 

Sec. 3. at any married woman may carry on any trade or business, occu- 
— or profession by herself, or jointly with others, and perform any 
abor or services on her sole and separate account, and the earnings of any 
married woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or 
services shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and invested 
by her in her own name. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall invalidate any marriage 
settlement or contract. 

Sec. 5. That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife’s 
pn ye debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such debts, to be enforced against her and her separate property as if she 
were unmarried. 

Sec. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural guardians of the 
person of their minor children. If either dies or is macapalie of acting, the 
natural guardianship of the person shall devolve upon the other: Provided, 
however, That in case of the death of either parent from whom the said chil- 
dren may inherit, or take by devise or bequest, the said parent may, by deed 
or last will and testament, appoint a guardian of the property of the chil- 
dren, an to the approval of the proper court of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 7. That the survivor may by last will appoint a guardian of the person 
and property of any of the children, whether born at the time of making the 
will or afterwards, to continue during the minority of the child, or for aless 
time, subject at all times to removal for cause and appointment of another 
by the proper court. 

Sxc. 8. t dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 


Mr. HULICK. I send to the Clerk’s desk certain amendments 
recommended by the committee. I wish first to offer a section, to 
come in after section 3, and to be numbered section 4. I shall 
then offer another section, to be numbered section 5. Then I shall 
ask that section 4 in the printed bill be numbered section 6, and 
that the other sections of the bill following that be renumbered 
to correspond. Then I shall offer a new section, to be numbered 
section 11. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read, which is to come in after section 
3, and to be numbered section 4, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 4. A married woman may contract, and sue and be sued in her own 
name, in all matters having relation to her sole and separate propertyy in the 
same manner asifshe were unmarried; and her husband shall be joined with 
a yom the cause of action is in favor of or against both her and her hus- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK, Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the other section, to 
follow the one just adopted, and to be numbered section 5. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 5. Neither the husband nor his property shall be bound by any such 
contract made by a married woman not liable for any recovery against her 
in any such suit; but judgment may be enforced by execution against her 
sole and separate estate, in the same manner as if she were unmarried; but 
she shall be entitled to all the benefits of all exemptions to the heads of fami- 
lies or householders. 


The amendment was a . * 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that section 4 in the 
printed bill be renumbered 6; that section 5 in the printed bill be 
renumbered section 7; that section 6 in the printed bill be renum- 
bered section 8; that section 7 of the printed bill be renumbered 
section 9; and that section 8 be renumbered section 10. These are 
merely to make the numbers of the sections consecutive. 

The amendments were agreed to 


Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an additional 
section, to be known as section 11, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 11. That sections 727, 729, and 730 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. HULICK, a ation to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REAL ESTATE OF INSANE PERSONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (B. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, or any conrt in said District having 
—— equity jurisdiction, to decree a sale of real estate in said 


strict belonging to insane persons for purpose of reinvestment, 
and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That where any insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person 
non compos mentis is or shall be seizei or of or entitled to any lands. 
tenements, hereditaments, or reai estate whatsoever, or any right, title, or 
interest therein, legal or equitable, in possession, reversion, or remainder, or 
=e right of dower inchoate or consummate, or right by the curtesy, it shall 
an or be for a justice of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia holding an equity court, or any court in said District having general 
equity jurisdiction, u the petition of the guardian or ans, trustee 
or trustees, or commi of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non 
compos tis, and his or her ce jan, to be appointed by 
the said justice or court aforesai pon the hearing and examination of 
all the circumstances, and “poe its ap oe te the said justice or court 
aforesaid, as hereinafter provided, that it will be for the interest and advan- 
tage of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non compos mentis to sell 
such lands, tenements, hereditaments, or real estate, or any part thereof, or 
any right, title, or interest therein, or equitable, to direct the same to 
be sold upon such terms as the said justice or court may direct, with full 
power and jurisdiction to control, govern, and direct the application of the 
money and from such sale or sales, and the interest thereof 
and the investment and reinvestment thereof as in the pigment of the said 
justice or court may seem proper in such funds, securit ng, ae, real estate, 
or the improvement thereof or in the improvement of other real estate be- 
longing to said yaee pores, lunatic, oe. or person non compos mentis by 

on thereon 


before any conveyance of the property i 

u ony estate so sold to secure the unpaid ao money, 

with food and sufficient security, to be approved by the said justice or court, 
shall Free ee ee rsons empowered to sell the p: rty as 
aforesaid to the United States of America for the due execution of the trust 
committed to him or them, which bond shall be lodged with the clerk of said 
court and be by him recorded am the records of said court, and an at- 
tested copy thereof, under the hand of said officer and under the seal of his 
court, be evidence in all courtsin this District. any breach 
of the condition of said bond an action may be maintained in the name of the 
United States of America by and for the use of any person or persons inter- 
ested, either upon the o’ d or upon a certified copy thereof, 
and oe may be recovered upon such action for the damage actually 


So. 3. That the money and from the sales of said 
tenements, seen 


proceeds arising lands, 
interest therein, legal or eqt fable, and page ig A right, title. or 
rein, or a an an es, 
otes, 0 bonds secured by d 7 


eed of trust on real estate, or 
sales shall be 
said justice of said court, 
Opretpen pectin oe ed under the order 
; crt nal aed on eek ae 
insane person, lunatic, or person non compos men’ 
real estate amd shal hace aoecetinesy to sich petsens a9 wens 


ve been entitled to the estate if it had not been 
Sec. 4. That the said 
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snsane panegn, eu to Comite thn cack op eee seepety of on 0 
to accept the surrender of a lease thereof, the justice or a shal 
before passing a decree, have the ap and answer of such person ac 
rovided in section 1, and have taken as in other chancery cases as‘ 
he ex of sale. quantity, value, and condition of the property: ay.) 
after conside all the evidence and circumstances, if the said justice ¢ 
court shall deem it for the interest and advantage of such insane person, said 
justice or court may decree a sale, lease, or surrender of the whole or part of 
such property on such terms and conditions as the said justice or court 1, 
Tribe; but a decree for asale for the payments of debts may be passed 
y said justice or court without being satisfied that such sale is for the jn; er 
est and advantage of such insane person. ; 
Sec. 6. a lease, or ers aponen at the property. real or 
rsonal, of such insane shall be valid unless the same sh Treportes 
end confessed by sald jestio: or end eoure. be reported 
may be lawful for the said justice or the court 
f trustee who shall make a sale of any real estat. \,y 
virtue of this act such commission as is ae peeves upon sales made 
under authority of the supreme court of the of Columbia. ; 


Mr. SHANNON (during the reading of the bill). Mr, 


pe ——_——— 

The SPEAKER. For what sen does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SHANNON, I rise for the purpose of saying that the )j!] 
is quite lengthy, and that there is no intention on the part of tho 
committee to amend it except in afew immaterial points. I there- 
fore ask that further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks wnani- 
mous consent to dispense with the further reading of the bill, [5 
there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk wil! pro- 


The menting of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like an 
explanation of this bill. 

r.SHANNON. Mr.Speaker, those gentlemen who have taken 
the pains to examine the report which accompanies this bil! will 
have noted the statement that this legislation become neces- 
sary by reason of a late decision of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the case of Allen C. Clark, appellant, vs. Ar- 
thur Mathewson, committee, etc., filed January 6, 1896. That 
decision is to the effect that in the District of Columbia a court of 
equity has no jurisdiction to decree the sale of the real estate of a 
lunatic merely for the purpose of better investment. Authority 
has already been given by legislation for the sale of the real estate 
of an infant for that purpose; but legislation on this point is 
wanting in the case of insane persons. I will not detain the 
House by any extended reference to the decision, but will simply 
read the closing paragraph. The court says: 

Finding no warrant for the exercise of the jurisdiction in the decree of sale 
under which arose, whether under the statutes or independ- 
ently thereof, we must reverse the decree from, with cost to the 
a) and remand the case to the court from whence it came, with direc- 
tion to dismiss the bill, unless it may be amended so as to show a necessity 


for sale for support and maintenance. And it is so ordered 
Decree reversed and cause remanded. 


This decision of the court ox e;peals makes necessary the pas- 
of some such legislation as is embodied in this bill. 
now invite the attention of the House to the terms of the bill 
itself. The first section of the bill provides for the filing of a pe- 
tition by the committee of the insane person, requires proof of 
expediency of sale, and provides that the court shal! have entire 
control of the investment of the | gamer see Section 2 requires that 
all sales must be reported to and confirmed by tlie court; that the 
trustee shall give a bond to the United States, and the same be 
recorded. Section 3 regulates the investment of the proceeds and 
provides that on ‘death of the insane person his estate shall de- 
scend as land. Section 4 confers the additional power to lease 
estates and surrender the same. Section 5 prescribes the proce 
dure and the evidence required in all cases under the bill. Section 
6 requires that the lease, to be valid, must be reported to and con- 
firmed by the court, section 7 merely treats of the commission 
to which the trustee entitled for his services. The whole 
ed in the bill, follows very much that adopted 
sale and disposal of the property 
Clerk’s desk three amendments, 
which are not of material im and only designed to cor- 
rect the phraseology of the I do this in the name of the com- 


ttee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 1 should like to ask the gen- 
— — New York what is the existingchancery power found 

e 

Mr. SHANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I was unable 
to hear him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There are certain powers now 
vested in the court of equity to decree the sale of property in the 


District. 

Mr. SHANNON. The decision in the case to which I have re 
ferred sets forth very the condition of the law in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in to this matter. While the powers 
now lodged in courts of equity here are sufficient to authorize the 


sor 








1896. 





sale of the of infants for the purpose of better invest- 

nt, that is not the case with reference to the property of insane 

persons Hence the necessity for some legislation like that em- 
ied in the bill. 

et BARTLETT of New York. I wouldlike to ask the gentle- 
man what necessity there is for section 4 of this bill? The bill, as 
I understand, gives power tosell. Why do you extend it to power 

? 
ta SHANNON. The ing of my colleague is covered by 
the amendment already pre by the committee and which I 
now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let the amendments be reported. 

Mr. SHANNON. [ask that the amendments be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

caption t will read: “A bil fe uris- 
Caneel the su - eS the District of eno esa. 
uity jurisdiction to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
Saate in District belonging to insane persons for the purpose of rein- 
renee a strike out the word “direct’’ and substitute the word 
“ak line 23, strike out the word “direct * and substitute “ determine.” 
endments were agreed to. 

~ BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now 
to offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment striking out section 7, and to state my reasons. Section 7, it 
seems to me, is objectionable, because it provides for an allowance 
of commission on sales, and the provision is vague and indefinite. 
It says that “suchcommission shall be allowed as is usual.” That 
might be a commission of 5 per cent, or it might be a commission 
of 7 per cent, or it might be a cominission of 10 per cent. Now, 
the proper commission would be about one-half of 1 per cent, and 
it seems to me it would be very unwise and improper to pass this 
seventh section in its present vague form. The courts, as a rule, 
would allow probably 5 per cent, which I think would be exces- 
sive. Su the estate was worth $100,000, it is manifest that 
a omemied of one-half of 1 per cent for a sale would be ad- 
equate to compensate the committee or the trustee, but this sec- 
tion leaves it open to the court to allow $5,000 or $10.000 for such 
sale. I will ask the gentleman to accept an amendment limiting 
these commissions to one-half of 1 per cent. 

Mr. SHANNON. I will say, in reply to my colleague from 
New York, that this section states distinctly that the commission 
allowed shall be such as is ‘‘ usually allowed upon sales made un- 
der the authority of the court.” I frankly admit that I do not 
know just what these commissions are, but whatever they are 
they are the commissions that would be usually allowed by the 
court in such cases, and that, it seems to me, is sufficiently defi- 
nite. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he thinks it proper for us to legislate in 
the dark? Why did not the committee reporting the bill ascertain 
what are the usual commissions? We should limit the commis- 
sion to be allowed in these cases. I suggest that the gentleman 
accept an amendment providing that such commissions shall not 
exceed 1 per cent. 

a aie I will mete to my friend a ad Se 

. BARTLETT t the section he proposes to amend refers only 
the cain to be allowed in cases covered by this bill, 
cases of the estates of lunatics. The _— law provides what 
these commissions shall be, and this bill simply provides that the 
court shall take jurisdiction of the matter and fix the commission 
in each case in accordance with the general law. Now, if you 
change the commission in these cases, fixing a rate which shall 


be eoeten only to cases arising under this bill, the result will 
be that you will have a different rate of commission paid in this 


District for handling the estate of lunatics from that which is 
re for handling the estate of other persons under legal disabil- 

, Such as infants and married women. Therefore it occurred 
to the committee that this was a matter which we be left 
entirely to the discretion of thecourt. There is no difficulty about 


it. Thecourtis not to allow an excessive commission to the 
trustee or the or the nm who executes the trust. It 
is perf s in my opinion, to leave this matter to the dis- 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 
amendment and offer another. I move to insert after the words 


commission” the words “‘ not ing 1 £.” 
The eg exceeding 1 per cen 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
On 


aoe nr 
of Mr. SHANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
_ Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering reve- 
nue bills. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I understand that my colleague 
on the committee makes this motion as a privileged motion b 
direction of the Ways and Means Committee. 1f my anieenel 
ing is correct, it is not in order to raise the question of considera- 
tion, and the only way the House can express itself on the subject 
of the consideration of this question at this time is by a vote on 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a pariia- 


The SPEAKER. By vote on the motion to go into Committee 


of the Whole. 


If the House does not resolve itself into Commit- 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the question 
does not come up for consideration. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Evans, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. KNOX. Iask forad 


ivision. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 32. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York and Mr. KNOX. No quorum. 

Mr. STEELE called for the yeas and nays, but immediately 
withdrew the call. 


The Speake oe to count the members present. 
Mr. DINGLEY (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, I call for 


the yeas and nays. 
e yeas and nays were ordered. 
Will the Chair please state the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of revenue bills. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 


Mr. EVANS. 


Speaker. 


After the point of no quorum has been made, no an- 


nouncement having been made by the Chair, is this the proper 


procedure? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the yeas and nays may 
be called, because that is one method of determining the presence 


of a quorum. 


The Clerk will call. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 55, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—127. 
Abbott, Dingley, Latimer, Shafroth, 
Aldrich, Ala. Dolliver, Layton, Shuford, 
Allen, Miss. Doolittle, Leighty, Skinner, 
Avery, Elliott, 8. C. Leonard, Smith, DL 
Bailey, Erdman, Linton, Sorg, 
Barrett, Evans, Little, Spalding, 
Bell, Colo. Faris, Lockhart, Sparkman, 
Bell, Tex. Gamble, Long, Stallings, 
Berry, Grow, Maguire, Steele, 
Bishop, Hager, McCall, Tenn. Stokes, 
Broderick, Hainer, Nebr. McCreary, Ky. Stone, C. W. 
Bromwell, Hardyy McCulloch, Strait, 
Brown, Harrison, McLaurin, Strowd, N.Q 
Buck, Hart, MeMillin, Talbert, 
Burton, Ohio Hatch, cRae, Tate, 
Calderhead, Henderson, Mercer, Tawney, 
Cannon, Hendrick, Milliken, Tayler, 
Catchings, Henry, Ind. Milnes, Terry, 
Clardy Hermann, Minor, Wis. Tucker, 
Clark, lowa Hilborn, Neill, Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Hopkins, Otey Underwood, 
Cobb, Howard, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Cockrell, Hubbard, Overstreet, Walker, Va. 
Cook, Wis. Jenkins, Owens, . Walsh, 
Cooke, Il. Johnson,N.Dak. Payne, Washington, 
Cooper, Tex. Joy, Pearson, Williams, 
Curtis, Kans. Kem, Pendleton, Wilson, Idaho 
Dailzell, Kendall, Prince, Wilson, 8. C. 
Danford, Kerr, Raney, Wood, 
De Armond, Kirkpatrick, Reeves, Woodard, 
Denny, Kyle, Richardson, Yoakum. 
De Witt, Lacey, Sauerhering, 
NAYS—55. 

Arnold, R.L Gillett, Mass. McEwan, Simpkins, 
Baker, N. H. Graff, Miller, W. Va. Stahle, 
Bartholdt Griffin, Moody, Stewart, Wis. 
Bartlett, N.Y. Henry, Conn. Morse, Strode, Nebr. 
Bennett, Hill, ozley, Sulloway, 
Burton, Mo. Howell, Parker, Towne, 
Clark, Mo. Hauling, Pitney, Tracewell, 
Colson, Johnson, Cal. Poole, Treloar, 
Cooper, Wis. Knox, uigg, Updegraff, 
Cur is, lowa Ww, »yse, Van Horn, 

nie. Marsh Rusk, Wadsworth, 
Fenton, McCall, Mass Russell,Conn. § Walker, Mass 
Fowler, McClellan, Shannon, Wright. 

ner, McCormick, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—173. 

Acheson, Andrews, Baker, Md. Belknap, 
Adams, Apsley, Bankhead, Bingham, 
Aitken, Arnold, Pa. Barham, Black, Ga. 
Aldrich, M1. Atwood, Barney, Black, N. Y. 
Allen, Utah Babcock, Bartlett, Ga. Blue, 
Anderson, Baker, Kans. Beach, Boutelle, 
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Bowers, 
Brewster, 
_ us, 
mm, 
Bull, 
Burrell, 
Chickering, 
Codding, 
Yoffin, 
Connolly 


Sooner, Pla. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowen, 


Curtis, NY. 


Dayton, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dovener, 


Gillet, N. ¥. 
Goodwyn, 
Griswold, 


Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
pburn, 


Hitt ; 
Hooker, 
Howe, 


Livingston, Sayers, 
Lorimer, ton, 
Loud, . 
Lou r, 4 
Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
Mahany, Snover, 
Mahon, t 
McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
McClure, apenas, 

c on, rry, 
McLachlan, Stephenson, 
Meiklejohn, Stewart, N.J 

eredith, Stone, W 
Meyer, Strong, 
Milley Kans. . c 

s wanson, 
= 
e omas, 
Money, Thorp, 
Murph Turner, V 
urphy. ‘urner, Va. 
Woutunde, ler, 
Noonan, anger, 
Northway, arner, 
Odell, Watson, Ind 
Ogden, Watson, Ohio 
Patte Wellington, 
Perkins, I 
hillips, White, 
kler, Wilber, 
Willis, 
Price, Wilson, N. Y. 
Pugh, Wilson, Ohio 
Ray Woodman, 
Reyburn, Woomer. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa, 
Russell, Ga. 


So the motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 
Mr. HeatTwo Le with Mr. HuTcHeson, 
Mr. BiIncHam with Mr, Dockery. 


Mr, Foss with Mr. Suuzer. 


Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. CowEn, 

Mr. Lerever with Mr. TYLer. 

Mr. FowLer with Mr. BArt.Lett of Georgia. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. Livinaston. 


Mr. Cor.iss with Mr. Mosrs. 


Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Cox, 
Mr. SNOVER with Mr. Mappox. 


Mr. WiLserR with Mr. Jongs. 


Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 


Mr. Hvis. with Mr. Oapen. 


Mr. Wu11aM A. Stone with Mr. Back of Georgia. 
Mr. Corrin with Mr, Lawson. 


Mr. APSLEY with Mr. MILzs, 
Mr. Huwick with Mr. Price. 


Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE, 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr, Ropertson of Louisiana. 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp, 
For this day: 
Mr. Hirt with Mr. Spencer. 


Mr. Kup with Mr. WHEELER, 

Mr. Coppine with Mr. CumMInas. 

Mr. PickLER with Mr. Crow.gEy. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Merxpira. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Monry. 

Mr. HarRMER with Mr. Cooper of Florida, 
Mr. Boure.Le with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. ScrRanTON with Mr, ELLerr of Virginia, 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. FirzGerRaLp 


On this vote: 


Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. SperRY with Mr. Swanson, 
Mr. Tracey with Mr. Savers until June 3. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I came in after my name had been 
passed. I wish to be recorded as present in order to make a 


quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recorded as present. 
Mr. HARMER. I have been announced as paired 
to be recorded as present. If at liberty to vote, [ should vote in 
the affirmative. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I am paired, but wish to be recorded as 


present. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. If permitted to 


vote, I should vote ‘‘no.” 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I had 
just come in, and not knowing what the question was I did not 


vote. I wish to know whether I can vote now. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the strict letter 


of the rule the gentleman's vote can not be received. 
Mr. KIEFER. Then I desire to be recorded as 


oo LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I have just come in, and I desire to 


, but I wish 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not, un 
allowed to vote now. é:<orefiame rules, be 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to vote “‘ aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit to the House the 
request of the gentleman to be allowed to vote. He may be re- 
Mr, LE yr ll; I desire to be record | 

: ery well; recorded as present an, 
to state that if permitted to vote,I should vote in theaffirmst 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as present, 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. . 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committeo of 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. ™ 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the oe of considering revenue bills. 

Mr. EVANS. r. Chairman, I call up for present considera. 
tion a bill (H. R.3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 

es, which became a law August 25, 1894, and move to pro- 
with its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 61 of an act entitled “ An act to reduce taxa. 
tion, to provide revenue for the ment, and for other purposes,” which 
became a and the same is hereby, repealed. 

bill to section 


61 of an act to re- 
t, and for other pur- 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to this meas- 
ure—— 
wn RUSSELL & ee Ram on » pomeman from 

entucky proceeds, 1 w uire of my colleague as to 
his Gapuion the length of time that he proposes to 
occupy in general te. Imake the inquiry now because a num- 
ber of gentlemen have expressed a desire to occupy some consider- 
able time in the debate, and I would like to know, if possible, 
whether some tcould be made, and also with reference 
to the disposition of the time that will be allowed for debate. If 
agreeable tgmy colleague, I would like to have an expression of 
opinion on his part in regard to the matter. 

Mr. EVANS. In answer to the question of my colleague, I will 
say frankly that so far as I am concerned, I am willing 
and should be glad to have most allowance of time 
that the business of the House and the wishes of the committee, 


considering the of the close of the session, the number 
of election cases, conference reports, and so on, gonting, and other 
matters of business before the House for consideration— 


Loy San ae the time for debate shall be as liberal as 
the condition of business will allow. But that, of course, I can 
not control, nor can my ,forthat matter. That is some- 
thing for the House itself to My personal preference 
would be to allow the utmost liberality to members to express 

their views on this most important su 
Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Is it the desire of my friend 
allow debate to run this evening? 


Mr. EV . Lhave no ob on personall y—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. You had a vote to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want to ere, but let me suggest 
to the gentleman from Ken’ that there are three or four ap- 
propriation bills, each of 


will occupy something of the 
several election cases—— 


. CANNON (continuing). Four election cases, I under- 
other matters pressing for con- 
this is merely a question of the 

provision in the Wil- 


Mr. EVANS. That is the Was repetition. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not the honor to be a member of the 
Committee, but it does seem to me that at this 
stage < egress this bill cy to be eeeoeel of this after- 

noon. course, only for myself as an individual. 
N of California. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to 
the House that for one I disagree entirely with the gentleman 
seat. Even if this is only 4 
to have free alcohol or not, it is too 


important disposed of this afternoon. [t opens 
ohio an maveneiion: of the tariff, and it seems to 


me that the of the West, if are going to engage 
in that operation, out to have See eadibmeretion 


. You ought 
per itales Seheey ht to give an 
eat ths other tases Li ane z If you are 
clause of the bill, you ought to 
and subject it to the revision that it re 

quires. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will 


& 
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proceed, because the time that is taken up in this matter might 

well vA 5 Tiaitenecss Mr. Chairman—— 

= . TT. Do we un the gentleman from Ken- 

tucky refuses to make any arrangement as to the time for 

= “EVAN, S. The tleman understands nothing of the kind. 
The CHAIRMAN. No arrangement has been made. 
Mr. CANNON. If the — will allow me, I would like 

to ask one question. This being an internal-revenue bill—— 


Ss. Entirely. 
Mr. EV TNON. 1 would ssk if it is in order, in any degree, 


Mr. 
is bill to h g the customs revenues? 
upon VANS. My own individual opinion would induce me to 
answer the gentleman's question quite positively in the negative. 
Mr. of New pshire. I would like to ask the gen- 


Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not a part of the general 
tariff law that you propose to repeal? ; 

Mr. EVANS. I will say, as I intended to say in my remarks, 
that this is simply an internal-revenue excrescence on the Wilson 
‘The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky give 
way for a moment to receive a message from the Senate? 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CANNON having taken 
the chair as Speaker tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed joint resolution and bills of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: e 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 149) extending the benefits of sections 
1496 and 1573 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 


Navy; : . 
‘A Yall (S.2401) granting a pension tc Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, 
of Nebr.; 

A bill (8. 685) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice Martin; 

A bill (S. yon granting an increase of a to 7 B. “wom 

A bill (8. a illiam L. Grigsby, of 

ioe ‘ Thayer, Nebr.; . 

A bill (8. 1689) gran a pension to John F.. Hathaway; 

A bill (8. 2507) granting a pension to John N. Corgan, of Mc- 
Pherson, Kans.; 
wae (8.2477) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
A bill (S. 8182) granting @ pension to Susan E. Cunningham; 

bill (8.2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls; 
bill (8S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved August 


1 

A bill (S. 2526) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott; 

A bill (8. —- to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis 

i t of the Regular Navy; 

A bill 6. 7 to define the rights of purchases under mort- 
by an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871; 


A bill (8. 387) to refer the claim of the owners of the Tally-Ho 
of Olan. aT 0 


The message Siso announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill Os gh weg a pension to Mrs. Emily 
of the late . Gen. Ferdinand Van 
cueniasente, salilned appetated Mr. G. lee ineees. ood 
. GALLINGER, Mr. Brice, an 
Mr. Hansproves as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The Meunge tleo eunounced that the Senate had passed with 

ee Tt carey are  come 

Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Gen. Joseph 
Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased, asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
Cannon, Mr. Roacu, and Mr, GALLINGER as the conferees on the 


> > 


E 
= 
y 
§ 


ad nae alee announced that the Senate still further in-° 


sisted amendments to the bill (H. R. 7664) making 
prorration for sundry civil expenses of tho Government for the 
tye eee , had agreed to the conference 
asked by the EET nom the disngrosing votes of 
( w, Mr. 


, and 








A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Julia A. Jameson: 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate; 

A bill (H. R. 3038) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 
Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Pettit; 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; 

A bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hazlip; 
ro. bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilking- 

D: 


A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry; 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum; 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
L. Mulford; 

A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer: 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 
Aleshire; : 

A bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown: 


A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett: 
ge (H. R. 1784) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 

ull; 

A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Eldridge 
McFadden; 


A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 
of Hastings, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray; and 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
Kiernan. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, we are now in the 
House. I move that the House do now adjourn, before you give 
the gavel up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee will resume its 


| session. 


The committee accordingly resumed its session, with Mr. SHER- 
MAN in the chair. 
TAX ON ALCOHOL, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will pro- 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say it is quite 
immaterial to me usually whether what I have to submit to the 
House receives much attention or not; but upon this occasion I 
feel that it is so important to the interests of the revenue, the in- 
terests of the country, that I ask order and I beg attention while 
I sabmit the reasons upon which the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House, with entire unanimity, except one member, have 
recommended the repeal of section 61 of the Wilson bill. 

Soon after this session began the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHarRLes W. Stone] introduced into the 
House a bill for the repeal of section 61, and the Ways and Means 
Committee were called upon to investigate the question involved 
in the bill which he submitted. We have done so with great in- 
dustry. We have done so at great length, and the result of that 
investigation has been the report that we have submitted to this 
House, and the earnest recommendation that we have made for 
the repeal of section 61. 

Section 61, which it is proposed by this bill to repeal, is in the 
following language: 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts, or in any 
medicinal or other like compound, may use the same under regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and on satisfying the collector 
of internal revenue for the district wherein he resides or carries on business 
that he has complied with such regulations and has used such alcohol 
therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show that a tax 
has been thereon, shall be entitled to receive from the Treasury of the 
United 8 a rebate or repayment of the tax so paid. (28 Stat. L., 507.) 
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The practical operation of this provision, as I think you will see, 
is that it allows anybody calling himself a ‘‘ manufacturer” to get 
alcohol, pay the market price for it, use it in what he calls the 
arts, or in medicinal or other like compounds, sell it at a full 
rice including the tax, and after that has been done come to the 
easury and get a dollar and ten cents a —_ by way of a gift 
from the Treasury for every gallon of alcohol he has used. I 
shall endeavor to show to the members of the committee pre- 
cisely how that act operates to a result such as I have described. 

All of us who are in the least degree acquainted with the inter- 
nal-revenue service of the country know that what are called dis- 
tilled spirits under the internal-revenue laws embrace what we 
call whisky, what we call high wines, and what we call alcohol. 
Whenever any distilled spirits are made the law requires them to be 
put in a bonded warehouse, and they are not permitted to be re- 
moved therefrom until the tax of a dollar and ten cents per proof 

Jon has been paid to the Government, and just as soon as that is 
one, at that moment those distilled spirits must be removed from 
the warehouse. 

Unquestionably the idea of taxing spirits for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue for the Government was founded in most manifest 
common sense and oo weet There are no subjects which to me 
seem better suited for the purpose of taxation than distilled spirits; 
but unquestionably the original idea of taxing them did not em- 
brace the idea of taxing such as were used in the useful arts or in 
manufactures. Consequently I shall not attempt to discuss the 
general merits of an effort to ~ a law giving free alcohol in the 
useful arts, but shall discuss before you the demerits of this sec- 
tion, the demerits of the manner by which that object was sought 
to be obtained throngh section 61, which was unfortunately ve 
into the Wilson bill, in another place than this, and could not 
be stricken out, because Mr. Cleveland’s letter so paralyzed all 
parties interested in passing the new tariff bill that a conference 
never took place for the purpose of taking these excrescences off. 

There are several things to be considered; but I should like, 
gentlemen, in the investigation into the merits of this measure, to 
consider, preliminarily, one thing, and that is, the interests of the 
Government of the United States. It may startle you to know 
that the investigation made by the Ways and Means Committee 
demonstrates the fact to be that under the o tion of section 61 
of the Wilson bill the Government stands to lose $25,000 or $30,000 
a day, not for the purpose of aiding manufacturers and the people 
generally, but as mere gifts and bounties to individuals who may 
call themselves manufacturers. The Government, I say, stands 
to lose not less than $25,000 or $30,000 a day in pure gifts, and 
this matter has been going on since August 28,1894. Henceclaims 
amounting to perhaps ten million or fifteen million dollars have 
arisen, and therefore we find, in opposition to this bill, a strong 
lobby—the only one I have encountered in my short experience 
ua against the measure now before you. 

This bill does not propose in any wise to affect the claims which 
have arisen under the law while in operation. It does not pro 
to take away from claimants their right to collect those c r 
if they are just and fairly due by the Government. It does not 
propose to take away from the courts the ordinary right to adjudi- 
cate these questions between the Government and the claimant. 
We must look, therefore, I say, primarily to the interests of the 
Government which we come here to serve. Somebody must take 
care of the interests of the United States in these matters, and the 
Ways and Means Committee, in their endeavor to investigate this 

nestion, have felt the stress of that obligation in the midst of 

e clamor of those who were asking that the Government should 
ae ee the doling out of these enormous gifts to those who call 
th ves manufacturers. 


This has been done, too, by the majority of that committee with- 
out the slightest fear that they were anything in conflict 
with the doctrine of protection to home industries. 

They are as strong protectionists as are in the House, and wére 
— on that committee probably because were such. 

ey knew that that doctrine had n to do with this ques- 
tion, and were not to be deceived by the that it did. 

The section of the bill which I have read gives a bounty to the 

manufacturers who deem it necessary to use alcohol in the arts or 






in medicinal compounds. Before I go any further let me say that 
of the whole medicinal interests, so far as numbers are con 


95 per cent of them have asked for the repeal of this bill. Take 
the vast retail trade in the country, and 95 cent of them 
have asked that bill be repealed, because of reasons I shall 
give further ee the progress of my statement. 
Mr. MORSE. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question t there? 

Mr. EVANS. I believe I prefer to wait until closing what I 
have to say. Then I will answer any questions in my power in 


——— to the bill. 
cohol, as we all un is the form of 
sng eh Seal anrtamnte tn Wy a ga 


call the attention of the House to one most 
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namely, that aman who manufactures alcohol is 
aa 2 cents a gallon as his whole net profit thereon. T},. man 
who : 
not —_ have his profit on what he invests in it, but 
profit of $ of 
vem unt = tn thus — what the Government gives to \}, 
this to be the fact, 
facture or production of any article does not charge one ce); 
to his customers than he did before section 61 went into effect 


this matter. The owner can not get the spirit out of bon, 
the tax is paid. He pays the tax and charges his customer {jo 
full amount of that tax, 
that, and after he has spread 
collected the cost of its manufacture, including the cost 6f the 
alcohol, after having received from his customer the full value of 
his goods, evnrnmry baare $1.10 tax which he paid on the alcoho) 
which is a part of t 

ment of the United States and says, ‘‘I want the $1.10 paid to 





Ww 
-have issued a circular letter 


May 25, 


perfectly willing 


















to use alcohol under the operation of this }i]] must 


anothe 
1.10 per gallon on the alcohol used, the full mount . r 
S at 
uestion shows 
in the Inanu- 


An investigation of this 
t the man who uses alcoho 
less 


connection with 
1 until 


Right there comes an important suggestion in 


1.10 a on, and probably a profit up» 
rage chm over the count ryaet 


e cost of the goods, he comes to the Govern, 


me 


again by you.” 
_ The House can see that sragenpede in trying to get free alcoho) 
in this way is not to benefit the consuming public. Far from it. 


The retailer gets no part of the benefit of it; the man who buys the 
goods made with the free alcohol does not get any abatement in 
the price. The manufacturer collected the whole price from tho 
man to whom he sold the goods, including the cust of the alcoho! 
ore ee - the tax; = then, if section 61 is operative, he 
ge -10 per gallon again. ese gentlemen are very clamorous, 
and not unnaturally. They desire that this bounty shall be con- 


tinued to them at the expense of the Government. 

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, there is no such merit in the nse of 
alcolfol in the arts or in medicinal compounds as that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should pay a premium of $1.10 a gallon 
to eee ma undertakes to use it; and I want again to con- 
trast what they expect in the way of profit, that is, those who use 
alcohol in the manufactures or arts, and the profit of the man who 
manufactures the alcohol himself. One is content, asI said awhile 
ago, with 2 cents a gallon profit for making it, while the other 
wants $1.10 a gallon profit for using it. 

It is said that alcohol thus used is part of the raw material, and 
that we ought to cheapen raw material. Let us look at that a 
moment. object of ch raw material is not exclu- 
sively for the benefit of the man , but that doctrine is 
meant to operate for the benefit of the consumer as well. If you 
give the manufacturer cheap raw material, it is to cheapen the 
manufactured product. But here is the uliar feature of this 
thing: The manufacturer has col m the consumer the 
$1.10 a gallon which he has paid. With that in his pocket. he 
comes +o the United States Treasury, under section 61, and 
wants it again; and you see it follows incontrovertibly that when 
he gets the other $1.10 per gallon it is that much of a gift or bounty, 
pure and simple, made to him by the Government because he used 
alcohol in the arts or in the manufacture of medicinal compounds. 

oo is a most remarkable result, but not quite so re- 
markable as the fact that we find advocates for the continuance 
of so wanton a waste of public money under the guise of protec- 
tion to home industries. And it is y or almost entirely be- 
cause the retail druggist does not get benefit of a single cent 
of this rebate, because the articles come to him precisely as high 
as if this rebate was not allowed; that the retail druggists of the 
of section 61, saying that itisa 
of the interestgof the Govern- 

and purchasing and consuming public 

got no sort of benefit from this so-called free alcohol. 
Chairman, I do not know that I need to consume 
much of the time of the committee on this subject; especially do 
not consume much of the time of those mem- 
about the operations of the inter- 
however, to read to the commit- 
instructive circular letter which has come into 
possession, and which illustrates to some extent the powerful 
operating in behalf of those who insist that 
shall remain open. A firm of eetornoys in the ~ of 
writing over the name of Harvey S ing & Son, 
which illustrates the whole subject, 

and I will read an extract from it to the committee: 


WAsntINGTON, D. C., Apri! 24, 18%. 


to 


; Committee Means in the House of Repre- 

7 and the Committee ee the Sonate have both reported 

and there isevery 

a law within three weeks or & 

ectering gs pent Le aeeth, with a view of taking advan- 
tage of the ioe to the a 2 

Now, Mr. Chairman and there is the milk in the 


of August 28, 184, pro- 
vient of 
month. the repeal use of alcohol in man- 
cocoanut, This is a circular letter generally, urging 














persons i terested to come up and avail themselves of this good 
ae ao ae it lasts. The records of the Internal Revenue Bu- 
show that millions of dollars of these claims are being 

orward by persons who have used alcohol in manufac- 
turing processes and who have collected the whole cost of it from 
their customers, and are now seeking, as a matter of pure profit 
from the Government, to get that $1.10 per gallon again. Of 
course they are perfectly right from their point of view. Iam 
not im g the honesty of their motives in doing this. It is 
natural that they should be anxious to have this law remain on 
the statute book, and these attorneys, who probably hope to get 
some of the claims for collection, are urging the ‘‘ boys” to avail 
themselves of the advantage of the lawas long asit lasts. In this 
circular they are told that Congress intends to abolish the law 
and stop this leak, and are = to come up and avail themselves 
of it as rapidly as possible while it lasts. ere is one district in 
the city of New York where there are claims to the amount of a 
million dollars already made under section 61 of the statute, and 
it is natural that these people should be clamorous that it shall 
not be The possibilities under it are too great and too 
alluring for that to be allowed without a contest. 

Mr. HILL. How much did I understand the gentleman to say 
the claims filed amount to? ; 

Mr. EVANS. I do not know that the claims which have been 
filed amount to so large a sum as I have named, but the informa- 
tion which comes to us is perfectly clear and specific that claims 
of this character are outstanding to an enormous amount, which 
are onl a of the test case which is pending 
in the of Claims. : 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman, in all courtesy, where the 
information comes from that he is now giving to the committee? 

Mr. EVANS. It comes, as I have said, from the developments 
in the course of the investigation that we have made. We donot 
shut our eyes to the facts. 

Mr. H Iam asking the gentleman for the particular sources 
of the information. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, the gentleman can propound his question, 
but he can not by any means dictate my answer, which is as I 
have stated it. 

Mr. HILL. I donot wish to dictate your answer. You stated, 
if I understood you correctly, that something like $30,000 a day of 
these claims were filed. 

Mr. EVANS. I stated nothing of the kind, and the gentleman 
could not have been pa very much attention to what I said if 
he so understood me. t I did say (and the notes of the Official 
Reporter will doubtless show it) was that so long as this law re- 
mained on our statute book the Government stood to lose from 
twenty-five to thirty thousand dollars a day in the way of claims 
under this i 6 

Mr. Have the committee any accurate information as 
to the amount of these claims which have actually been filed? 

Mr. EVANS. We have the estimate of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue that these claims will amount to $10,000,000 


annually. 
Mr. HILL. That is not an answer to my question. 
Mr. EVANS. I do not care whether it is or not in the gentle- 


man's view. It is a fact as I have stated it. 
an : Will the gentleman pardon me if I make a single 


? 
Mr. EVANS. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky decline 


to ? 
in EVANS. I decline to yield, because I know what I am 
talking about, and my time is limited. I say that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue estimates that the claims under this 
law will amount to $10,000,000 a year. Take Hostetter & 
Co., who have a of perhaps a quarter million of dollars that 
ye oe not yet filed, and there are many others. It was stated 
hearings in our committee room that there were vast num- 
bers of these claims not filed because a test case was pending in 
the Court of Claims, and it was not regarded as ae 
case was decided. The Commissioner of Internal 


s 





Thorebete oi 
I should like the attention of the House for a moment in order 
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You must remember it 








to show just what sort of a law this is. 
says that— 


Any manufacturer— 


_Now, think of the height, the breadth, the thickness of a word 
like that— 


Any manufacturer finding it necessary— 


Now, think of that word “necessary.” Anybody may call him- 
self a ‘‘manufacturer” and anybody may find it ‘‘ necessary "— 
extremely appropriate-—to use alcohol,if he can get $1.10 a gallon 
for using it. 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts— 


Apply yourselves for a moment to think of that word “ arts.” 
What is not an art in the language of one who can get $1.10 a gal- 
lon for alcohol to stimulate his ingenuity to find out what an 
“art” is?— 
or in any medicinal or other like compound. 


Observe the expansibility of this language, and then see what 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says in the letter, which I 
shall continue to read: 

These claims cover a vast number of articles, such as tinctures, medical 
compounds, flavoring extracts, essences, patent medicines, bay rum, bay salt, 
Florida water, medicine extracts, pepto mangan, homeopathic medicines, root 
beer, witch-hazel, medicinal and other like compounds, fruit extracts, nutro- 
lactics, pharmaceutical preparations, barbers’ supplies, tobacco, smoking 
tobacco, celluloid and fancy goods, hair tonics, bovinine extract, varnish, bit- 
ters of various kinds, essential oils,essence of pepsin, medicinal saumetto, 
tricopherous perfumery, Jamaica ginger, ethers. oils, wine and liquor flavors, 
toilet waters, confectioneries, blackberry brandy, cherry brandy, household 
panacea, soothing sirup, Radway’s Ready Relief, sarsaparilla, Venetian lini. 
ment, etc. 

Note carefully what are to be the consequences as soon as it be- 
comes known that these rebates will be paid, if the bill now before 
the House should fail to pass and section 61 should continue in 
operation. If in the dry tree these people have found out all 
these various ways of using alcohol, what may we expect in the 
green? There is no telling the enormous expansion that will be 
the result of the industry of our people when they find that they 
can get not simply 2 cents a gallon as manufacturers of alcohol, 
but $1.10 a gallon profit for each gallon that may be put into the 
manufacture of anything, even hair tonic, or any other useful 
article like that. The expansion of water just as it goes into 
steam will be as nothing to it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the slightest at- 
tention given to this matter by anyone who proposes to guard the 
interest of the Treasury and the Government must convince him, 
as it should every legislator acting here under the responsibility 
of a sense of duty, that we ought at once to vote for the repeal of 
this most obnoxious measure. 

I am not here to say that there ought not to bea plan devised 
by which persons may get free alcohol for employment in the use- 
ful arts; and I am authorized to say in this connection on behalf 
of the Ways and Means Committee, whose organI am, and in 
what I say I speak only in that capacity, I am authorized to say 
that they will propose a second section (which I will read now for 
information) which we have supposed would meet the views of 
most of the gentlemen who have heretofore engaged in the discus- 
sion of this matter with us, so that when we get this particular 
section repealed, the only one that we are seeking now to repeal, 
as it contains this Pandora's box, the one that gives this evil 
tinge to this whole matter—when we get this section repealed, 
this second section which we propose to offer will provide a method 
by which we can investigate deliberately and intelligently the 
whole question, and if there be a way of providing for the use of 
free alcohol in a manner safe for the interests of the Government, 
the committee which this second section proposes to raise can find 
that out. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which I am 
authorized on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means to 


ro a 
® The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appointed by the presiding officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee shall consider all questions re- 
lating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of tax, and to 
report their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896. 

Said joint select committee is authorized to sit by subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congress at such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and other as- 
sistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House 

presentatives. 


Mr. KNOX. I should like to ask the gentleman one question. 
Is it intended by the amendment just read to exclude from the 
consideration of the commission that is to be appointed alcohol 
used in medicinal and like arts? 

Mr. EVANS. The amendment speaks very plainly for itself. 

Mr. KNOX. It simply says ‘‘in the manufactures and arts.” 

Mr EVANS. I was just about to enter on that part of the dis- 
cussion, and to explain the operation of that amendment. 
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Mr, McCALL of Tennessee. Allow me to ask this question: If 
this bill should become a law, in what position will it leave those 
persons who are already entitled under the existing law to rebates? 

Mr. EVANS. I think the ae is too good a lawyer for it 
to be necessary that I should say to him what I will say to the 
House, that, in my opinion and in the opinion of the committee, 
there will be no difficulty whatever about those claims which 
haveaccrued. They would not be in any way impaired or affected 
by this repealing act. 

Hae ane of Tennessee. No provision is made for them in 
this bill. 

Mr. EVANS. None. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. And does that mean that they will 
not be provided for, because up to this time they have not been 
provided for? 

Mr. EVANS. Oh, well, that will be for the Government to 
answer. If these parties get a judgment, of course it can be ap- 
propriated for. e will answer that, however, when the time 
comes. It is not a pertinent question to the issue now. 

Mr. Chairman, it must be understood, further, that the appe- 
tite for this dollar and ten cents will be almost unappeasable un- 
less you repeal this provision of the law. And to keep that appe- 
tite down and to keep the revenues of the Government from being 
most grossly defrauded and imposed upon unless this section is 
repealed, you must have scattered broadcast throughout the coun- 
try officers and agents of internal revenue, men in every district 
and every locality throughout the land, to protect the Govern- 
ment against frauds under the operation of this particular section 
of the law. 

Let me say to the committee that the Commissioner estimates, 
and it is the estimate of our committee, too, that,in addition to 
the bounties that you give to these people as a premium, it will 
cost no less than from one million to one million two hundred 
thousand dollars a year in salaries and expenses in order to pro- 
tect the Government against these frauds. It is thought by the 
Commissioner that this is not too high an estimate of what the 
Government will be annually required to pay in order to prevent 
the pe of fraudulent claims which would otherwise be pre- 
sented, 

Now, everybody on the Committee on Ways and Means—I 
believe I can say even my learned and able friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. RussELL]—will agree with me, and everybody who has 
investigated the question has come to the same conclusion, that 
there was no possibility of making a law in such form as that 
medicinal compounds could be included in the benefits thereof, 
because the facilities for fraud are too enormous and too certain 
in connection with that ranch of the subject. The possibilities 
of fraud are so apparent in that connection that even the fool 
need not err therein. Anybody who chose to do so could swindle 
the Government under the guise of making medicinal compounds. 
And nobody in the committee, as I remember, supposed that the 
law ought not to be repealed so far as medicines and medicinal 
compounds were concerned, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the great clamor with reference to this 
matter has come from the manufacturers themselves. It has not 
come from the people. The people make no demand for the reten- 
tion of this section. On the contrary, let me say, infinitely the 
greater number of petitions that came to us have come from peo- 
ple asking the Government to repeal this section of the law. It 
is a provision that dées not benefit the public, but only a few 
individuals. The profits of the provision, scattered out amongst 
the at large, even if they derive the full benefits from it, 
would so small, so infinitesimal, when divided amongst the 
mass of the population, it would amount to nothing. But if it is 
all accumulated in the hands of a few it makes an extremely 
respectable amount of wealth to be enjoyed at the expense of the 
Government. The only excuse, the only —— u which we 
can give free alcohol to anybody is not that it will benefit him 
individually, but that it will benefit the people at large; that it 
will benefit the consumer by giving a cheaper product. 

There is no justification whatever in passing a law to give to a 
few people the benefit of a bounty, and excluding the general pub- 
lic from its provisions. The general public taxes alcohol at $110 
a gallon, and they have taxed it at that rateever since 1862, The 
general public is entitled to have that tax in order to pay the 
enormous —— of the Government to which it is subjected 
by reason of the pension laws, the civil list, the Army estimates, 
and soon. I repeat, the general public is entitled to have that tax 
unless the general public, for the general good, shall see proper to 
is caso it is admitted the general es 

reling ent 


relinguish it. In 
has not derived any benefit from this 
of the tax, and that only a few persons get it. And it is not wise 
legislation, in the estimation of the committee, that a few persons 
should be so vastly benefited at the expense of the Government 
and at the expense of the people. 

ore, Mr. Chairman, we must understand that one of 
the most important factors in raising revenue under our system, 


as it is at present operated, is the internal-revenue system. 

year the tax on distilled spirits a & revenue of aan 
$80,000,000. Wecollected that. ere is but little taxation which 
escapes on distilled spirits under that system. We raise, | repeat 

eighty millions per annum by that system. It will not do to relay 
the proper rigors of the internal-revenue-system. It will not :jo 
to open such a door for fraud as was ed and will be kept open 
by the retention of section 61. And I call your attention to 11.0 
fact that fortunately for the country in the eating of section 61 
such inapt language was used, in my judgment and in the judy- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner 
rome Revenue, as to make the act impracticable and inojer,- 

ve. 

While that section was foisted upon that bill, as I said a while 
ago, as an internal-revenue excrescence u a tariff system which 
was vicious enough, as exemplified by Wilson bill, luckily it 
was pl upon the bill in such hot haste that the author of jt 
whoever he may have been, used language not sufficiently explicit 
and apt to make it operative; and that is the only thing that sayeq 
this country $20,000,000 up to date by way of mere gift to those 
that were no more entitled to it than are we, the members of this 
committee who are deliberating upon this question to-day. it is 
all a bounty, nothing else. en the Secre' of the Treasury 
undertook to frame regulations he found that he could not do if. 
He was unequal to the ame. The Commissioner, after a most 
elaborate effort and careful investigation of the subject, was un- 
equal to the task, a most fortunate failure, in my judgment, for 
the good of the country, in this day of deficiencies of reyvenus, 
when our expenses exceed by $2,500,000 per month our income. 

We are that there is great justice in these claims. [ndi- 
vidually I have a conviction which I intend to declare here and 
let it go upon record, namely, that there is not one particle of 
justice or merit or an like equity in a single claim that has 
been presented under section 61. And why? Because in not a 
single instance did the man who presented that claim lower his 
price in consequence of the rebate. Not in one instance was the 
price lowered to the consumer or the — public. The proof 
is clear enough about that. So that start with there is noth- 
ing but a promise to give these 
‘But that i aaa d insi 

is only an y minor an ignificant point 

compared with what I am about to state. Anybody who pr: : rosed 

to operate upon section 61 read in the most unmistakable ani sig- 
nificant language the following: 

eo? - oe use the —¢ Saar paweiations to be 

whereit he resides or carries on busin 

* * * shall be entitled to 

States a rebate or repayment of the 


He had no claim and knew that he had no claim until he com- 
age cere pe tions, and for that very reason, among others, 
c to customers and consumers the whole $1.1!) per 
lon, and those two things, panes t—first, the absolute 
owledge upon his part that he no t except as it was based 
upon ions which he knew did not exist, coupled with the 
fact that he the customer the whole price of this alcohol 
and then sought to get back the rebate asamere gift and bounty— 
effectually excludes the idea of any , equity, or anything of 
that sort in these claims inst the Government. So that the 
Government of the United States will inflict no wrong or injus- 
tice upon any claimant if it shall, in the p of time, deny 
every one of these claims, thro the courts or otherwise, upon 
grounds that I have just Thecondition precedent 

to the allowance of these claims does not exist; has never existed. 
There and theseclaimants anew 
until ions were made 

in my Sees, they have no 

that is for the courts to determine, and 

these claimants have any just or equi- 


not to determine in thet 
although lam in favor o 

nited States owes in justice and in 

Iam in favor of 

to anybody. as @ 

f $1.10 per gallon 

Ido not believe 

are other kinds 

that advance the 

enormous and magnificent 

under this section; 

I for one felt that 16 

of the courts and the 

the committee, whick 

as it is; leave these 

decision be final. If the courts 

claimants, then the Government must p2y 


ple something, and there never 














the penalty for the 


exceedingly unwise, inequitable, and perhaps 
iniquitous which was passed in the 


net in the form of section 61; 
because it gives toa few such a large bounty at the 


expens® &¢ the second section which we shall 
shall bo adopted By *¥es cam receive deliberate, intelligent, ad 
he arts and manufactures can e rate, intelligent, ade- 
: te, and fair consideration at the hands of those who under- 
— ‘something about it between now and the next session; and 
provision by which manufacturers, 
at large, can receive their aleohol 
, I for one, so far from op- 
; butLam to con- 


in due season 


will as the ingenuity good citi- 
cane ae ert have only found this thing out 
recently in New ,in New York, in Massachusetts, and in 
Connecticut; but it spread abroad allover the country. Gen- 


tlemen of the committee, let me say it will even reach California 
and 


a gallon for every gallon of alco- 
The way it is going on the 
quit the a = law, we oo = prac- 

: medicine and doing meritorious things, go to 

tise of on which we can use alcohol. 

restorers! 

we will go into the making of hair re 

storers, where I might be a customer; and also patent medicines. 
does difference what sort of manufacture it is 

under this section. is 

ture 
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a a 
"is one of the broadest of words in English language, 
unless it be the word “arts,” and both of them are quite broad 
enough to let in ie wants to get into the business of 
looting the Treasury. You can use alcohol im anything, so that 
a“ manufacture ” or “art”; it matters not how little else there 
You can use it in any way, and you shall not be cut off from 
Saas Easetvarteramedicine’ coms und. 

is much mention of repudiation in this discussion. I have 
talk of repudiation in the discussion of this matter 
years. You are told that to repeal 


to my friend that he means since the 

war claims due its loyal citizens. 
Caan, FAM Ge te forex of repudiating anything that 
is i am not wor of repudiating anything that 
is and right; but when the Government acts inops consilii 
i Tt shall not act that way 

i The Committee on Ways and Means has recommended 
a measure that will cure the evil, and, with one exception, all its 
— ee and I do not know but what that one ex- 

way. At 


on Ways and Means were clearly of opinion that we would lay 


Oks avy eae (aa ag laa og Coe ren 
leaving oor open which the 
responsibility of lewving this door the use of alcohol in 


T have spoken with earnestness because I feel that the people of 
know the situation. I feel thatthe members 
of this committee ought to know of it. Many of them do not, be- 
cause their avocations of life do not bring them in connection with 
is a most charming thing to talk 
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effect ee the use of the 20,000,000 gallons of grain 
leche sad cievniate use of the poisonous wood alcohol? 

. BV. If my friend will just listen he will vote for this 
LINNEY. [I listened to every word you said, my dear sir. 
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Wood aleohol, which I did not think of enough importance in this 
matter to mention unless somebody asked about it, cut somewhat 
an incidental figure in the investigation of this matter. Nobody 
representing wood alcoholever appeared before the Committee on 
ays and Means; nor did I think of considering it here, because 
it did not need to be. But wood alchohol is alcohol made from 
wood instead of grain. Pure grain spirit is not poisonous; but it 
is useful as a solvent for varnishes, and is used in many other 
manufactures, such as hat making and things of that sort. 

Now, I want to say to my friend from North Carolina that, so 
far as yet developed, nobody has sought any of this bounty for 
any alcohol that is used for drinking purposes, however much of 
an art that may become. It is only asked for on alcohol used by 
the manufacturers. Wood alcohol can not be used, of course, in 
medicine, with reference to which everybody admits that this sec- 
tion of the statute ought to be repealed, but it can be used in sev- 
eral ways in manufacture. In hat making, for instance, it is used 
as a solvent or in the preparation of the materials that are put into 
it, and it does not one a particle of difference, for that purpose, 
whether it is poi us or not. 

Mr. HILL. It only makes the difference of whether it kills you 
or not; that is all. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, down in my part of the country we never 
take any varnish in ours, so there is no danger. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HILL. You do not take wood alcohol either, do you? 

Mr. EVANS. We would take, gladly take, wood alcohol for 
the purposes for which it can be safely used. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, under the operation of our internal-revenue laws, which 
have been in force ever since 1862, the wood-alcohol industry has 
developed to a considerable extent in some parts of the country, 
so that there are perhaps two and a half million gallons of it used. 
Wood alcohol costs more to make than grainalcohol. It does not 
cost more than 10 or 15 cents to make a gallon of grain alcohol, 
but it costs many times that much to make a gallon of wood aleo- 
hol. But when you add the tax of $1.10 a gallon to the grain 
alcohol you make the wholesale price about $1.25 per gallon, while 
the wood alcohol can be got for a good deal less. That being so, 
the wood-alcohol manufacture has developed until they have come 
to make about two and a half million gallons of it, employing 
about a thousand hands. But when you rebate the tax you re- 
duce the cost of grain alcohol to 10 or 20 cents a gallon, and ne- 
body will buy wood alcohol, thus killing the industry. 

Mr. LINNEY. But the use of the wood alcohol will displace 
the use of the grain alcohol, will it not? 

Mr. EVANS. Toa certain extent, possibly. Where you have 
to have grain alcohol, you must have it; but where wood alcohol 
ean be used, you can use it without paying the tax. But the 
wood-alcohol industry has very little to do with the question. It 
is simply alluded to in the report of the committee as one illustra- 
tion of the unwisdom of keeping this lawin operation. That isto 
say, the effect will be that by the paying out of the public Treas- 
ury of a bounty to certain industries—it may be a snide manu- 
facture of some sort or something called art—you will destroy the 
wood-alcohol industry without benefiting in the least the public 
at large. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman stated just now 
that the wood-alcohol industry would not be interfered with par- 
ols I wish to call his attention to the language of the re- 
port, which, on page 7, says: 

And, lastly, we deem it our duty to call attention to the fact that the effect 
of section 61, if carried out, will be the destruction of the large wood-alcohol 


Mr. EVANS. That is exactly what I have said and what I say 
now, and I have explained to the gentleman from North Carolina 
Mr. Lixney] how that will come about, by reducing the price of 

grain alcohol and patting it at 20 or 30 cents or more below 


the of wood alco In that case wood alcohol will not be 
Sal ans so the industry will be destroyed. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report of the Ways and Means 
Committee on this subject be incorporated in the RECORD asa 
part of my remarks. 2 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
#282) entitled “A bill to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, which became a 
1604,” having carefully considered the same, report it back to 

‘the recommendation that it do pass, when so amended as to 
substitute the word “eighth” for the word “fifth,” at the close of line 5 of 
amendment of the title to conform to this change is also sug- 


The of the section which the bill proposes to repeal is as follows: 
“Any acturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts, or in 
any medicinal or other like compound, may use the same under regulations 
tobe prescribed the Secretary of the Treasury, and on satisfying the 

of in revenue for the district wherein he resides or carries 
on business that he has complied with such regulations and has used such 
alcohol therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show that 
a tax — thereon, shall be entitled to receive from the Treasury 
we tates a rebate or repayment of the tax so paid.” (25 Stas. 


. 
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An effort was made to prescribe regulations to carry the law into effect. 
but the failure to do so is shown by the following letter, dated the 6th day of 
October, 1804: 

“Sig: Your communication of yesterday in reference to the execution of 
section 61 of the act of August 28, 1804, and advising me that, for the reasons 
therein stated, you ‘are unable to _—— any set of regulations which would 
yield adequate protection to the Government and the honest manufacturer 
without official supervision, which has not been provided for by Congress,’ is 
received. I have also given much attention to the subject, and have fully 
considered all the arguments and suggestions submitted by the parties inter- 
ested in the execution of the section of the statute referred to, and have ar- 
rived at the conclusion that until further action is taken ny Congress it is not 

ble to establish and enforce such regulations as are absolutely necessary 
or an effective and beneficial execution of the law. 

“You are therefore instru to take no further action in the matter for 


the present. 
" ly, “J.G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

“Hon. J. 8. MruuEr, 

* Commissioner of Internal Revenue.” 

And thus the matter stands now, except that claims under the section to 
; greet amount are outstanding against the United States unpaid and unad- 

usted. 

Prior to the act of August 28, 1894, commonly known as the Wilson bill, there 
was never any such provision in our statutes as curiously and disastrously 
took shape in section 61. This crude legislation was not by any means one of 
the least of the evils of that incomplete and unfortunate measure. The word- 
ing of the section was found to be vague and —— 80 much so, indeed, that it 
was difficult and probably impossible to dete e its limitations in practice, 
and the door was left ° n for frauds and misinterpretations. So cer- 
tainly was this the case that the Treasury and internal-revenue officials, after 
patent and laborious effort, confessed, as shown in the foregoing letter, their 

bility to carry it into effect. That no other conclusion could be reached 
on the law as it stands every disinterested person who intelligently studies 
the subject must, it is believed, admit. 

Necessarily, therefore, there should be some c of the section to make 
it practically operative, or else it should be to avoid the very great 


will do. 

We have examined the schemes proposed in lieu of unconditional repeal, 
but in the judgment of the tee none of them would accomplish the 
° and Seegaaiets protect the revenue without involvin; large expendi- 
tures of money and the creation of a very large number of additional offi- 
cers—results, unhappily, to the benefits to come to 
the public from free alcohol. 

Undoubtedly the idea of taxing distilled ts had its germ and origin in 
the conviction that that product was not any respect a necessity, but 
was a quasi orn, omg Se east, and from that ctandpotns amore appropriate 
subj of taxa’ any of the necessaries of life. But this conception 
did not extend to such uses of alcohol and its preparations as were essential 
to the mannfacture of articles of meritorious public consumption, such as 

hats, varnishes, and many fabrics. Consequently, if a scheme 
whereb e Government could exempt alcohol from taxa- 
a t strongly commend itself to the committee were 
it Bows cone conside 


ra eps peeneers 0o Se Wages. Bu A page eee, 
n saan been proposed to us w even approxima relieves the su 
ject of o difficulties to be encountered - 3 
The matters of 


in considering the subject seem to be, 


the interest of the generally as d 
limited number of them. 

The hearings before the committee were very and elaborate, and 

the conclusion was clearly reached that free alcohol, under the practical oper- 

of any reasonable construction of section 61, would immensely benefit 

afew manufacturers and wholesale dealers in certain lines by returning to 

them, after the product was marketed and sold, a sum equal to the tax 

on the alcohol used; but that the great consuming public would not, probably 

ina sing!e instance, wuiegte the exceptional nature of the case, havea cheaper 

made tothem. This isso well illustrated in the case of the retail drug- 

and his rs (whose claim to cheaper medicines is certainly as 

eritorious as aor eeng we can select) that we need go no further on this 

rt that the testimony not materially conflict on the point 

not and would not get lower prices. e entire retail reg 

free alcohol. It is but just to say that this opposi- 

rices, but is also because of their fears 

eS ury to themselves as merchants by 


of the articles they sell. 
A relaxation of the high tax on alcohol might be very desirable under some 
ces, y if we did not so much need revenue, but the entire 


rime importance 
ft the interest of the Government from a revenue standpoint, 8 second, 


ed from that of a very 


manu- 
industry unless th should 

when the manufactured article came to them for sale. Itis one of the strong- 
est objections to this particular legislation that no such icipation by the 
public in the benefits of the exemption seems possible. benefit all 
ee 2 ee or to him and his jobber 

consuming public pays not enacted 
the section. The reason of this 
at the ou 
after the 

and uncertainty 


is all “ result 
from the urcheser of the full of the goods, inclusive of the tax, and 
afterwards from the United Si of whateveris refunded on account of the 


While this benefit to the manufacturer will greatly aid him when he 


the remitted tax, and possibly in a small way 
of laborers or jobbers, with whom he may di 
dividend to the consumer woul 


however 


alcohol might be. We must foral time necessaril rer ; 
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lic, exempt it even to the most meritorious ind © CAD not m-.. 
separate matter of it in those connections with justice either to th... 
Ord ly cheaper raw ma: 


the Government, or the general public. 
will insure cheaper products, but where the price of the former js ;, ; 
depend upon the more or less uncertain chance of a refund of a part o! 
cost, the result must be that the price of the product can not be ma: 
reduced. So it will operate here, and the tax subse:uently refund:.| 
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But those countries of very limited territory and dense population present 
cases very different from ours, particularly in the matter of possibility 0 sur- 
veillance, and investigations made officially in thiscountry do not encourage 
much hope that methylation could be so regulated as to 
results. It is too easy to demethylize the spirits to risk 
ere atk citizens of certain tendencies. 

distilled ts produce more revenue than comes from al! other 
internal-revenue sources com From them we got last year nearly or 
000,000. Spirits are a manifestly proper subject for taxation. and 

not relax our hold u this great source of revenue (as ‘er 

permit this entering wedge to remain) until the obligation 

pensions to the soldier and his widow has been extin- 

as a revenue producer will be greatly reduced by th: 

of claims for free alcohol upon one plausible but delusiye 

pretext or another, unless we bean resistance at once. We should forget 
our duty to the Government, and the sacred objects in raising this revenue, 


if we gave it eae unjustifiable manner. 
While the case y clear to all as to medicinal compounds which 
perverted into bev a few may insist that some indus- 
alcoh ves its total destruction, rest upon a better 
free alcohol; but while the com- 
diminished in proport 
be used is limite 
culty, which lics at the 
ent to refund to the 
amount, or even a portion of the amount, of the tax paid 
on the alcohol used by him, after that tax had been paid and the amount 
of it included in the price to consumer, is to that extent to bestowa 
upon an individual or industry no better entitled thereto than any of 
the rs of the country not so favored. It must not be forgotten that 
ere is no s0 magical about the use of alcohol as to entitle him who 
uses it to be paid by the Government for so doing $1.10 per gallon on what he 


uses. 
The manufacturer must always, under the peculiar 
ona his uct ata ‘Which includes the tax paid as we'll as a rea- 
sonable profit, and will get as an additional profit whateversums 
may be refunded by the Government. This is the course the matter will 
take in every case. It is therefore clearly a mere bounty! 
injustice to all other industries not equally 


ve useful and safe 
t to our acute and 


circumstances of this 


oa the people generally, 
t upon a less number, as 
ied. The practical 

peculiar section must lead to this and nothing els:. 
of the committee, 


and forcible man- 

the almost phenome- 

or at least its great 

are inserted at this point. They 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
lai “ Washington, D. C., February !'. 1896. 
presented in one of collection districts 
claimed aes ae section 61 of act 
16 same will amount in this district alone to 
in this district it 8 
in number and amount when 


such as tinctures, medical 
essences, medicines, bay rum, bay 
eopathic mec! 

a pounds, fruit ex- 


, hom: 
barbers’ sup lies, tobacco, 
fandy goods, hair tonics, bovinine extract 
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oils, essence of pepsin, medicinal 


essential 
, Jamaica oeeee, othere, = wine and 
toilet waters, ectioneries, blackber randy, cherry 
liquor -Anousehold sirup, Radway’s Ready Relief, sarsa- 
‘Venetian ete. ° 
parila, Vepectfully, on “JOS. 8. MILLER, Commissioner. 


y 
“Hon. WALTER EVANS, 


“He of Representatives, Washington, D.C.” 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 13, 1896. 
“grr: Referring to my letter of the Lith instant, on the subject of alcohol 


arts lease find copy of a letter this day received 
~— ak. Benscl Usenpeny. ct Indianapolis. Ind., mamafactaress and job- 
bers etc., protesting against 


in pone. the allowance of rebate of 

SE rhe coments made in support of this protest confirm the views ex- 

in my above referred to, and, coming as they do from mant- 

‘acturers who use in their yoy who have made claim for re- 

bate on alcohol already used, seem to be entitled to special consideration. 
a e : “JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
“Hon. WALTER ‘ANS, 
“ House of Representatives.” 


“INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 10, 1896. 

“Dea : the trade papers that a large delegation of patent- 
fies coy ie qholeeale dreggists, and others have 
aque ae the Ways and Means Committee in favor of the McMillin 
for free alcohol. As a user of alcohol, and at the same time having a 
before the Government for the refunding of the tax on what we 
the past year, I desire to enter my protest nst this bill, 
believing it is a great wrong to the people of this country and to the Govern- 


the Government refunds the duty on alcohol 
of goods in which alcohol enters. If such is 
back to the manufacturer of goods that are 
second place, is free alcohol likely to be of benefit to 
To this I answer no. It is simply a scheme of 
t+ medicines and others to get absolute con- 

the small competitors, who are worrying 


when manufacturers of patent medicines i. his coun- 
their tions. By false representation they 
tax. the public benefited thereby? Not acent. 
the same as before, and the Government 


“ with the tobacco manufacturers. They had 

the tax repealed on peremabare’ eae tea i J r o was done they sold 

tobacco at identically same ; so far as the r man was con- 

Me == was t ==. it was belere. The re- 

large to’ man urers 

Sj oar to prevent.the Government ouing wronged, y the we of fro 

al , just as they are in the 

aS to 4 thrown around the uae. which 

the manufacturers. Those who manufacture in 

expense of supervision will be able to run 

oe POET MEN compounds tn connection with » snail ret 

compoun: connection asmall retai 

enter into competition with the large manufacturers 

y committee, not be able to stand this 

ame supervision, and the consequence will be they will have to go out 
of 


* largest uses to which alcohol is put is the cutting of shellac to 

i Almost every levee paint house the United 
their varnish,’ but if they are uired to 
stand over them and see that they use the alcohol hey buy 
SSUES EEEIE ES darewrn, inte the hands of the large mann 
tinue it, wn e o e manu- 
facturers in New York and elsewhere, who, having complete control of the 

ae take ad 
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market, will van of the situation and make exorbitant 
profits. Itis a of the fish to eat the little ones. 
“Ou! of the United States Government needs the revenue com- 
to it ~_ should have it. I would even go further than that 
reenact the law astamp should goon every bottle of patent medi- 
cine in this because these men are profits 
and can it. not advance the cost of their m nes 1 mill to 
the who buys from the retail . When this Govern- 
isona financial basis than she is it will be time enough 
for her to be and throw away revenue that rightly belongs to her. 
. P “THE A. BURDSAL Co. 
“Mr. MILLER, 


“Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C.” 


_ 1. aaitin to all 


considerations it should not be forgotten that the 
“and “sundries” schedules of Wilson bill 
section a the bill, and after its insertion 

of the du to meet this change, which was 


were 
in the protection is thereby unintentional! 
mas nthe Senate Bs Gates} in Some inetances of at least 100 per cen 
In ee fruit ethers, and in all alcoholic compounds not specially 
pe 3 Te ime 16 cur Guty to call attention to the fact that the effect 
i, so ried rtm poe plone wood-alcoh 
Dvel are 









ol 
all a It is 

000 are ann uced. 
rye l ye fom It is not 
as free alcohol for manufacturing pur- 


to be either just or wise to givea 
other ind . when one of the cer- 
-alcohol 


eal 






ly, the Government stands in danger 
now because of it, with the chance for a 


y crease as ingenuit ’ 
increase as ir Bovemme cf He provisions Govelops. The 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I consumed? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied fifty-five min- 
utes. 

Mr. MORSE. 
tion now? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes; I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr. MORSE. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky to 
base his argument upon the ground that this free alcohol was an 
excrescence on the Gormani- Wilson bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. If you remove all the excrescences upon that bill, 
will there be anything left? [Laughter | 

Mr. EVANS. Well, we propose to remove this one at least, one 
at a time in that respect. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” ‘‘No!” on the Repub- 
lican side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, 
and after my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. el shall have occupied as much time as 
Ihave taken we can probably come to some agreement as to when 
the debate shall close. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as 
there seems to be considerable uncertainty as to the length of 
time which is to be allowed for this debate, and as there are gen- 
tlemen sitting about me who represent districts in which legiti- 
mate and extensive manufactures exist which are vitally inter- 
ested in this question, I do not wish to occupy any great length of 
time myself, preferring to give those gentlemen an opportunity 
to represent their districts and the industries of those districts. 

Mr. EVANS. Did the gentleman understand my suggestion 
that he should proceed to occupy as much time as I have oceu- 
pied, and that then we might reach an understanding as to the 
time for concluding the debate? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If my colleague on the com- 
mittee can assure me that we shall have general debate on the 
bill beyond this afternoon, that may help us to come to an under- 
standing. 

Mr. EVANS. Of course I can not give the gentleman that as- 
surance, as I can not control the matter. My suggestion was that 
the gentleman should occupy the full length of time that I had 
taken, and that then we might come to an agreement. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. In any event, I should not 
think of occupying the whole of that time myself and leaving 
other gentlemen who are opposed to this bill the uncertain chance 
of securing time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been unable to agree fully with my 
colleagues on the Committee on Ways and Means in relation to 
this proposition. I agree with them more nearly this afternoon 
than I ever have before, inasmuch as the amendment is proposed 
in a way declaring for the principle of free alcohol in manufac- 
tures and arts. In the few words I shall say I am going to speak 
generally on this subject. 

I conceive it to be a policy of the Republican party that it shall 
by its legislation seek to foster, protect, and in every legitimate, 
reasonable way care for the manufacturing industries of this coun- 
try. I consider it further specifically the policy of the Republican 
party to grant free alcohol for use in manufactures and arts. I 
call the attention of this committee to the fact that the Republican 
platform of 1888—the last platform on which we stood in victory— 
as it was presented to that great Republican convention at Chicago 
by the chairman of the committee on resolutions, William McKin- 
ley, jr., of Ohio eta eee unequivocally in favor of free 
alcohol for use in manufactures and arts. And so before that 
time, and clear down until to-day, I for one recognize and declare 
it to have been the policy of the Republican party to give free alco- 
hol for use in manufactures and arts, under such rules and regula- 
tions as will protect the revenue of the Government from fraud 
in alcohol used for beverages and for purposes other than manu- 
factures and arts. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my colleague on the committee permit 
a question right there? He has stated what was the platform of 
his party in 1888; and he mentioned in connection with that the 
gentleman whose name was attached to the tariff law which was 
passed when his oe came into power. Now, is it not a fact 
that when Mr. McKinley was chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means he refused to make any provision of this kind giving 
free alcohol for use in the arts? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Let me answer my colleague, 
Without going fully into the history of this question, I will come 
directly to the answer. In the Fiftieth Congress the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, a Republican committee, in dealing with the 
Mills bill incorporated upon that measure an amendment pro- 
viding specifically, and by regulations which I believe were prac- 
ticable and feasible in their execution, for free alcohol in the 
manufactures and arts. That ended the action on the subject in 
the Fiftieth Congress. In the Fifty-first Congress we were in a 

tion to pass a completely new tariff law dealing with the cus- 
toms features and the internal-revenue features. It is a fact, as 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. McMILLIN] states, that that 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask my ques- 
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law did not contain provisions for free alcohol in manufactures 
and the arts. I do not know whether that subject was discussed 
or considered in the Committee on Finance of the Senate and the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House during that Congress. 
My understanding is that it was talked of and gone over at some 
length in the Ways and Means Committee. But what did Mr. 
McKinley and the Republican party, with which he acted, do in 
that tariff bill in the Fifty-first Congress? They had a reduced 
internal-revenue tax all along the line, lower than it is to-day by 
374 cents per commercial gallon, or something of that sort; and in 
addition to that they increased the duty on imports of manufac- 
tured articles which came into competition with domestic prod- 
ucts in the production of which alcohol was used. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend will pardon me—— 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Iam perfectly willing, if my 
friend from Tennessee would substitute the McKinley bill for this 
section and the other sections of the tariff law of 1892, to say noth- 
ing further about free alcohol. For the advantage and protection 
which the American manufacturer gets incidentally and acci- 
dentally from this section 61 which crept into the law through no 
desire of the party which my friend represents—the advantage 
which the American manufacturer from this section would 
be a mere bagatelle as compared with the advantage he would 
get from the fuil and complete provisions of the old McKinley 


Ww. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, if my friend will don me, I 
know he would not intentionally mislead the committee; and he 
will agree with me, I think, that his statement in regard to what 
was done by the committee and the House is mis] 
He says that the internal-revenue tax was reduced 37 per cent, 
but the whisky tax of 90 cents a gallon, which is the question 
involved here, was not reduced one cent. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I understand that under the 
McKinley law the tax was 37 cents less than it is now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. On alcohol? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, Then there is a variance be- 
tween my friend and myself. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, The gentleman stated that the committee 
did reduce this internal-revenue tax, whenin point of fact neither 
the committee nor that House nor that Congress reduced the gal- 
lon tax on whisky by one cent. What the gentleman possibly 


might claim is—— 
r. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I hope the gentleman will not 
My understanding is (and I am 


eee ae ee - se — _ 
aS presence of gentlemen who are acquain 
with this subject than I am) that the law—— 

A Memser. Which law? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Thelaw of 1890—the McKinley 
law, as it is commonly called—reduced the tax on the commercial 


— of alcohol by 387} cents, and on the proof gallon by 20 cents 
ess than it is to-day. 
I knew my friend was in error in that re- 


a McMILLIN. 
spec 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. But providing it did not re- 
duce it a penny, it increased the tariff rates on the manufactured 
products into which alcohol enters as a component part, and the 
advantage to the American manufacturer comes there. You took 
away that advantage and you took that protection away by the law 
of 1804, and the incidental amount of protection advan 
left by section 61, you—and I regret to say it, Republicans as 
as Democrats—propose now to take ‘ 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have been diverted from the line of argu- 
ment that I had intended to I was that it was 


licy which is held by the PRepablican party to-day; and in evi- 
. ; the amendmen colleague 


mapas © Lament S yee t which my 
[Mr. Evans] from the Ways and Means Committee has gi 
notice that he will offer some time in the discussion of this ques- 
tion. That is an amendment which recognizes that free alcohol 
shall be used in the manufactures and in the arts if regulations 
—eo effective and protective to the Government can be 
Vv 
Now, section 61 is crude and is faulty. My 
committee will bear me witness that d 
this question in the committee at no time 
section should not be repealed. It came into the bill 
but it was a declaration of a principle and policy of 
lican party. Incidentally, as | as it is on the statu 
gives the benefit and ion of alcohol to 
and the arts. But what I have contended for was : 
the re of this faulty section of the law there should be bro 
into House for its consideration some measure which 
ticable and feasible in its execution and which would guaran. 
to all our domestic manufactures free alcohol. Therefore, 


ng in this: | 


I may be allowed tosay it, I think the Republicans, my colleagues 
on the Committee on Ways and Means, not go tothe ful! ox. 
tent of their duty as Republicans in this matter. I have no con 
tention with my colleague the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Evans] as to the faults of the present law. I admit that it is yor, 
crude, that it is very ingen. though not i ible of ex- 
ecution. I have no doubt that it would cause frands on the roy... 
nues of the Government, but I do say in connection with 1 repeal 
of this provision that it is the duty of the committee and it is ¢),. 
duty of this House to try in pee ee way to prepare soine 
measure which shall be practical in its stead. 
Why do I say this, Mr. Chairman? The use of free alcoho! jn 
man and in the arts to-day is admitted in all of the ciy;- 
lized countriesabroad. Great Britain, France, Germany, Austr, 
Italy, Belgium, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Russi, and 
Switzerland all have enactments mons free alcohol for use in 
manufactures and the arts. Some of these laws have been on 
their statute books for almost. France has had such a Jaw 
since 1816, and all the evidence we can find shows that those |aws 
have operated not only to the advantage of the manufactures of 
those countries, but in no way have they interfered wit), tho 
revenues of the respective Governments from alcohol or from 
spirits used for enn, i And in further evidence of that fact 
every revision of their which any one of these countries has 
made has granted free alcohol for use in manufactures and i tho 
arts as far as practicable, and each revision, as a rule, has }een 
more liberal and comprehensive in allowing alcohol for such pur- 
than the law which preceded it. bly the most perfect 
e-alcohol law in foreign lands to-day is t of Germany, 
which, if my memory serves me right, has been in operation in 
rupee, Li present form since about 1888. England's law, 
the present law, was amended at an earlierdate, but the evidences 
is conclusive that all of these foreign countries protect and stimu- 
late their manufactures by allowing the free use of alcohol. 

Now, it seems to me perfectly clear and right from our stand- 
point as Repu and Aneto anerg e that when these foreign 
countries stimulate on er industries and their export 
trade by allowing free the same stimulus should be given 
to the trade of this country. And here let me remark that there 
is no place in the world where grain can be manufac- 
tured so ¢ y and so easily as in the United States, and the 
free use of alcohol in manufactures and the arts, accoriing to 
my idea, would afford a stimulus not only to domestic trade, but 
to our export business it would be a boon. And especially would 

producers of the country. I 

in manufacturesand the arts would 

agricultural industries of the entire 

co tly increased demand and production of grain 

alcohol for use in the industries which would be stimulated and 
extended by free alcohol. 

Nowy I say repeal section 61, if you see fit, because it is crude 
and possibly impossible of execution; but in its stead at the same 
time as you repeal it, or assoonas thereafter, give usa 
law w allow free for use in themanufactures and 
the arts. Do not let the well-defined tariff enactment 
of this Republican House of the Congress be a repeal 
of a feature of existing law without the substitution of 

eee ree protection. Do not let patriotic 
duty toa Administration entirely overweigh protect- 
ive consideration for American industries. It is very proper to 
consider the of revenue and the distressed financial con- 
eee ee t is poe: +o doi a ne tie 

¥ i not necessary t to the dic- 
tum of a Democratic Administration and in a way hostile to 


it is rather a late day to suggest that 

other enactment which shall 

im the committee to sub- 

me to be practicalle and 

One of them dealt with manu- 
where the alcohol was entirely consumed in the 
a portable form from 

toalarge num- 

y to the hatting 

many States of this 

hardware. It would 

of various things. It would apply pos 
ufactures of paints, varnishes, and that sort of 


another bill submitted, which was more extensive 
so in what I say to-day! 

in no way defending section 61 

declaring 


to the abuse of 
repeal; but 
believe 
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Nave 
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in carrying out a policy under the principles of the 
ols ua we have prescribed ourselves year after year. 
PGuing back for a moment to the foreign laws which allow free 
cohol for use in the manufactures and arts, an excellent and 
lish law. The spirits under this English 
are methylated under the supervision of Government officers. 
‘And now I want to speak for a moment about methylated alcohol 
and refer to the wood-alcohol industry. The wood-alcohol in- 
dustry is a domestic industry which I as earnestly and as heartily 
as my colleague and friend from New York [Mr. Payne] believe 
in and protecting. It makes no difference to me for 


this discussion or at this time if the industry is under the control | 


ence of a trust. 

“S AYE. If my colleague will allow me, I will say to him 
that I have no interest in the wood-alcohol industry any 
more than in any other industry in the United States. There is 
not a drop of it manufactured im my district or very near to my 
district. I believe there is some manufactured in the State of 
New York and in the State of Pennsylvania, but I have no interest 
in it any more than I have any other industry. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. You have the same interest in 
it that I have—that is, an interest in its preservation as a domes- 
tic American industry. ‘ E 

But the argument is made that the continuance of section 61, 
by authorizing the use of free grain alcohol in the manufactures 
and arts, destroys the wood-aleohol industry. I quite disagree 
with that. I ve that free alcohol allowed for the manufac- 
tures and arts would be astimulus for the wood-alcohol industry. 
The extent of the wood-alcohol industry to-day is very small. 
There is nothing better than wood alcohol with which to meth- 


ylate grain - 


alcohol, but of methylated alcohol, and thereby furnish an outlet 
and a use for an additional quantity of wood alcohol. 

Under the English law methylated alcohol is what is largely 
used in the manufactures and arts. It is a combination of per- 
haps nine in alcohol and one part wood alcohol. 
methy: spirits are under the direction of a Govern- 
ment offic'al, and the 

i to rectifiers, and to licensed methylaters. Persons are 
licensed to sell such 


; 


spirits. They are called authorized meth- | 


ylaters and retailersof such spirits, and the methylated spirits are 
authorized to be sold in quantity to any person for use in any art 
or manufacture carried on by him; to a retailer of such spirits, 
who is limited at one time to a holding of 50 gallons, and by a 
retailer to any — in a quantity not exceeding 1 gallon. 

This law has in force since 1880.. There are pee | in the 
United Kingdom 24 methylatersand 12,104 retailers of methylated 

irits. That is the way they take care of their users of meth- 
y over therein that foreign country, which sends, under 
the stimulus of the t tariff law, so many products to take 


away the trade of our crerate nes: eh rgd than 
that, they place a customs duty on every article in which spirits 
are used, inclu of methylated spirits. It seems to 


in 
me, gentlemen, only fale that we should afford to our domestic 
same stimulus and the same protection 
To iheetese take the item oe I deal 
soap. Lam not - 
nue any such fictitious manufactures and arts as my friend 
a Kentucky [Mr. Evans] made reference to. 
The of transparent soap requires the use of meth- 
rat aetat ene First, there is a duty of 8 cents per 


proof put upon methylated spirits, thus compelling the use 
of domestic spirits. there ts a duty of 6 cents per pound 
upon transparent a result of this, the importation of 


As 

meth spirits in Great Britain to-day amounts to less than 
ibid enite tee of soap amounts to less than 
no fon ghee atall. So that the whole 
G Britain is retained to their manu- 
facturers of soap by their provision in relation to the use 
of free alcohol and spirits in that manufacture. 

Now, redo: nage ag result to our industry of transpar- 


ane = oF 000 per cont on th ~ 
use yates on, when the foreign manufac- 
turers have the benefit of free ts? Why should this discrim- 


our when we have as an exam- 
eo Seow Se ‘granting free alcohol to manutectarers in 
every single coun abroad, e Who. oper- 
ating practically and preserving the other revenues “dtm Goe- 
ernments from used for other purposes? 
how much time have I remaining? 


E 


has 
pose to take up more time now, and, instead of 


minutes remaining. 








) V | seen before. 
The free use of grain alcohol in our manufac- | 


tures and arts would very largely extend the use not only of grain | 


| nations of the globe. 
These | 





from a duty of 15 per cent on soap when 
Saleckelour 


I shall yield the remainder to my colleague, the gentleman from 


Connecticut [Mr. H1i1]}. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for thirty-five 
minutes. 


Mr. HILL. I shall trust to the generosity of the House to give 


| me the rest of the time to which I would be entitled if recognized 


in my own right. I propose to discuss this question as a Repub- 
lican and a business man. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this is the most 
important question to the interests of my district of any that has 
come before Congress this session, and [respectfully ask that I may 
be allowed to use my own time to the full extent that the rules 
will permit. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to discuss this question as a Repub- 
lican and a business man. 

On the 19th of December, 1893, the Wilson tariff bill was re- 
ported to the House and passed February 1,1894. It wasamended 
634 times by the Senate, passed by that body July 3, and readopted 
by the House August 13, 1894. 1t was the Democratic expression 
of a deliberate intention to reduce duties on importations an aver- 
age of 15 per cent and to increase internal-revenue taxation about 
30 per cent. It was wickedly conceived, was delivered by abor- 
tion, and has developed into a monstrosity. It has proved a curse 
to the party that fathered it and disastrous to the home into which 
it was thrust. There has not been an hour since it was thought 
of till now when under its operations this nation has not steadily 
run into debt. 

Think of what has happened to this land of ours since March 4, 
1893. Two financial panics the like of which no living man has 
Factories closed and armies of idle men marching 
across the land demanding food and work. Business suspended 
or prosecuted at fearful loss. Public works postponed and the 
Government crippled in every branch of service. The coast de- 
fenses discontinued, so that, while we shout defiance to all the 
world, we are the objects of derision by the weakest of the civilized 
Our little Army without equipment; our in- 
fant Navy without shot or shell and only fit for pleasure cruising. 


i ee ae | Thousands of men who fought to save the Union dropped from the 
zathority to methylate is gran oO dis- | 


pension roll and thousands more whose honest claims are by tech- 
nicalities postponed and deferred while want, and destitution, and 
old age are bringing them to their graves. The postal service crip- 
pled and its wonderful growth and progress practically stopped. 

A nation which for thirty years under Republican administra- 
tion has been the wonder of the world, which in that time has had 


| @ growth in wealth, in numbers, and in the development of every 
| industrial art unequaled since creation’s dawn, this nation brought 


toa dead standstill by this full fruition and crowning glory of 
Democratic statesmanship. 

The people who make Presidents and Congressmen have learned 
well the lesson taught by sore experience, and have spoken in 
ways that do not admit of doubt, that the blunder of 1892 shall 
be corrected and the Democratic policy reversed. They mean 
that the taxes upon the products of American labor shall be re- 
duced, or, better yet, abolished altogether, and that the expenses 
of this nation shall be met from customs duties laid on foreign 
products coming into competition with our own and the balance 
paid by luxuries wherever found. To-day, without regard to 
party, the people are united on this issue in the Northern States, 
and woe to the politicians who run counter to this demand. 

Honest pay for honest work and honest work for all is the 
people’s rallying cry, and the whole brood of trusts and combina- 
tions, speculators and lobbyists, political schemers and bosses, 
must stand aside and give the procession room. 

I will stop here to give notice that I shall move an amendment 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu 
thereof the amendment proposed by the committee, the effect 
being to appoint a commission not to repeal the law, but to 
va a substitute to the next session of Congress in place of it. 

uring the summer of 1894, while the Wilson bill was pending 
in the Senate and the auction for votes for its support was going 
merrily on, and the “deadly blight of treason was blasting the 
councilsof the brave,” and the ‘“‘ communism of pelf” was dictating 
laws to a triumphant Democracy for the first time in thirty 
years in full control of the nation, the keen eye of Senator Hoar 
of Massachusetts discovered one weak spot in the enemy’s line 
and forced into the bill an amendment now known as section 61, 
which the pending measure proposes to repeal. 

It was accepted for the time being to avoid discussion, but with 
no thought of final adoption, for no Democrat in either House for 
amoment dreamed that this mass of ‘‘ outrageous discriminations” 
would come from the conference committee with any semblance 
of the Senate bill still remaining. The bill was in committee for 


. The gentleman has occupied twenty-five | forty days, until at length, with a hunger and thirst for tariff 


| reform such as never tortured Dr. Tanner for food and drink, the 


t. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- | Democratic majority swallowed it, amendments and all, at a sin- 
reserving my time, | gle gulp, and have been suffering from indigestion ever since. 
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The only feature of the whole bill that was intended to operate in 
the interest of American labor and for the benefit of home indus- 
tries was this section 61, put in by a Republican, left in by acci- 
dent, and damned by the Administration from that day to this. 
Can it be possible that this Republican House will select thus sole 
exponent of its own principles, the only leaven in the whole lump, 
the one redeeming feature of Democratic free-trade legislation, 
and repealing that, allow the rest to stand, to bring paralysis, decay, 
and death to every American oe for two years more? ‘Was 
it for this and this only that this House was made two-thirds 
Republican by an indignant — Think you that the members 
from doubtful States—yes, from any State—will glory in such a 
record as this upon the stump this fall? 

But the Secretary of the Treasury, the Democratic members of 
the Ways and Means Committee, and, I am sorry tosay, afew Re- 
publicans upon that committee, claim that because the enforce- 
ment of this law would inure to the benefit of the industries of 
this nation to the estimated amount of ten millions annually, and 
because large claims for rebates under its provisions are being 
prosecuted in our courts, it must, therefore, be repealed. I admit 
that large claims are being made; it only shows the necessity for 
the enforcement of the law. I deny that ten millions of revenue 
or one-quarter of that amount is possibly lost thus far by this one 
section of the bill, but I do know that one hundred and thirty mil- 
lions have already gone by reason of the other sections, and that 
the next two years will add another hundred millions, and all at 
the expense of our own people; and yet this committee deliber- 
ately ayeete to repeal the helpful clause and leave the rest 
untouched. 

I ask the delegation from the great State of Ohio, a State whose 
splendid champion of protection seems now to be marching with 
triumphant tread to receive the highest honors of the nation [loud 
applause on the Republican side], if this is the advance message 

ay which they will send out of the gloom and darkness 
of the past four years to the struggling industries of this land? 

I ask the alone from William L. Wilson’s district in West 
Virginia if this is the protection that he taught to his mountaineers 
in 1894? Didthe members from North Carolina and Tennessee tell 
their constituents then that the internal revenue would be in- 
creased and the Wilson tariff duties left untouched? Was it for 
this that the woolgrowers of Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, and the 
Dakotas sent their members here, to tax alcohol in the industrial 
arts 700 per cent and keep wool on the free list, and so maintain 
the Wilson tariff price of 5 cents a pound? 

Dare the gentlemen from the grain-raising States go back to 
their constituents and tell them that the only tariff legislation that 
they have succeeded in passing was to put the highest tax in all 
the world upon the farmer's grain, and thereby narrow the mar- 
ket which Wilson tariff bill by accident had broadened? Will 
the gentlemen from New York and Pennsylvania enjoy telling 
their constituents that they have put the whole of the magnificent 
industries of those States under tribute to one little trust in a few 
counties there with an entire annual output of only $1,800,000? 

And yet this is what must be done if this bill is passed, for it 
will be the only tariff legislation of this session, and if adopted by 
this Republican House will be gladly ratified by a Democratic 
Senate and approved, as it has already been demanded, by a free- 
trade Administration. 

That there may be no misunderstanding about this matter, I 
wish to quote the section to which reference is made and show the 
action of the Administration in regard to its enforcement. It 
reads as follows: 

manufacturer finding i use alcohol in the or i 
ene ect aaa me aca eh 
of internal revenne for the district wherein hi resides or one on business 
that he has complied with swch regulations has used such alcohol therein, 
and exhibiting and delivering — stamps which show that a tax has been 

d thereon, shall be entitled to receive the of the United 

tates a rebate or payment of the tax so paid. (28 Stat. L., 567.) 

This was not a new proposition, for on the 22d day of June, 1888, 
William McKinley, jr,,chairman of the committee on resolutions, 
read to a Republican national convention, of which many mem- 
bers of this Hause and some of the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee were a , that splendid enunciation of the 
doctrine of protection which has never been equaled in the his- 
oe of the party and which has ibly made his name immortal, 
and therein specifically dec for free alcohol in the arts and 
sciences, and if less revenue was desired for the entire abolition 
of internal taxes rather than a reduction of the duties on im- 


ports. 

Has it come to this, that because the Democrats in this Congress 
refuse to vote for a revenue tariff bill to furnish means to main- 
tain an Administration of their own, we must violate our prin- 
ciples and repudiate our pledges to the le? 

n, for provisions look- 


either was it a new legislative 
ing to the mame teeull wen adaek Ea en bill in 1888, and the 


report of the Senate Committee on Finance refers to it in this lan- 
guage: 
Senate Report No. 2332, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, i 2 " 
report (to accompany bill H. R. 9051). ee, Submitted the followi 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. ;) 
reduce taxation and wv the laws in relation to the collection of tho ».. 
enue, respectfully report: a 

+ os * + . * * 

The provisions of the substitute which allow the use of al e indn 
trial arte free from taxation would prove of great benefit to oe umbe 
of important manufactures. Alcchol is used in the production of mors +). 
500chemical and pharmaceutical prepa: ations and in many of the mec); ical 
and industrial arts, and its use in all these directions would be lare.... 
tended if the onerous tax should be abolished. The heavy tax upon a\:.),, 
unnecessarily increases the price of many manufactu roducts, with no 
Ss benefit except the resulting revenue, whieh is now unneces. 

Every reason that justified a Republican Senate in such action 
then justifies the ee House now in demanding the execy. 
tion of this law; and I can go even further than that, and assert 
that we have the very best Democratic authority for the state- 
ment that revenue need not be considered, for only a few days 
ago when the report upon *‘filled cheese” came in I found this 
statement therein: 


The Treasury does not need replenishment, even if revenue should arise 
from this bill. We have of available cash in the Treasury more than $i. 
000,000 over and above the gold reserve. ae 

H. G. TURNER 


BENTON McMILLIN. 
J. L. McLAURIN. 

So this remarkable spectacle is presented of Democrats yoting 
for this bill in order to perpetuate the customs schedule of tho 
Wilson bill and Republicans elected for the express purpose of 
“Es out that legislation soap: Nee in preserving it. 

his talk of a loss of eleven ons of revenue per annum be. 
cause of this measure is the veriest nonsense, prompted by a Dem- 
ocratic official to prevent the enforcement of the law, and no one 
knows this better than the author of this rt. 

At the end of the fiscal year of 1895, which covered ten months 
of the law, the claims for rebates were for 317,890 proof gallons, or 
about $317,890. 

On November 30, 1895, the A: -General reports the amount 
to be, for fifteen months, nearly $2,500,000, a sum less by far than 
that which has been openly asserted upon the floor of this House 
to be annually stolen in the administration of the United States 
courts by marshals’ and witnesses’ fees. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If it is agreeable to my col- 
league, I hope he will read a letter which I know he has received 
from the Attorney-General as to the facts in this matter. 

Mr. HILL. If I have timeI will read it; but I will put it in the 
Rrcorp. I wrote to the a for a tabulation of 
these c I read this report the Committee on Ways 
and Means, saying this Government was receiving $11,((W0),() a 
year in claims; and I sat down and wrote to the Attorney-General 
for a tabulation of the claims he had received. The letter is as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Washington, D. C., May /,, 1896. 
e to give you 
atin eee oe oe aenenes to 
pon alcohol. There ha m commenced be- 
their by day on the docket with 
of Clasalt'yin them with refer- 
separate examination of each individual petition. 
i so inadequate for the work to be done in this De- 
partment that it would be next to impossible to do this in time to be of any 


is briefly this: Commencing with about December 

}, See ohne) 4 ang Sage these suits have been commenced in the Court of 
weer by attorneys. There are other attorneys who have larze 
numbers of aims who ey Ademeles ad pred on them, thinking it as well 
of law are and then one suit cover 

obvious that as to those who commenced 

been sroning. Sok as they continue 

the amounts stated in the petitions do not ale 

hich the individual would have were 


ti already commenced (each day 
increases the number). Theaggregate of the amounts claimed in those pet! 
is about $1.800,000, bat as of them were commenced nearly © year 
Shea bait cu, ft © posbage met from correct to say that the present 
ted by those suits aggregate about double 
000, 
of Internal Revenue that approx!- 
in such a way as to come within the terms 
ie Presumably, however, the 500 who have 
shall eo. any informati verage than those who have not. | 
‘ iapoe at ef te in my power on this subject, and if 
it is t the exact panagunaiion for ae yest letter should 
fo directing their work may be sent by 0 ng the petitions 
for them and aay Fan ks _ 
Obiel Guanes in referred to me for the reason that the suits int 
are in my charge. 
ar vs J. E. DODGE, 
Assistant Attorney-Gencral. 
Hon. E. J. Hin, 


House of Representatives. 











amount of the claims in this computation is 
su 0 600, but as many of them were commenced rs 
: ar and @ half ago, it is perhaps but fair for me to say that 
ye rea my oss oults would agere- 
ble the sum, about $3,600,000 up to this time, so that 
gee en that anybody knows anything about is less than 
$2,000,000 per year. Now, one man’s guess is just about as good 
as another man’s guess, especially when he does not know any- 
thing about it, and it seems a very strange thing that a committee 
as important as the Ways and Means Committee of this House 
srould have made a statement of that kind, when it was perfectly 
ible to get the actual factsin the case by simply doing asI did, 
y writing a letter to the Department and finding out; and it 
seems to me that that alone invalidates all the rest of the propo- 
sition that they have presented on this subject. y 
The fact of the case is that the estimate of $11,000,000 is the 
wildest kind of an estimate, ori y made years ago and based 
on calculations made by David A. Wells, of the quantity of alco- 
hol used in the arts and sciences before any tax was put on it, but 
that since that was done and the cost so enormously increased 
other and cheaper substitutes have been necessitated in order to 
meet foreign competition with untaxed spirits, with the result 
that greatlyinferior products have been produced. No one knows 
except from the claims presented what amount is used, but every- 
coe Knows that if this law were enforced the amount would be 
enormously increased. 
The census rts for 1890 show the use of alcohol by whole- 
salers and man urers to have been 5,425,791 proof gallons, and 
from this must be deducted the wood alcohol product before any 
definite conclusion can be reached, so that a fair assumption is 
that two and one-half million dollars will represent the full amount 
and that the entire rebate provided for has been claimed to date. 
In a letter from the present Commissioner himself, in 1887, he 
says: 


I would not venture tosay that the quantity so used was greater than 5,000,- 
000 gallons. 


Directl u this question, I wish to quote from a re- 
nade pete fitheth Con, extracts from letters of Emil 
oe and David A. Wells. . Kipper says: 


Whatever the amount, there is no question that the consumption of alcohol 
used in the arts has been peepaneny reGaced by the high tax, and the best 
illustration of what would be used in the arts if the duty were removed is 
contained in D, A. Wells's letter of October 11,1887, who,as special commis- 
sioner of revenue, has a more intimate knowledge of the whole subject than 


any other known source. 

A result of removing the tax on spirits, never touched u by either part 
up to this is this: The reduced cost of — on abolition of tax will 
enlarge the field that a whole c of products now limited 
would be revi not only for home consumption, but for export, and this 
we be felt the agriculturist in inc demand for 
It is fair to that increased consumption of spirits for indus- 
purposes were the tax repealed would foster and benefit so numerous 
channels of trade that the most sanguine estimates now suggested will be 


oly ae. 

You have prepedly noticed that the present tax aids the combination of 
distillers in orts to increase the price of spirits to the detriment of 
the consumer, since there is five times as much capital employed to pay the 
tax as would be required to uce the spirits were the tax repe . A 
distiller may have sufficient capital to produce the spirits, but he needs 
quintuple the amount Se peg on and conduct his distillery business. 

Since the whisky com e@ price of alcohol has been advanced from 


98 to $2.13, the tax. would show an advance of 50 per cent 
S ~ deducting ao per ce 
Pie to advise the Government in to the methyla- 


tion of spirits tor use in the arts stated that by charcoal filtration and sub- 
sequent the wood alcohol could be separated from the methyl- 
oe eee adversely as to the introduction of a methylated 
act similar to force in England. 


the one 
In reply to this I inclose an abstract of the German law, where all the dif- 
ficulties have now been overcome and the revenue protected. 
The German law went into effect last October, and if any interest is felt I 
can procure the details and probably opinions as to its working effect. A 


of the as it seems to me, will convince the authorities that 
sald bean genetiebie the Union States as in Germany. 
Mr. Wells says: 


a 


Norwicnu, Conn., October 11, 1887. 


Dear Str: * * * Prior to the imposition of any taxes on distilled spirits, 
or before the war, I am of the opinion that at least 33 per cent of the whole 
product of the a. in 1860 was probably about 90,000,000 proof 
gallons, was the arts and industries. * * * 

For a period of a half cent vious to 1860 the manufacture of 


> ieee trom all specific taxation or super- 
ational or State Governments, and being produced 
nt to the localities where this cereal 
extent also from corn that was damaged and 
at a very low price, the average 


i 
: 


it 
sie 
: 
iif 
Bi 


the four years next preceding 1862 having been 
tine cents with oininieeeme price durin the same time 
iss, cunts per the market of Ww for August, 


as “closingdull” atl3 cents pergalion. The 
the above noted ranged from 40 

the consumption of dis- 

to the war, for a great variety of 
a practical illustration of the curi- 
consumption, and also of what may 
axiom in political economy, namely, that 


fi 
i 


eae 
i 


limit to the consum: of any useful com- 
modity, aa E Gellegiion af cnt on t is ht 
within ae - or price broug 
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The excessive cheapness of alcohol aiso led to its most extensive use for 
fuel in manufacturing and in domestic culinary operations, for bathing and 
cleaning, for the manufacture of varnishes, vinegar, imitation wines, flavor- 
ing extracts, perfumery, patent medicines, white lead, percussion caps, hats, 
photographs, tobacco, and a great variety of other purposes. 

The immediate effect of this imposition and rapid increase of internal taxes 


upon distilled spirits was a series of industrial and commercial phenomena 
more remarkable than anything of the kind before recorded in economic 
history; and yet so completely was the attention of the American people en- 
grossed at this time in other and greater events—events affecting their very 
existence as a nation—that the results referred to did not so much as create 
a ripple in public opinion, and were barely adverted to, if noticed at all, in 


the columns of the public press. In short, the influence of these taxes was 
to entirely and rapidly revolutionize great branches of domestic industry, 
and in some instances to utterly destroy them. . 

My opinion now is that not more than 10 per cent, as a maximum, of the pres- 
ent product of distilled spirits in the United States is used for industrial, 
artistic, or medicinal purposes. 

If the present tax of 90 cents per proof gallon could be reduced to 50 cents, 
the rate established from 1868 to 1872, I have no doubt that the use of aleohol 
for industrial and medicinal purposes would be very largely increased, cheap 
ening many manufactured products, enlarging the market for the same 
both at home and abroad, and without occasioning any material reduction of 
the national revenues. 

Iam, yours, most respectfully, 


Mr. WILLIAM F. Switzer. 

Mr. Chairman, there seem to be three parties interested in the 
repeal of this law. First, the whisky trust, from profit; second, 
the wood-alcohol trust, from the same motive, but, as I think, 
mistakenly; and third, the Democratic party, from principle, hon- 
estly believing in large internal revenues and low customs duties. 
In full accord with this idea, immediately upon the passage of the 
law, when manufacturers applied for regulations as required by 
section 61, a positive refusal was given, based upon the — 
excuse that the Department vas unable to formulate regulations 
that would protect the Government from fraud, and this in the 
face of the fact that such regulations for accomplishing this object 
had some time before been prepared in the Department at the 
request of a Senator and had been submitted by him as an amend- 
ment to the bill while it was pending in the Senate. 

And this, too, in the face of the further fact that such regula- 
tions had been for years and still are in daily operation for the use 
of either methylated spirits or pure grain alcohol free of tax in the 
industrial arts, etc., in Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, 
Austria-Hungary, the Netherlands, Belgium, Spain, Sweden, 
Norway, Denmark, Greece, Switzerland, and Portugal, with every 
one of which countries we are to-day competing in the manufac- 
ture of products in which alcohol is a constituent part. Is it im- 
possible for American ingenuity and Yankee skill to do that which 
all these foreigners have successfully accomplished? The refusal 
to obey the law was couched in the following language, and the 
only thing that has been done by this Administration is to endeavor 
to secure its repeal: 

Srr: Your communication of yesterday in reference to the execution of 
section 61 of the act of August 28, 1804, and advising me that, for the reasons 
therein stated, you “are unable to prepare any set of regulations which would 
yield adequate protection to the Government and the honest manufacturer 
without official supervision, which has not been provided for by Congress,” 
is received. I have also given much attention to the subject, and have fully 
considered all the arguments and suggestions submitted by the parties inter- 
ested in the execution of the section of the statute referred to, and have ar- 
rived at the conclusion that until further action is taken by Congress it is 
not possible to establish and enforce such regulations as are absolutely neces- 
sary for an effective and beneficial execution of the law. 

You are therefore instructed to take no further action in the matter for 


the present. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


DAVID A. WELLS. 


Respectfully, 

Hon. J. 8. MILER, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman think we could bring meth- 
ylated spirits into this country without escaping taxation? 

Mr. HILL. I do not see whyit is not possible except under the 
unfriendly disposition of this Administration. 

Mr. STEELE. You could bring in methylated spirits from 
Germany or England or any other country and take them down 
to the chemist, and in an hour and a half he will fix them so that 
they would be fit to drink. 

Mr. HILL. The trouble with this bill is the indisposition of 
the Democratic Administration to support the law. There was a 

roposition submitted by the manufacturers of my State. Your 
nternal Revene Commissioner said it was most feasible. 

Mr. STEELE. Yet we had hearings of parties from different 
parts of the country, and not a single party, in my recollection, 
said so. 

Mr. HILL. Itis perfectly puerile to say that they had hearings 
before the committee. How could the manufacturers know that 
there were hearings before the committee? I, a member of Con- 
gress, in daily attendance, did not hear of it, and how could the 
manufacturers receive any such information? 

Mr. EVANS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a gues- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EVANS. Do you think that section 61 of the Wilson bill, 
that is sought to be repealed, conferred on the Secretary or the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue power or authority over 
methylated spirits? 





- if this section is re 
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Mr. HILL. I have this to say: These ons could be put 
in force if the Ways and Means Committee in this matter 
not yielded to the dictates of the Democratic Administration 
{loud applause), and they should have provided regulations to 
put it into effect rather than have this section repealed. My 
time is limited and I shall have to take all the rest of the time, 
but I think I will cover the grounds of the gentleman’s question 
before I get through. 

The date of this letter is October 6, 1894; so that it only took 
the Secretary of the Treasury thirty-nine days to decide not to en- 
force a law which was — forty days in conference commit- 
tee of the House and Senate. Ihave been informed that certain 
manufacturers of so-called bitters, who at first eagerly claimed 
the rebate under the law, suddenly discovered that the greatly 
reduced cost of their product was certain to invite an enormously 
increased competition in the manufacture and sale of articles of a 
similar kind, and that they at once became actuated by the same 
philanthropic motives which now prompt the whisky trust to 
mourn a possible loss to the revenues of Government, so that 
they now appear as the most ardent and enthusiastic advocates 
of the repeal of the rebate law. 

Mr, Chairman, it has been a surprising thing to me during the 
few months that I have been a member of this body to see how, 
even on political lines, this House and its committees have uni- 
formly oars the recommendations and s tions of Depart- 
ment offic in framing legislation. We did finally secure a seed 
distribution too late for any practical use. ene Wehave 

x1 a postal bill with which many are dissatisfied, in order to 
eep within an income, for the cutting down of which no one on 
earth is so responsible as the present Postmaster-General, Mr. 
William L. Wilson. [Loud applause on the Republican side. 
The sugar bounties voted by the last am yng are still unpaid, 
and Bowler reigns supreme. We have tried to humor this Demo- 
cratic Administration with a revenue tariff bill,and even before 
we had recovered from the nausea occasioned by it they flung it 
back in our faces as unworthy of themselves or of us, and now 
demand an increase of internal-revenue taxation in place of it. 

Oh, for one straight, square, oe honest, manly declara- 
tion of Republican tariff ee bes a House of Representatives 
elected by the people on that issue on that alone! oes 

This is our opportunity to say to the industries o: land, 
‘“Wecan and will at least stop the increase of internal-revenue 
taxation now, and if you stand by the pore in November another 
ao will ge a tariff a _— Y Apel ain to the 

erican people the prosperity o ‘ use. 

Let me give yeia Hershoal oesteation & the effect of this bill 
upon a single itdustry in this country. I refer to the manufac- 
ture of hats. The cost of a proof m of alcohol is 15 cents. 
Commercial alcohol is 188° proof and is worth 28 cents. The tax 
on a proof gallon is $1.10 and on the commercial article is $2.07, 
or between 700 per cent and 800 per cent. The competing Eng- 
lish manufacturer is allowed to use methylated spirit, or a mix- 
ture of 10 per cent of wood alcohol with 90 per cent of grain 
alcohol, free of tax, which costs him 80 cents. The cost of alco- 
hol for stiffening a dozen hats thus becomes $1.25 here as against 
15 cents there. Aside from this the labor cost is more than four 
times as much here, and tne use of machinery, contrary to the 
prevailing idea, is far more prevalent there than here. In this 
country a man who works at stiffening hats gets $25 per week, 
whereas in Stockport, England, and in ee in ium, he 
ere x. And yet the Wilson bill at the same time that 

t added to the cost by increased taxation here reduced the duties 
15 per cent on the imported article, thus seriously handica g 
the American producer. There have been more failures in the 
hat trade in my own district in two years under the Wilson bill, 
both in number and amount, than in any ten years before. The 
high tax has led the use of wood in the finest 
bei Prior id 1894 or alcohol Le $1. = —— 

iately upon passage of section cen’ 
but when Mr. Carlisle refused to enforce Mts isions it advanced 
to 90 cents—now $1.05. Whatour manuf; now fear is that 
ed it will go back to $1.40 as before. I said 
that the wood alcohol trust was urging this 
their own interest. I believe that the untax 
spirits would make a larger demand for their product than now, 
and I cite the following opinion of one of their own agents in 
support of that claim: 
New York, March 11, 1896. 


My Dar Mr, Mernrrt: I have your favor of thel0th. Concerning methyl- 
ated greta alcohol, my opinion is that the best interests of the Government 
and the consumers wiil be obtained by following the f custom of add- 
2a Shoat one Senta 4f weed sleek ee methylated spirits 
for commercial use. By this plan protection is afforded Government and 

to manufacturers who are to 


at the same time the n relief —— 
it protects the capital already in in 
in this ‘try. 


country. 

the mstimptgn of sellne the use of methylated 
Stan deere waht Geena on of ehelae varaieh abo t 0 pee 
hol over the present basis. 


eT da, 
use of methylated 


It seems unwise and unjust that Government should 
ted and enormous — _— oa put such an un- 


and the plan of meth lated op ite has the borane of a long oi for the arts, 
trial in foreign coun woe Government would do well to study 
Very truly, yours, y. 


Mr. CHARLEs H. Merrtrr, W. F. ARMSTRONG. 


Danbury, Conn. 

Mr. Armstrong represents the New York Shellac Company 
are agents for refined wood alcohol made by F. J. Bay wot ng 

But whether this is so or not is of little moment, for there ars 
other and graver reasons than mere profit and loss for discon tiny. 
ing the use of the article in any manufacturing process wherg 
men inhale its fumes or it comes in contact with the person. 

The first time that this subject was brought to my attention was 
upon the complaint of the a and not of the manufactur. 
ers, and the question of profit was not considered, but only its 
injurious effect the workmen. There were submitted to tho 
Committee on Ways and Means petitions of employees in large 
numbers nst its use, and certificates of reputable physicians 
that it produced blindness and pence destruction of health. [f 
n such testimony could be multiplied to almost any ex. 
tent, and I have knowledge of the truth of some of the 
statementsmade. Inmy judgment the use of wood alcohol should 
be forbidden by law in cases where its fumes are inhaled by 
employees. Even the committee se page 7 of their report that 
“it is poisonous and not usable as a beverage, and is, therefore, not 
taxed. Itis not as good as grain alcohol nor so cheap as free al- 
cohol for manufacturing purposes, but amply suffices in many 
cases.” In that single sen the committee have given away 
their whole case, ous,” therefore not taxed. More ex. 
pensive than free alcohol, but will answer as a substitute. If you 
are going to tax either, let it be the inferior, dear, and poisonons 
article, and give to the manufacturers of the land the best, the 
cheapest, and the healthiest one. 

Another reason given by the committee why this law should be 

was that the “ to exi industries would be 
greater than any possible benefits which could be derived from put- 
ting section 61 in operation,” and the existing industry cited is 
wood alcohol. I was glad to hear a leading member of the Ways 
and Means Committee a few days ago, when announcing his oppo- 
sition to the tax on “ filled cheese,” declare that he never would 
vote to tax one ind to 


ustry to sustain 
this House now that, aside 


ing to enforce this law, and if repealed it will be at the insatiable 
demands of the wood-alcohol and whisky trust, that they may 
be supported at the expense of nearly 50 per cent of the other in- 
dustries of this land. The wood-alcohol trust claimed before the 
i factories in the United States em- 

mced fifteen to twenty 

,000 gallons of wood 

reduced the number 

eanital an ee that 

to “several million 

claimed is only 


was only $1,885,459, 

valued at $315,430; 

, 607, and 917,605 gal- 
$956,432. 


t, v 
ourth district of Connecticut, in hatting alone, 
Sag Gt & poche: af SAGAR RRA Om ine sumwes Tenens chow 
outa near. census reports show 
for the entire this country 810 establishments, with a 
: ,876, with See, so ey eenats 08 
n wages, a 9 ; any is industry, 
large as it is, is insignificant to the aggregate of indus- 
tries which use either alcohol or some inferior or — — 
§ 18 nota 


manufacturing processes. 
the single industry of fur felt hats, where 
monopolized the production, to- 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
Ohio, Indiana, [linois, and 


in the country, 

on cigars, and 

cloth. The increase 

per cent in New 

cent in the West, 

of the — 
moving wes 

the fact, is located 

ton, in the State of 


in the following 








1896. 






order with reference to the income tax returned last year from 
manufacturing and mercantile corporations, taking the highest 


ten only: 

srat Tilinols .-.-----.<- aamade $504,000 | First Missouri-............... $222, 000 
Firth New Jersey ....------- = $62,000 | Connecticut ----.---.-.--.---- 200,000 
Third Massachusetts ...-- -.-- 297,000 | First Pennsylvania........... 186, 000 
pwenty-third Pennsylvania... 201,000 | First California --............ 106,000 
swend New YOrk.....------- 285,000 | First Ohio ......2 220222227777 97, 000 


And though ad the returns from individual manufacturers 
and merchants woul make some slight change in the order, it 
would not wrest the supremacy from the First Illinois district, so 
that he who votes upon this bill with the idea that he will help or 
hurt a single section of the’country only will make a very great 
ae peculiar feature of this whole thing is that, while it 
seems to be impossible under a Democratic Administration to 
frame tions for the use of the American product, there is 
no trouble whatever in regard to the foreign article, and, while we 
are taxing our own citizens 700 per cent, under section 22 of the 
same bili, we are permitting foreign alcohol to be imported, used 
in man g processes in this country, and exported again, 
all free of duty, so that the same man can manufacture for for- 
eign trade wit foreign alcohol at 28 cents a gallon, and for the 
American consumer he must ~_* a gallon, and yet a Re- 
publican Congress is seriously asked to vote for such a thing as 
that as protection to American industry and to help enlarge the 
market for American farmers’ grain products. But even worse 
than this is shown by the gp oaeagy Ao } 4 —— —— Cartridge 
Com , of Bridgeport, Conn., tha ore section 61 was en- 
acted “1 aleohol was withdrawn from distillery warehouses in the 
United States, shipped in bond to Canada to used under their 
liberal laws in the manufacture of fulminate of mercury, and said 
fulminate of eee oeeneny returned to the United States, 
thus ena Canada to build up a prosperous en 2 the 
expense of country. Is not this Administration satis with 
the absolute surrender by the Wilson bill of the markets of the 
United States to the natural products of Canada that they should 

such legislation as to encourage and strengthen her 
man ing industries also? 

It is also claimed that the Government might as well have the 
revenue, because if the law is enforced and the tax rebated the 
few manufacturers and not the many employees or the still larger 
body of consumers would get the benefit of it. I want to say that 
this same cry, that the manufacturer was getting all of the benefits 
of and the worki little or none, was what elected 
Grover Cleveland in 1892, and that it actually needed the Wilson 
bill to convince by a hard and bitter experience that no greater 
mistake was ever made, and to-day the most enthusiastic and 
almost uncontrollable advocates of Presidential candidates are 
those very men who are now, without regard to any other issues, 


demanding protection to American labor. 
The from 


gentleman Kentucky [Mr. Evans], who submitted 
this report, is four behind the nel and while his statement 
may be and is entirely true that the consumer would 


get no benefit from a reduction of the tax upon the Blue Grass 
whisky for which his State is famous, it is absolutely wrong in its 
to the useful industries of the country. 

There is business man, no manufacturer upon the floor of 
this House, and noman anywhere who is at all familiar with the 
course of trade, who does not know that in the keen competi- 
pt of business leone ~ few years = all ae of nope indus- 

every processes of manufacture and every 
reduction of cost instantly inures to the benefit of the consumer 


rl 


and that the reduced are fixed long before the are 
made, and based wholly upon an estimated cost from which per- 
centages for ible economies are taken off rather than margin 

for profit as in former years. I challenge contradiction of 


a fixed price, and certain dealers in whisky, under the guise of 
“bitters,” testified that the repeal or enforcement of this law 
would make no change in their prices to consumers, is no proof 


whatever the general ition that all staple products 
of arenas are Gonntantty cheapening to the consumer in 
pews rupesion to the cost of production. I can take the mem- 
_ Brooklyn, Yonkers, So th Nore alk pesbary Fall fiver 
uth Norwalk, ; ver, 

wd Haver show them thousands of dozens of hats bein 

made to-day on t per dozen than is represen 

by the increased cost of al ees 5 under the Wilson bill. And 
this Sie, Bae is asked to unite with a Democratic 
and and put upon these men taxes which 
the law says shall be remitted, forsooth, that the Canadian lum- 
ber Some into free competition with Maino 
keeping revenue bill, 
pigeonholed in the Senate; for bear 
question whether public money shall be 


» home industries, but rather the . whether h 
Sea ene tees Ons reverse, whether home 
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competition to the foreign manufacturer. And yet this commit- 
tee talks of this rebate as ‘‘the bestowal of a bounty to one set of 
industries to enable them to destroy another.” Bounty, indeed! 
The bounty in the Wilson bill is given to Canada and Great 
Britain, and that they leave untouched, but hasten to load upon 
an American industry, almost crushed now, an additional burden 
of $2,750,000, or $1.10 extra cost upon 2,500,000 dozen of fur hats, 
to say nothing of far greater interests involved in other lines. I 
can see the bounty in permitting bourbon whisky to remain in 
bond eight years without payment of the tax, and making an allow- 
ance for leakage and shrinkage while it improves by age, but 
when a manufacturer advances the tax and only gets it back when 
he proves that the pure spirit has been used in an honest industry, 
I can see no bounty there. 

This proposed legislation is in utter violation of every Repub- 
lican principle, and, however strongly urged by a bankrupt Dem- 
ocratic Administration, should be opposed by every Republican 
here, as it has already been by nearly every one in the Senate. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

This is not a question of individual members of Congress being 
affected by the action of the House, though in the aggregate, per- 
haps, that is more important than the geographical location of a 
Presidential nominee. It is simply and solely a question of the 
principles of taxation. If the Republican party is right in its 
teachings, its members here can not vote for the unconditional 
repeal of section 61. If free trade is the best policy, this is a firm 
step in that direction, and a long step in advance of even the Eng- 
lish system. As for me, I am ready to tax alcohol when used for 
drinking purposes, as I would wine or any other luxury, but I 
can see no more reason for taxing alcohol when used purely for 
manufacturing and the arts than for putting 700 per cent tax on 
the grain from which it is made, or on pig iron, leather, wool, or any 
other domestic product. Rather than reverse the principle in- 
volved in section 61, I would vote to abolish the entire internal- 
revenue system, with its spies and detectives and the infamous 
brood of parasites that have fastened themselves upon our courts 
because of it, and by so abolishing it take the Government out of 
the rum business and dissolve forever its unholy partnership with 
the whisky trust. [Loud ees 

Wood alcohol, the poisonous product of the wild woodlands of 
the country, is distilled and put upon the market free of tax, while 
the corn of the South and the wheat and rye of the West, the 
laborious yom, of honest toil, are punished by putting upon 
grain alcohol the largest tax known to our laws. 

Mr. Chairman, this House will soon adjourn and its members 
will engage in the discussion of the issues of a national election. 
One of the two dominant, overshadowing questions will be again, 
as it was in 1894, protection or free trade. Pass this unconditional 
repeal and every Republican speaker's mouth is stopped and every 
argument gone, for deeds speak louder than words and recorded 
votes outweigh fair promises. I vote for free American alcohol 
in the industrial arts and sciences, and for giving it at least an 
equal chance with the foreign product. 

Where is the Republican that can dispute the justice of that 
vote? Where is the Republican that can explain to his constitu- 
ents a vote for the exact reverse of this? On the*one side is a 
free-trade President, a Democratic Senate, and a minority of this 
House; on the other the disheartened and discouraged industries 
of this country, and joined with them the thousands of men and 
women who are only asking the poor privilege of an equal oppor- 
tunity to compete on equal terms with the labor of other lands. 
On which side will this great Republican majority be found? 

Mr. Chairman, no man can hold in higher esteem than I do the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who compose the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee of this Republican House. Charged with the grave responsibil- 
ity of providing revenue for the maintenance of the Government, 
at the same time they must guard with jealous care the welfare 
of that magnificent system of manufactures which under Re- 
publican protection has made the United States the leading indus- 
trialnationofthe world. Totheone solitary, lonely representative 
of those interests upon that committee, my colleague [Mr. Russe.u 
of Connecticut], who through all this session has stood for right 
and justice in the consideration of this bill I have only words of 
hope and courage. To the six lawyers upon that committee who 
represented the Democratic party I extend my congratulations 
upon the ability and skill by which they have, in this report, won 
a strong indorsement for the underlying principles of the Wilson 
bill, for which they were responsible. [Applause.] To the ten 
remaining lawyers who make up the balance of the Republican 
committee I have this to say: If the unconditional repeal of sec- 
tion 61 is a foretaste of what you have in store for the industries 
of this land when the Republican hosts shall have marched 
again to a hard-won victory in November next, see to it that you 
write it clear and large upon the party platform at St. Louis on 
June 16 that high internai-revenue and low customs duties will 
be the guiding principle of the next campaign, for an honest 
declaration is better far than any false pretense. But if you 
would have us fight again the battle which we fought and won 
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in 1894,send back this bill to the Democratic Administration from 
whence it came, or, better still,amend it to an enforcement on 
protection lines, and from each so-called doubtful State every Re- 
publican nominee, from governor down to sheriff, will once more 

ive to you a true Republican greeting, as they do now. [Pro- 
fuged applause. | 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
8282, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
oint resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 837) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig 
ae to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 149) extending the benefits of sections 
1426 and 1578 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 
ay Py the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8, 3182) cones a pension to Susan E. Cunningham—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved August 
8, 1894—to the Committee on the Territories. 
anting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 


A bill (8. 3133) 
Olin—to the Co ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 
Belvidere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
ea pill (9. 2477) ti in f pension to Robert P 

(S, 2477) granting an increase of pension rt P. 
Wild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2836) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis V. 
Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2117) fc the relief of Mrs, George Pauls—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1832) to define the is of purchasers under mort- 
gages autho by an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, 
concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

» MARTIN VS. LOCKHART. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. 8S er, I desire to present a 
oo report. Iam directed by Committee on Elections 

0. 2 to present the report in the contested-election case of Mar- 
tin vs. Lockhart, from the Sixth Congressional district of North 
Carolina. The majority report in favor of seating Mr. Martin, 
the contestant, and I that the report be printed. I presume 
there ought to be a time fixed when the minority shall present 
their views if they desire to do so, as the day of adjournment is 
ae | near at hand. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILry] in- 
tends, I believe, to ees a statement of the views of the minor- 
7s Task that he be allowed until Saturday to do so. 

r. STRODE of Nebraska. That is too late. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the views of the mi- 
nority may be filed on or before Saturday next. 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. coe) 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I suggest that the minority file 


their views by Thursday. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, My reason for na Saturday was that the 
gentleman from Texas is to be absent for two days; but if the 
chairman will make it Friday, that will ee be satisfactory. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Very w 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Friday is agreed upon between the chairman 
of the committee and myself, Mr. 8 . 

The SPEAKER. Then, if there be no objection, the minority 
will be allowed until Friday to present their views. 

Mr. KEM. Lobject, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 


b . : 
. ite STROD me ebraska. I desire to oa, Se. Speaker 


that 
the gentleman is preventing a proceeding w. would probabl 
tend to sent  masmaber of his ea perty. : ae 


May 25, 


a rn re ee 
ee The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kru] 

objects. 

Mr. KEM. If it be in order, I would like to reply to 
man at this time. my te Mo gentle. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. LEIsENnRING, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. LEFEvER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in hig 
ey. 
To Mr. Brum, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. Russe.t of Georgia, for ten days, on account of im. 
portant business. 

To Mr. Sperry, for ten days, on account of important business 

To Mr, BuLL, for ten days, on account of important business, 

To Mr, Tracey, for ten days, on account of important business, 

The motion of Mr. Evans was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the , transmitting, with certain recommendations, a draft 
of a bill revising the mileage allowances of the Steamboat Inspec- 
tion Service, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and orderej 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under Clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were seyer- 
ally re from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
to appropriate $100,000 for sinking artesian, wells in tie caster 

app ; or in the eastern 
pons of the State of Colorado, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1996); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, upon request of Mr. De Armonn, 
the bill of the House (H. R. 4448) to i all Visions of the 
law for the = ee tates one-half of the 
appropriations for the of Columbia with the adverse 
re (No. 1978) accompanying the same, were taken from the 
table and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the veto message of the President of the United 
States on the bill of the House (H. R. 577), entitled ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Lydia A. Taft, as the widow of Lowell Taft, a 
guivule of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teers,” the same, accompanied by a report (No. 197); 
which said veto message, bill, and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, Mr. ERDMAN, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, reported (Report No. 1995) the bill (H.R. 
8138) granting an increase of —e to William H. Oliver; and 

ttee of 


the same was referred to the 
the state of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

= on following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Ws: 

By Mr. HENDRICE: A bill (H. R. 9190) for a public building 

for a marine hospital at Paducah, Ky.—to the Committee on Pu)- 

lic Buil Grounds. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9191) to authorize personal 
pa ee pemeene 20 te ttee on Invalid Pensions. © 

Mr. E:RSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 376) fixing 
Tuesdays and Thursdays of the remainder of this session ss" 
peusios days, when the rules may be suspended—to the Commut- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 377) to con- 
tinue during recess the assistant clerks of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions—to the Committee on Accounts. 

House Res. No. 378) setting 


consideration of bills from 
Rules. 


the Whole House on 








1896. 


now hanging in the lobby of the House of Representatives—to the 





ccounts. 
Coa EAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 380) authoriz- 
ing the chairman of the Enrolled Bills Committee to appoint two 
additional clerks—to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. DANFORD: A resolution (House Res. 


ing the office 


No. 381) creat- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
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of assistant janitor of the House of Representatives | 
and appointing J. B. Jackson to said office—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


R. 9193) for the relief of Serapio 
Vegas, N. Mex.—to the Commit- 


By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9192) for the relief of estate 
of George Wyman, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill 
Romero, late postmaster at 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 9194) to increase the pension of 
Joseph A. Spee A the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. seg 
sion of John Amrein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9196) confirming the sale of 
the same to be alienated—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9197) to remove the charge of 
desertion against P. 
‘Affai 
pension to Laura Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Br. Mr. SA G: A bill (H. R. 9199) granting an in- 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAF 


titles were presented and refe: as follows: 
Committee on War Claims. (ut 
tee on Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 9195) for the relief of and pen- 
certain lands owned by Jefferson Harney and wife, and allowing 
hilip Reiss—to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. UIGG: A bill (H. R. 9198) granting an increase of 
crease of pension to Joanna W. Turner—to the Committee on 
Thomas B. Catron—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 9201) to remove the charge | 


of desertion from the military record of Michael Mullett—to the 


Committee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9202) granting a | 
pension to J Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9203) for the relief of 
Frank D. M to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill _ R. 9204) to pension Mrs. A. J. 
Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 9205) for the relief of M. J. 
Gilstrap—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of citizens of the First Congres- 


sional district of Dlinois, urging favorable action on House bill 
No, 7251, relating to the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. A Y: Petition of John F. Maloney, George D. 
Bostock, William Knippel,and 41 other citizens of the State of 
Michigan, ontiae Se cagen the of House bill No. 6668, 
to raise the license or the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 


ict of Columbia from $400 to $800—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


Also, of citizens of Alma, Perrington, Elk Rapids, and 
., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 
4566, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of citizens of Tuscaloosa, Ala., 
asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter—to the ittee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. BROWN: Memorial of the Department of Tennessee, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in camp at Chattanooga, April 14, 
896, of veterans of the late war, for employment at the 
nas and Chattanooga National Military Park—to the 
Committee on Affi 
By Mr. CANNON: ion of the congregation of the Metho- 
Episcopal Church at Wilton Center, Ill., in favor of a Sun- 
w for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
District of Columbia. 
Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of R. B. Elliott Post, No. 17, 
Army of the Republic, Department of Louisiana and Mis- 
” for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 


Pensions. 
Also, of citizens of . Indianola, and Green- 
ville, hes, aching couse bills ‘Nos. 838 and 


a 


E 


Vicks 
favorable action on 


ROTH: A bill (H. R. 9200) for the relief of | R 
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4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Oshkosh, 
Calumet, and Green Lake, Wis., favoring the passage of House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the passage of House bill 
No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, proposing amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Local Union, No. 13, Mine 
Workers of America, of Bridgeport, Ohio, praying for Government 
ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of William J. Himmelberg and 39 others, 
of Chariton County, Mo., relating to the channel of the Missouri 
ee at Wilhoits Landing—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

Ts. 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to John America—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of St. Paul Typographical Union, 
No. 30, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for Government ownership of 
telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petitions of citizens of Creston, Doyles- 
town, and Wooster, Ohio, for the passage of House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of Mrs. Frank Wadsworth 
and others, against teaching military tactics in the public schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of citizens of Cape Girardeau, Mo., 


| for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 


the gan laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 

pension to Laura Sprigg Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SORG: Petitions of citizens of Hamilton and Brook- 

ville, Ohio, in favor of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 

the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill for 


| the relief of Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 26, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Hi, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 9th instant, certain information regarding the num- 
ber of aliens employed in the Post-Office Department; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

VISITOR TO ANNAPOLIS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Bacon a member of 
the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the 
next annual examination of cadets at the Naval Academy at 


Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of the act of February 
14, 1879. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL. I present the memorial of Chapter IT, Colonial 
Dames of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the adoption of Senate bill No. 3087, to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America, which is now before the 
Senate, for the reason that the purposes and aims of the original 
society as set forth in its charter and constitution are similar to 
those proposed in the bill now pending. The memorial is brief, 
and in view of the fact that it comes from some of the most highly 
respected ladies in the country, I ask that it be printed m the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection. the memorial was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

2007 De LANcEY PLAc#, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress: 


GENTLEMEN: Mrs. George McClellan, president; Mrs. Thomas Balch, first 
vice-president; Mrs. Richard McCall Cadwalader, second vice-president; 
Mrs. George Brinton Phillips, secretary; Mrs. N. Chapman Mitchell, treas- 
urer; Miss Elise Willin 


Balch, Mrs. James Bowden, Miss Anne Sophia Penn 
Chew, Miss Guilielma 


enn-Gaskel Hall, Mrs. George Woolsey Hodge, Mrs. 
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Horace 


Roberts Smith, Mrs. John T. § James 

wie areere yomqeee, Mrs. ” chard Fam. ae. coders 
ght zabe Jox. Binney, officers and managers of Chapter 

Philadelphia, of The Colonial Dames of i 


es of America, a corporation duly organ- 

ized un the laws of the State of New York, and earnestly 
rotest against the adoption of Senate bill 3087, entitled, “ To the 
National Society of Colonial Dames of America,’ for the reasons ollowing: 

lL, “ The Dames of America," of which the above named constitute 
“Chapter II, Philadelphia,” was organized May 23, 1890, as a national society, 
and on April 14, 1801, was duly incorporated under the name of “ The Colo- 
nial Dames of America,” with power to form chapters in the several States. 

IL. Prior to the incorporation of this, our society, no other society of sim- 
flar name kad been incorporated; and the purposes and aims of this original 
society, as set forth in its charter and constitution, are similar to those pro- 
posed in the bill now ponding. before your honorable bodies. Its members 
are residents of all parts of the United States. 

IIL The adoption of the same name as that of the society by the 
corporation pr to be organized by the pending bill will create diffi- 
eulty, confusion, and conflict, and inflict grave injury upon the Ee 
and interests of the society which originated and first used the name “ 
Colonial es of America.” 


honorable are therefore earnestly requested to refuse your 
sanction to this bill. 
Craprer Il, PHILADELPHIA, THe CoLONIAL DAMES OF AMERICA. 

(Bigned ) HARRIET HARE McCLELLAN, President. 

ELLEN EMLEN PHILLIPS, Secretary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of Walton McKinney, 
OC, H. Tuthill, Mrs, A. H. Duboise, and Henry McKinney, of Great 
Bend, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
extend the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Company in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the railroad commis- 
sioners of the different States in convention held in ak nner 
D. C., May 20, 1896, remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., rs Ce the elimination of 
the involuntary features of the bankruptcy bill, as passed by the 


House of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of 
cae Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 


amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was | th 


sahaoen to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ 
Club of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the elimination 
of the involuntary features of the bankruptcy bill, as by 
~ House of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 316, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union, of McSherrytown, Pa., praying for the 
Government ownership and control of the telegraph lines; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a memorial of Chapter II, Colonial Dames of | Nebr. 


America, of a ae ae Pa., remonstrating against the adoption 
of Senate bill. No. , to incorporate the National Society of 
Colonial Dames of America; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Bolton Smith, president 
of the er * State Bi 1 arg of Memphis, Tenn., praying 
compensation n or use, occupation, and destruction 
of the Tennessee School for the Blind by the Federal forces in the 
year 1862; which, with the accompan paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of A. E. Redstone, on be- 


half of himself and the State Settlers’ a of > th 


of Senate bill No. 8, to protect 
: was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

, resented a petition of Local Assembly, No. 4602 
Knights of Labor, of Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information, and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems 
agriculture, and capital; which was ref 
on Education and r. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the Government ownership and con- 
trol of the tel ines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices Post-Roads. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented a memorial of the board of direct- 
ors of the Merchants’ eof St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating 
against the adoption of House bill No, 8536, and Senate bill No. 
2967, being amendments to the interstate-commerce act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the railroad commis- 
sioners of the different States, at a convention held at Washington, 
D. C., May 20, 1896, remonstra’ against the proposed amend- 
ment to section 10 of the in act; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate 


ing for the 
reservations 


that | amendment, and submitted ’ 


He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, N 2 
Miss | Kansas City, Mo., praying for the Government ownership a 


— of which was referred to the Commit. 


on 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of phical Union, No. 2 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the Government ownership an) 
control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the (1. 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of sq. 
vannah, Ga., remonstrating against the adoption of certain pro- 
posed amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which w.s 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the affidavits of Emanuel Schamp anq 
Jerome Schamp, of Lincoln, Nebr., in support of the bill (S. 3149) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Emanuel 
ws which were referred to the Committee on Military 4. 

also presented the affidavits of J. H. Thompson, M. D.. > 
Pe , Nebr.; of F. E. Baxter, M. D., of Boone County. Neb 
and of Stephen D. Avery, of Petersburg, Nebr., in support of the 
bill (8. ) granting an increase of pension to os D. Avery, 
of Petersburg, in the county of Boone, Nebr.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SYSTEM. 


Mr. BUTLER. I present two mts made at a hearing 
before the Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
May 13 and 20, 1896, the first by Mr. P. B. Delany, who 1s 9 
—a telegrapher and electrical inventor, and the secon by 

r. 8. H. 


Bell, of the International Typographical Union, bo:h 
being in su 
aonb and telephone 


of the Lee Ab pnw to semen @ postal tele- 

system enlarge postal facilities of 

the peopie of the United States. I move that the arguments be 
printed as a document. 


The motion was agreed to, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 5050) granting a pension to Ransom (, 
Hazelip, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2947) increasing the on of Daniel D. Jennings, late 
of Comipany C, Sixty-fifth Volunteers, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. PKS ery t @ pension to Pliebe M. 
Wooley Palmeter, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.8151) granting a to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
-, invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 

D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, reported 
with an amendment, and submitted a thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on ions, to whom were 
referred the following bills them severally without 


thereon: 
A bil ik ting ion to Charles Edson; and 
A bill (H. R. 4861) to William H. Nesbitt. 

Mr. Freced the bill (S510) the Committee on eae, » a 
was referred granting a pension na P. John- 
son, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., 
Nashville, Tenn., it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 539) for the relief of John A. Lynch, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee to whom were re 


on Pensions, 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ttee 


and submitted reports thereon: f 
. R. 8152) — pension to Charlotte A. Welton: 
R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. Ladd; 


R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 
Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom w2s 
(S. 1881) se a > eee cnapmns, 
it with amendments, report thereon. 

. MITCHELL of W from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the (S. 2126) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Laura A. Nelson, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
Eo yet to referred the 

committee, to whom was 
relief of Helen Larned, reported it with- 
‘ it on Pensions, to whom were 
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referred the bills reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A, bill (8. 3190) granting © Potion to Edward Osborn; 

‘A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Edward Si ite: 

A bill 6. 2008) an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Wright, Kans. , : 

‘A bill (S. 1690) granting a pension to Richard Brookins; 

A bill (8S. 2605) an increase of pension to James M. 
~ pill (S. 2445) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
sum of $30 per month; ’ 4 5 

At Dey qratiog a peanos io Mara Gitbons” 

a (KER the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


% 
i 
A 


cE 


) granting a pension to Alvah A. Eaton, 
Saeatatoete, and submitted a report thereon. 
the same committee, to whom was referred the 

an increase of pension to Samuel A. Smith, 

an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
ae ion to Franklin a 
on. 


E 
wa 
He 


fe 


A bill (H. R. 7171) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 condem cannon 4 pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, Ill, and for 


her wi 
7 bal (H. R. 7881) directing the Secre of the Navy to do- 
nate one cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association, of the city of Middletown, N. Y.; 
A bill (S. 3219) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls 
to Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Helena, 


Mont. ; 

a bill (S. 3216) donating condemned cannon and condemned 
cannon balls to the Wyoming State Soldiers’ Home, at Cheyenne, 
Wyo.; 

A bill (S. 8207) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
Stow Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Calais, Vt.; and 


A bill (S. 3175) donating condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls A, Post, No. 69, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, ebraska, at North Platte, Nebr. 

an , from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1583) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., 
of Balti reported it without amendment, and submit- 


Baltimore, 
ted a report thereon. 
Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
i amendment: 


without 
A bill (8, 2483) condemned cannon and cannon balls 
to the New diers’ Home; and 


the Secretary oi' the 
mdonderry Soldh:rs’ 
Monument Association, of Londonderry, N. H. 

Mr. MITCHELL of from the Committee on Claims, to 
hee a R. 956 we, he relief of oo 
Sparks Sparks, of Annapoli , reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a copert thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

=o 1666) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Com- 
pany, 
submitted a report thereon. 


Tenn., reported it without amendment, and 
Mr. ee the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 


was referred (H. R.7370) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to establish circuit courts of appeals and define and te 
in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United State. 


March 3, 1891, reported it witi: 


f 
en 
an 


granting a pension to William Soden, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a thereon. 
. (for Mr. Brice), from the ttee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill (S. 3141) granting a pen- 
Rachel Kern, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
aE eet here. 


same ee, So whom were referred the 
- them _ y ge eeoniunass 
B. Bacon, bite lieutenant-commander, 


A bill (H, R. 5811) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible; and 
A bill (H. R. eames & pension to Mary Prince, widow 






PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report back with amendments the bill 
(5. 1552) for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 


District of Columbia, and I submit a report thereon. I desire to 
state that this is the bill known as the vivisection bill, concerning 
which there is a great deal of controversy and a very marked dif- 
ov of opinion, both on the part of physicians and the general 
public. 

I wish to ask in this connection that as a part of the report a 
lengthy hearing held before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia may be printed as an appendix. I desire further to 
request that 2,000 additional copies of the report may be printed 
for the use of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is proper I should state in this connec- 
tion, so as to correct a misapprehension that is being very indus- 
triously circulated, that the bill does not propose to prohibit 
vivisection, but that it proposes to restrict and regulate it accord- 
ing to law, and that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

FRANCIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis E. Hoover and the veto message of the President 
of the United States, to submit a favorable report in the case, and 
to recommend that the bill be passed, notwithstanding the objec- 
tions of the President of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, with the accompanying 
message and report, will be placed on the Calendar. 

MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Senate passed a bill 
granting a pension of $75 a month to Mrs. William Loring Spencer. 
The House of Representatives did not act upon the Senate bill, 
but passed a House bill granting a pension to the same claimant 
at the rate of $30 per month. I am directed by the Committee on 
Pensions to report back the bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. William Loring Spencer with an amendment, 
making the amount correspond to that passed in the Senate bill, 
and as it will take but a moment to pass the bill, such a measure 
having been once passed by the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 7, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘“‘ thirty” and insert 
‘seventy-five’; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. William Loring 
Spencer, as widow of George E. Spencer, late colonel First Alabama Cavalry 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $75 per month in lieu of the pension 
which she now receives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GaL- 
LINGER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. BAKER were appointed. 

HENRY R. WALTON. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1421) for the relief of Henry R. Walton, ad- 
ministrator of John Walton, deceased, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Recaiusd, Tet Senate bill 1421, for the relief of Henry R, Walton, a(1minis- 


trator of John-Walton, deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims for find- 
ings of fact under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, such findings 
to include any facts bearing upon the question of loyalty or disloyalty of 
said John Walton during the war; any appraisement mace in behalf of the 
Government of a part or the whole o property appropriated for the use of 
the Army; what, if any, compensation has been paid therefor, and to whom 


and for what the value of real property when appropriated and the deteri- 
oration thereof when surrendered at the close of the war, together with the 
value to said John Walton of fencing, fruit trees, and fruit, and report to 
the Senate in accordance with section M4 of said act. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. PLATT (for Mr. HawLEy) introduced a bill (S. 3221) grant- 
ing a pension to Georgia Gatewood; which was read twice by its 


> 
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title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
- mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3222) fixing the pay of 
the members of the fire department of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8S, 3223) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place William T. Godwin on the retired list with the 
rank of first lientenant; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3224) to reimburse the depositors 
of the Freedman’s Bank; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8225) to correct the record of 
Charles Schmeller, late Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, by removing the charge of 
desertion from the same; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 


“7 Affairs. 

r. CULLOM. If the morning business is disposed of,I call 
up the conference report on the legislative, executive, and judicial 
a priation bill. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills and joint | 


resolutions is still in order. 

Mr. THURSTON. LIintroduce two bills by request, with the 
statement that I have not given them sufficient investigation to 
determine as to whether I can support them, but I desire that they 
shall be referred to the committees as indicated,in order that an 
opportunity - given for the consideration of them at the 
next session of gress. x 

The bill (8S. 8226) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedmen’s 
Bank was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The bill (8S. 3227) to Cn ee a home for aged and infirm colored 

le was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3228) increas- 
ing the pension of George W. Peters, Company I, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL PY, request) introduced a bill (S. 3229) for the relief 
of William H. Scotield, Jacob Brady, James Ketchum, Annie 
Booth as administratrix of the ooniin chattels, and credits of 
George W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, 
Moses ©. Bell, George W. Byles, and George A. Scofield; which 
a read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

diciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 152) 
ees $6,000 for eS e pene 4 of the frieze in 
the Rotunda of the United States Capitol; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRrownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills, each with amendments in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make ts the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other parece and 

A bill (S. 2928) to extend the reutes of the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Seri Company and of the Belt Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington 
ere ompany of Maryland to enter the District of Colum- 

; an 

A bill (H. R. 8672) sees. urisdiction om the supreme 
court of the District of Colum ving general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
estate in said District belonging to insane persons, for purpose of 
reinvestment, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The meee further announced that the Speaker of the House 


had si the enrolled bill (H. R. 4910) nting a pension to 
Cyrus Thomas; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- dent. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, if there is no further morning busi- 


ness——— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Lask that the resolution hereto- 
- ——— by me from the Committee on Rules be laid before 

e Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, as 
® part of the morning business, the resolu’ of the Senator from 


May 26, 

ee 

erent coming over from a previous day. The resolution will 
8 . : 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon to 
amend Senate Rules Nos. XXV and XXXII, relating to stanj. 
ing conan and the privilege of the floor. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. The resolution has been rea 
ask for a vote w it. ; 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ican state ina word the proposed 


changes. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is reported from the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis reported from the Commit. 
tee on Rules unanimously. 

The change in one rule is simply to make the standing and go. 
lect committees conform as to number of members and 1am. 
with the changes that have been made during the present sexsioy 

The puopessl changes in the other rule relate to the privilege of 
the floor. One amendment is as follows: The rule as it stands to. 
ip lee orien officers ee a be admitted to 
t oor. ec roposes cers and employe 
df thetenets “when tn tawes bee 


I 


tual discharge of their official duties.” 
t admit ex-Sergeants- 
floor. 


pr a yr is oe the chief 
epu -at-Arms ouse, an e deputy 
the k of the ease: _ 


Those are the changes suggested by the Committes on Rules, 


and those are all. 
Mr. HILL. I to the Senator from Oregon whether ling 
24, on page 6, should not read: 


Ambassadors and ministers of the United States. 


It simply says ‘‘ ministers of the United States.” 

Mr. LL of Oregon. Undoubtedly the words ‘ ambas. 
sadors and” should come in preceding the word “ ministers.” | 
ask that that = be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be eee to. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 804) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Eleanor having met, after ful! and free 
conference have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five”; and the House agree 


to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER,. 
, JOHN L. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
HENRY F. THOMAS, 
M ion Magee. the Hi 
lanagers on part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 


ADA J. SCHWATEKEA,. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


votes of the two Houseson 
ives to the bill (S. 710) granting 
8 Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their Houses as follows: 
the Senate its to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of th 
—— to be inserted insert “twenty”; and the House agree to 
same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
GEORGE L. SHOUP, 
on the part of the Senate. 


z . LOUDENSLAGER, 
A G. COLSON, 
on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 8008. 
Mr. CULLO If'it is in order to say a word.on the subject! 
, | understand, three or four conference 
by the Senate. I have one in 
¢ Henaie three or four times, and it 
needing some attention by the Executive when't 
There are also the conference reports 
the Indian appropriation bill ready 


Let me make a suggestion, if I may be per 


It seems to me the Senate ought to dispose of 
these conference reports before taking up any ted question. 








1896. 


—_—_——— 





HERMAN. I do not agree with the Senator on that point; 
Rn state that if the Senate, by unanimous consent, will 
agree to take up the bill defining cheese immediately after the 
disposition of the bond bill f shall be content. I do not want to 
be struggling here for its consideration. at 
Mr. GO LLOM. Iam entirely friendly to the Senator’s bill and 
I want to see it 


Mr. 8 . [ask unanimous consent that that arrange- 
ment ma 


e. 
The Le PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
nator from Ohio? 
Oe P What is the request? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill which will be read by title. 
Mr. BERRY. What is going to be done with the conference 


CULLOM. I desire to have it considered immediately. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will by unanimous consent 
agree that the bill in to cheese shall come up after the bond 
bill, as it is called, is disposed of, I shall give way at once. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘We can make no agreement about the bill. The 
Senator will get it up by a vote of the Senate when it comes 7 

Mr. . Thenl —_ the Senate will take up the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which will be read by title. 

A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 
ting the manufacture, sale, impor- 
cheese. 

I rise to a point of order. The conference report 
has precedence over the motion of the Senator from Ohio, if the 
Senator from Illinois — it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. motion to take it up has precedence. 

Mr. MILLS. It does not make any difference, the question of 
preeeeeeeaaoes hase of the matter. If the Senator 

Illinois presents his eamterence report it has precedence over 
all other motions, at least over all liamentary motions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply in to a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of a erence report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not sure whether I have the right of way 
or not under the ruling as against the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. However, I — I have a right to make the motion. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The Chair is unable to hear the re- 
mark of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit that all discussion is out of order, 
and that the motion of the Senator from Ohio is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate was proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair will submit to the Senate the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio. The Chair has no doubt that that 
motion isnowin order. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
= the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of House 

ill 8008. 

Tus SME TN tee aedered; and the Secretary proceeded 

e yeas nays were ; and the tary proc 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. D IS (when his name was called). I 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH], will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. I vote 


o ea,” 
ir, FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs], and there- 
ore reserve my vote. 
. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
the senior ee 9 from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were 
. PLATT. Sues trots Town com transfer Kis pair to 
. HAWLEY). 
E (when his name was called). I am paired with 
[Mr. McBrivge}. I should vote “ nay,” 


(when his name was called). I announce my 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN}. 
Mr. Martin’s name was called). The 
[Mr. Martin] is necessarily absent, and is 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. 
GH (when his name was called). I have a general pair 


Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. he 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 


with the Senator from Georgia 
eon Connecticut (Mr. HawLry} 


paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


am 
t 


ei ex? 


: 


“if 
- 


nt 
sey; 
| 


giz 
F 
: 
: 
: 


: 


(itr. GorDox] to the 
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— CAFFERY]; but I see that he has entered the Chamber, and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON. I have a general pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Tr.LMaANn]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” 
_ Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Lon- 
isiana (Mr, BLANCHARD]; but as I understand this is not a politi- 
cal question, I desire to record my vote. I vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the affirmative). Bein 
paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gras« nN] a 
observing that he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 14; as follows: 





YEAS—36, 
Aldrich, Davis, Morrill, Roach, 
Allison, Dubois, Nelson, Sewell, 
Bacon, Gallinger, Palmer, Sherman, 
Brown, Gear Peffer, Shoup, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Perkins, Teller, 
Cameron, Hill, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Cannon, saaee latt, Vilas, 
Chandler, Mitchell, Oreg. Pritchard, Warren, 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Wis. Quay, Wilson, 
NAYS—1l4. 
Bate, Gray, Mills, Walthall, 
Berry, Harris, Morgan, White. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Vest, 
NOT VOTING—3%9, 
Allen, Cullom, Hoar, Pugh, 
er, Elkins, Irby, Smith, 

Blackburn, Faulkner, Jones, Nev Squire, 

anchard, Frye, Kyle, Stewart, 
Brice, George, McBride, Thurston, 
Butler, Gibson, McMillan, Tillman, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mantle, Voorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Martin, Wetmore, 
Carter, 2, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Clark, Hawley, Proctor, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) 
defining cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and regulating thd 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of filled cheese. 
Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I am advised by wire of sick- 
ness in my family, which makes it necessary for me to leave im- 
mediately forhome. As I probably can not be in the Senate again, 
if final adjournment is to take place within the next few days, I 
ask unanimous consent for three or four minutes of time in which 
I may state my position as to two or three measures which may 
be brought before the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 
Mr. THURSTON. I merely wish, Mr. President, to state my 
position. As it will be impossible for me to vote upon these meas- 
ures which may come up between now and the date of adjourn- 
ment, I shall content myself with a mere statement as to how I 
would vote upon the subjects if present. 
The bill called up by the Senator from Ohio and now pending I 
should desire to support. The joint resolution which the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has given notice that he would call 
up, proposing an amendment to the Constitution so as to provide 
for the election of Senators by a direct vote of the people, I should 
desire to support. The bill which the Senator from New York 
pe. Hix] has given notice he wishes to call up, reported from 
the Judiciary Committee, defining contempt of court, making a 
classification between direct and indirect contempt, I should sup- 
port, and had proposed to move an amendment thereto, giving to 
a party charged with an indirect contempt of court the absolute 
right of trial by jury upon his request. 

bill which has lately been under consideration by the Sen- 
ate prohibiting the issuance of bonds except by further consent or 
direction of Congress I should have supported had it come on for 
a vote at a time in the session when reasonable opportunity would 
have been given for legislation by Congress. I desire to say sim- 
ply that at this late hour of the session, with the apparent impos- 


oe of any further action on the part of Congress, I believe it 
would create altogether too great a danger for us now to with- 


draw from the Administration any power of providing for a mon- 
etary crisis in the affairs of Government between the present time 
and the next session of Congress. 

Therefore; while I had desired to support the measure if it 
could have been considered earlier in the session, and while I 
may desire to support a similar measure at the next session of 
Con , I do not believe it is wise to jeopardize the credit of the 
United States at this time 7 the passage of the bill; and were I 
present when the vote is called upon that measure, I should feel 
compelled to waive my own individual views and vote for what I 

der to be a temporary necessity by placing the credit of this 
Government beyond all question and beyond all attack. 

With these statements, in order that the Senate may know my 

position and that the Senator with whom I am paired may be ina 
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situation perhaps to vote on some of these measures, I shall be 
content, 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (8. 265) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it does not lead to any debate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I thinkit will lead to no debate. The bill 
has been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other a 

The VICE-PRESIDE T. If there is no objection, the bill is in 
Committee of the Whole and o to amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read. 

* The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended on the report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BATE. That seems to bea very important bill. It seems 
to affect many Indians and to levy taxes on the property of those 
Indians. I ask that it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota. House bill 8008 will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer an amendment to the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The Skcrerary. It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: _ 

In order to raise revenue to meet the various ex 
the sm of % cents shall be levied and collected, under such regulations as the 


Secre.ary of the Treasury may prescribe, on every barrel of lager beer, ale, 
and porter manufactured in the United States in addition to the tax now 
imposed thereon. 


of the Government 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Suerman] has called the attention of the country a 
number of times to the necessity of raising revenue in order to 
meet the current expenses of the Government. He has stated that 
it would be a disgrace, an infamy, if we did not do this, and he 
hassaid that the Senate would be especially censurable. But when 

ide revenue only through 
ir,a sectional measure which 


; ip 
anybc:!y in particular. It might be of some di 
liticall in certain sections of the country, but if it im 

Poditions| bu 


y 

i !urdens upon any class, those will fall on gen- 

tlemen whc have accum fortunes in the manufacture 
I submit that it is fairer that these 


be compelled to pay it. 

When tiie Senator from Ohio or any other Senator on this floor 
undertaker to censure the men sittin. this side of the Cham- 
ber who vi ted against the Dingley bill, he loses sight of one very 
important/‘act. We represent constituencies which are in favor of 
the free co’ of silver, and yet in order to vote for the Dingley 

a would have compelled us first to vote down the substitute 
t which provided for the unlimited of silver. It was 


i 


Hf 
a 


measure. They state om every occasion that it is not ope 
bill. We state on the other hand that it is very improper». 
° We state in ad- 


/ ®, coi r 
avail, and insist that a protective tariff measure and & free-ca 


age bill should be —— at the same time. 
I offer the amendment which will raise $25,000,000, and stato 
that it will not raise the price of beer to the consumer; jt 1), 
rofits of . 
t, 


diminish a trifle the — ts of the manufacturers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Presiden I do not intend to answer tho 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. So far as a tax on beer is on. 
cerned, I might in a proper revenue bill, if it were pending bef ;, 
us, vote for ing such a tax, although I think the artic). ,; 
beer, yielding us a revenue now of over $30,000,000, has a pretty 
heavy tax on it for an article which is very useful and comfort,))), 
I do not know whether I would vote for it, because I think that 


a very sum. 
Sonate to cliow this bill to pass, 
I e, by the farmers of our country—\ ri} 
and South, East and West, and if it is passed it will prevent fij\«d 
cheese or any other article or compound made out of lard ani 
other materials from being sold for cream cheese. It is to prevent 
fraud. It seems to me it is oneof those simple propositions which 
ought to meet with the assent of the Senate without being eo. 

ae all to the question of the 
i ing a in Dingley bill, or 
any aiff bill, or any other measure whatever, for I do not 
like to do that, I will state that I would vote against the Dinzley 
bill as an amendment to the bill. The friends of this bij] 
can give this relief to the farmers 
all amendmen i 


is is not in 


» or something like 

amount we can not tell. It is proposed 

bill was passed; and the oleo- 

— to be a great success, satisfactory to the 
of ine and on all who were 
very well. t I do not want 

ecm by a question of taxation. 
lay upon the the amendment of the Sen- 


BOIS}. 
from Ohio will allow me to 


. rtainly. 
the amendment shall be agreed to and the 
cents upon a barrel of beer shall be passed 
law, will the tax the alcohol contained in the 
so high as the present tax imposed 


am not acompetent judge. I know thatin 
one-half alcohol. I know that in beer it is 
cent. Therefore it would take an enor- 
beer equivalent to the tax on whisky. 
alcohol contained in those bever- 
if 75 cents shall be added to 
very far short, I may almost 

on other alcoholic drinks. 
to go into the question as to 
the tax on beer. 
incomes. The tax on whisky at a dol- 
tax on beer yields 
to disturb those taxes. We can 
the amendment be laid upon 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
the Senator from Ohio Mr. aenan to lay upon the 
— the amendment submitted by the Senator daho [Mr. 

BOIS]. 
Mr. MILES and Mr. DUBOIS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 


Mr. CARTER (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Greson]. Not knowing 

I withhold my vote. 
(when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. E:xtws]. | ‘lo not 
know how he would. vote on this question. I therefore withhold 


my vote. 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from [{Mr.Gorpon]. If he werepresent, | shoud 


Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I have a general 

with the inte eg ee McBarpE}. I do not 
howhe would vote. Ifhewerepresent, I should vote * »*y. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 








when his name was called). I am paired 
By os Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 


vote ‘‘yea.” 
rr ban chen cans was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Se cocoate {Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I 
shot SU BOIS (when Mr. Sarra’s name was called). I announce 
the air of the senior Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Samira] with 
the co from Nevada . JONES). 
roll call was concl 


i PUGH. I transfer my with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the junior Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
Marri] end vote ae Lo eae 

Mr. FAULKNER. Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ex- 
kins} has been “oe Chamber during the roll call, and I will 
therefore vote. I vote “nay.” 

‘tr. TH . LTannounce my pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. he were present, I should vote 
“nay.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I call attention to the fact that the Senator 
from [Mr. Bacon], who is paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
Werwonn) has voted. I suppose he did so neSrertenity 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). beg to 
thee ne 


to ion of the senior Senator from 
Tsiama. that if he this as a political question I will, 
of course, withdraw my vote. 


y . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no doubt that my colleague, if present, 
would vote ‘ one cae qucetin. 

Mr. BACON, I state that my agreement with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] is that upon matters 
not political we are at liberty to vote in our discretion; and I 


added in my former statement that if the senior Senator from 
Rhode Is would in behalf of his colleague that he would 
regard this as a political question, of course I would withdraw my 


vote. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It has certainly been made so by the vote, and 
I should say it is a political question. Senators upon the other 


side—— 

Mr. BACON. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. InBpy], and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CARTER. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know what notice the Chair has of a pair with my colleague [{Mr. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks no such announce- 
ment has been made. If a pair has been announced with the Sena- 
Montana [Mr. ManTLE] it has escaped the attention of 


that my colleague [Mr. Man- 
generally with the junior Senator from Virginia 
. a So tt aeghieneae junior Senator from Virginia 


Siesta pated tase 
my my wi 6 junior 
Seememmase) iicee voto 
Mr. CHILTON. It is to state that the transfer of the 
pair of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] was made be- 


was assured that he was in agreement with the Senator 
Montana (Mr. ManTLe]. I counseled with the Senator from 


f 


Idaho [Mr. oan 200 to the matter, who assured me that 
the Senator from . MANTLE] would vote in the neg- 
ative, and hence I the transfer of the pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. ] to another Senator. 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 
Aldrich, 
Alli ; , Palmer, Tarn 
Barros Quee- one Wilson. 
Davis, Sherman, 
NAYS—2. 

Jones, Ark. Roach, 
E. E = 
Butler, e nae White 

Pugh, 


apy i 


Voorhees, 

warree 

Wolcott. 
is, Nev. Smith, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 

Mr. SHERMAN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to make a single remark on this question 
before the vote is taken. , 

Mr. DUBOIS. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is in order. 

Mr. VILAS. Laddressed the Chair before any name was called, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin ad- 
dressed the Chair at the moment the roll call commenced. 

Mr. VILAS. I addressed it before any name was called. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest that the roll call has commenced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. bate is not out of order until there is an 
answer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There has been no response. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the Senator 
from Wisconsin addressed the Chair just at the moment and be- 
fore a name was responded to. The Chair recognizes th» Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to make only a very few re- 





marks on this subject. If Senators choose to adopt a tax on beer 
because they desire to kill this most meritorious measure designed 
to prevent the continued perpetration of injurious and shameful 
fraud upon a class of citizens at least as deserving of legislative 
consideration as any other, then to add this measure will un- 
doubtedly effect the result. It is perfectly certain there can be 


no question that we can not expect to convert this bill, designed 
only to impose a tax upon filled cheese for a limited and special 
end, into a general bill for the raising of revenue; and if any gen- 
eral bill for theraising of revenue were thus to be framed we know 
it would not be at the present session of Congress. 

Therefore this is a skillful scheme, if that be the object of those 
who vote for a tax upon beer, to defeat utterly and entirely this, 
as I said, most meritorious measure, in my opinion. 

But if this be regarded asa deliberate expression of the judg- 
ment of the Senate as to whether there should be a tax upon beer, 
if that be the question which is now being considered by Senators, 
I desire to say a few words. I shall not detain the Senate, be- 
cause I will not contribute to the purpose of defeating this bill by 
any lengthy argument. 

But I desire to say with reference to the tax imposed upon 
beer, first, that the tax now charged for beer is the same per bar- 
rel that was put upon it when the necessities of war first taxed 
that article which, by the usage of so large a portion of our peo- 
ple, is one almost of necessity, like an article of food. The tax 
then laid upon beer was but little more than half the same per- 
centage of tax it is now, because at that time beer was worth and 
sold in the markets for almost twice what it sells for now, if I am 
correctly informed in respect to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin a question right on that point. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I am told that the manufacturers of beer 
practically dispense with hops and barley, and consequently they © 
are making it for very much less, although it is very injurious. 
They are making beer with much more profit. It costs them but 
asmall percentage of what it formerly cost. I should like to 
know, if the Senator omy es a city where they manufacture a 
great deal of beer, whether the manufacturers have relieved them- 
selves of the tax of using hops and barley. 
stand this tax. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Nevada knows, perhaps, quite as 
much as I do and a good deal more in respect to making beer or 
of the recipe which is used by beer makers. I know nothing of it, 
but I understand that the beer of the large makers of beer is made 
in the most careful manner of the most genuine material—barley 
and hops—and is as useful and healthy a beverage, decently and 
reasonably taken, as it is pleasant on a hot day; and that is about 
the only time I am in the habit of drinking it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President 

Mr. VILAS. I will listen to my colleague, but I can not spend 
my time on these side remarks with the Senator from Nevada. 

. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I understand that the manu- 
facturers of beer are required to make oath as to the ingredients 
of the beer. I think they are honorable men. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not discussing the question of the mannufac- 
ture of beer or whimsical suggestions of that kind. I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the percentage of tax now charged upon this 
beverage is very much greater than that which was laid upon it 
by the necessities of war. It has never been diminished or re- 
moved since the war time, and it is a tax that must be paid by the 
consumer. Whatever, from morality or otherwise, you will think 
of that, I care not, but the truth is that the consumers who pay 
this tax are, in fact, the large body of laboring, hard-working, 


If they have they can 
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Wwage-earning classes of our communities. You put this charge 
upon them when you increase the tax on ’ 

The Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. Harris} asked what the pro- 
portion of alcohol is in beer. hat consequence is it? We are 
not taxing alcohol by the proportionable percentage in which it 
is found in different articles in the world. Weare taxing liquors 
for the pee of raising enormous revenues from them. We 
are holding a tax upon beer even now as we have held it through 
all the period of peace, at the same nominal specific rate, but at 
a much greater precentage than in time of war. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will not deny that our policy has 
been and is to tax alcohol which is contained in those Inxuries 
known as beverages, and it applies as well to beer as it does to 
whisky or to any other article that contains alcohol. 

Mr. VILAS. It is taxed in other articles into which it enters 
only because it happens to be in a certain sense a raw material of 
which those articles are composed, and it pays its tax as alcohol 
and not as a percentage of something else. 

I do not desire to spend any time about it,as I said. I point to 
these two single facts,and if Senators choose to put a tax upon 
beer under the circumstances, the whole measure of the proposed 
act, in its effect grossly injurious and wrong to a class of people 
who are little deserving of being singled out for taxation, ought 
to be understood, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this is really a ludicrous situa- 
tion. All the Senators on the other side of the Chamber are cen- 
svred almost daily because they will not vote to raise revenue. 
Some of us on this.side of the Chamber are censured because we 
will not vote to raise revenue. The Senate by a majority vote 
affirms that it will vote revenue by placing a tax on beer. Sena- 
tors on this side and some on the other side object. They say in 
substance we desire to raise revenue, but insist that the minority, 
who have some peculiar notions and who desire to make some 
political capital for themselves, shall determine the method of 
raising revenue, and they censure the majority because the ma- 
jority will not submit to the dictation of the minority. They are 
out of patience with the majority and will not consent to any plan 
except their own. If I do not state the situation correctly will 
those Senators who are in the minority state precisely whether 
they really desire to raise revenue, and if so, what method they 
suggest? It is the strangest spectacle and the most transparent 
attempt to make political capital for a section of the country that 
I have witnessed since I became a member of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. In other words, we are all in favor of raising rev- 
enue, but op to the tax. 

Mr. DUBOIS. We are all in favor of an increased revenue, 
but we must do so only in the manner in which the minority want 
to raise it. The consumer will not have to pay this tax. You 
can get beer in almost all the cities in the country now two 
glasses for 5 cents. 

Mr. TELLER. And the consumers will not have to pay any 
more for it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. They will not have to pay any more for the beer 
if this tax is levied. 

_ Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator where you can get two glasses of beer for 5cents? [Laughter.] 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the question presented for the con- 
sideration of the Senate is whether we shall tax for the benefit of 
certain cheese manufacturers, or whether we shall tax for the 
benefit of the public Treasury of the United States. The Senator 
from W aoe aan is op to a tax which will bring 
a into the coffers of the ury and he is opposed to 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator ought not to misstate my position. 
He knows well that there is no Senator on this floor-who is more 
sincerely in favor of taxes to be so laid as to bring revenue into 
the Treasury and to put no pee of the taxes anywhere else 
except in the Treasury than ; 
ou will not vote for this cheese bill. 


Mr. MILLS. Then 

Mr. VILAS. Then I will vote for this cheese bill. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator answers himself. The Senator thinks 
that I am doing an injustice in sta the principle so broadly. 
I will state that the Senator from W: is opposed to the 
tax—not a tax, but the tax—that will bring revenue into the 
Treasury now proposed to the Senate. It is admitted by every- 
body that the tax on beer will bring some millions of d into 
caso is bh inet ii change ca the aitngwied nd 
ca who have c 
venerable Senator from Ohio ag he that bill will 
not bring any revenue to the , or su tially that it is 
not a revenue bill, and is not intended as a revenue . Thatis 
not denied. This bill is intended to raise the price of cheese to 
the consumer; this bill is intended to destroy competition; 
bill is intended as a burden upon the people who use food to live 
and the Senator from Wisconsin is in favor of imposing that bur- 
den upon the food of poor laborers and increase the price of another 


kind of food for the benefit of the manufacturer, but he wi)! not 
vote for a tax to increase the price of beer either to the manuf... 
turer or the consumer and at the same time bring revenue t., the 


public Treasury. 
Mr. President, I belong to a party which declared in its nat, mal 
platiorm in 1892 that taxation for any other purpose exce): to 

ring revenue to the public aera mae a fraud and beyond the 
rightful power of Congress to lay; that it was the prostitution o¢ 
a constitutional power; that it was seizing a power placed in (‘op. 
gress by the Constitution for the purpose alone of raising rey oy, 
to support the Government. 3 

It has been said over and over ee taxpayer is the for. 
gotten man. He is always the forgotten man. ere We are 
grave and deliberate Senators, on both sides discussing whet), 
this is a political question or not. Mr. President, if the power ¢, 
tax for the benefit of the public Treasury alone is not a party 

uestion in this country, there never was a party question. Proj) 
the beginning of our Government those who formed the party to 
which I belong, and to which others on this side of the Chamber 
belong, demanded a strict construction of the Constitution jp 
order that its a should not be perverted to any other pur- 
poses except that for which they were intended. 

What becomes of the poor people who eat this so-called filleq 
cheese? Have they not a right to eat filled cheese? It was once 
said by a distinguished leader of the ublican party that cheap 
things and cheap clothes were nasty. that become the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party too? Are the Democratic leaders, 
the national representatives of the Democratic party, standing 
before the country and 1 this t party into ‘the woods, 
demanding that the power to I be used to the detriment 
of the poor people, to increase the price of food to the poor, and 
admitting at the same time they do that that not one dollar of 
that taxation comes to the public Treasury? I am not surprised 
at the Senator from Ohio and Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber advocating this tax. They believe in using the power of 
taxation to build up private industries. We do not; we never 
have believed in it, and we have said over and over again from the 
foundation of our party until the present time that the power of 
taxation must be used for the purpose of putting money into the 
Treasury, and for that purpose alone. 

Now, here is a beer tax. It will bring money into the Treasury. 
Nobody doubts it. Why shall we not vote for it? We have been 
admonished over and over that the Treasury needs money. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has told us that we ougiit 
not to leave here without putting more money into the Treasury. 
The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 1s} offers an amendment to 

ut twenty-five or thirty million more money into the 
ury by a tax on beer; yet it isopposed upon the ground that 

the tax is burdensome; but the tax on food, the tax on cheese, 
rest of our poor people have to consume, is not an 

objectionable tax to us, and at the same time it is admitted that 
- _ a for the pu of increasing the = of eer cheese, 
and for the purpose of extinguishing competition, and for build- 
ing up private industries at the expense of the people of the 


country. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am very glad to hear this 
morning an official declaration from the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
MILLs], speaking for his party, that the Democratic party is in 
favor of imposing an increased tax upon beer. That was shown 
not only by his speech, but by the vote just taken to-day. The 
Senator from Texas had of a tariff bill a few years ago, 
while in the other House, bore his name and became 
rather notorious in the country. That bill did not contain an in- 
creased tax upon beer. Several times subsequent to that, in the 
ee ee , Democratic tariff bills have been framed; 
n a ee se a bill, which was called the Gorman- 
Brice bill, w the Senate, and there was no suggestion 
Democratic was in favor of increasing 

up to this moment any 

of that kind was contemplated. !t has 
that the brewers of the country have 
and it not only by their 
way, as a return for that 
party was opposed to increasing the tax 


erall 
the Democratic 
votes but in a more su 
support the Democratic 
waee ee 
. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 


a 
Mr. ALPRICH. Not at present. 
change 


It seems now that a 


whether it is in of 
what it may be, which has 
cratic tactics and Democratic 


has taken place. I ee know 
prospective action at Chicago, or 
about this change in Demo- 

; but Iam sure the people 
movement with a great deal of 


feom Rhode Island 
years ago proposing 








1896. 
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ice revel support the Government without adding any in- 
eae penta + ‘Such a tax was Seedeee necemars. We 
: t a tax on other articles which was sufficient. It is demon- 
trated now that there are not revenues enough in the public Treas- 
a and we have got to select something which we will tax to 
be those revenues into the public Treasury. I will with 
the Senator from Rhode Island, if he prefers that to a tax on beer, 
to put a tax on incomes, or I will vote to put a direct tax on manu- 
f cored ucts which are already protected. I will select that 
which ill bring revenue to the Government and at the same time 
bear as lightly —— upon the taxpayer. 

That is all to say. A 

Mr. NELSON. . Mr. President, coming from the Northwest and 
from a community of farmers, it seems to me passing strange that 
whenever the farmers of this country or other ee classes of 
the community come before the Senate of the United States for 

rotection and relief, there is always an attempt made to sidetrack 
ost in some manner by indirect methods. 

Now, what are the plain facts in this case? The facts are these, 
Mr. President: An industry has — up in this country of re- 
cent years, the manufacture of filled cheese, which has operated 
injuriously and damaging in several directions. It has a 
the dairy Industry the farmers of the Northwest; it has 
destroyed our oxport tral in cheese, and has been the means of 
deceiving the consumers of cheese to such an extent that even in 
the very restaurant below us here they have sold and we have 
eaten filled cheese as the genuine article—as full cream cheese. 

The main — and object of this bill is not so much to raise 
revenue as it is de for honesty and integrity among the 
people of this coun in the matter of the sale and consumption 
of cheese. We want, first of all, to protect the consumers of 
cheeseso that whoever buysit, if he desires filled cheese, may know 
that he is getting it, and a desires the genuine article may 

ow that he is getting 
a LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator whether the State of 
Min as a State, has attempted to suppress the sale of this 
objectionable cheese? - 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. The State of Minnesota has 
and so have Wisconsin and a great many other 
States; but the work of the different States .an not be carried out 
effectively, as I know from my own experience, unless it is supple- 

ted by of the Federal Government. 
of filled cheese is carried on at the great 


The man’ 
creameries where they make butter. They havea process, derived 
from Denmark in the first instance, by which they separate all 


the cream, the butter fat, from the milk when it is brought to the 
creameries. The cream or butter fat is separated from the milk 
Then that milk, at these large creameries, 
with an amount of neutral oil—oil extracted 

of the hog—and from these ingredients the filled 
to use plain , the but- 

that is extracted from the milk is supplied by fat 
mto the milk by means of a jet 

cheese is made. To every 100 

y so call it, is added 3 to 4 


use of a steam jet this oil is in- 
ee nee mk, and then the two are boiled 
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-cream cheese,” ‘‘ Wiscon- 
sin dairy ” “New York full-cream dairy cheese,” and other 
this way and under such colors it is passed to 
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his are defrauded. 
It costs cents S pound to manufacture filled cheese, 
to the milk and the lard that enters 
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genuine full-cream The wholesalers make a large profit 
itt [bh profit 
again Sicee in a seucptation all meena 





























Exports of cheese from May 1 to April 30. 
[Submitted by Mr. Shields. ] 














| | j 
Year. New York,| Montreal. || Year. New York. Montreal. 

I 

Boxes. Bores. Boxes. Bores. 

I masiniunditendid 2, 775, 829 525,000 || 1888_ said | 1,380,000 1, 186, 000 
Se isctiunas diindbiaaia 1, 949, 060 635,212 || 1880. 7 1,291,000 | 1,229,000 
i ethett waideataiel 2, 368, 635 653, 800 || 1800_........... 1,264,000; 1,347,000 
I acerca ad 2,217,024 671, 004 || 1881_.......... | 1,220,000 1, 628, 000 
Saves 1, 633, 724 842,912 || 18% | 1, 107,000 1, 575, 000 
 moiveinaiedibuin 1, 840, 580 900,680 || 1893_.......... | 1,279, 405 1, 847, 546 
i etdcieascke , 758, 566 1,256, 406 || 1804. ........... 852, 186 | 1, 806, 412 
a 1,518, 000 1,208, 000 || 1805........... 066,014 2,016, 616 
i ieteniai 1,211,000 | 1,025,000 ! eel | 600,000 2, 148, 84 


ee Sanaa | 











Practically the cheese trade has been reversed, and the quantity 
of cheese that we exported from New York in 1879 is now exported 
from Montreal, and the export from Montreal in 1896 is nearly as 
great as the export from New York in 1879. 

In view of these facts and under these conditions it is very 
strange—it is the oddest thing of all—to see Senators on the other 
side indirectly vote in favor of filled cheese, especially when a 
large bulk of this fraudulent cheese is sent down South and mar- 
keted there. I wish Senators on the other side would take the 
time to read letters from retail dealers in the Southern States 
about this matter, which are incorporated in the hearings of the 
committee. They would then find that, aside from the cheese 
that is exported to foreign countries, the bulk of this sham and 
fraudulent cheese is sent down to the Southern States and there 
palmed off at full price as genuine cheese. 

This is a plain, simple proposition for relief. It is, first of all, 
to prevent fraud and Tocention in trade. In the next place, it is to 
protect the dairy farmers of the Northwest, whose industry has been 
ruined by the fact that the export market has been destroyed; and 
the next object of the bill is to protect the consumer and honest 
retail dealer, so that they may all know whether they are buying 
a sham cheese, a lard cheese, or a real, genuine full cream cheese. 

Under these circumstances, upon as plain and simple proposi- 
tions as these, why-should Senators seek to inject the tariff ques- 
tion or the silver question or party politics into this bill? Must 
these burning questions, at all the time afloat between the parties, 
be injected into every scheme of legislation that is brought into 
this ber to secure relief for the American public? But some 
of you come and say: ‘‘ We have no right to legislate in this way.” 
It is unconstitutional, you say. That is the old cry whenever it 
is attempted to protect the people. There are always some consti- 
tutional lawyers who come to the front and say: ‘‘ You have no 
right to pass such legislation as this.” Why, gentlemen, it isa 
principle of the common law which is older than the Constitution, 
and injected into it, that every man must use his property in such 
a way as not to injure his neighbor. We have a right to restrain 
and regulate every man’s calling if it is of a nature which is cal- 
culated to work an injury and a damage to the public. 

I want to call attention in this connection to the case of Plum- 
ley vs. Massachusetts, a case which was decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The State of Massachusetts had en- 
acted a law prohibiting the coloring of oleomargarine so as to 
resemble butter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator whether that was a State or 
a Federal law? 

Mr. NELSON. Iam coming to that, if the Senator will be pa- 
tient. I said the State of Massachusetts; and if the Senator had 
listened he would have heard. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Wecan not hear the Senator on this side of 


3 The State of Massachusetts enacted a law pro- 
hibiting the colaring of oleomargarine so as to resemble butter. 
A case was brought under that law, and it was held to be con- 
stitutional. It was finally brought to the Supreme Court of the 
United States and that court held that the law was clearly within 
the police power of the State, and was no infringement upon any 

rinciple of the Constitution of the United States. I want to read 

m the opinion of the court in that case; it is very apt and ger- 
mane and covers one feature of this case: 


It will be observed that the statute of Massachusetts, which is alleged to be 
repugnant to the commerce clause of the Constitution, does not prohibit the 
manufacture or sale of oleomargarine, but only such as is colored in imita- 
tion of yellow butter produced from pure unadulterated milk or cream of 
such free from coloration or ingredient that “ causes it to look like 
butter,” the right to sell it “in a separate and distinct form and in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of its real character "’ is neither restricted 
nor prohibited. 


So in this case, Mr. President— 


It appears that oleoma: ne in its natural condition is of “ alight yellowish 
color,” and that the articlesold by the accused was artificially colored “in im- 
itation of yellow butter.” Now, the real object of coloring oleomargarine so 
as to make it look like genuine butter is that it may appear to be what it is no 
and thus induce unwary purc rs who do not closely scrutinize the labe 
upon in which it is contained to buy it as and for butter produced 
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from unadulterated milk or cream from such milk. The suggestion that oleo- 
margarine is arumenely colored so as to render it more palatable and attrac- 
tive can only mean that customers are deluded by such coloration into believ- 
ing that they are getting genuine butter. If any onethinks that oleomargarine 
not artificially colored so as to cause it to look like butter is as palatable or as 
wholesome for purposes of food as pure butter he is, as already observed, at 
liberty under the statutes of Massachusetts to manufacture it in that State or 
to sell it there in such manner as to inform the customer of its real character. 


And that is this bill. 
He. is only forbidden to practice in such matters a fraud upon the general 
public. 


And that is the object of this bill. 

The statute soeks to su 
in the sale of an article o oo rns 1 2 Ee 

a is all this bill proposes to do, and that is the real meat 
° 

It compels the sale of oleomargarine for what it really is by preventing its 
sale for what it is not. 

Can it be that the Constitution of the United States secures to anyone the 
Eeiviene of manufacturing and selling an article of food in such manner as to 

duce the mass of people to believe that they are buying something which in 
fact is wholly different from that which is offered forsale? Does the freedom 
ones the ac tendo articles, even those that may have 
become the subject of trade in different corte of the country? 2 

That is all there is to this case. There is no use of beating 
around the bush. The chief object of this bill is not to raise rev- 
enue. That is only a collateral issue. The revenue features of 
the bill, if I may use the expression, are merely for the purpose of 
— the manufacture and sale of filled cheese upon the State 

ik, upon the Federal hook, as it were, for the p of con- 
a regulating the manufacture and the trade. That is 
all, 6 main issue, the main gist of the bill, is to protect the 
manufacturers and consumers and to enforce honesty and integ- 
rity in the manufacture, sale, and consumption of one of the chief 
articles of food. That is all there is of it. It is not a mere mat- 
ter of revenue; it is for the p of putting the business under 
control in order that the Federal Government may have a super- 
vision and control of the manufacturer and the dealer, and in that 
manner be able to protect the public against fraud and deception. 

Mr, MORGAN. I should be glad to ask the Senator a question, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator says thechief object of this billis 
not to raise revenue. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; certainly I did. 

Mr. MORGAN, “The chief object” was the language of the 
Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The chief object was not to raise revenue,” 
was the of the Senator. 

Mr. N . Yes, I think so; but I will say to the Senator, 
and he knows it, and we all know it, that the mere matter of rev- 
enue in this bill is collateral and cuts but a small figure. The chief 
object is to obtain relief against fraud and deception. 

. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator eheberer not he is 
willing to put that declaration in the bill so that the Supreme 


Court men poms upon it? 
Mr. N NN. I put my declaration here. It is not necessary 
to a 4 | ag opinion into the bill. 
. MORGAN, I want to put that declaration in the bill. 
Mr. NELSON. You can Baugh ee you like. I am satis- 


of beer or silver dollar’ 
United States—the farmers—can 
you want to raise revenue from beer, introduce your 
manly way and let us havea vote upon it. If 
are in favor of the free of silver wan 
that issue u Bowe wm 6 
tle matter of relief tha 
oe sone 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON], as other Senators upon this floor have done, has very 
candidly confessed that this is not a revenue bill; that it is not 


into it either a 
the 


. LINDSAY. A common-law fraud. ‘ 

Mr. GRAY. A common-law frand, if es me, I think 
Senator from Minnesota characterized it. Now, as it is not 
revenue bill, is not intended to raise revenue, and will not raise 
revenue, in such an insignificant amount as to 
unworthy of time and attention that is being given 
that score, the amendment of the Senator from Idaho 
Dvsols] is an exceedingly opportune and germane one, He 
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tion of the right to practice a | + 


‘the motives of 


May 26, 


introduced an amendment which bly Will raiso rey. 
enue; and if this bill, which seems to have so many friends, \\) 
Se to pass, then I say let us strip the bill of the 
alse pretenses which it seems only intended to deal wit), in 
another phase, and put = it a revenue-raising feature which 
will come to the relief of Treasury and save this Government 
from some of the perplexities and troubles which now enyi:,, it 
on every hand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this is not a revenue bill, as the Senator 
agrees and as the Senator from Minnesota has agreed, and there 
is a general agreement on that point, then certainly the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Idaho is out of order, 

Mr. GRAY. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly it is. 

_ Mr. GRAY. The bill on its face isa revenue measure, an‘ that 

is the frand that it commits upon the American people. |t is g 

bill, say the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from ()});, 

meant, conceived, framed to or and yet upon its face 

e@ by pretending that 

e | nited States when it 

mace con reee a purpose 

power Congress to accomplish. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator deem lawaree, question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKner in the chair), 

Does the Senator from Delaware yield to the Senator froin Won. 
necticut? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

“Mr. PLATT. Was not the same argument which the Senator 
is now making made on the of the oleomargarine ili, 
and has not the Supreme Court that that bill is constitu. 
tional and is a revenue measure? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly the same argument was made: and | 
expect as long as I have the honor ofa seat in this Chamber to 
protest, as I protested t the nce bill, that it was 
a fraud because it was a revenue bill; and when the Su- 

Court come to pass upon this bill,as it did upon the oleo- 

2 act, they are concluded by the ostensible object of the 

i Sat ae raise "ane and 0 can not inguire into 
can no 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. To quote the language of the 
Senator from Minnesota, they say here is a bill which ostensibly 
upon its face and in its framework was meant to raise revenue, 
and however insigni that revenue is, and however mucli we 

it, the judicial 
upon it and de- 
it is the exercise of one of the 


nsignificant 
ee nett ae 
power of the United States can not put its 
clare it unconstitutional because 


granted 
Mr. DAVIS. If my friend from Delaware will allow me. it is 


those made as to the oleomargarine bill as 
is that the oleomargarine act has 
000,000 revenue since it was enacted, and it 


anda . 


a? 
5 


il 


F 


of the result, and this evil 


i 


more revenue 
intended by the act, but that does 
measure of this kind. Whether 
oe bill or not, we owe a 
i eoweit to the oath we have 
the view that we take of the Constitution to conform 
duty as we conceive it to be under 
asstmuned. 


Does the Senator from Delaware 


fapertfid 
ele 


rk 
@ 
E 


recollection is that the e Court 
pemeem  y the tax upon _— me of State 
act purported to a revenue 

the Senator how much the Government raised 

I did hear the question of the Senator from 


I wish to ask the Senator, in answer to the 
Senator from Minnesota, what amount of reve 
that particular supposed revenue measure’ 
know that not a cent was raised. _ 
to that the Court did not 

by reason of its being a revenue 
it by reason of its being within the 
to 


other currency other 
seovdlel by Congress for the people of 
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that the exertion of the taxing power was 
= accomplishment of a ri end within 
of the Congress to attain. 
Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 
. The case peer ane one to which the Sena- 
refers ead of his contention. 
rhe Or STDIN OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to one from Georgia? 
ee terrace tentr as 
‘aot there are two decisions o upreme Court; one 
5 nae by the Senator from Kentucky and 
y the Senator from Wisconsin. 
VILAS. Senator from Georgia is mistaken. The 
second decision explains that first one went upon the ground 
stated. 


the 
like 


Mr. President, I have not the least particle of 
Congress ae power, er the 

Jause for regulating interstate commerce, to suppress snch iniqui- 
tous ny outrageous frauds as the one now couent to be suppressed 
js in its nature. Not only that, but Congress has the duty imposed 
upon it to do it, for the reason that the States are prohibited by 
the interstate clause, as construed by the Supreme Court, from 
enacting legislation which will protect themselves. The State of 
Minnesota, the State of Wisconsin, and other States in the Union 
have enacted to the extremity of their State — legislation to 
suppress this evil. It —- and demands the exercise by Con- 
of its authority, ch alone is competent to reach a busi- 
a exerting that Meheful te fo cae oa 
of power, for purpose of 

ing that end which the Constitution has put upon 
proposes to exert another power within 

its authority as the most convenient and suitable means to that 


3 


end—the taxing . Weare not using the taxing power to 
accomplish an end not given to us to accomplish by 
the but we are simply working to attain an end 
which the upon us to o——— 

Mr. GRAY. I think Senator from Wisconsin has now 
answered the question. 

Mr. VILAS. And that very question was decided by the Su- 


preme Court in the Head Money cases, in the ninety-eighth volume 
the Federal Reports, in which they said that the tax levied upon 
was not a taxin a strict sense, and therefore the tax- 

was not sought to be exerted, but it was an imposition, 
under the form of a tax, for the regulation of interstate 


Mr. GRA I am familiar with the Head Money cases. 
Mr. DAVIS. Will theSenator from Dela 


ware permit an inter- 

it: GRAY. Tn one moment, as soon as I allude to something 
the from Wisconsin has said. 

Line ans OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware de- 

YY. Iwill yield to my friend from Minnesota in one 

ee ee oe Grose wo have tried to be in- 


le 


as) 


Mr. 
which the Constitution places 
Spear in this high place. I have 


not sought to in exercise of powers of legislation 
tat were not granted by that charter of oar Government Iam 


hot to myself against the charge of being one of th 
NeELson] speaks SAE Geaeuthine of from Minnesota ; 
@ sneer. no e 

to bea lawyer further than that the Constitution 

ee so far as I understand it, my guide in m 
the measure of the duties and activities whic 

a this 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if the Senator from Missouri will 


eee seem Wisconsin comes to the aid of this 
by declaring that it is an exercise of the power 

the commerce clause of the Constitution, and yet 
there is not one syllable or one line within the four corners of the 
bill I know how wide the 














The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GRAY. I promised first to yield to the Senator from Min- 
nesota [ Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS. I merely want to contribute another suggestion 
to the controversy for the consideration of our friends, that under 
the undoubted authority of the taxing power Congress long ago 
imposed a tax of 2 per cent upon the circulation of State banks. 

Mr. VEST. Eight per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ten per cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ten. 

Mr. VEST. I have the decision of the Supreme Court before 
me. 

Mr. DAVIS. No one ever pretended that the object of that tax 
was revenue; its object was to drive the issue of State banks out 
of circulation; and yet that act was sustained by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that power was sustained, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin, I think, said it was sustained. I never 
believed Jt was constitutional. But it was not sustained under 
the taxing power. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Delaware will now permit me, 
in this very connection | have before me the decision of Justice 
Miller in the head-tax cases referred to by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. He alluded to it as a decision involving the interstate- 
commerce clause of the Constitution. It was, in fact, a decision 
based upon the exclusive power of Congress to regulate immi- 
gration. What is known as the head-tax statute imposed a dollar 
tax upon every foreigner over a certain age coming into any port 
of the United States, and it was attacked upon the ground that it 
was unconstitutional. The money to be raised from that tax 
went into a fund to provide for indigent and diseased persons 
who came over as immigrants and were unfortunate upon ship- 
board or immediately after landing in this country. 

Mr. MILLS. It was imposed by the State. 

Mr. VEST. [t was a United States statute. The head tax was 
a United States statute passed by the Congress of the United 
States, and Justice Miller, of the Supreme Court, emphatically 
declared that because the Congress of the United States had ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the question of immigration they had a 


right to put a tax of $1 upon immigrants. If the Senator will 
read the language of Justice Miller he will find that it covers the 
entire question. 


Mr. GRAY. I will read as the Senator from Missouri suggests: 
If this is an expedient regulation of commerce by Congress, and the end to 
be attained ——_ 


Mr. VILAS. Iask the attention of the Senator to the very 
first words of the Supreme Court: 

If this is an expedient regulation of commerce—— 

Mr. VEST. Of commerce with foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin will not in- 
terrupt me while I am reading. 

Mr. VEST. Justice Miller goes on to say that it is commerce 
with foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY— 

If this is an expedient regulation of commerce by Congress, and the 
be attained is one falling within that power, the act is not void, because, 
within a loose and more extended sense than was used in the Constitution, it 
is called a tax. In the case of Veazie Bank ve. Fenno (8 Wallace, 533, 549)— 

The case referred to by the Senator from Wisconsin— 
the enormous tax of 8 per cent per annum on the circulation of State banks, 
which was designed and did have the effect to drive all such circulation out 
of existence, was upheld because it was a meaus properly adopted by Con- 
gress to ——- the currency which it had created, namely, the legal-tender 
notes and the notes of the national banks. It was not subject, therefore, to 
the rules which would invalidate an ordinary tax pure and simple 

Mr. President, I have but a moment before the hour of 2 o'clock 
arrives. This is a bill that nowhere within its limits refers to the 
exercise of the interstate-commerce power. It is a bill which con- 
fessedly by its advocates was not intended to raise revenue, but a 
police bill intended to operate within the domain of the States and 
toregulatematters which by all the authorities and all the acknowl- 


end to 


edged text writers are peculiarly within the exclusive domain of 
State legislation. This bill, as its authors declare, is intended to 
suppress a fraud withinaState. It does not lay hold of this alleged 
deleterious article on its course from one State to another, but in 
the State forbids the manufacture or sale except in accordance 


with certain prescribed regulations, and it was intended to sup- 
press it, say the anthors of the bill. 

Mr. President, who contends that the Congress of the United 
States can reach its hands within the borders of a State and seize 
upon those reserved police powers which confessedly by all the 
decisions of the Supreme Court and by the acknowledgment of 
all constitutional writers belong exclusively to the States and not 
to the General Government? I do not contend that this is not a 
thing that ought not to be regulated. The Senator from Minne- 
sota has stated a case which perhaps would appeal to the legisla- 
ture of my own State or of his- 
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Mr. VEST. His own State excludes the sale of it entirely. 

Mr. GRAY. But all I am contending for here is that we should 
not seek by indirection to exercise the police powers of a State, 
and to draw from the quiver of constitutional powers granted by 
the Constitution of the United States a weapon there placed and 
use it for a pu for which it was never intended. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it ia the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (8.1341) to prohibit the furtier issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I merely wish to say that when the bond bill 
is disposed of I shall seek to bring the pending bill before the Sen- 
ate again. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington 
saanets Company, of Maryland, toenter the District of Columbia; 


an 
A bill (H. BR. 8672) ee urisdiction = the supreme 
court of the District of Columb: ving general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real es- 
tate in said District belonging to insane persons, for purpose of 
reinvestment, and for other purposes. 
DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY ROUTES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 2928) to 
extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and of the Belt ilway Company, of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House and request a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMiL- 
LAN, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Proctor were appointed. 

MARITAL AND PARENTAL RELATIONS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusots in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (8.1659) to amend the laws of the District of 
Columbia as to married women, to make ents the natural 
guardians of their minor children, and for other purposes, which 
were, on page 2, section 3, after line 7, to insert: 

Sec. 4. A married woman may contract and sue and be sued in her own 
name in all matters having relation to her sole and separate property, in the 
same manner as if she were unmarried, and her husband be joined with 


her when the cause of action is in favor of or against both her and her 
husband. . 


On page 2, section 3, after line 7, to insert: 


Sc. 5. Neither the husband nor his p rty shall be bound by any such 
contract, e by a married woman, nor liable for any recovery against her 
in any such suit; but judgment may be enforced execution against her 
sole and separate estate in the same manner as if she were unmarried, but 
she shall be entitled to all the benefits of all exemptions to the heads of fam- 
ilies or h iders. 

Change section 4 to section 6, change section 5 to section 7, 
change section 6 to section 8, change section 7 to section 9, change 
— 8 to section 10, and on page 3, section 8, after line 3, to 

nsert: 

Sec. 11. That sections 727, 729, and 730 of the Revised Statues of the United 
States for the District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in, | 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (8. 1341) to hibit the further issuance of 
interest-bea: bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. PRITC D. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield 
tome? I hold in my hand a speech made—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. I was just going to ask to have it printed. 
T ask to have it ted as a document. 

Mr, PR - D. LIask the Senator to withhold his request 

resen 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, before casting my vote in 
behalf of page omens | measure I wish to say a few words as to 
why I am in favor of preventing the issuance of bonds in time 
of peace for the of raising revenue to meet the current 
expenses of the Government. I understand that it was not con- 
—— by the framers of the act of 1875 that the power to issue 
bends was, under any circumstances, to be used for the purpose of 
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raising revenue with which to pay the ordinary current expen. 
of the Government. I desire to — from a speech ni 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in the 
ate, January 3, 1896: 

The Wilson law has produced a defi in ev: hour and that j 
has been on the statute books, while the Me lew heesivaye en 
a surplus until after the incoming of this A: tion, and if administ«. d 
oe chy od friendly agents would have furnished the Governme all 

e revenue 5 

deficiency of revenue was the pri cause of the demand for ;») 

for United States notes. The gold hoarded for resumption of : 31 - 
se from the money recefved for current revenue, and this reve, 
being insufficient to m expenses, the gold accumulated for rede) jo; 
Dprpones was drawn upon to make deficiencies. 8 created a dou) 
of the ability of the maintain the parity of United State 
notes with coin, and led to their presentation for redemption in coin. 7), 

coin during this Administration has been creator 


d by 


men- 


t 
d 


ice 


nancial cond 

y either a radical reduction of expen it yr. 

or an increase of taxation, one pera both. I do not believe that the eon. 

dition requires a suspension blic works or a postponement of mesures 
now in progress to strengthen t ey ty . 

It is strange that the t, in dealing with our financial condition 

ld ignore entirely the pregnant and con fact that during his term 

of bonds have been made, amounting in the av 

rofound peace, 

circulation of 

terest, amount 


us far three issues 


ttribu 
United States notes and n nt- 
United Seares notes fa strongly tinged with prejodice, for, thowsn th. 
nD notes ce, for, though these 
notes were irredeemable for a Sue they ware couvereivie into x aie bear- 
—— coin. They replaced notes issues by banks chartered 
* . * * + 
is a practical fraud for the Government to use these notes for such 
and it never has been done ee ee this Administration 
ted 


ing interest pa 
by the several 
- 


thus taken in isan im the redemption fund. It is 
fund crea by law for another purpose. 
is eeeeey confidence in credit and safety of our paper cur- 
has led to demand for gold coin for United States notes. Ido 
been of the executive branch of the Govern. 
ment, but that has been its effect and should be prevented by the immediate 
action of Co The resumption fund is the safe of the money o 
the le, and its use for any o ee repudiation of the 
publicfaith. The t complains thatthe notes are presented and ).aid, 
reissued, and and again, acontinuous circuit. When did this 
circuit commence? only answer is, en this A tion, supported 
by the last Congress. created a de . Why does the circuit continue’ 
It is because the deficiency continues. mt resorts to the 
financial policy of Micawber. It gives its bonds and thinks the debt paid. 
But. the circuit continues. money received for current revenue is 
id to cover deficiencies and is returned for gold, and then more bonis. 
he Secretary hopes that _in two or three years there will be no deficiency 
What is the ground for this hope? It is t a new Administration will 
rovide more revenue, and then the circuit will be broken 
jhe remedy now? 
This is a graphic picture of the financial situation as it now ex- 
ists. Among other things, the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
says: 


It is the misapplication of a fund created by law for another 
The effect is datos sadiicnar ta teesenit aes safety of our 
currency. 


Therefore, those who ask us to permit the act of 1875 to remain 
on the statute book without any safeguards indirectly indorse the 
misapplication of a fund created by law for another purpose, 
which Senator SHERMAN says ‘‘ will confidence and safety 
in our paper currency.” Senator also says: 

policy of Micawber. It gives its 
tt the circuit continues. The money 
Pee tae caeee ea We eeeniee tae tite te ero or three years 
ere will be no deficiency. What is the ground for this hope? It is that s 
more revenue, circuit wil 
brok Why not apply the remedy now? 

Isay to my regen ge friend that I fully concurred in what 
he aid when he e that speech and that has occurred 
since then to ar mind in the least. The wholesale mis- 
application of pu funds m be prevented. There are only 
two ways to prevent i cy protective 
tariff measure, th @ Secretary the 

bonds public debt when there is 

no necessity for such conduct. If the Republican party, «ither 
indi warranted exercise of ('s- 

. we will be estopped in 

cam from ng the Democratic 

y for its conduct, a examination of the different Repub- 
State platforms of 1 it will be found that in a majority 

they declared against the 
Treasury in issuing to meet the current ¢x- 
Government. We so declared in my State, and! 
after having condemned the policy of the 5ST 
in every h I made during the last can- 
and to my vote to indirectly indorse the 
The Democratic party is still in control 
of this Government, and, : = 
criterion, is also in contro! of this 
vote that we have had at 
majority in the House, 1's 


Why not apply 


icy of the present Sec- 
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all that we have not a majority of votes in this body, 
admitted by Gecunel 


not ble, as a party, for any legisla- 

wees thie body. The Democratic party had abso- 
all branches of this Government from March 4, 
March 4, 1895, and as a result of their unwise legisla- 
administration of the law we are brought to 


= very a of tcey, and we should let the responsibility 
rest where it properly belongs. 


Under the provisions of act of 1875, so long as we had an 
American protective tariff law on our statute book, the Republican 
ty maintained the credit of the Government, promptly paid all 

oo curreLe vxpenses, and kept the gold reserve fund unimpaired. 
When strict] and aw executed in the spirit in which 
it was ¢ it isa very valuable and necessary law, but when 


rv it has proven to bea dangerous agency 
Fr the hands of those who seek to use it as a means of enabling 
them to conceal the actual deficiency which has necessarily re- 
the enactment of the Wilson law. 
to by Democratic Senators in this Chamber, 
them in securing such legislation as will enable 
the oe ae itself Bom the ote posi- 
it now occupies, there reven coun rom going 
pee = : ey it, Democratic pees. Ho peal 
lican party, in a spirit triotism and nonpartisanship, tenders 
to the ambere of this body a measure known as the 
ley bill, which we insist when properly amended will afford 
ample and sufficient revenue with which to beet the current ex- 
nses of the Government and will obviate the necessity of issuing 
nds in the future. 
The Democratic members of the Finance Committee have re- 
this bill or to offer anything in the nature of a 
w has for its object the raising of revénue in suf- 
y the demands of the Government, but 
ve tendered a substitute for the revenue 
free-co: measure, which they know 
they demand. There can be no excuse 
whatever for offering a free-coinage measure as a substitute for 
the Dingley bill, in view of the fact that this body has already 


We are 
who ask us to aid 


a bill during the present session. I am a 

end to silver and ve it should be restored to its dignity as 

a money metal, but I do protest against the policy of certain 
individuals who — to tack it on every measure which comes 
before this ' a policy will t in making free silver 
odious and can only result moet harm to the cause of bimet- 
allism. our ds will come forward and join 


which to the demands of the Government along the lines of 
protection for the industries of this country and the 
restoration of the d on the raw materials and agricultural 
products, I will withdraw my support from the pending question 


and yote in opposition to its adoption. The moment you provide 
sufficient amount of revenue to meet current —— there 
will cease to be an excuse for the exercise of this discretion by 


y to statement that ‘‘ this bill means 
80 understood the provisions of this bill 
tion vote for it. As the act of 1875 is 
now construed and executed it can only result in one thing, and 
that is the bankruptcy of the American people. When I see the 
conferred under the act of 1875 being exercised as it is by 


—- of borrowing money and 
an enormous debt at the expense of the people [ feel 
a member of this body to stay the hand 
strike down our credit at home and abroad. 
one » geen defiantly announce 
they will no t any temporary 
measure we may offer for the relief of the Treasury, 
us to permit them to continue the 
when in full power in this 
ene he act of 1875 to remain upon the 
order they may be able to borrow money with 
Government instead of taxing the foreigner and 
‘anna he tee te a ver pote ee Republ 
arrived when the ublican 
make the issue so clear and distinct that the Amer- 
eee eetinguish between the policies of the 
not contended by any Republican that the 
Republican measure, and therefore can not be 
Ihave an amendment pending to 
McKinley duties on the raw materials 
this country, but for some stran 
Democratic member iy this . y 
consideration, thereby preventing 
the adoption of that amendment as a part of the 
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against my amendment, but the conduct of Southern Democrats 
in voting against the consideration of that measure, when they 
knew that my amendment restoring the duties on raw materials 
and agricultural products was pending, is incomprehensible. It 
can mean but one thing, and that is that when they had an oppor- 
tunity to befriend the farmers and the Southern people they were 
not equal to the emergency. 

The distinguished Senators GormMAN, HILL, and GroreGE have 
admitted on this floor that there is a deficiency of revenue and 
that the Government, will not be able to meet its current demands 
in the future. In view of these admissions, coupled with the fact 
that the records show an increasing deficiency each month under 
the operations of the present revenue law, it is the imperative 
duty of this body to pass an emergency bill. While I realize the 
fact that the Republican party is in no wise chargeable with the 
present unfortunate condition of affairs, at the same time I feel 
that it is my duty as a representative of the people to do all in my 
power to maintain the credit of this Government. Under the 
present management of our financial affairs the welfare of the 
people has been neglected to such an extent as to enable a foreign 
syndicate to realize in one transaction about $10,000,000 at the 
expense of the taxpayers of the United States. Now, I am un- 
willing that our Democratic friends should be permitted to pur- 
sue such a disastrous policy. In this connection I wish to say 
that I have great respect for the President of the United States as 
well as the honorable Secretary of the Treasury. I do not and 
can not indorse their policy, and at the same time I do not wish 
to be classed among those who denounce them as dishonest and 
corrupt. Every Democratic member of this body as well as every 
Democrat in this country was fully advised as to Mr. Cleveland's 
views before he was elected President. The Southern Democrats 
voted for him with the distinct understanding that he was op- 
posed to the free coinage of silver and that he favored free raw 
material. It is amusing to hear Democratic Senators from the 
South denounce the President, after having voted for him with 
full knowledge of the fact that he said, in his letter of acceptance: 

We believe that the advantage of freer raw material should be accorded to 
our manufacturers, and we contemplate a fair and careful distribution of 
tariff burden rather than the precipitation of free trade. 

Here was a direct proposition from the President to place the 
undeveloped wealth of the South on the free list, thereby crip- 
pling our Southern people without giving them a single cent of 
compensation in return. It is universally admitted that in the 
South there are concentrated greater resources for the develop- 
ment of manufacturing and mining than in any other part of the 
world. We have cotton, the manufacture of which has enriched 
New England and Great Britain; coal and iron, which has given 
such enormous wealth to Pennsylvania and other States; timber, 
which afforded the basis of the wealth of the Northwest, and added 
to these natural resources are greater advantages for their utili- 
zation than are possessed by any other part of the country. It is 
an admitted fact that in manufacturing capabilities the South has 
greater possibilities than all the other States in the Union com- 
bined. It has nearly one-half of the standing timber in the coun- 


.try; it has sufficient coal and iron to supply the demands of the 


world, if this were required, and to do it at the lowest possible 
cost; and it already raises enough cotton to supply 60 per cent of 
the 85,000,000 spindles of the world. Under the circumstances 
this is an opportune time to consider the relative positions of the 
two great political parties on this all-important question. 

The McKinley law, reflecting as it did the patriotic wisdom 
and statesmanship of the Republican party, stimulated and en- 
couraged every single industry in which the Southern people were 
interested. The question of placing the raw material of the United 
States on the free list is one which has been agitated more or less 
since the days of Thomas H. Benton. In the year 1532, when the 
question was under consideration in the Senate, Mr. Benton, speak- 
ing on Mr. Clay’s tariff resolution, called attention to the fact that 
our domestic manufacturers, having a high tariff on their fabrics, 
were producing many from raw material from foreign countries, 
and showed that our flax fabrics were from foreign flax, and he 
cited wool, hemp, indigo, hides, and furs, of which five articles 
we had imported in six years $25,000,000. Commenting on the 
fact, he observed, ‘‘ This immense sum has been paid to foreigners 
instead of to American citizens.” Among other things he said: 

The farmers and planters of the United States should be admitted into the 
benefits of the American system and secured in the domestic supply of the 
raw material to our manufacturers. I hope for this much for the farmers 
and for the honor of the system. For nothing can be more absurd than to 
erect domestic manufactures upon foreign (raw) material; nothing more 
contradictory than to predicate independence for goods upon dependence 
for materials to make them of; nothing more iniquitous than to give to the 


manufacturers the home market of goods and not to give the farmers the home 
market of raw materials. 


Then, as now, it was the policy of the speculating and trading 
classes to secure the enactment of such legislation as would place 
agriculturists and owners of the raw material at their mercy, and 
as one means of accomplishing their designs they have striven to 

































separate producer and consumer and make direct intercourse be- 
tween man and man more difficult or well-nigh impossible. The 
ucer, being widely separated from the consumer, the latter 
forced to heve recourse to many middlemen in exchange of his 
product, and they must be recompensed. By combination, the 
middiemen are enabled to fix the price of what they buy and what 
they = thus securing a large and ever growing share of other 
men’s ° 

As another evidence of the fact that the Democratic , as 
now constituted, stands pledged to the enactment of laws which 
are detrimental to the interests of the common le of this 
country, the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] 
declared on this floor, the other day, that he was in favor of plac- 
ing a tax on tea and coffee, two of the necessaries of life. He 
prefers that the coffee which the Americans consume shall be 
taxed in order to raise revenue rather than furnish protection to 
owners of the raw materials of the South and the agricultural 
eer of this country. In other words, the policy of his party 

to enhance the cost of the necessaries of life which come from 
abroad and which we can not produce and to cheapen the products 
which our own people have to sell. No party advocating such 
a policy can ever again receive the ap al of the American 
—. The Southern people are just mning to realize the 

act that the policy of the Democratic is inimical to the wel- 
fare of our section. Under the bligh nences of the policy 
pursued by the bourdon Democracy our wonderful resources have 
remained undeveloped, our facilities for manufacturing have not 
been utilized, and the farmer has not been furnished that home 
market for the products of his farm which is accorded his brother 
in all prosperous manufacturing communities. True p is 
only possible when the farmer finds the market for his produce in 
the neighboring towns, and the manufacturer a market for his 
goods among the surrounding farmers; hence the im ce of 
such a policy to the ees as will result in the opening 
of our mines, the manuf ng of our timber, and the utiliza- 
tion of the unsurpassed water power within our borders. 

Mr. President, in referring to the advantages of the protective 
tariff to the South I wish to call attention to some expressions 
and statistics upon the subject by C. L. Edwards, of Texas, made 
some years ago. I have taken the liberty to revise his figures, 
iiiustrations, and propositions laid down, and ask the attention of 
every patriotic citizen to the following which I ask to be incor- 
porated as a of a 

TheP ING OFFICER. Without objection, it will beso 


The paper is as follows: 
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PROTECTION IN THE SOUTH. 
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the oceasion for them had passed away they should cease to exist. He and 
Thomas Jefferson, as the very first act of Jefferson's Administration, secured 
a repeal of internal taxes and relieved the people from their inequality, in- 
quisitorial annoyances, and hordes of officials clothed with dangerous powers, 
Only in the latter days have I heard men calmly claim these war taxes are 
still necessary—a generation after the war which gave rise to them had closed. 
And it is a very suggestive and suspicious feature of the affair that those 


They and used it for their benefit. The 
edvantagss. will if New York and Ohi 
gystom helped them 68 | New . Pent Ivania has own 
“ avarice.” Blac ron 
neh almost * beyond, the hillsides. Cities have been built 


that would best_ performances of Aladdin's 
ta Datars tle and shop have become lords of mil! and furnace. The 
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has been laid upon ot industries. Plodding farmers have | upon whom the tax is laid clamor loudly aguinst it being taken off, regarding 
= so althy proprietors So of all the eee | tates. a it no doubt as a protection to the large monopolies against competition.” 
ca oa oy A farm han ands once receiv: per DIVERSIFY OUR INDUSTRIES. 

months in the year. They now O per month t It behooves us to continue to diversify our industries and cling to the s 
month for eae vxas, where farm Wages are r than in any Southern | tem that encourages a profitable interdependence of our cit pele, one won 
Beate. 2 man on a farm does well to get a full year's employment at $15 | another. We of the South have only to look back to the dark days of our 
beat jonin, although we have a soil as uctive as ever fell from the hands | civil war to appreciate the necessity of a people being able to live at home. 


Maker farmers make cotton to be sold at a low price and sent off 
of the Maker, | Ovwhile Northern farmers who believe in protection feed the 
operatives Who Work on that same cotton. 


We had depended upon foreign nations for supplies; the North upon herself. 
The one section had stood by a tariff for the encouragement and protection 
of her industries; the other had not. When the 


Janter’s slaves increased 
have a large usof fraits, melons, poultry, butter, and the | and when his naries were filled, his next neighbor was not prosperous; 
Ours mele townsare without manufacturing populations, and small | but when the actory was built in the Northern town, values increased in all 


uantities of such products will glut amarket. These farmers have never sus- 
. that Pin any manner the authors of the mischief. On the con- 
brary Semana ES te pelted Setheting, loping, as they have 

i to &, hoping, as ve 
four, they Mes some ters in the management of pablic 


the neighborhood, employment was given to idle hands, and money was put 
into empty —- he staying qualities of their prosperity were better 
than ours. It really seems odd that any Southerner who passed through the 
deprivations of the war period should need persuasion of the advantages of 
protection. It is strange that he has not discerned that the free-trade 


that _o idea 

ills of their condi ~~ A ae A favorite politician ad- | in the South is the aves partner of the institution of slavery. In our 

dresses them from the ; they to anathemas against rich men, | business affairs home truths, like home manufactures, have ever met an un- 
railroads, corporations, manufacturing monopolies, and the protective tariff, | welcome reception. For two generations the pr ytective tariff has been the 
and shout until hoarse. They return to their homes embittered in | hitching post of our prejudices, and on this subject reason knocks in vain at 


the doors of our understanding. 


in dice, steeped in error, feeling like anarchists; 
and, for the would be right glad, oer ome. te ——— oe Sea Cotton, sugar, rice, and certain fruits are produced in the South only 
lation what the thug seeks to do by bomband torch. By such meth- Special advantages of soil and climate above all the world enables cotton 
ods hundreds of = a = would — lie to take care of itself. It needs no special protection, because we can pro- 


duce more of it than the country needs. With sugar, rice, and Southern 
fruits conditions are different. Nine-tenths of the sugar consumed in the 


Let us look further at results. Some of us remember the glorious days of | United States is produced abroad. Over three thousand five hundred mil- 


comparative free trade from 1857 to 1860. Iron used by blacksmiths cosidouble | lion poundsa year are imported. Half-clad and half-siave labor produces 
what is does now. Imported iron wasin general use. Some bought imported it. Import duties on feelen sugars used to make nearly one-third of the 
cast steel in bars to make shovel plows and s This cost at retail 12} | tariff revenues. Nothing produced by the rich and powerful North yields 
cents per The smith cut it out and worked it up. Plowshares then | such arevenue. All it peel 


uces or manufactures is hedged by tariff taxes 
that prevent large importations. 

Our sugar-producing area is certainly as well adapted to supplying the 
people of thiscountry with sugar and molassesas is New England t . urnishing 
them with cotton and woolen goods. There is hardly a cotton plantation or 
a sheep ranch in all those States. Alahama, Tennessee, and West Virginia 
are making iron and steel as readily as Pennsylvania. Georgia and the Car- 
olinas can well manufacture cotton goods to the same extent as Massachu- 
setts or Rhode Island. Texas, with its flocks upon a thousand hills and its 
fine waterpowers in the sheep-growing regions, might well take part in fur- 
nishing blankets and woolens for the country. In straining their eyes after 
the ignis fatuus of free trade our representatives have never thought of the 
advantages that might accrue to the South by protecting its special prod- 
ucts. On the other hand, Northern legislators have at ail times and under 


costing $1.50 can now be had at from 30 to 0 cents. Axes, chains, and all 

a war eth conker yor be bought for 4, and ¢ 

at cents per can now ught for 4, 5, and 6 

ne. is of the other cotton is. A better vee is now sold for $60 than 

for $100; so with a thousand articles entering into tho 

uses of everyday life. These reductions have come with the change from 

» foreign to domestic manufacture; by the competition of Americans who have 

rospered under protection. ton’s doctrine has been more than veri- 

Red. It requires no statistics to prove these things; they have come under 
bservation. 

are 


Th those who say that improved machinery has wrought these re- 
guits,end thst theSerelgner works morecheaply. Granted, but before we 
had protection we few pee, ond the foreign manufacturer never 


did reduce ee do so by our own citizens. Protec- | all circumstances had the interests of their people in view. From these 
tion gave us machines, and the inventive genius of the American has | causes their industries have flourished, while ours have languished 
pinnaity Seqrese’ Sem. If, as it is insisted, protection has conferred undue privileges upon the 
We Senos Sot syecping reinetions of duties, demanding that | Northern States, why do we not fall into line and procure high duties on all 
numbers of articles and in this country be upon | our products? Northern people use perhaps four-fifths of all the sugar, 
the free list, and that duties on imports reduced to a s revenue | mo rice, wool, iron, and foreign fruits consumed in this country. We 
basis. it our would Bieawe us sorely,as were the frogs in | might thus equally make reprisals. With the duty of 3 to 5 cents a pound on 
the fable Whe s foraking. Hun of industries that have grown | imported sugar, they would pay five dollars where we pay one. This $1 
up under the protective system would be wrecked, and nearly all would | would be spent by our own citizens among themselves, while the other $4 
neers Low rates of ocean it, the chea: labor, plant, and | would for a time be drawn fromthe North tothe South. Soofall ourspecial 
capital of foreigners, would enable them to land un supplies of their | crops. Such a protection would cause the impoverished South to forget her 
pee a Wages of American operatives would be reduced; | woes and attire herself in the robes of prosperity, while increased production 
undred of thousands of them would be thrown out of employment; manu- | would soon give a greater and cheaper supply than ever. We would then be 


“solid” in a sense that would command respect rather than reproach. No 
one doubts that these benefits could be secured, nor that the Northern States 


i 
F 
5 
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costing in the hundreds of millions, would be idle. Four 
of bankruptcy and panic have 








followed mischievous of reformers. We have had a | would rapidly concur in these measures if our representatives could forbear 
touch of experience the revenue tariff (so called) of 1894. tinkering with the tariff and permit the industries to remain undisturbed 
The our manufactures accomplished and the American demand | by meddlesome and mischievous interference under solid protective tariff. 
transferred to the foreigner, would advance—possibly to the free- Now, those Northern people are in the majority, and with the help grad- 
trade standard of 1860. In meantime our own operatives would be | ually coming in from Southern districts that had begun to prosper under 
driven by swarms to seek employment in agriculture. Instead of buying | protection the system will again be maintained for years tocome. The pro- 
Se ee ee as they now do, they would help to swe tectionist has built his house. It keeps him comfortable. He suggests to us 
the volume Fee ecseation, week, for want of a domestic demand, | that we build one like it and enjoy similar comforts. We dislike the laws 
would be to unprofitable foreign marke that permitted him to build such a house, and want to tear it down. This 
nine-tenths of all the articles used by our people | he prevénts us from doing. We then take revenge upon him by standing out 
are made at home; the tenth is imported. Of our agricultu: al os rain and cold, shouting to him continually what a bad man he is 
aw are consumed at home, and the other — is exported. | for building under such wicked laws. The farce is finished by assuring him 
eae eee ene zation. The tenth we send and sell abroad is | with zeal that we will ever refuse to join forces and join interests with 
ae tenth we buy abroad. And this is the sum of polit- | him; but, like Samson, the blind giant, we will one day lay hold of the pillars 
more than we t of the structure, bow ourselves with all our strength, and bring it down in 
Tn case of a foreign war we may live wellathome. A tenth of what | ruins upon his head. Nor do we busy ourselves about what the conseyuences 
we use is the utmost extent of the deprivat an enemy could inflict, even | were to Samson. : : 
by So The day of free trade in the South is past. It went out with the old sys- 
no 


tem of labor. Old-time prejudices must soon follow. Thousands of young 
men born since the war will vote at the next election. Let it be hoped that 


whole— | they will not walk blindly in the leading stringsof the politicians and that 

$200,000,000 annually. | they will not yield segues the artifices of the demagogues. It is a painful 

from excises on liquors and | truth that —— of public trust are too often but dividends declared upon 
raise theannual in- | the capital prejudices and ignorance of our people. The politicians be- 


ing both stockholders and directors are naturaily interested in the perpetua- 
tion of their investment. But intolerance of free thought and free speech 
in politics is yielding in a degree to the lessons of experience and common 
sense. Factory, furnace, and mill are sounding the giad notes of the new 
gossip in the South. Prosperity is asplendid converting power. Dollars are 
eloquent orators and to pragasice as nothing else can. Every mill is 
@ missionary and every furnace a pillar of fire by night. Many and many a 
Rip Van Winkle isrousing up from his long, longsleep. The experience since 
18h of Southern control tariff legislation has been a lesson to all of us in 
its disaster, impoverishment, and distress that should never be forgotten. 
Hasten the day when the men who lost in 1865 shall, with their children and 
ndchildren, become participants in the glorious pro perity that now lies 
ust in si just up the hill, awaiting the triumphal march of the industrial 
th hand in hand with the industrial North. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. The unprecedented victories which have 
been achieved within the last two years by the Republican party 
were won by a comparison of the economic policies of the Demo- 
cratic and Republican parties. 

The McKinley bill furnished employment for 37,285 additional 
hands; the Wilson bill threw out of employment 101,763. The 
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industrial census for 1894 shows a decrease of 56 per cent of the 
output of factories as compared with 1892, a falling off of 30 per 
cent of the number of hands employed, and a falling off of 45 per 
cent in the amount of wages earned. 

The M es bill furnished a home market for the raw mate- 
ria} of the Southern people, at whose invitation thousands of capi- 
talists from the North came down and settled among our people, 
investing their millions in the undeveloped resources of the South, 
assuring to us the blessings which naturally and necessarily fol- 
low this development of our section. 

It meant a good deal to our citizens. It was the one great 
agency which was to bring about a complete reconciliation be- 
tween the North and South, by personal contact between those 
who had theretofore misunderstood each other. It meant the 
employment of thousands of laborers and the erection of school- 
houses and other institutions calculated to enhance the material 
welfare of our section. It was a measure brimful of patriotism 
and Americanism, 

I Lae to show me a single sentence or syllable within 
the McKinley bill which preferred the capitalists of foreign lands. 
to the American citizen. It contained no principle which has for 
its object the protection of the foreign citizen and the destruction 
of the American citizen. From the moment it became a law the 
business interests of this country — new impetus, and on 
every hand could be seen evidences of renewed prosperity. 

On the other hand, the Wilson bill had for its object the poe 
tion of the interests of those who live in foreign lands. It pre- 
ferred the coal of Nova Scotia to that of Kentucky, West Vir- 
ginia, and Tennessee. It preferred the cheap wool of Australia 
to the wool of the farmers living in Dlinois, Iowa, Ohio, Texas, 
and the other great woolgrowing statesinthe Union. It preferred 
the iron, corundum, kaolin, and marble of vad, > countries to 
that of Vermont, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Tennessee, Vir- 
ginia, and Alabama. Itpreferred the baled hay of Canada to that 
of Illinois, Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina, Ohio, and the 
other great agricultural States 
’ It interrupted the tide of immigration and capital which was 
pouring into the South from New England and other sections, 
nnder the beneficient influences of the McKinley law, and drove 
back to their respective homes, in a + measure, that desirable 
class of citizens who engaged in ee iron, kaolin, talc, and 
marble which so abundantly abounds in Tennessee, Alabama, Vir- 
ginia, Kentucky, Georgia, and North Carolina. 

By its operation thousands of laboring men were thrown out of 
employment. It resulted in the withdrawal of millions of dollars 
from the only avenues of business by which it could be reached 
by the laboring men of our section, The one great desire of the 
laboring men of to-day is to again secure employment at wages 
— will enable them to comfortably clothe and educate their 
children. 

The Republican party of this nation is to-day confronted by a 
crisis. The future welfare of the party depends in a great meas- 
ure upon the manner in which they deal with this grave question. 
Iam aware of the fact that there are some who contend it is best 
to adopt a do-nothing policy rather than to disturb the business 
interests of this country by tariff agitation. The expression of 
this sentiment emanates either from those who are enemies of the 
American system and desire to minimize the tariff question or 
those whose interest is carefully protected by the Wilson bill. 

However, we should bear in mind the significant fact that no 
such argument has been advanced by the laboring men of this 
country, nor by those who are the owners and producers of our 
raw material. This class of people are rey in the majority, 
and it was their votes which enabled the Republican y to 
secure such an enormous majority ia the lower branch of the pres- 
ent Congress. They voted the Republican ticket with the express 
understanding that Republican success meant the repeal of the 
Wilson bill, and that wo were to have in lieu thereof such legis- 
lation as would be an assurance to our people that we are to be 
preterred in matters affecting our interest and welfare to the peo- 
Rijs shuakd ‘be the desire of our. perty to. strengihe 

ou esire of our nm, encourage, 
in the Southern 


the e to 

, and that 

in future it will not be to borrow money with which to 
pay the current mses of the t. 

. LINDSAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky would 

profes Se 9h om 38 ie een ene Dee oe very glad, if he 

es that view of it, to call up a conference report, which I think 

will take only a few minutes to dispose of, I will say to the Sen- 

- sor ga Kentucky that I do not care to interrupt if he pre- 

go on now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The trouble I will have is that to-morrow, as 

soon as the morning business is over, weshall have the filled-cheese 

bill up again, and it will be in the afternoon before I can go on. 


and establish a permanent and Siahed by 


States, and this can be accomplished 
calasinuhintsey aneisheretnmr alate 


Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN 
announced that he did not to call up that bill again a 
the bond seen was of. 

Mr. PLATT. It will bea good while, I fear, if that is true. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will leave it to the discretion of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I pref: 


Mr. CULLOM, Very well. 


er to go on now. 
Then I not interrupt the Sen. 


ator. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to mo 
fora moment? I desire to ask to have the speech of Secretary 
Carlisle, made in 1878, printed as a document. I am frequent|y 
applied to, as are other Senators, for — of the speech. I saw 
a letter from the Secretary saying that it is out of print and ¢)\at 
he can not furnish it. I ask that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I prefer that the Senator from No. 
vada should have that very wer nay and valuable document 
presented to the Senate at some other time. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Kentucky wil) not 


—— 
a a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
objects. 
Mr. TELLER. What is it? 
Mr.STEWART. Thespeechof Carlisle made in 1878, 
Mr. LINDSAY. I will withdraw the objection, and allow the 
PM a RLDR CH is. t Senna in Congress 
r. i ita ? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then it has been printed in the Recorn—— 
Mr. STEWART. But it is out of print, and there are constant 
ao for it. 
. ALDRICH. And I understand the Senate is asked to print 


it cout 
r. STEWART. We print papers constantly for general in- 
formation. 

a | pages We printed Mr. Carlisle’s Chicago speech the 
other ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. As a document? 

Mr, TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I had been here I should have objected. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the ayecee of Mr. Carlisle delivered in 
the House of Re tatives in 1878 shall be printed as a docu- 
ment. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is there any objection to having the speech 
printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in the Recorp already. 

Mr, STEWART. I want to have it printed as a document, be- 
cause there are frequent applications for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are plenty of copies of that very val- 
uable os They are now being distributed, particularly in 
Kentucky, and if the Senator from Nevada wants some copies | 
will furnish them. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like some copies, because there are 


: ome a for the speech. 


Mr. . Ihave them. 

Mr. TELLER. I have one in my desk now. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me we are too far in the matter 
of printing hes of individuals as ents. I understand 
nent Mr. Carlisle at was printed, and then the 
owe of Governor Altgeld was ited to offset it. I think we 


better ora. 
Mr. STEWART. I do not know why we should stop printing 


uable-— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky is 
entitled to the floor. | 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I will not say the pending 
ultimate repudiation of any of our 

majority of Sena- 

it would a 

volving in their belief a breach 

however, that the adoption 

a , and its approval 

country to a suspension 0 

sixty days. 

five hundred millions of demand notes 
hundred et _— are oe 
edemption fund of only about one hun- 
means by which the loss of coin can 
us revenues and the sale of 


revived, 








if | should ask him # question? 
Mr. 


Mr. 
man demand notes were 
the large sum which the 
demption money behind it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
a moment. 

In the 


can be enished. If we were 


rtainl 
monty back to the enforced use of irred 


b 

ture. I thize with 
othe a deve howd be taken to avoid the necessit 
such sales. The Government ought to be taken out of the busi- 
ness of supplying gold coin or coin of any kind to speculators or 
exporters, but as yet Congress has done nothing in that direction, 
and so far as @ go intends to do nothing. Notwith- 
standing all , itis an that an early adjournment is to 
be had, and the responsibility for the management of the national 
finances and the protection of the public credit left to rest upon 
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury from the date of 
our adjournment until the first Monday in December next. 

If our system was meeting in a satisfactory way the 
exigencies of the Government, and the public credit was under 
snch legislative safeguards as to assure its maintenance beyond 

to the contrary, we might with pro- 


all reasonable @ S : 
ae act upon advice lately given us by the senior Senator 


m New Jersey [Mr. Smit] and by adjourning relieve the coun- 
try of farther foriofl tion tending to distur business security 
or to excite distrust in ess circles. Such, however, is not the 
fact. The country knows, and we know, that our financial system 
is far from satisfac and that the legislation upon which it rests 
is as inconsistent as it is ill adapted to the conditions with which 


we have to deal. We know, and the country knows, that the 
public credit, so far as it depends upon the continued parity be- 
tween our gold and silver legal-tender coinage, must be protected, 
if pro ae akeares sales of interest-bearing bonds. We 
know that the reserve is being steadily encroached upon, 
and have reason to fear that the go d now in the Treasury will 
be taken out as rapidly as it can be put to profitable use by ex- 
porters and Within a few months the Secretary of 
the Treasury may be again reduced to the necessity of selling 
bonds, or permitting a ae on not only of gold, but of specie 
are 


payment . 

e <2 such that delay in affording relief to the Treas- 
ury can be defended nor excused. Congress must either 
admit their — to remedy the admitted evils or concede 

80. 
The President has repeatedly recommended such Congressional 
action as would restore and avert possible disaster, 
but nothing in that line has been done. I may say nothing has 


cmt By his message to mgress when 
it convened in December henna dn that the Treasury 
ee —— Piecende ee oe 

exportation - notes o e 
Government. Foreseeing, as he naturally would. the reluctance 
of Congress thus to contract the volume of our ae 


F 


i 







submitted the whole of relief to our unem 
cretion by concluding his message with these words: 
I 
eae SB eaten teens th, one ot 
of , to ptly and effectively consider the 
of our I have suggested a remedy which my 
to in perft any other measure promising 
fees! wile labor with them in every 
a : interests and the welfare of our 
ae our respective places of duty we have to 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE am 


Mr. DANIEL. Will it interrupt the Senator from Kentucky 


. No, sir. 
DANIEL. Isnot the silverin the Treasury, for which Sher- 
iven, a part of the redemption fund for 
says has only $112,000,000 of re- 


{ will come to the discussion of that point in 


face of all - we aro = - _ we the aviary 
Treasury the o means by whic 8 emption fun 

of the M4 ng are = means a 
; te disaster; if we were consi g how we might 
which to at ion both gold and silver coin and bring the 
eemable paper currency, 
there would be no better course to pursue than to put this resolu- 
tion in force, and then by an early adjournment leave the specu- 
lators and exporters to raid the Treasury until not a dollar of the 
redemption fund remains. This resolution will not pass, but the 
support it is receiving and the unconcern with which the neces- 
sary consequences of the adoption ot such a measure is regarded 
eading members of the Senate are, in my estimation, ominous 
the opposition to the oo 
or 














































tions concerning our foreign policy, this furnishes a signal and impressive 
wurning that even the patriotic sentiment of our people is not an adequate 
substitute for a sound financial policy. 

Of course there can be no doubt inany thoughtful mind as to the complete 
solvency of our nation, nor can there be any just apprehension that the 
American people will be satisfied with less than an honest payment of our 
public obligations in the recognized money of the world. We should not 
overlook the fact, however, that aroused fear is unreasoning, and must be 
taken into account in all efforts to avert possible loss and the sacrifice of our 
poopie’ interests. 


e real and sensible cure for our recurring troubles can only be effected * 
by a complete change in our financial scheme. Pending that, the executive 
branch of the Government will not relax its efforts nor abandon its deter- 
mination to use every means within its reach to maintain before the world 
American credit, nor will there be any hesitation in exhibiting its confidence 
in the resources of our country and the constant patriotism of our people. 

In view, however, of the peculiar situation now confronting us, I have 
ventured to herein express the earnest hope that the Congress, in default of 
the inauguration of a better system of finance, will not takea recess from its 
labors before it has, by legislative enactment or deciaration, done something 
not only to remind those apprehensive among our own people that the re- 
sources of their Government and a scrupulous regard for honest dealing 
afford a sure guaranty of unquestioned safety and soundness, but to reas- 
sure the world that with these factors, and the patriotism of our citizens, the 
ability and determination of our nation to meet in any circumstances every 
obligation it incurs do not admit of question. 

Task at the hands of the congue such prompt aid as it alone has the power 
to give to prevent, in a time of fear and apprehension, any sacrifice of the 
poopie’: interestsand the public funds or the impairment of our public credit 
nan effort by Executive action to relieve the dangers of the present emer- 
gency. 

The recommendations of the President have gone for nothing. 
His appeals have fallen upon unwilling ears. Our financial sys- 
tem has neither been revised nor amended, and the indications are 
that ‘‘our dangerous and fatuous financial operations” are to con- 
tinue for an indefinite time, and to continue under circumstances 
from which the country may fairly infer the consent and approval 
of the present Congress. Republican leaders may excuse them- 
selves to their partisan followers on the ground that it is good party 

litics to leave the Administration to struggle with existing em- 

rrassments as best it may. The condemnation of the sale of 
interest-bearing bonds in time of peace may be made an effective 
argument, with the unthinking, in favor of restoring the Repub- 
lican party to power, but it will not deceive the intelligence of the 
country, and in the event of Republican success it will return to 
plague those who are now seeking to make it available as a party 
slogan. 

The pretense of relieving the situation through the tariff and 
bond bills sent over some months since from the House of Repre- 
sentatives was so transparent that no one was or could be deceived 
by it. The demand was for the means by which to secure the 
necessary gold to keep up the Treasury reserve. The response 
was an offer of additional authority to sell bonds, payable in coin, 
just as the bonds authorized by the existing statute are payable. 
No one had the right to believe, and, I may safely say, no one did 
believe or does now believe, the proposed 3 per cent short-time 
bonds could have been sold at their face value. If the bill had 
become a law, the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to: 
sell bonds would have been increased to an indefinite extent, but 
he would still have been compelled to buy gold with bonds pay- 
able, not in terms in gold, but in coin. 

The proposed tariff bill had the approval of no one. With it 
came from the other end of the Capitol the information that it 
was not a Republican bill. It certainly was not a Democratic 
bill. I have no information that any Populist, in or out of Con- 
gress. gave it the sanction of his eee It did not have char- 
acter enough to make its way out of the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee, except with the incumbrance of a free-silver attachment. 
Concerning this remarkable bill the distinguished chairman of 
the Republican national committee, the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CarTER], said, in February last, that it was ‘‘ wholly at vari- 
ance with past professions of the Republican party on the 
tariff question,” that it had been and was then ‘‘distinctly as- 
serted that it is not a Republican measure,” but ‘*a measure to 
meet an alleged emergency which the Chief Executive Officer of 
the nation, chosen by the people in 1892, stoutly asserts does not 
exist at all.” 

The absurdities of the two bills being apparent and the shallow- 
ness of the pretense that they were intended to meet the emer- 
gency which unmistakably demands action by this Congress hay- 
ing been thoroughly exposed by eminent Republican Senators, 
they have faded out of public notice and are to-day sleeping their 
everlasting sleep. 

The Republican majority has declined to do anything. 
withstanding the repeated assurances we have had from a dis- 
tinguished ublican leader that the Republican party was 
ready to take up any nonpartisan measure that would result in 
increasing the resources of the Treasury to equal its expenditures, 
we have had yesterday and to-day an illustration that that state- 
ment overlaps the disposition of that party to do anything to 
increase the revenues of the Government unless coupled with 
further protection to the manufacturing industries. 

The Republican party proposes to go before the country upon 
the record it has made of not only doing nothing, but of failing 


Not- 
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in good faith to attempt to obviate the necessity for the further 
sale of interest-bearing bonds. 

Mr. DANIEL, Wilithe Senator allow me to ask hima question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Has not the President in his message to Con- 
gress stated that there was no lack of revenue or trouble about the 
revenue, and that bonds were only issued for the purpose of buy- 
—= to pay obligations? . 

r. LINDSAY. The President has undoubtedly stated that 
there was no immediate necessity for more revenue, and the Presi- 
dent has stated with equal distinctness that the embarrassments 
of the Treasury do not arise out of the want of revenue, but out of 
the difficulty of keeping up the gold reserve for the purpose of re- 
deeming upon presentation the notes of the Government. 

The complaint I make against the Republican party is not that 
it has not provided more revenue, but that, — ing to be in 
favor of providing more revenue, it refuses to take any step in 
that direction unless coupled with an increase of the protection 
now afforded to favored manuf. industries. 

The purpose of the distinguished Senator from Virginia I under- 
stand to be to direct my attention to the claim that these outstand- 
ing demand notes had as well be redeemed in silver as in gold, and 
that if the Secretary of the Treasury would consent to answer 
those demands hy an offer to pay in silver, then the necessity for 
a further sale of bonds would be obviated. It is to that phase of 
the scape under consideration that I now wish to direct my re- 
mar 

We have eminent men of both the old political organizations de- 
fending their nonaction on the ground that there is no obligation 
resting upon the Treasury to the demand notes of the Gov- 
ernment in gold coin to the exclusion of legal-tender silver. This 
is a fundamental doctrine of the Populistic or Peoples’ ,and 
it would be folly to deny that it has taken strong hold upon the 

ublic mind. hether this contention, if correct, can be i 
the conduct of affairs consistently with the declared policy of 
the Government to preserve the parity of all our money of ulti- 
mate redemption is an important inquiry, and one that can not 
be answ in. the affirmative without the most serious misgiv- 


The present Administration has from the beginning been con- 
fronted with difficulties inherited from the past. Explaining i 


either in silver or gold 
holder,” said: 
Tf that policy had been 


at 
not saying this for the purpose of cri 
cessors or anybod 


r presented, I believe it w have worked beneficially, 
would have been ae Scone growing out of it; but the Secretaries of 
Treasury from the beginning of resu: have of redeem- 
in or silver, at the option of holder - 
retary had afterwards attempted to change that 


Mr. LINDSAY. It denounced it after it was established. 
Mr. DANIEL. Did it not declare when it nominated its Presi- 
dent in favor of ing the double standard? 


new may 
Paani nc mee mre 


berately opinion of the 
. TELLER], whose devotion to 


On October 6, 1898, Senator TELLER, discussing the bill to re- 
peal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act and commenting 
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upon the custom of the of the to redeem wi 

gold the coin notes issued in eet for aliver bali echenes 
under the Sherman Act, ed the circumstances under which 
on the 14th of November, 1894, the first million dollars of ¢),.,.. 
notes were presented to the subtreasury and 4 


- in gold, and 

Mr. TELLER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. This is from the Senator's speech on the 6:}, of 
October, 1893, when he said—and this is exactly in the line of \\; 
Carlisle’s explanation— ; 

Had Mr. Foster, th Secretary Treasury, 
selves ready to ee to notes. S ona aoa 
holder thereof wants to exchange a of 


“We hold our 
citizen or any 


rit rious 


his discretion to 


Continuing, the Senator said: 
If there is blame of the payment of the Treasury notes in gold, I am ¢ 
to admit that there is where the lies. Lam not Reiter n,at 
succeeding Secretary paid in gold just as his predecessors had done. 
Continuing, after some further comments, the Senator s:i(: 
Then came the change of Administration, and Mr. Carlisle, as Secr>tary o 
the , was confronted with this question. Where ther. \.t 
been an rable of gold in aggregate taken out of the 
came to be a great amount taken out 
I say here now, believing as 
should never have paid a 
not a dollar under the 
Ihad been Sec: ary of 
of the Government at 
which the market was 
was no more than proper 


which I think under 

bound to 0, Which was 

in order that 

at a time when financial 

tof these Treasury 

not have created a ripple in 

if Mr. Carlisle had paid them 

a considerable disturbance in 

as the Senator from New 

that kind, but it would have 

noreason why, the policy having been 

adopted, the of the Treasury should not have continued it, because 
we were able to pay in gold. 

oe Ido not know } oy wer the Senator intends to 

read my or not, but, in justice to me, he should read 

what I said with reference to the condemnation which | made of 


the Secretary of the Treas- 
firmness which should have 
th so a duty as that of main- 
is some t, the financial 
yafter: ‘I pro- 

in this matter.” 
been no mietude under 
we were able or willing to 


backs in gold.—(Con- 
3, pages 349 and 300, special session Fifty- 


that Mr. Carlisle followed the custom 
Secretaries of the Treas- 

outset promptly and de 

custom. 

read the whole of my re- 


I charged that the 
the policy and then backed 


read the Senator's entire 
to illustrate my point. 
had started to change the 
will say, in justice to Mr. 
unequivocally that he ever 
to change the 

as the Senator says 

to follow the policy 

not change without dis- 


- was just ie aaereen mi 
contended attempted oO presen 
,. that he had notified the subtreasuret 
and he had done 

, or anything of the kind. 

had dec! to allow that 

the trouble in New York 

in that speech and im 














that was done for the purpose of creating 
cnn Sa enable the Administration to repeal the 
Sherman 


nT ADSAY. I think I have stated the points in the Sena- 


; Seiety. The contention of fact between Mr. Carlisle 
th ie shall not undertake to settle; but as to the other 
charge, Which 


is collateral to the subject I am now discussing, I 
a on the floor of the Senate to vindicate Mr. Carlisle from 
— and I am willing now that that vindication, weak as 
it was, shall go to the country 


it was proper for Mr. Carlisle to follow the example and pur- 
aan the pellet of Mr. Foster in regard to the Sherman notes, it was 


ikewi for him to follow the example and continue the 
oe all his a in regard to the penne. or United 
Btates notes. has followed in the line of his predecessors, as 


the Senator from Colorado declared he ought to have done, and, in 


+ to follow that , has been compelled from time to time 
obey gold to main ‘*the financial security of the country.” 
This is the 


sum of his stenting. 
Carrying out a line of policy ¢ Administration found firmly es- 
tablished, and which, under the surroundings, it could not abandon 
without danger to the financial security of the country, it has 
borne the obloquy and endured the criticism which always attend 
vicious legislation. It has done this, too, in 
the persistent refusal of Congress to reform the finan- 
i or to make it possible to change or modify the policy 
ithe Republican _ has suggested no remedy, except the in 
The free coinage enews at 16 to 1 is the 


5 
& 


i sentiment in favor of the coinage of 

ver since the Government in 1875 fixed the time 

for and put on foot the measures by which specie payment was to 

outset the question of the particular ratio 

not deemed a matter of importance. There was a strong feel- 

to 1, because that was the ratio at which silver 

te States composin rae eee an In 

many that we might go to coin- 

silver bullion at that tine had declined 

in its market value less than 8 per cent and there was an apparent 

the increased demand resulting from the re- 

—- of silver by the United States 

old-time ity. That was the 

i made the speech which been so often 

referred to, and which Senators are anxious now to make for the 

ee ee ne: 

What was the status, will the Senator say, 

for free coinage and wrote 
his celebrated letter to Mr. Smith, of Kentucky? 

If the Senator desires to make that letter a 


fs 
5 
z 


; 


You were discussing what Mr. Carlisle did 
he did in 1890. 
Y. I collaterally referred to the attempt of gen- 
ee eo hin in 2070, but not what 
. Lam not here to defend Mr. Car- 
Carlisle would not thank me for becoming his champion; 
the Senator knows, and the country knows 
upon all occasions and under all circum- 


Fs 
KS 


fe 


stances to take care of himself. 

The coinage of silver under the Bland-Allison Act did not, nor 
did its purchase under the Sherman Act of 1890, impede the steady 
decline in the relative value of silver bullion. The two metals, 
gold and silver, continned to separate further and further, and in 

came the utter collapse of silver as a money metal in all the 
“hh peainnaliiaindnenies tee. hich that 

causes W re- 

sult. The demonetization of silver by the g countries of 

ee ee eee Petween 1870 and 1876 no doubt 

a great Another more 

potent cause was Spteneeed Sheceaed production of sil- 

ver bullion and the general conviction as to the still greater pos- 

sibilities in the way of increased and cheapened production. 


of our own country, silver bullion has depreciated in its 
market value Senate With this fact admitted, it is now 

emecnens wy thelr own seperate and Sade. 

‘shall open their to the free and unlimited 
‘he eee ee eae ante of $0 to 1, and, by on doing, under- 
when silver 2 oe le poder ae 
take up th 1806 with & diminished market value of silver 
iallondelinmniene ae e e 
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In proportion as the difficuities have increased, the seeming con- 
fidence of those who call themselves the friends of silver and the 
advocates of bimetallism has magnified. Neither of the great par- 
ties heretofore representing the political differences of the Amer- 
ican people considered with favor in 1892 the experiment of free 
and unlimited coinage. The nominee of the Democratic party 
was known of all men to be unalterably opposed to any such pol- 
icy. The platform then adopted by the Democratic party was in- 
tended to meet, and did meet, the views of that nominee, and his 
interpretation of the currency plank was accepted by the party as 
the correct one. His theory then was, and it was the then theory 
of his , that “ Every dollar put into the hands of the people 
should be of the same intrinsic value or purchasing power,” and 
that with ‘‘this condition absolutely guaranteed, both gold and 
silver can be safely utilized upon equal terms in the adjustment 
of the currency.” 

The Democratic nominee for the Vice-Presidency was equally 
explicit. He understood the platform to import— 

That every dollar, whatsoever its form, that finds its way into his— 

The farmer’s or wage earner’s— 
pocket shall be of equal, unquestioned, and universally exchangea! 
and of equal purchasing power. 

In the Democratic convention, and pending the consideration 
of a proposed amendment to the platform looking to the insertion 
of the word “free” in connection with the declaration in favor of 
the coinage of both gold and silver, Mr. Patterson, of Colorado, 


le value 


who ke for the advanced friends of silver coinage, declared 
that all they asked was— 

The recognition of the doctrine of free bimetallic coinage as a doctrine of 
the Democratic party; not the coinage of a 70-cent dollar, but the coinage 
of gold and silver dollars of a fixed parity, and each dollar containing metal 


of equal intrinsic value. 


Not a parity fixed by law, but that each dollar, whether gold or 
silver, should contain metal of equal intrinsic value. I shall not 
stop to consider the criticism of the word “intrinsic.” Evidently 
Mr. Patterson used it as every reasonable man would understand 
from the manner of its use, that the dollar he demanded the right 
to have freely coined out of silver was a dollar to contain bullion 
that would sell in the market for as much as the bullion in the 
gold dollar. 

The bullion value of an American silver dollar, compared with 
gold, was then about 72 cents. Those for whom Mr. Patterson 
spoke did not then wish the free coinage of 72-cent silver dollars, 
—— free coinage of silver dollars equal in intrinsic value to 
gold. 

Democrats had not up to that time turned their faces against 
the teachings of Jefferson that ‘“‘the proportions between the 
value of gold and silver is a mercantile problem altogether”; 
that legal proportions ought to be disregarded and the average 
market prices of the two metals in the countries with which we 
are likely to be principally connected accepted as the ratio at 
which they may be freely coined. In 1892 no portion of the Dem- 
ee even those whom Mr. Patterson especially rep- 
resented—demanded the freecoinage of 70-cent silver dollars. The 
free coinage of gold and silver dollars of a fixed parity, each dollar 
containing metal of equal intrinsic value, was the extent of their 
utmost demand, and no party, other than the Populists, was then 
ready to give countenance to the proposition of the unlimited 
coinage of legal-tender silver in the proportion of 16 to 1 of gold. 

Of course there were many prominent Democrats who believed 
in that doctrine; of course there were many eminent Republicans 
who believed in that doctrine. But the Democratic party as a 
party did not hold to that doctrine, and the platform adopted, 
explained by the letters of acceptance of the nominee for Presi- 
dent, of the nominee for Vice-President, and by this particular 
re mtative of silver coinage makes that proposition plain. 

ince 1892 silver bullion has declined in value 30 per cent. 
The intrinsic metal value of the old silver dollar has fallen from 
72 cents in 1892 to 53 cents in 1896; but nevertheless we are now 
to have unlimited silver coinage without a change of ratio and 
without to the policies of the countries from which we 
buy, to which we sell, and with which we have our principal 
trade relations. 

Two or three years ago the argument was common that the free 
coinage of silver by the United States would of its own force 
restore the former relations between the two metals, and in 1893 
it was confidently announced on the floor of the Senate by a dis- 
tinguished Senator, then and now a member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, that the day the United States should open their mints to 
free coinage, that lee silver would go to a dollar and twenty-nine 
cents an ounce in the markets of the world. I do not remember 
any recent expression of that sublime faith in the superhuman 

of an act of Congress. There may be those who still 
entertain that belief, but in the main it now seems to be conceded 
that the free coinage of the cheaper metal will drive American 
gold to Europe as rapidly, at the least, as we may increase the 
volume of legal-tender silver. As an offset to this it is con- 
tended that the increase of gold in Europe will lessen the demand 
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for the supply now on that side of the ocean, and to that extent 
cheapen its money value and thus increase the prices for which 
American products may be sold in the Eur markets. It is 
at best doubtful whether gold in any quantity could be kept in 
this country to compete with a lver money freely coined 
on individual account. The gold that might not be immediately 
exported would be hoarded for speculation and converted at once 
a an article of merchandise. The rule in such a state of case 
8 that— 

Whenever, under the double standard, there is a variance between the 
legal and market relations of the metals, the standard would be practically 
based on one metal, and it the cheaper and more available. There never can 
be practically two money standards whose units of account differ in value in 
any country at the same time. 

This rule is founded 6 the experience of mankind. It is not 
of my crystallization. It was declared to be axiomatic by the 
majority bo of the Silver Commission created by the Senate 
= 1876, and that report was the handiwork of Senator Jongs of 

ev 

We may take it as a conceded proposition that if we have two 
standards of different metallic welnen the standard will practically 
be based on the metal that is cheapest and most available; that— 

There never can be practically two money standards whose units of account 
differ in value in any country at the same time. 

Commencing free coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1, we would have 
a variance of nearly one-half between the legal and market rela- 
tions of gold and silver from the beginning, and our standard 
would be based on one metal, ‘‘and that the cheaper and more 
available one.” We would go at the first step to silver mono- 
metallism. We would at once be compelled to face the business 
disturbances which would necessarily follow so radical a chan 
in our financial system. We would have cheap money, cheap in 
the sense that it would have a reduced purchasing power, but it 
will be well to consider the fact that cheap money thus secured, 
wo may have, without increasing the volume of our currency 
and jially the volume of our money of ultimate redemption. 
If all the available silver bullion in tence and all the future 
production of silver bullion should be brought to our mints we 
could not coin it into money as fast as our gold coin would be 
withdrawn from circulation, and the first and immediate effect 
of the free coinage of silver would be to contract the volume of 
our metal or primary aoe. 

The claim is made that the demand for currency would keep 
our gold at home, but it would not keepitincirculation. It might 
be held for speculative purposes, but not for use as money or cur- 
rency. Noman would invest his gold ee of any kind 
until the lowest ble prices had been ed and it had ceased 
to be profitable longer to hold it. 

Mr, William P. St. John, president of the Mercantile National 
Bank of New York, an able and persistent advocate of the free 
coinage of silver, whilst testifying in 1894 before the House Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, outlined a bill for free coinage 
which provided— 

That the silver dollar now ex 
a ucing the bullion for it an 


In answer to the direct question— 

Would your theory put this country on a silver basis?— 

He replied: 

Momentarily it might; I think it would immediately. 

He was then asked— 

How long would that condition prevail? 

’ He answered: 

I would not the achievement of actual bimetallism in the United 
States under bill earlier than two years; that is, two yearsat the outside. 
I should expect it earlier if conditions now abroad—ex outside 
of France—prevail; I would expect it to be acco: within one year. 

I do not quote the opinion of Mr, St. John because he is a banker, 
but because he is an ardent friend of free and regarded as 
authority upon the subject by the special friends of silver. 

One year at the least, probably two years, of the oe 
standard we are to have when we go to free coinage. year, 
probably two, of the contraction necessarily incident to the expul- 
sion of six hundred millions of gold from our volume of primary 
or redemption money. 

Those who believe in free — insist that the contraction of 
the currency necessarily results in diminishing prices. Mr. St. 
John says that— 

thn cqprepate oS meney in the United States is to raise normal 
ean 


ae om. ly consumed commodities here. Per con- 
to diminish the aggregate of money in the United States is to lower all 


This is the accepted theory of all advocates of free silver. If 
Mr, St. John be correct, then the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
by the independent action of the United States means silver mono- 
metallism in this country for one year 


shall be ccinable without limit in amount 
on the same terms now p for 


of more than 30 cent. That diminution means the lowerjy 
here of the no prices of all home and internationally cons):1),¢, 
commodities. In the t business conditions the oerine of 
prices by the intervention of a enactment will driv, 
embarrassed debtors to bankruptcy, alarm creditors and iny)<},,;: 
and excite such distrust as may tate another business ).));,. 
So well satisfied was Mr. St. John t free coinage means ter, 

¢ silver monometallism that he incorporated in his prop) ...j 

ill a section providing for what he denominated “emergency 
currency”; that is, that for the time being and to meet con(iti,1); 
that might arise from the expulsion of our gold from circen);{\,, 
the Government should issue legal-tender money base: up. = 
uncoined silver bullion and upon the security of United Sta... 
bonds. Whether this cy currency, if issued, would jy. 
spire public confidence and preserve er and private credit 
may very well be doubted, but it was the best substitute Mr. s; 
John could suggest, and of the necessity for its issue he seemed 
to entertain no doubt. 

The great mass of those who to-day ne for the free 
coinage of silver and insisting that it would be a remedy for 4) 
oar financial oe make no = ons as » a We are to 

over the emergency foreseen by Mr. St. John. 
They shut their eyes bs oil danaen and call upon the American peo. 
ple to join them in the perilous and reckless experiment of fres 
coinage at 16 to 1 without as aye to consequences. Mr. St. John, 
by his bill, proposed that coin certificates should be issued upon 

e deposit of uncoined gold and silver, and also that such cer. 
tificates might be issued and loaned upon the deposit of bonds 
of the United States. this provision against the con- 
sequences of the expulsion of from our circulation in case free 


8° | coinage should have that effect, he said: 


If a money pants thventrend, Oe peecene seetinans witha sharp contrac. 
tion of our te of money, ear 6) would Seupower the 
the ry to mausorer 000 of er- 


Sec United States coin : 
tificates against silver coin and bullion in the Treasury and loan then 
at a cent and 5 per cent per annum against United States interest-bearing 
bon This issue would reduce the aggregate reserve against silver certifi: 
cates and Treasury notes to about 62 per cent. 


He explained further that his suggested bill proposed in effect— 


the coinage system of the United 
ghty years thereafter, 
ver was our current 


ive: substitute for coin on 


mode mience of paper 
the depositors of gold and silver at the mint, one and the same 
coin te redeemable on demand in coin, and redeems these coin cer- 
tificates in gold or silver, at the option and convenience of the United States 
It certifica 
“ee 


rovides an em issue of these coin tes additionally, with 


and with redemptions on demand assured, and 
"s hands to stifleany panic in Wall street instanter. 
lanation Mr. St. John was still apprehensive that 
the country might go to a silver basis, and was not willing to 
predict the achievement of bimetallism in the United States 
earlier than twoyears; or, at the best, earlier than one year. The 
possibility of the country driven to the single silver stand- 
ard, and the contemplation of a ible money panic, he did not 
pretend to conceal. He felt an emergency might follow the 
adoption of his free-silver proposition, and that to meet it there 
ould be a necessity foran ‘‘emergency issue” of coin certificates 
take the place of the money driven from circulation 
y the free-silver experiment. Silver monometallism precipi- 
tated upon the country by act of ee for one, two, 
or ten years, would be equivalent to te and “ sharp con- 
traction.” It would destroy confidence and excite alarm in every 
quarter. The “‘money-market panic ” which would follow would 
pers map the power of ‘‘emergency issue ” of coin certificates 
to ve against or to ae tr 
Mr. Wharton Barker, another of the free-silver leaders of the 
on the of the so-called “ emergency 
insists that no con- 
is that contraction 


its place in our cur- 

tively forcing them 

an attractive 

in payment for 

at their reduced prices. (See the 


That is a quotation from an editorial in the American, 4 news 
ye in a stanch advocate of free silver 

» edited, ap 7 aan by Mr. Barker. . 
to the American farmer to be aoe in any 

we may be coining silver to take the p!ac 
to keep the latter metal in circulation 
market to buy in” consequent upon the 
agricultural products. 

increas® the opening of our mints to free 
the demand for silver and diminish the de 
at their legal- 


certainly, and ae 
two years. Silver snassanattalliate anensie heb ainaheladiens the | how 


aggregate of the money in the United States during those two years 








falls. Theyconfidently assert that the present low 


will rise as wheat will follow silver in its upward march, 
aig ay ae a elahes 50 per cent, 60-cent wheat will sell 


for 12 ots. a the — prin- 
high-priced labor follow gold in its downward course, 
who ees wean his a for support will, under 
things, be aes pay 25 per cent advance 
necessaries of life t a corresponding increase in 


for and published by ae nemarican,, Foire 

shown that w the prices of cotton and wheat 
fevlined 50 4, cent between 1873 and 1895, the decline in the 
sean a our great staples, corn and tobacco, was less than 8 per 
ober and that the increase in the prices of bacon and beef was 
Sent 10 to 2 cent. It was shown by that table that from 
1873 to 1895 cotton cloths had declined in price over 60 per cent, 
r ingots and bars 65 per cent, and mineral and illuminating 


oe 85 cent. 

ae actually exported in 1895 at the 
and 1873. that table disclosed the fol- 

as to the values in those years respectively: 


for 9) cents and 8-cent cotton 


ble 
8, 1896, 


ng the eg 
comparative prices 1 
lowing result 


a 


| $102, 469, 554 
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sugar, 3,172 pounds of nails, 863 yards of sheeting, 920 yards of drilling, 54 
yards of shirting, 983 yards of standard prints, or 2,000 yards of print cloth. 

One thousand pounds of bacon and hams would buy, in 1873, 345 gallons of 
oil, 682 cuninel refined sugar, 1,54 pounds of nails, @2 yards of sheeting, 
568 yards of drilling, 415 yards of shirting, 716 yards of standard prints, or 
1,091 yards of print cloth; while in 1891 it would buy 1,085 gallons of oil, 1,157 
pounds of refined sugar, 4.086 pounds of nails, 1.111 yards of sheeting, 1,185 
yards of drilling, 714 yards of shirting, 1,206 yards of standard prints, or 2,576 
yards of print cloth. 

One thousand pounds of tobacco in 1873 would buy 413 gallons of oil, 833 
pounds of sugar, 1.886 pounds of nails, 721 yards of sheeting, 680 yards of drill- 
ing, 498 yards of shirting, 88 yards of standard prints, or 1,307 yards of print 
cloth; while in 1891 it would buy 1,248 gallons of oil, 1,426 pounds of refined 
sugar, 4,677 pounds of nails, 1.273 yards of sheeting, 1.357 yards of drilling, 817 
yards of shirting, 1,450 yards of standard prints, or 2.449 yards of print cloth. 

One hundred bushels of wheat in 1873 would buy 59 gallons of oil, 1,176 
pounds of refined sugar, 2,509 pounds of nails, 1,000 yards of sheeting, 064 yards 
of drilling,611 yards of shirting, 1,225 yards of standard prints, or 1.840 yards 
of print cloth; while in 1891 it would buy 1,228 gallons of oil, 1.631 pounds of 
refined sugar, 5,000 pounds of nails, 1,442 yards of sheeting, 1,455 yards of 
drilling, 8& yerde of shirting, 1,560 yards of standard prints, or 2,744 yards 
of print cloths. 


What was true in this regard in 1891 is true in 1896. The con- 
tinued decline in prices has affected the farmer as a purchaser 
equally with the farmer asaseller. If he receives less for the 
products of his industry, he pays less for his indispensable sup- 
plies. 

The assumption that the general decline in prices is due to the 
discrimination against silver as a money metal 1s without warrant 
or support in fact. There is no occult connection between silver 
and wheat, or silver and cotton, any more than there is between 
silver and the meat product or silver and tobacco. If the alleged 
demonetization of silver has enhanced the value of gold and be- 
cause of such enhancement diminished the market prices of cotton 
and wheat, the same cause ought to operate equally upon every 


| other article of commerce whore no exceptional reason intervenes 


| to the contrary. 


Wheel Sey perm Meuse | 6s sen bet | 
14, 650, 767 15, 174, 743 | 
48,736,680 | 44,085, 454 
16,832,860 | 13, 202, 386 | 
25,622,776 | 27,616,810 | 
SE Se ~ 901,300,674 | 201, 138, 474 
ese figures show an @ te loss on these six staples of agri- 
oulmnal production, taking the prices of 1873 and 1895 as the | 
criterion, of $99,831,800, which loss is, of course, to be distributed | 
among all the States producing and exporting wheat, corn, bacon, 
rk, , and tobacco. 
on the other hand, the table shows that the prices of staples the 


farmer must buy with the of the sales of his wheat, corn, 
meats, and tobacco and which were actually imported into the 
United States in 1895 had from 1873 declined as follows: 





io the farmers who consumed 


savi 
_— in the difference between their prices 
1895 of over $180,000,000, or over $30,000,000 more than 
of the quantity of wheat, flour, corn, 

in 1895. These figures 
question as to the effect the 
may have had upon the business of the 
andit seems probable, he saves 
he must have and can not 








If high-priced money makes low-priced goods, 
then, all things else being substantially alike, the prices of every- 
thing we produce or consume should equally decline. Such has 
not been the case. An advocate of free coinage had prepared and 
published in the American of January 25, 1806, a table upon this 
subject. He took January 1, 1891, as the basis of his figures, and 
the prices on that day of various articles of first-class importance 
as the test of the conclusion he proposed to draw. 

This table shows that between January 1, 1891, and April 1, 
1891, silver as measured by the gold standard declined from 100, 
the initial number, to 94.25. During the same time breadstuffs 
increased in price from 100 to 118.31 and live stock from 100 to 
116.98. Between April 1 and July 1, 1891, silver increased in price 
from 94.25 to 98.21, while breadstuffs declined from 118.31 to 103.90 
and livestock from 116.98 to 110.38. Between January 1, 1891, and 
April 1, 1893, silver declined from 100 to 80, while live stock in- 
creased from 100 to 125.28 and provisions from 100 to 115.84. Octo- 
ber 1, 1894, silver stood at 60.84, live stock at 101.57, and provisions 
at 97.68. These instances are enough to prove that the price of 
silver has no immediate or intimate or natural connection with 
the prices of agricultural products. 

A table prepared by Mr. Schoenhoff, a gentleman who was 
largely quoted in this Chamber during the tariff debate of 1894, 
shows the following changes in prices between 1850, when free 
coinage of both gold and silver prevailed this country; 1879, when 
we resumed specie payment, and 1888, fifteen years subsequent 
to the so-called crime of 1873: 


| | 
1850. | 1879. | 1888. 
| 





We thus see that sugar fell 51 per cent between 1850, when we 
had free coinage, and 1888, when we had the single gold standard. 
During the same period wheat declined 42 per cent, but tobacco 
advanced in price from 100 in 1850 to 244 in 1888, and 88 per cent 
of that advance was between 1879 and 1888. Tin ran down from 
100 in 1850 to 77 in 1879, and then up from 77 in 1879 to 173 in 1888, 
or about 225 per cent increase, and that was before it was rein- 
forced by the provisions of the McKinley law. 

It is folly to say that the money standard has controlled or does 
control prices independent of other and more potent considera- 
tions. general decline of prices during the past thirty years 
can not be attributed to any one cause, much less to the change 
of the money standard. No man capable of reasoning can shut 
his eyes to the results which have followed the universal use of 
improved machinery and labor-saving appliances. The Bessemer 
process, the development of the power of electricity, the steam 
plow, the modern reaper and thrasher, reduced rates of transpor- 
tation, and many other cognate causes have combined to cheapen 
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production and necesgarily to lower prices. Our present indus- 
trial capacity for the almost unlimited production of all that is 
useful, all tnose things that satisfy our wants, minister to our 
comforts, or gratify our tastes, renders continued high prices prac- 
tically impossible. The sooner we recognize the changed condi- 
tions which thirty years have wrought out, and that the march of 
events can not turned back by legislative interference, the 
sooner we will adjust our business affairs to the new conditions 
and intelligently deal with the modern situation. 

The tendency toward financial stringency was developed about 
1890. A general business collapse came upon us in 1893. We 
have since had ods of apparent relief, but reflecting men un- 
derstan4 that ‘‘ hard times” must run their course, and that busi- 
ness follies and excesses must be atoned for before we can have a 
return to ae and general prosperity. We can not improve 
the situation by experimenting with our money standard. The 
greatest period of prosperity the icultural States and the States 
we call ‘ Southern ” have ever had was since “‘ the crime of 1873” 
and under the operation of what the agitators of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver call the single gold standard. Of the 
truth of this statement the statistics furnished by the census 
returns of 1880 and the census returns of 1890 are most convinc- 

. quote from a compilation made by Mr. Richard T. Ed- 
monds, of the Manufacturers’ Record, of Baltimore, Md., printed 
and circulated in 1895, as follows: 

Recent census publi although three years behind time, make it 
paar tocompare the agricultural and manufacturing advance of the South 

1880 to 1890 with that of the country at large. e result isa remark- 
ably favorable showing for the South. Starting in 1880 with total farm as- 
sets, which includes the value of farms, implements, etc., of §2,314,000,000, the 

th made an advance by 1800 to $3. 182,000,000-—e gain of 37 per cent. Dur- 

the same period the increase in all other States and Territories was from 
$9,790,000,000 to $12,797,000,000, or 30 per cent. In studying these figures it 
should be remembered that the South had little or no immigration to help 
to swell the volume of its agricultural products, while other sections had the 
benefit of a large pro on of the 5,000,000 foreigners who had landed here 
during the decade, the number that settled on Western farms probably 
being a majority of the total. 

The value of farm products of the South in 1880 was 9008,008,000 nqatnes 

069 for the remainder of the country. In 1890 the South produced 

, a gain of $107,000,000, or 16 per cent, while the gain in the restof the 

country was only $14 000,000, or 9 4 cent. With just one-fourth as much 
total assets in farm operations as balance of the country, the South had 
07,000,000 increase in production out of a total of $248,000,000, or nearly one- 


The South had 182,000,000 invested in farm interests in 1890, and the total 

uctions were $773,000,000, or a gross revenue of 24.1 per cent on the capi- 

. All other sections combined had $12,707,000,000 in farm operations and 
eae: was $1,687,000,000, or 13.1 per cent gross revenue, only a fraction more 

one-half as much in percentage of production asthe South's. It is im- 
ble to get at the net profits, but these figures show how far ahead the 
th is in the gross uct based on the capital invested. 

Ina much greater degree the manufacturing interests of the 
South increased between 1880 and 1890. Mr. Edmonds’s compila- 
tion of the census reports show that— 

In 1880 the South had $257,244,561 invested in manufactu 
had increased to 7,a gain of 156 cent, while the 
country was 120. r cent. value of the manufactu products of the 
South rose from $47,454,777 in 1880 to $917,580,045 in 1890, a gain of 100 per cent 

increase of only 69.27 cent in the 
the South received iran 
000 invested uf L 

aoe mills, with fe a ere a means Seaee —_ 

uadrupled, ca vested aggrega ¥ . Compar- 
ing the consus Feports of 188) and 180, and the eseete cf the Manufoctemens® 

rd for 1894 of the South's cotton manufacturing industry, we have: 
Cotton manufacturing in the South. 


; by 1890 this 
in the entire 


of 
In 1800 the South had 


1890. 1894. 


oni, 20, om * $107, 900, 000 


1, 712, 930 
89, 231 
$46, 971, 508 


* Estimated on basis of average capital per spindle in 1890. 


In this connection, for fear some one may question the accuracy 
of this compilation, I will read an extract en from Mr. Whar- 
ton Barker's newspaper, the American, of September 14, 1895. 
He quotes from the New Orleans Times-Democrat, and gives the 
¢notetion the weight of his authority. He says: 

De a noted for the 
sintscks tant gatters end puttin Prom ane co tne, has ate made 
a comparative ent of the progress of the South in the past fifteen 
years. 


That is from 1880 to 1895. 


000 
em 
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the primitive ce upon agriculture alone is giving place to jj, 

tied industries without or the os Seerross - i 
culture. It is probable that the deve’ t of the natural resources of |). 
South will be still greater in the next years in the past, the 


Then Mr. Barker gives his opinion as to what is necessary to 
make that assurance doubly sure, not to go to the free coin) og 
silver, but, he says— 7 

What is n to 


ecessary to secure this is the restoration of th 
tion to home industry, which the : 


aa 
South has, unwisely for iteclf’ «0 )."°** 


If, 20 long op. 


I will now take up a compilation made by Mr. Mulhall, the 
great English statistician, who, in an article in the June nuin).; 
(1895) of the North American Review, compares the conditions of 
the United States in 1870, 1880, and 1890, as shown by the censys 
returns of those years. 

He shows that the wealth of the New pen States between 
1870 and 1890 increased from $3,237,000, to $5,223,000,000, or 
more than 60 per cent; that the Middle States of New York 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and land increased 
from $9,683,000,000 in 1870 to $17,819,000,000 in 1890, or about xs 
per cent; that the Southern States, ae iro Virginias, the 
two Carolinas, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana 
Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee, increased from §).\.>! 
000,000 in 1870 to $9,928,000,000 in 1890, or more than 35) per 
cent; that the Prairie States, including Ohio, Illinois, Missoiiri, 
Indiana, Iowa, a Wisconsin ta, Kansas, Ne. 
braska, and the two otas, increased from $7,642,000,000 in 1979 
to $25,256,000,000 in 1890, or about 330 per cent; that the Pa. 
cific States increased from $656,000,000 in 1870 to $6,811,000 000 in 
1890, or more than 1,000 per cent; that the increase in tho 
Southern States from 1880 to 1890 was from $6,448,000 (00 in 1s.) 
to $9,928,000,000 in 1890, or more than 50 per cent, and the ip. 
crease in the Pacific States from 1880 to 1 was from $2,282. 
000,000 in 1880 to $6,811,000,000 in 1890, or about 300 per cent. 
These estimates were made upon a gold basis, the currency of 
the year 1870 having been treated as equal to 80 cents on the dol- 
lar in gold. 

His tables also show that the increase in the value of lands from 
1870 to 1890 was the difference between $7,410,000,000 in 1570 and 
$13,279,000,000 in 1890, or nearly 80 per cent; that the increase in 
the value of lands from 1850 to 1890 was from an average value of 

per acre in 1850 to an average value of $37 per acre in 1s\W); 
and that the increase in the value of houses from 1870 to 1890 was 
from $9,240,000,000 in. 1870 to $21,210,000,000 in 1890, or more than 
216 per cent. Also that between 1870 and 1890 there was expended 
in the construction of new lines of American railway an average 
of $1,000,000 a day, and that the freight charges of railway trans- 
portation in the United States in 1890 averaged only 93 cents per 
ton per hundred miles, or less than half the customary charze in 
Europe of $1.90 per ton per hundred miles. In this respect t! re 
was saved to the American people$845,000,000 yearly. 1n his «is- 
cussion Mr. Mulhall uses this language: 

A item in the increment of wealth is houses, which represent 
anannualinvestment of $12 per inhabitant of the whole Union during twenty 

The annual average in Britain is $5.50, and as econ- 
tla: be the gauge of wealth, it appears 
ulation in the United States is double what it is in the 


year period from 1870 to 18%, 

1890, the comparative results 

th has never been equaled in 

any country or in any age. It was confined to no section. The 
claim that the have not had their fair share 


States 
of the pros is disproved by the facts. The popular 
435 | cry tae winilet a one of ee has traveled westward 


the center of wealth has 
no foundation in fact. 
From 1870 to 1890 the relative increase in values was: 


the east or northeast 


The real, substantial, and permanent increase of values was 2 
Southern and Prairie agricultural States. I make that dis 
tinction because the Pacific States have mainly been developed 
from a wilderness since 1870. The increase was more than Své 
in the Southern and Prairie States than in New 
than in the States of New Yor 

ware, land, wi 
ne dens an igyndicates of 
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Mr.GALLINGER. Am I to infer, then, from the Senator's | that the silver coined under the Bland-Allison Act stood upon the 
statement of that fact, that the accusation so frequently made | same footing as bank notes or United States notes redeemable in 
that wealth is being aggregated in the East does not seem to be | coin. 
true? Mr. GRAY. Or half dollars and quarters. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Here are the figures. ; : Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I agree, I will say, with the Senator's ob-| Mr. VEST. That statement is entirely incorrect. It has never 
servation u oe been stated within my knowledge—and I have had some expe- 

Mr. LINDSAY. t the times are hard, that the people are | rience in regard to the discussion of this matter here and else- 
oppressed with debt and unable to pay, that universal want of | where—by any intelligent silver man that the Bland-Allison Act 





business confidence and that conditions seem to grow | was a full remonetization of silver; but no intelligent silver man 
worse rather than , it is useless to deny. has ever stated that it was not a step in that direction and that 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he has | it did partially remedy what the Senator has called the crime of 
any statistics as to the relative advance or retrogression since | 1873. 


1890? . Now, I do not want to have any personal controversy with the 
Mr. LINDSAY. The poner from which I read the extract, the | Senator from Kentucky, but he is rather stringent and bitter in 
Times-Democrat, covers period between 1880 and 1895. his denunciation—— 


Mr. BACON. That was not the question Iasked the honorable; Mr. LINDSAY. I have avoided denunciation absolutely. 
Senator. Itis not what is the aggregate from 1880 to 1895, but | Mr. VEST. Of the idea that we can have free coinage of silver 
what is the fact with reference to this matter between the dates | in this country without great disaster unless there is an intrinsic 
of 1890 and 1895? Is it not a fact that between those dates the | commercial parity between the two metals. Is that the position 
increase in wealth in the East has been very great, and that wealth | of the Ser ator? 
has absolutely decreased in other parts of the my? Mr. LINDSAY. I sayit is adangerous experiment, and I quote 

Mr. L Y. I have no official data on the subject and no | Mr. St. John to show that he so regarded it. 
data that pretendstobeofficial. Ihave giventhebestdataIlcould| Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator—because every one of us must 
have access to. My object was not to prove that there had not | stand now in this desperate struggle upon his record—whether in 
been a decline in wealth since 1890 in the South, nor to prove that | 1887 he did not advocate the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
there had been anincrease. My attempt has been to show that | when the intrinsic or commercial value of silver was but 73 cents 
the si did not interfere with the increase of wealth | as compared with gold? 
from 1870 up to 1890, nor the increase of wealth between 1870 and Mr. LINDSAY. I do not think the Senator will find any evi- 
1894, ; dence of that. In 1877, I think, I did believe that free coinage 

If that great increase took place under the single standard dur- | would have restored the parity as conditions then appeared, and 
ing those twenty-four years, the single standard did not stand | I then believed it would preserve the parity. 
in the way of the increase. If there has been a decrease since Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator what in 1877 was the difference 
1890, or since 1893, that decrease is to be traced to some other | in the intrinsic or commercial value between gold and silver when 
cause than the single standard, under which the country flourished | he advocated the free coinage of silver? 
for twen as it never flourished before. Mr. LINDSAY. I will answer the Senator. In the first place, 

Mr. BA Will not the Senator admit that, although the | I am put in a false attitude when it is said I advocated it. 
proposition be true that wealth did increase, yet it was con- Mr. GRAY. You were not in public life then. 
centrated d that time in the hands of a few? Mr. LINDSAY. I was notin public life then. I expressed the 

Mr. LINDSAY. [If it was, it was concentrated in the hands of | opinion that silver ought to be remonetized at 16 to 1. I believed 
the few in the South, and not in the hands of the few in the North | then—and everything indicated it to be a reasonable belief —that 
or in the East, because the statistics show that the increase in the | the increased market for silver which would come from free coin- 

was per cent, while the increase in the great States of | age by the United States would increase the value of silver as 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, etc., was only 88 percent. I | much as 8 per cent, and put the two metals at a parity, and, ex- 
do not know how you distributed your wealth in Tennessee, but | cept for the extraordinary changes which have taken place since 
what I mean oe is that d twenty years you increased | then, which no man could foresee, would have kept the two metals 
u you the gold standard, which you now claim is | at a parity. 
the cause of all our sorrows, as you never increased before. Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator if the causes which he now 

Mr. BATE. But while the products in the agricultural States | says in 1877—and those causes can be embraced in one cause, 
have increased during that time the proceeds have been concen- | namely, free coinage of silver—would have restored the parity 
trated in the hands of others who live elsewhere, and I think | then would not do so now? 
aa ae and in the North. Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator believes it will do so now, why 

Mr. ¥. Thefiguresare against you. The products of | did he propose to change the ratio in 1893 to 20 to 1? 
the agriculturist declined and the products of the man who buys; Mr. VEST. All the world knows that when the gold men 
from the agriculturist declined in equal proportion, not because | declared that they were willing to have bimetallism if there was 
' of the increased and cheapened | more silver put into the dollar, the silver men in both Houses of 
facilities for oc will reduce se and ought to | Congress, with great unanimity, tendered to them every ratio 

e ts of increased facilities for produc- | from 16 to 24, and then tendered them the Bland-Allison Act, and 


. 
2 
g 
| 


the 
to the producers and the consumers are to | they rejected every one of those propositions, showing that they 
general were opposed to bimetallism at any ratio. I declared then, as I 
not care to interrupt the Senator, but does he | have an s declared, that I preferred the old ratio, but that, 
in his argument in favor of the single gold | above all, I wanted bimetallism at some ratio. The difference 
standard that from 1878 to 1890 silver was partially remonetized | between the Senator and myself is that I have always advocated 
inthis country under the operation of what is known as the Bland- | bimetallism. He advocated it in 1877 and turns against it in 1896. 


Allison Act? Mr. LINDSAY. No; I have not turned against it. I stand 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iwill answer the Senator by saying that the | where the Democratic party stood in 1892, and at that time there 

eas remonction ilver; the proposi- | was no party in the United States which advocated 16 to 1 except 
is not now to silver upon its commercial value, but | the Populist party. 


| 


its commercial value. I am neh aegeing Mr. COCKRELL. Was there any party advocating the single 
Thine fae Senter, and Lam not arguing against the Bland- | gold standard? 
Tam soo So mma the idea that our past legisla-| Mr. LINDSAY. There was a party advocating the single gold 
progress, and Iam willing to give, by | standard, or its commercial equivalent. 
Wa ot discount, the full it of the coinage of 400,000,000 silver | Mr. COCKRELL. Was there anyone then or had any Demo- 
crat of any respectability ever declared in favor of the single gold 
say to the Senator that I think itis agreed | standard? Is there one word, one line, or one sentence in the 
among scientific monetary economists that the co of silver | platform of. 1892 which squints at a gold standard? 
under the Bland-Allison ‘Act or under the Sherman was not Mr. LINDSAY. No; and I am not to-day advocating the gold 
Temonetization of silver in the proper sense of that term atall? | standard, and I have never intimated that I was opposed to the 
Mr. LINDSAY. It has been compared on the floor of this Sen- | coinage of silver. My whole contention has been that an attempt 
ee EIS abe under present conditions to go to free coinage at 16 to 1 would be 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that we always contended | a dangerous experiment, one so dangerous that it is likely to bring 
that the increased amount of money that was put in circulation | upon the country greater calamities than it has ever suffered. 


5 
: 
: 






an Mr. PASCO. lask the Senator a question? 
concur in that, that you have always ar-| Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. ' 
in the quantity of would tendtothe| Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator if he believed that it was not 
but you have contended all the time, and still | safe to attempt the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, why has he 
contend, Act did not remonetize silver and | not and why oe not the Democratic Administration recommended 





as fe 
,-_—. 
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some other feasible scheme which would have brought about a 
realization of the platform formulated at Chicago four years ago? 
Mr. LINDSAY. I have unfortunately been in the minority 
on this side of the Chamber and could not shape Democratic propo- 
sitions. 1 might retort byasking my friend, why did you not pro- 
some reasonable and feasible plan for the free coinage of 
silver? Upon the contrary, you have sat here and done nothin 
except talk in favor of free silver and threaten the country with 
free silver, and vote for it when everybody knew that the bill 
could not pass and never press it when anybody suspected that it 
could pass. 

Mr, VEST. When was it that anybody suspected that a bill 
could pass? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Atthe last session of Congress, two days before 
the adjournment, when it was attempted to put aside the consid- 
eration of an appropriation bill to take upa report from the Com- 
mittee on Finance for the free coinage of silver at less than the 
commercial ratio. 

That all or any considerable portion of our economic evils 
are traceable to the effect upon iness of the existing money 
standard, the historyof the country and of its progress from 1870 
to 1890 abundantly and overwhelmingly disproves. This being 
the case, no change of the money standard can meet or overcome 
the difficulties by which the country is beset. The free coinage 
of silver at less than the commercial raiio will seevete the situa- 
tion. It can not relieve it. In the end it will give us cheaper 
money, for the all-sufficient reason that it will bring us to silver 
monometallism. With our t resources we may, through free 
coinage at 16 to 1, enhance the market price of silver bullion, but 
‘we can no more bring about the relations existing between gold 
and silver prior to 1871 or to 1873, by free coinage, than we were 
able to Co by the act of 1890. 

We then su , and it was generally believed, we had by 
that act supplied a market for all the silver that could be pro- 
duced. That is all that free silver coinage can do. The act of 
1890 enhanced the market value of silver bullion throughout the 
world 10 per cent, and fortified my belief in 1877 that free coinage 
would have enhanced it throughout the world 8 per cent. It 
raised the market value of the bullion in the silver dollar from 
72 cents to 804 cents, but at the end of a year this bullion had re- 
ceded to 72} cents, and at the end of two years to 65 cents. If 
free coin by the United States should increase the bullion 
value of silver 30 per cent, or three times the temporary increase 
resulting from the act of 1890, and we should prove strong enough 
to maintain that increase, our silver dollar would be worth, in 

gold, 70 cents. ; 

U that basis of values business would necessarily readjust 
itself, and the difference of exchange between this country and 
the European countries with which we have our principal trade 
relations would be 30 per cent. There are those who are bold 
— to say that this apparently fatal difference in exchange 
would prove a blessing rather than a curse to the agriculturist and 
the laboring man. They claim that— 

The difference of ex between silver-standard countries 
countries is equi t to a bounty equal to the difference between 
Toles exported to etd wuapdoed cosubeten okt a correspon ponding tari! sestaed 
the ucts of cadeemdard countries exported to silver-using countries. 

Lam not res ble for this statement of that claim. This ex- 
tract is taken from the declaration of principles prepared and an- 
nounced by representative silver men parts of the country 
at Washington in January, 1896. In his comments upon that 
declaration the editor of American—Mr, Wharton oo 
said that— 

An American policy— 
And I commend this to Democrats— 
teed will surely 
ow 
the people. 

The effect of free silver co’ in Mexico on the trade of that 
country was by the minister, Mr. Romero, in 
the June number, 1895, of the North American Review. Hecon- 
tends that the silver standard isa great stimulus in developing 
manufactures in that country, because foreign co ties have 
to be paid for in gold, and that owing to the high rate of ex- 

‘change the price of such commodities has become so high that it 
pays well to manufacture them at home. To use his language: 
The fact that f commodities have to be for in gold makes them 
so high that it operates as a protective duty them. 
And further that— 


are considerably red because commodities almost 
ond the 

auplicate 2 ae ee when sold a ae ter 
Ina — interview in the Manufacturers’ Record about 
September 1, 1895, President Diaz, of Mexico, in discussing the 


condition of that country, is reported to have said: 


Commerce and industry ha’ tinned their prozressive march, notwith- 
standing the fact that ia 1802 and in 1893 crops were short through want of 


and gold- 


for an alien policy of gold 


y the industrial classes of in 


rain, and that silver, our principal export, has suffered a notable decline in 
foreign markets. 

Respecting this last point, President Diaz said: 

I believe . 
was anticipated, ana this decline hae keen a bemeht to gent fea that 
i ee 
ported goods— , © price of im- 

Something which the Democratic party has been tryine ¢ 
fifty years to bring down in this country— .. 
which actually means an advantage to the industries of this country. 

Whatever may be the advantage of the single silver standarq 
to Mexico as a nation, it is evident that its tendency is t., keep 
down the wages of labor and the rents of real estate, and ;, 
operate so successfully in the way of a protective duty agains 
foreign commodities as to almost duplicate their price when soiq 
for silver, and, in that ware i them beyond the reach of the 
middleand poorer classes of the Mexican population. These resu|;s 
are not such as to commend the policy of the free and unliinited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 to the American |a)vrer 
or to the American landowner, or to the American consumer, ’ 

In 1892 the Democratic party not only did not declare for free 
silver coinage at 16 to 1,but did declare in the most emphatic 
terms that protection was a fraud— 


aseipery of the great majority of the American people for the benefit of 
e few— 


And that it was— 
a fundamental doctrine of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern 
ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties except 
for purposes of revenue only. 

The leaders of the silver movement now tell us that— 


the first step toward the reestablishment of a true protective syste us 
be the restoration of bimetallism— Pp esystem must 


And that— 
protection must be united with bimetallism. 

I take from the issue of January 18, 1896, of the Philadelphia 
American, which is laid upon the desks of Senators every Monday 
morning, this extract: ' 

In Mexico to-day the fact that foreign commodities have to be paid for in 
gold makes them so high that it operates as a protective tariff agains: them, 

Ifa protective tariff is afraud and the robbery of the great ma- 
§ority of the people for the benefit of the few, as the Democracy 
declared in 1892, it will be none the less a fraud, none the less the 
robbery of the many for the benefit of the few, when it comes 
from an act of Congress establishing the free coinage of sily«r at 
16 to 1 than when it came from an act of Congress establishing 
that “‘ culminating atrocity of class legislation ” commonly culled 
the McKinley tariff law. 

In Mexico Mr. Romero says importations are reduced— 

Because Seeeln cteneneetin almost duplicate their price when sold for 
silver, and are, therefore, beyond the of the © classes. 

We know from long experience that when foreign commoities 
duplicate their prices from any cause i¢ commodities fol- 
low closely upon their heels. en we come to the free coinaze 
of silver and the necessary difference of exchange between tli: 
country and Europe we may find that the and aspirations 
of the manufacturer have fully by the fact that 
f commodities have been placed “ beyond the reach of the 
middle classes,” and the American consumer turned over to te 
tender mercies of those who for more than a third of a century 


tion may double the cost of European goods 

consumers, as M has doubled it to 
Mexican consumers, but no enactment can add one 
cent to the selling price of American products when put (own 
for sale in the ee a there oo! » settled 
European currency, trouble, annoyance, and expense 
incident to the adjustment of the differences in exchange will 
fall upon the American seller and not upon the European buyer. 
A prize essay, written by Mr. George Jamison, British cos! 
at China, on the subject of bimetallism. }as 

and greatly relied on by the silver 
American mant- 

I shall not 


the d and the other in 
another for ifs sale of their produc- 
in 1893. Let us assume 


that each realized to 
Sees amount of labor 


the two 
tes, and the 
= seat cures still pays 


8 to 10 cents a day. 
peeerea ee 
means is, 4 pence to 5 pence and2 
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pence to24 pence, ee The cams atvantage cos saving | country will not recover until there has been a general liquida- 
a iat cee. ceed costs them, aay, $4 to $8 $5 ton, which meant 16 | “0n of all existing indebtedness. 

hee pip shillings. That still can be got at $4 to $5 a ton, but that now From 1876 to 1890 we constructed in the United States over 
sniy means 8 to 10 shillings. ethos ore oli teats te ce eek 130,000 miles of railway. Mr. Mulhall estimates that from 1870 
taxes, and all fixed _——. a They yin the single item of raw | t0 1890 we expended a million dollars a day in railway construc- 
have nowise varied intalned oth are free to buy that wherever nme as 2 tomes Pe mrs an equal sum in establishing new 
. find it cheapest on the world ing | towns and cities and in extending to their present magnificent 
. y smity to the best source of supply and, consequently, economy of trans- proportions our older towns and cities. ie nessun all this 


PNo _ so long as the gold price went on falling and the silver price conse- | We borrowed vast sums of money from abroad. Not content to 


Ww, 80 
was no advantage resulting to the | rely upon t : s mm yx », We made avai 
sal peeietaer hom Ai i grchang seine tet hs | Shy, Of, neaTapns means of our own, people, we mae, aval 
Japancse manuiee Sia tie Gating wes the eame year by yer, both a : d wherever we found it seeking invest- 
being in silver. Any improvement he could effect by economy of manage- | Ment. While these great works were in progress and these vast 
ent or his raw material chea r would be so much extra profit; | sums of money being paid out for labor, material, and supplies 
otherwise tion was unaffected. any case exchange fluctuations | the labor of the country found steady employment. the merchant 
would not tree TE en ome the ether hand, has to meet the same fixea | Teady sale for his wares, and the manufacturers and farmers an 
xpenditure from e returns. He is able to buy his raw mate- | apparently exhaustless demand for the products of their industry 
rial cheaper, owing to the fall in commodities; but his wages bill.his| ‘These vast and continued expenditures cf borrowed capital 
ae Lie eaterest on borrowed capital, his rates and taxes, have all to be met } t co ‘ — es of borrowed capital 
as before. Hie pects begin to d . Itis only by the greatest economy | begat extravagance and profligacy in the use of money and reck- 
of managemen that he czn keep open at all. The best mills only manage to | less indifference in the contraction of debt. For the time, accru- 
pay. a fair prog, te tide oat eee & pmkreptoy, always | ing interest was paid out of the money borrowed, ani counties, 
g for a turn ; tide, : cities, corporations, and individuals acted upon the ass i 
in the that the silver price rises and, asa consequence, > C a upon the assumption 
watts ibe remains tor the time being, in an easi position, hi that ort rs of ae would never come. The country was 
gold manufacturer : easier p on, his | improv yeyond the demands of the present or of the imme- 
returne do not eel tnd thoagh his expenses aro to samo’ he sine pos = future, -_ investments which a few years ago promised 
But the silver manufacturer is, so to in clover. All his working | rich returns have resulted in nothing more substantial than 
expenses are 00 the old seal and'he isa clear gainer by iho extra, Price he blasted hopes and disappointed expectations. The boom towns 
gets for his produe™ Sore eee es Sng, Ie per cont, b reonit et | and cities of the other day are now remembered only to be 
Ww increased by ee ee oe tal, more mills will be built, and the output | scoffed at, but the obligations of those who invested in their 
this will be to a Pp . : : 
will increase. petition lower prices and the gold manufacturer will | evanescent existence remain unpaid and beyond the investors’ 
again be driven into a corner. ability t : 
the manufacturer in the silver-standard country has a 0 pay. 
aataves Saree) simply for this reason, that he can obtain his labor at | The day came when there were no more railways to construct, 
Enit the cost, relatively to, gold wages, which a Capeneesy et, this | no more towns and cities to build, and relatively no more unoc- 
advantage must remain to} am (antes ae ee ee ae —— ———_ pi tansibaey todevelop. With the coming of that day foreign 
= falion 90 per cent or till they have risen 100 cme silver-using | Capital ceased to fill our coffers, and those who had been hiring 
countries, or some cosamon inesting has been found between the | labor, supplying customers to our merchants,and consumers to 
two. In on, words, the eq in, ete = those whose products enter into daily use, have had to turn their 
a fall ving 5 ee Te ver-using countries has greatly risen. pon ra to ee the ees ~ re = the ulti- 
grea . ate payment o neir foreign indebtedness. Not only is this 
ee em rer eo enoensen comnivies true as to individuals, but as to counties, towns, cities, and every 
a hi bill, his rent, his int t on borrowed cap- municipality or corporation that had the power to bind itself or 
ital, his rates and taxes, have all to be met upon the gold basis its constituent for the payment of money. 
, ae ones Scnticis Ait tiweeche : The act of 1873 demonetizing silver did not bring about these 
But ho ciiver Saanee ; aor te.09 togpenk. ieee by the exten price yh unfortunate conditions. Its repeal will not relieve against them. 
For his products. If silver prices have risen, say 10 per cent, his profits will | To pay what we honestly owe we must economize our expendi- 
be increased by just 10 per cent on his turnover. tures. This suggestion is a homely one, but it is consistent with 
And whatever may happen he— common prudence and common honesty, and has stood the test of 
hes 6 reat see et for the reason that he can obtain his labor | human experience. It requires fortitude and demands sacrifice, 
at the cost to wages, which he formerly paid. but honestly and manfully applied it has never failed and will 


He says that advantage will continue with these eastern coun- | never fail any man or any community. 
tries until their labor has advanced 100 per cent or the wages of We can not pay our creditors by act of Congress; we can not 
lish labor have fallen 50 per cent. reduce the sum of our indebtedness by legislativeenactment. We 
in Mexico in support of the policy of free coinage | can make no more profitable use of our time, labor, or means than 
it as a protective tariff against foreign commodi- | in the payment to the uttermost farthing of all we owe in strict 
their as to put them beyond the reach | accordance with the spirit of our contracts and in money as good 
“middle classes.” argument of Mr. Jamison is that | as that in use when our creditors parted with their property or their 

under the benign influences of free coinage the manufacturer may | money. 
voles al ana of labor the difference between the commercial | The act demonetizing silver in 1873 may have been a crime. 
and silver bullion, or nearly 50 per cent, and thereby | The failure to fully remonetize that metal in 1878 may have been 
reduce the cost of production. a mistake, but those with whom we have had business relations 
The American farmer has heretofore relied on foreign competi- | since 1879, when specie payments were resumed, are in no way 
tion to keep down the prices of the manufactured articles his | responsible for either the crime or the mistake. They had the 
necessities compel him to buy. a the American work- | right to deal with us upon the faith of the statutory assurance 
under existin, 


prophage money stand- | that it was our established policy to maintain the parity between 

and are paid in best money known to the busi world. | our gold and silver coin. That parity good faith demands we 

ee oe our le are now to decide whether | shall preserve as to all debts contracted since specie payments 

they will the chance of destroying foreign competition in | were resumed. 

manufactured goods and of cutting down one-third or one- If the controlling majority of the American people have delib- 

half in order to enhance oe of silver on. erately concluded to return to the free coinage of silver, no oppo- 
lam not one of those who have confidence enough to dogmatize | sition will be sufficient todefeat their will. With the authoritative 


= this most important economic question. e difficulties in | expression of that will goats will of course cease, but the 
as usions I do not deny. se _— of the eee L ae onan to, remain open for 
however, question from every point of view, | discussion, and the general g may still prevail against the 
the conclusions I am about to state seem to me, to comport with | special interest of the silver miners and of the holders and owners 

the lessons of and the dictates of reason: ; of silver bullion. 
the wages of labor in the Mr, BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kentucky pardon a 

of the necessaries and comf: of | question? — 
’ Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will speak loud enough for me 
it is problematic whether it will in any event or at any time in- to hear I will ao. 

crease a to the farmer or planter of the products| Mr.BUT I notice the Senator refers tothe special interests 
the cost of all his neces- | of silver-mine owners; and only this morning I saw the same 


oa thing in a leading editorial in the New York World. I suppose 
I enhance the profits of the manufacturer by reducing his | the Senator indorses that sentiment, from what he says. The 
ree ; accounts and by giving him additional protection against | World says that the special beneficiaries of the free coinage of 


Salen aa silver would be the Western mine owners. - I want to ask the 
Its first effect will be with such a loss of business | Senator from Kentucky if he believes that the silver-mine owners 
cone drive debtors to immediate bank- | will be the special beneficiary of the free coinage of silver? I 
Tuptcy, may precipitate a business panic, from which the | want an answer to that question. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator answer yes or no? 
= sane os 1 ve the Senator when he gets 

rough. ve oor, and I propose to make my own answer. 

Mr, BUTLER. Mr. President — : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky roe further to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; if the Chair will pardon me, the Senator 
said when I was through he would answer me. Then I wish to 
continue the question. 

Is it not a fact that the silver-mine owner has lost less by the 
demonetization of silver than either the cotton farmer or the wheat 
farmer has lost? The cotton farmer has lost at least 50 per cent; 
the wheat farmer has lost as much; while the mine owner has 
lost probably only about 25 per cent. The mine owner to-day can 
dig silver from the mines and make a profit where he has 
anything like a fair mine, because labor has fallen in price and 
the agencies which they use in mining silver have fallen in price. 
The netization of silver has hurt the men the mine owner 
employs as laborers more than it has hurt themine owner. If you 

remonetize silver to-day the advantage would be twice as 
great to the farmer of the South and the farmer of the West as it 
would be to the actual owner and operator of mines. I state that 
as a fact which can be proven. I state it as something I think 
the Senator from Kentucky will not deny; and if he does deny it, 
let us arrive at the truth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That may be a question in North Carolina, 
but it would be regarded as a stump h in Kentucky. If the 
silver miner can make money mining silver when selling 30 
of silver for 1 pound of gold, and we remonetize silver so that 16 
arent of silver will buy 1 pound of gold, it occurs to me that 

re will be a direct gain to thesilver miner. But I am not here 
to balance losces between the wheat farmer and the silver miner, 
nor to balance ble gains between the silver miner and the 
wheat farmer. My object has been to prove that the demonetiza- 
tion of silver was not the moving cause of the reduction of prices, 
and that the remonetization of silver will lead us through a vale 
of tears and sorrow before it can bring us to a material increase 


prices. 
As I was ing to say when interrupted, it will still be in 
order to alt thet OS silver dollar shall be made the commercial 
equivalent of the gold dollar, and that no unnecessary risk—and 
that is the point I put it on—that no unnecessary risk shall be 
taken of bri the country to silver monometallism in the ad- 
j or min ratio. It is immaterial whether 
iated in value. It is certain 
purposes 30 ounces of silver are now equal to 
only 1 ounce of gold. It is a that free coinage at 
16 to 1 by the United States alone will break down the p i 
of the two metals, whilst it is at least ble that free 


y: 

What is commonly known as the Bland-Allison bill passed the 
House of tatives in the fall of 1877 at a called session of 
the Forty- Congress, at the time when I believed free 
would bring the two metals . It contained a 
for the free coinage of silver dollars. When it came to 
the Senate, Senator Beck, on the 4th day of January, 1878, moved 
Ecce oe amendment, in lieu of the free-coinage 

on: 


Whenever silver bullion could not be 
legal-tender notes, then the mints TiSiow 
count of the individual who might the 

that purpose. 

In the course of the debate Mr, Beck said: 


In the second . [desire so } as silver bullion can be purchased 
Seen than gor tn teal tamher eotes Gene Ce the United States 


t at a discount 
coin silver on 
to the 


" eration of the conference 


have the benefit of the shall a 
Ssdbediasks-ctongrantenal Reowtd acieed teeien Ueceanaes Geogr 
ume 7, page 726. Ane 
Mr. Beck evidently thought the benefit would to the sily 
miner. Again, on February 15, 1878, he said: - _ 
I prefer that the Government of the United States a 
seign ~~ be—and when I = Ft eveceeeeet ey estever 


course, the n 80 as it cae 
It is enid to be 8 long is worth | than 


— cent or 10 elow nar 
If it is, [am unable AT, see why any man in Ration or on tk ! _ 


government s have the right to bullion to ints 
Gemand coin for it, when we Can buy it 8 per cent cheaper than the... aan 
ket. Record, second session Forty fifth Son; 


in Con gress, 


open mar ’ 
volume 7, part 2, page 1064. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow ; 
ask him a question? sd “ 

Mr. AY. ee 

Mr. GEORGE. Did Mr. in that debate express any opin- 
ion as to the aes that the coinage act which he propose 
would two metals to a parity? 

Mr. LIN Y. I do not remember that he did. I do not 
remember the entire speech. e voted for free coinage, however 
after the ch, as Mr. Carlisle voted for the Bland: 
Allison Act, after ma ameer So Mr. Beck and Mr. (ar. 
lisle may set off against each > 
EORGE. I inferred from the expression the Senator 

: lieved that that was probable, 


ieve it; but I do not remem- 


and said then that I did not want the 
of eee entes has allowed 

else, 10 ir e 
tee orta mints of the United States ~ 

or cent; and especial j ot w 
a See La = or citizen ) iaavees 

our mints and ve seigniorage, 3 reco 
obtain and apply it for the benefit of the taxpayers of the country. 
In 1878 Mr. Beck advocated the free coinage of silver, when it 

could not be i 


bef 
to feel the 


at 16 to 1 would bring 
udgment to what may 

am politically asso- 

at 16 to 1 will bridge the 

, and not. believing 

the Senate and to 

this great question. 
engaged in the busi- 

y record I think any man would 
would be that which comes 
those for whom he is com- 


be settled this year, hope. One party 
or the other will declare for or against free silver coinage at 16 to 
1 in unmistakable terms. at the polls, enlightened as 
will pass upon that great 

has been unced and their 

which wes the deliberately 

Government will be 


contention that low prices 

standard is not warranted by the facts and 

to the legislative step 

aatingited coinage of silver at 16 

American people ought 

it if there be any ratio at which silver may 

freely coined which is reasonably secure against the dangers I 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BIL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate to the consid- 
report on the tive, executive, an 


was to; and the Senate proceeded to the co™ 

/ on th ; votes of the two Houses on 
prop 

capenmn of te Govern 


The 











, and for other purposes, having met, 
SesnIIat aS casemasced and a> vecemanend 


its amendments numbered 88, 142, 309, 310, and 
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a to - ouenieante of the 
and and agree to 6 Same. 

to the amendment of the 

the same with an amendment as follows: 

said amendment insert the following: 

-two"’; and the Senate agree to the 


disagreement to the amendment of the 
same with an amendment as follows: 
tein ek and the Senate agree to the 


disagreement to the amendment of the 

ine ee geen dencetn 0 fellows: In 
insert “ thirty”; and on page e \ r 
5, insert “ seven privates, at 


disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
same with amendments as follows: In lieu 
9% of the bill, at the end of 

police, under the di- 
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rection of the of the Senate and of the House of Represent- 
atives and of the Architect of the Capitol, shall police the Capitol 
and the Capitol Grounde.'; Sint “ateagresment co the amends 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 26, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “twelve”; and the Senate agree to the 
saine. 

That the House recede 
ate numbered 87, and agree 

sum to the same. 

lien ot o Weuieseceie icons of the Sen- 
ate numbered #8, and agree a = rs: In 
ies a ve assembly of the Terri- 


Hl 








a 
% 
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y in Jan 1897, 
on the third Monday in 
ere eseetiee: Provided further, That no 

legisiative assembly shall be elected or 
ees a of the 

of said tory, 
States, 


m such as 
excepta and 


i 
i 


s 


t to the amendment of the Sen- 
an amendment as follows: In 
the Senate to the same. 
t to the nt of the Sen- 
an amendment as follows: Re- 
out by said amendment, amended 
commissioners of the circuit courts 
30th day of June, 1897; and such 
said commissioners shall then de- 
rtaining to their offices in 
they were ted. All 
SS date be- 


at once d 
“That i eenernabal hold thelr offices, respectively, 
for the of four years, they shall be at any time su toremevel 
by te dsire fast SO parson shall at any tine boa k or 
I “Provided, Thatall actn and parte of ts 
to of e circuit courts, except as to —' 
to United States under 


arrest for violations of internal-revenue laws may be issued 

United States upon the sworn complaint of a United States 
ey States district attorney, collector or 
of internal Fevemue, or revenue agent, or private citizen; 

shall be issued upon sworn complaint of a 

in writing by a United States district 


and all clerks of United States courts 
oaths.” 



















oe Siengrecrent to the amendment of the 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
bestricken out by said amendment, amended 


; marshal, attorney or assistant attor- 
: Se cle se een ee ean ei 


nor civil or military employee 
hi act provided, and no clerk or 
ig have, or exercise the 
. And it shall not be lawful to appoint 
: receiver or receivers in case or 
brought in the of the 


se Efieenene ee ee Cher: 


arrest, 73 cents; issuing a commitment and copy of same, 


a A 
aia ae al 
é ang te eet s 
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drawing a bond of defendant and sureties, taking acknowledgment of same 
and justification of sureties, 75 cents; for administering an oath (except to 
witness as to attendance and travel), 10 cents; recognizance of all witnesses 
in a case, when the defendant or defendants are held for court, 50 cents: 
transcripts of proceedings, when required by order of court, and transmission 
of original papers to court, ®) cents; copy of warrant of arrest, with certifi 

cate to same, when defendant is held for court and the original papers are no 

sent to court, 40 cents; order in duplicate to pay all witnesses in a case: For 
first witness, 30 cents, and for each afiditional witness, 5 cents, and for oath 
to each witness as to attendanceand travel, 5cents; for hearing and deciding 
on criminal charges and reducing the testimony to writing when required 
by law or order of court, $5 a day for the time necessarily employed: Pro- 
vided, That not more than one per diem shall be allowed in acase, unless the 
account shall show that the hearing could not be completed in one day, when 
one additional per diem may be ay approved and allowed by the court: 
Provided further, That not more than one per diem shall be allowed for any 
one day: Previded further, That no per diem shall be allowed for taking a 
bond or 





zance and passing on the sufficiency of the bond or recogni- 
zance and sureties thereon when the bond or recognizance was taken 
after the defendant had been committed to prison upon a final commitment, 


or has bond or been recognized for his appearance at court, or when 
the defendant has been arrested on a capias or bench warrant, or was in cus- 
tody under any process or order of acourt of record. For the examination 
and certificate in cases of application for discharge of poor convicts impris 
oned for nonpayment of fine or fine and costs, and all services connected 
therewith, $3; for attending to a reference ina litigated matter, in a civil 
cause at law, in equity, or in admiralty,in pursuance of an order of the 
court, $a day; for taking and certifying depositions to file in civil cases, 10 
cents for each folio; for each copy of the same furnished to a party on 
request, 10 cents for each folio; for issuing any warrant under the tenth 
article of the treaty of Angust 9, 1842, between the United States and the 
a of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, against any par- 

es charged with any crime or offense set forth in said article, $2; for issuin 
any warrant under the provision of the convention for the surrender o 
criminals between the United States and the King of the French, concluded 
at Washington November 9, 1843, $2; for hearing and deciding wpon the case 
of any person charged with if crime or offense, and arrested under the pro- 
wie < said treaty or of said convention, $5 a day for the time necessarily 
employed. 

“Such commissioners shall keep a complete record of all proceedings before 
them in criminal cases, in a well-bound k, which record book shall be de- 
livered to and preserved by the clerk of the district court for such district 
on the death, resignation, removal, or expiration of term of the commissioner, 
for which record the commissioner shall receive no compensation." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Suc. 22. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United 
States to make an investigation as respects the compensation to be paid, by 
salary or otherwise, to clerks of the United States circuit and district courts; 


and he shall report on the first day of the next session of the present Con- 
gress a plan for fixing such compensation for the clerks of the several courts 
of the United States as he may deem just, and he shall also recommend with 


his report such provisions as may to him seem proper touching their appoint- 


ment and the performance of their duties.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
8s. M. CULLOM, 
eH. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
JNO. E. MoCALL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise for the purpose of asking the Senator from 
Illinois if he will conclude to allow the report to go over? It is 
now 5 o’clock, and I want to move an executive session, because 
there are some matters that ought to have consideration, and it 
may take some little time to dispose of them. 

r. CULLOM. I would be g to accommodate the Senator, 
but I am not sure that I can be here to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no personal interest in matters ahead 
offus. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it will take but a little while to dispose 
of the report. 

Mr. RIS. I waive all objection and acquiesce. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate will allow me, I will state that 
the , except as to two or three items, has already been read. 

Mr. RIS. Perhaps the Senator can point out those items 
and obviate the necessity of reading the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. That I propose todo. The amendment num- 
bered 38 is the first one, I believe, which was in controversy when 
the report was before the Senate some days ago. I can state what 
the amendment is. [It is the amendment in relation to the copy- 
right provision, which was under consideration here, and the judg- 
ment of the Senate, I think, was that it ought not to be in the 
bill. The Secretary can read that amendment very quickly if it 
is desired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is receded from. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say that amendment is receded 
from. The amendment in relation to New Mexico was changed 


in this The amendment as previously agreed to fixed the 
time for meeting of the legislature as the third Monday of 
February. The amendment as agreed to by the last conference 


fixed the time as the third Monday of January. 

Then in the provision in relation to commissioners of United 
States circuit courts, the time when their terms shall expire is 
extended from the ist day of January, as agreed to heretofore, to 
the 30th of June, 1897. In the clause providing that the places 
shall be designated by the Attorney-General where commissioners 
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shall be appointed, the words “Attorney-General” were stricken 
out and the ‘‘ district court” inserted in lieu. 

Then in section 20, where the words ‘‘ or deputy clerk of the cir- 
cuit court or district court” occur, they were stricken out, sothat 
they, as well as the clerks, may, with the approval of the Attorney- 
General, act as commissioners as well as be deputy clerks. 

Those are een. all the changes which are made by the last 
conference report. ose provisions can be read if the Senate de- 
sires them to be read, but that is all there is in controversy be- 
tween the two Houses at this time, except that the whole confer- 
ence report, of course, has to be conc in, because the provisions 
as to clerks and many other matters about which there has been 
nocontroversy between the two Houses for some time are involved 
in the report, inasmuch as the report was rejected by the Senate 
last time. I hope the subject will be di of without delay. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have section 19 read as it will 
read if the conference report is adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sxc. 19, That the terms of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
heretofore appointed shail expire on the 30th day of June, 1897; and each office 
shall on ot Soy cease to exist; and said commissioners shall then de t all 
the records other official papers appertaining to their offices in the office 
of the clerk of the circuit court by which the wereappointed. All — 
ings pending, returnable, unexecuted, or unfinished at said date before any 
such commissioner shal] be continued and of according to law by 
such commissioner appointed as herein provided as may be designated by the 
district court for that a. It shall be the duty of the district court of 
each judicial district appoint such number of persons, to be known as 

ssioners, at such oo in the district as may be desig- 


United States commi 
nated by the district court, which United States commissioners shall have the 


same powers and perform the same duties as are now im upon commis- 
sioners of the circuit courts. The - ntment of sach United States com- 
missioners sha!l be entered of record in the district courts and notice thereof 
at once given by theclerk to the Attorney-General. That such United States 
oners shall hold their offices, respectively, for the term of four — 
but they shall be at any time subject to removal by the district court; and 
no person shall at any time be a clerk or deputy clerk of a United Statescourt 
a United States commissioner without the approval of the Attorney- 
General: Provided, That all acts and parts of acts a cable to commission- 
ers of the circuit courts, except as to appointment fees, shall be applica- 
ble to the United States commissioners appointed under this act. 
Mr. PLATT. No change has been made in the rest of the sec- 
tion, and it is not necessary to read further. 
Mr. CULLOM. No. — 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam opposed to the conference re- 
port and shall vote —— it. Iam opposed to it for the reasons 
ae stated the other day, and which I beg the liberty of 


g. 

/ am opposed to any change in the time for the meeting of the 
legislature of New Mexico. The change originally proposed was 
from the first Monday of December until some time in May. It 
has now been modified by repeated conference reports until the 
third Monday in January is fixed upon. I am opposed to it for 
the reason that I do not think there is any necessity for the 
change. ee has been given for it. It is,inmy judg- 
ment, political in its character and ought not to have been enter- 
tained at all, or at least it should not have been entertained on an 

riation bill. 

the second place, I am opposed to the wholesale removal 
from office of United States commissioners. The mere c of 
date, declaring that the removal shall not take effect until June, 
1897, instead of December, amounts to nothing. It is the fact 
that every four years these commissioners are to apply to the 
United States district judge for reappointment. I do not think 
it is a wise policy. The plan now proposed to be entered upon 
will not, in my judgment, prove satisfactory. 

A mod on has been made so that a clerk of a United States 
court can be appointed United States commissioner, and a deputy 
clerk can also now be appointed, with the ap val of the Attor- 
ney-General. Ihad hoped thatit might provide that one approval 
wo suffic ut i conference com- 

uld be sufficient, but it has been left by the conf 
mittee so that an approval has to be obtained every four years. 

These in brief are my objections. chee them so that they 
may go upon record, I do not care to for the yeas and nays 
unless some other Senator desires it. I will content myself with 

against it, and I presume _ at this stage of the ses- 
sion report will have to be adopted. Whatev tion 
the Senate shall make of it I shall be content, and simply 


vote inst conc in the report. 
Mr, PLATT. Mr. President for the reasons so well ¢ 


briefly stated by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hii] I 

in some wa ey ne SO ee 
the wholesale removal of commissioners of circuit courts of 
the United States. I think it is unparalleled in the histo: oa 
islation, and it can only be done in the Senate, in my ju E 
because it has been put upon an appropriation bill, and we can 
nap pepper’ Sb Dente eee 
ng aS eee Se eee eee commis- 
sioners, most of whom are not only table men but valuable 
Officers of the United States, and that their places shall 
be fille? by a different appoin power, as I believe, in many 
instances by utterly men, it seems to me is the most 


reprehensible legislation on principle that I have almost oye; 
known, indeed ever known, in the Senate. But Irecognize the <j. 
ation. It only illustrates more forcibly than I have ever }, 
able to illustrate in language the vice of general legislation upon 
appropriation bills. I do not care to call for the yeas and nays 
but I wish it understood that I am opposed to the action of {),, 
conference committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I call the attention of ;}, 
Senate to the fact that we are to legislate all these commiss),),..;, 
out of office without one-particle of reason assigned. No s)).¢:1\ 
fact is assigned for this wholesale decapitation. It has bee); sy - 
gested by Senators who have advocated this clause that soi. 
commissioners somewhere are old fogies; that they have }).\;).6 
decrepit; that ee t into old ruts, and ought to be eo: rig 
of in some way. t is the sole ee wee has been made, 
There has not been a single oner called by name—not 
one. There has not been a part of the country mentioned where 
the commissioners are who — to be legislated ont of office, ang 
on this general statement, absolutely general, that somewhere 
there are commissioners who ht not to remain in office, we 
must make this wholesale removal. 

Every one of the commissioners can be removed to-morrow hy 
the circuit court which appointed him, and there is the lace t5 
go for reform in this‘connection. Itis an imputation upon tie 
circuit judges of infidelity to duty and of cowardice to say that 
they do not dare remove commissioners, and that objection- 
able commissioners, somewhere in this country, nobody knows 
where, are more powerful than the circuit judges. It is a cow. 
ardly act on our part to make the wholesale removal in this way 
by a clause upon an erentin bill, and I wish that the Sen- 
ate would vote down conference report and instruct the con- 
ferees to insist upon it that so great an injustice to this very 
excellent body of men over this country shall not »e perpetrated 
if the Senate of the United States can prevent it. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to ask if provision with reference 
oe fees of commissioners has been kept in the bill as now re- 


po ? 

Mr. CULLOM. Theprovision in reference to fees is not exactly 
as it came from the other House. It has been changed by th: 
Senate, and especially, I think, by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, and the Senate conferees take it in that shape. 

Mr. VILAS, I am a member of the Judiciary Committee, and 
was never aware of that. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are very few changes in relation to fees, 
however. 


Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 
Certainl 


Mr. VILAS. y- 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that there are only two changes 
which amount to anything, and those were made at the re juest 
of the Attorney-General, who appeared before the Appropriations 
Comunittee. ey were as to per diem. 

Mr. VILAS. t is the change as to the per diem? 

Mr. TELLER. In one case it was $1.50 and it was made $3, and 
in another place it was $3 and it was made $5. Otherwise the 
fees are fixed by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. PLATT. do not differ very much. 

Mr. VILAS. The fees are as they have been in the past? 

Mr. PLATT. They do not differ greatly from the fees at pres- 
ent allowed. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I understand they do not differ very materi- 


ally. 
Mr. VILAS. It seems to me a very extraordinary way of lexis 
o—~ .> affix a new fee measure upon an appropriation Dill of 
18s - 


een 


t+ law in reference to 

the cept to legislate out 

oder ahall those whe.one now in and to nee that the district 
appoint our years, instead o eaving the power 

of tment and removal as it now is, with the circuit jdiies: 
’ Mr. CULLOM. is The present 


several districts is now 


The 

cuit court and the district court in 
by the district He acts as the district judge 

and circuit judgeon the same day, in many instances, and neatly 
all the business of the commissioners comes under the eye 31 the 
supervision of the district court. Therefore it was that the com- 
mittee believed it was better to change the law so as to )rovile 
tment of the commissioners by the distri t «ou 


the circuit court. The House the bill—if ! 
oe time on the Ist 

the instance changed 

this . In the last 


of two Houses we 
1897, a year from the com 











1896.. 
Those are all the changes, except that the original stat | 


“ trict court of each judicial district to appoint 

It shall be the Saty of eS as United States commmuinnionere, at 
ae = in the as may be designated by the Attorney-General. 

~7 t it was by ey ae Se seen. 

ve wer esignation, but that it belongec 

sore prope oo" ea iiteanls changes thas has bees 

» t y change that n 

a the conferees the two Houses since the bill was first 


ade 
passed, tas indicated in reference to fees by 
reored and pes Golorad» [Mr. TELLER] , who is one of the con- 


tet said a while ago, there was some complaint that it was very 


i have deputy clerks act as commissioners; that they 
a oe and ought to be eligible to ap- 
intment as , as heretofore, as well as clerks; and 
conferees in the last consideration of the matter not only pro- 


vide that clerks shall be eligible to be appointed as commissioners, 


but that the clerks of the United States courts shall also be 
eligible upon the approval of the Attorney-General. That is the 
the bill now. 
Wir. VILAS, Mr. President— a he 
Mr. TELLER. — the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make & 


statemen' 
Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 


Mr. TELLER. I think the Senate ought to understand exactly | 


the history of the provisions respecting commissioners. 

The other House sent to usa very sweeping provision for a 
change as to district attorneys, marshals, and commissioners. 
The Committee on the Judiciary, which took the question of fees 
under consideration, I think pretty generally were opposed to 
touching the matter of commissioners at all. 

Committee were unanimously opposed to it. We struck it out of 
the bill. 


on the part of the House that it was one of the things they would 
insist upon. We found also that, while we had prepared a provi- 
sion to the effect that the Attorney-General should report to Con- 

asuitable list of fees for commissioners, the present fee meas- 
ure as itis now in the bill was ed at the Attorney-General's 
e made the two c I have mentioned, raising 
cases at the suggestion of the Attorney-Gen- 
House determined to adhere to that, and we 


four , Which was somewhat objectionable, 

and we found the House conferees deter- 

upon it. We undertook then to get rid of the 

objectionable feature, as stated by the Senator from New Hamp 

shire [Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator from New York a. Hi}, 

from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt], legislating these 

e out of office. We found that that was a matter which the 
ouse conferees were determined not to yield. 


So far as I am concerned as a member of that committee, I was | 


in favor of the a. in the way suggested by the 
Senator from New York, Senator from New Hampshire, and 
Senator from Connecticut, if I could have had my way. | 


the 

do not know whether we could secure a change if we should hang 

out long but it did not seem to me as if we were getting 

a eo eae. We vay Bye Aer 
we postponed a e ity was that all the g 

officers would be ied and would continue in office, and if 

— any poor and inefficient ones they might be dropped 


Mr.GRAY. May ask the Senator from Colorado whether the 
other House had provided salaries instead of fees for commis- 


Mr. TELLER. No. They have compiled a list of fees, and in 
the two exceptions I have mentionea we raised the fees from §3 
“? 4 gC case, and from $1.50 to $3 in another. 

. Y. Was it not alleged that in certain sections of the 


there were abuses of the fee system running up to $20,000 


some cases? 

complaints, but it was thought that 
der the control of the district 
know something of their work, 
much more abuse. It seemed 
th the subject and to fix their 
know how to do it; Ido not know how we 


ig 


FE 
rit 
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could do of Justice was not willing to 
assist least. Ido not see that we are liable, 
if the ,to come any nearer to obviating the objec- 
tions than we are now. 

Mr. tirely unable to see from the statements 
made by Senators who have managed the confer- 
that ine any substantial gain or advantage 


: 


eee ean oF am reason why the 
position w it took when, 
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But we found when we came to deal with the conferees | 


compelled to accede. We attempted then to get 
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objecting very strenuously to the legislation, it insisted that it 
should not find its enactment upon an appropriation bill. Nor do 
I see any reason why the House should be yielded to in respect to 
a matter of this kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. Let me add a word. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. If I understand it, the provision simply means 
that we first declare to be legislated out of office on the Ist of J uly 
next all of the present commissioners, but we leave it to the judges 
to reappoint them? 

Mr. CULLOM. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VILAS. In fact, the district judges have always made the 
appointments? 

ir. CULLOM. Probably that is true. 

Mr. VILAS. The same authority is simply asked once in four 
years to reappoint the same men. If they ought to be removed, 
as was well stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, there 
exist now in the judges both the obligation and the power of 
removal. Perhaps it is in the circuit judge under the law now. 
It is true that the district judge usually holds the circuit court now. 

1 wish to remark, in this connection, that the legislation which 
was enacted in 1891 for the circuit courts of appeals in this coun- 
try, seems to me to have worked one very unfortunate result. 
It has practically deprived the circuit courts of the country of the 
useful and advantageous service of the circuit judges. When we 
had only one circuit judge in a circuit we used to have our circuit 
| courts held by circuit judges, and occasionally the justice of the 
| Supreme Court assigned to the circuit participated in holding the 
| court; a very great advantage tc the administration of justice. 
Now, by this system, as the circuit judges have seen fit to con- 
| strue it in operation, they have deprived the circuit courts of any 
circuit judges, and they have limited themselves, as I understand 
| it, to the duty of holding the circuit courts of appeals. We have 
relieved the Supreme Court, not by creating one additional court 
to take off the extra business, but we have set up nine different 
courts throughout the United States to do the business only of 

the surplus accumulation of the Supreme Court, and instead of 
having one court which will hold a uniform line of decisions, we 
have now nine separate courts falling into differences of opinion. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
indorse what he has so well stated in this connection. I think we 
| made a great mistake when we organized the circuit courts of 
appeals in the way we organized them. In my judgment, the time 
| is not far ahead of us when we will have to make some reforma- 
| tion in that particular. 
| In the first place, we have nine courts. They are not always 
| agreed as to the decisions they make. Sometimes one makes a 
decision in one way, and another in another; but we are met now, 
I think, with the simple question whether under the present con- 
ditions the district judge must not hold the court, and there does 
not seem to be an opportunity for the circuit judges. I do not 
think they are trying to shirk duty or anything of that kind; but 
there is work enough put on them. There is more appellate work 
than there would be if the cases had to come to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and there is work enough put on 
these judges in their various circuits, so that I think they are 
occupied practically all the time. We shall never have the bene- 
fit of the circuit judge any more unless we increase their number 
very materially. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, 
I understand the main reason why the circuit judges now decline 
to hold any circuit courts is because of that provision in the act 
constituting the circuit courts of appeals which forbids the judge 
who tried the case below to sit in banc when the case is heard 
there on appeal or writ of error. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know how it is in other circuits, but I 
do know as to the eighth circuit, which I know more about than 
any other. I do not think the circuit judges have the time to hold 
circuit courts there. It may be otherwise in other circuits. I 
will say for the judges of that circuit that if they give attention 
to appellate duties it is all they should be asked to do. 

Mr, CHANDLER. In view of what has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. ViLAs] about the injurious results which have come from 
creating the circuit courts of appeals, it seems to me it would be 
well to disagree to this conference report and let the conference 
committee insert some clause which will reconstruct the circuit 
courts of appeals and cure these defects in our administration of 
justice. t would be as exactly legitimate legislation upon an 
appropriation bill as is the clause which has led to this discussion. 

can understand how the conferees on the part of the Senate 
should yield to the conferees on the part of the House in reference 
to the fees of United States commissioners, because those fees re- 
sult in the expenditure of money, and there may properly be a 
tion of the expenditure of money upon an appropriation 

bill. There may be legislation incidental to an appropriation, very 
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broad 1 tion incident to an ee upon an ———— 
ation bill. Weunderstand that per —— But this clause for 
the removal of the court commissioners not an appropriation in 
it from one end to the other. The first sentence provides for the 
removal of the present commissioners on the 3ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1896, and the last clause is a provision that warrants shall not 
issue upon the complaint of a private citizen without the consent 
of the district attorney. 

There is not anywhere within the four sides of this report an 
appropriation of a single dollar of money or any reference what- 
ever to the expenditure of mane It is a naked sword blade in- 
serted into this appropriation bill to cut off the heads of the 
commissioners, a few of whom ought to be removed, whom the 
judges, it is said, have not the moral courage to remove, and be- 
cause the judges who appointed them do not dare to remove them, 
we forsooth, by legislation upon an appropriation bill, are to cut 
off their heads all at once. 

I repeat, Mr. President—and I call the point especially to the 
attention of the Senate and of the committee—that there can be 
no objection whatever to the Senate saying absolutely, ‘‘ We will 
not agree to this clause, because it has nothing whatever to do 
with appropriations.” The Senate committee could not well have 
said that, as I have remarked, as against any appropriation where 
there was a mere difference as to the size of an appropriation, 
whether it should be large or whether it should be , or how 
it should be expended. In that case the Senate committee would 
not be authorized to say, ‘‘ The Senate will not agree, and we will 
let the bill fail unless the House will recede”; but upon a clause 
of this kind, which is absolutely vicious legislation, which might 
just as well annihilate the circuit courts themselves—upon a clause 
of this kind being presented by the House of Representatives, I 
submit, Mr. dent, that a case is given to us where we are at 
liberty to say, and where we ought to say, “If you do not recede 
from this anomalous attempt to late there shall be no sundry 
civil appropriation bill at this session of Congress.” I think that 
may be said without any encroachment upon the rights of the 
House of resentatives. 

Mr. PLA I do not want to prolong this debate, but I want 
to call attention to one result of the conference report, as illus- 
trating the beauties of legislation by conference ears 

Here are the circuit court mers, who, House says, 
must be legislated out of office, and the House insists upon it. 
The Senate insists that it ought not. to be done upon this bill, and 
on another bill I am sa the Senate would not permit it. 
Then the conferees get er and they begin to compromise, 
and our conferees secure the great boon of having these wicked 

e continue in office a year longer. Thatisall the conference 
has been able to accomplish. : 

If these officers ought to be turned out, why not turn them out? 
I think the House position was right; if they ought to be turned 
out, let them go on the ist of July. Whatis to be gained, what 
have the conferees gained, what the ie what does 
the country gain, by ae from the House erees the privi- 

of oe these wicked officers to continue in office for an- 
er year 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not care to take up the time 
of the Senate in further discussion of this report. This is the 
fourth report which has been made to this body oo 
bill, the one before this or been rejected by the Senate. 
were modificaticns of the bill by the last committee of conference, 
and we did the best we coul 

I wish to say again that all this legislation about marshals and 
pony oye and commissioners was not the seeking of the conferees 
on the 
the subject as though the conferees on the part of this body had 
discovered this legislation, brought it in here, and forced it upon 
the Senate. They have not done any such thing. The Senate 
conferees have dealt with the whole subject as best they could. 
We have, after a good deal of controversy, arrived at an agree- 
ment in reference to attorneys and marshals by a compromise as 
to their fees or salaries. 


I hoped at the beginning that we should 
of commissioners. As ve rejected and re- 


t Senators know, we 
fused toagree to it two or three times; but finally we have modified 
it as well as we-could, and arrived at an agreement. I hope that 
this oxample will be remembered by the Senate, so that hereafter 
no such ee ee ect ae ee oe ap 
priation bill. That is where we ought to stand, and I think it is 
where the Senate ought to have stood first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not stand upon it now? 

Mr. CULLOM. We have come so near to the jumping-off place 
that there is no occasion to make any further fuss about it, im m 
opinion. I will — that we have come to this t, that 
oo lhggmmaaail approve the report and let the go to the 
President. 


Mr. CHANDLER, One word, Mr, President. If this report is 
See Tks ee ees ould 
have been if the last report had adopted, because on this last 


rid of the question 


part of the Senate on this bill. Senators have talked about | vided, 


conference the Senate committee has — away the provision 
for a register of copyrights, which was about the only good thin, 
there was in the former report, and of which I am very much i, 
favor. That is given away, and this clause, to which I am very 


much to by the conferees. 
Mr: TE . “Tho yeight provision was given away on 
constitutional pa. ; 
a i gr 
mit ve away yright provision. 1 thi 
that was a weovisied mauted cniginally by the House of eee 


Mr. TELLER. By the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was our own provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. That makes the case worso, 
There does not seem any fair give and take about the conference 
atall. The provision, which been carefully drawn up by the 
Senate for the of restoring order to the copyright depart- 
ment of the Li an’s office—a very wise provision, as [ conceive, 
notwithstanding the constitutional doubts which were raise] | vy 
eminent constitutional la this floor—has gone in this 
conference. The conferees to it before, but now that is 
gone—I can not understand how that ha d this very 
objectionable provision for cutting off the of United States 
commissioners remains. I can not understand what could have 
come over the spirit of the dreams of these conferees when they 
went into this last conference, to be hoodooed by the House mem- 
bers of the conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate re the last report by the help 
of the Senator because that provision was unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I suppose the object is to teach us to vote 
for the first conference report which we can get, so as not to be 
put in the condition where, like the Sibylline , the price is 
advanced at e offer. 

But, in spite of all that, Ido not make an here to the 
Senate not to do this great injustice to these circuit court com- 
missioners, not to put the stigma upon them which will follow 
every one of them as long as he lives, that he belonged to such a 
vicious body of judicial or semijudicial officers that they were 
all removed at one fell swoop by a conference committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

report was concurred in. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a 
it printed and considered to-morrow, from committee of con- 
ference on the Indian ropriation bill. Iask that it may be 
printed in the Recorp and as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

Thé report is as follows: 

of the two Houses on 


of on edages votes 
of the Senate to the R. 6249) making speroprie. 
ment an 
@ fiscal year 
after full and free 
totheir respective 


, in order to have 


to proceed at 

who may apply to 

ng they shall 

admitted and enrolled: Pro- 
commissioners 

said commission shall 

same shal! be made. 
shall respect all 

the laws of the 
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of each of said 

of citizenship of the 
who shall 

of said tribes 
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tai ase ot 

or acted upon, or any 

after the of this act 

constituted court or com: 

for citizenship, and such court 


such application within thirty days from the 


said commission shall have power and 
process for re the attendance 
persons papers and depositions and 
ai d heretofore taken where 
; residing beyond the lim- 

ble means within their 

4 persons claimin < such 

Pror or wrong, and the 
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+hts of citizenship in said 
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names of citizens whose right be conferred 
records, and add ‘lls shall sa are hereby, nade tells of citizen- 
said or tribes, however, to the determination of the 


under 
of herein 
United Sates Socom ts required to file the lists of members as they 


of Indian Affairs, to remain 
~. — See wonetenes ees ind 

shall also make a freedmen en citizenship in 
Commission sheviiciade their, names in the list of members to be filed 
tribes aumissioner of Indian Affairs. And said Commission is further 
to Congress of leases, tribal 
of the property leased and 
therefor, end by whom end from whom said property 
ieased, and is further directed to make a full and detailed report as the 
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3 Indianson March is hereby appropriated to be paid at once 
Welnetee ete Ker ak interest on the permanent fund of said 
in Sane after amount expended for education, shall be paid in 

on the mber of each year. 

Seneca rn encores ce the Eeterior be, and be 
authorized directed toascertain and report to Congress a de- 
by leases madeand entered into by the Seneca Nation 
or corporations, of all lands in the Allegany In. 
of ork, giving an itemized statement of 
or force, with the date and terms of 

on each lease.”’ 
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same. 
64, 69, and 70 the committee of conference has 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 
8 on the part of the Senate. 
J. 8. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
GEO. C. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part ae House. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
President, I venture, notwithstanding the 
the Senate to consider the conference 
appropriation bill, which has been 
but a few moments. 
proceeded to consider the 
on the bill (H.R. 7664) 


i pew of the Govern- 
1897, and for other pur- 


conference report is substantially the 
agreed to by the Senate a few days ago. 
House on account of some 
Solem tn controverey, ataguect > 
were in con ersy, an to 
of these amendments is the 
11, to the Los Angeles public building. 

Fae ge also to No. 14, being the St. Albans public 
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the Senate the cemetery in Florida should be 
, and of the $1,500 which we had compromised on, the 
conferees have now agreed to recede from that amendment. 
The Senate receded from amendment numbered 183, being the 


Didd 


of the United States to take part in the Belgian International Ex- 
position at Brussels, which is to take place next year. The House 
of Representatives still insists that that amendment should be re- 
ceded from by the Senate. 

There are also the two amendments relating to Garfield and 
Providence hospitals in this city which are still in disagreement, 
the House refusing to accede to the proposal of the Senate respect- 
ing those two charities. 

I believe I have stated all the differences now still pending be- 
tween the two Houses on this bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Iowa to state that the Senate amendments No. 2 in regard to the 
public building at Boise City, Idaho, No. 4 at Cheyenne, Wyo., 
and No. 7 at Helena, Mont., are still in conference. - 

Mr. ALLISON. They are, all of them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to say, in the beginning, that we appre- 
ciate very fully the position taken by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, by the Senate, and by the Senate conferees in regard 
to these public buildings. We understand that they are very much 
in earnest in having them taken care of in the conference, but I 
wish the Senate to give our conferees some substantial support. 

The facts are that these public buildings in these three capital 
towns were provided for at the last session of Congress. At this 
session the capital of Utah has been added. They were put in 
deliberately by the Senate because there is not a public building 
in any one of those States. There is not a member of that con- 
ference committee who lives in a town as large as Salt Lake City; 
there is not a member of either Committee on Appropriations who 
lives in a town, I think, as large as Salt Lake City, where there is 
not a public building. There is not a town in this country of 
60,000 people, like Salt Lake City, which has not a public building. 
Those capital towns of ours need public buildings, because they 
have there United States courts, the land offices, the surveyor- 
general’s offices, the clerks, the marshals, the attorneys, collectors 
of internal revenue, and the post-offices. It will be a saving to 
the Government to erect these buildings. As I say, there is nota 
building im any one of those States. 

The Senate has passed on this matter before; and I hope, in fair- 
ness and justice and for the best interests of the Government, that 
the Senate will sustain our conferees in asking that these States— 
at any rate these capital towns—be provided with public buildings, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask were not these buildings 
started by a provision on an appropriation bill? Did we not make 
an appropriation to buy the sites and fix the cost to begin the 
erection of the building? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Some eighteen months ago the law was passed 
and the appropriation was made, yet nothing has been done; and 
now the conferees of the other House desire to cut out the appro- 
priations for the buildings in the towns I have named. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I want to add a few words to 
what has been said by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] on 
this question. 

We in the new States appreciate very much the action of the 
Senate in this matter, and to justify that action and its contin- 
nuance, and to justify the support of the conferees on the part of 
the Senate, which is asked by the Senator from Idaho, it is fair to 
state the circumstances. Utah has no court building. It has 
cities ranging from 60,000 down. Salt Lake City has at least 
60,000 inhabitants, Its post-office does a business approximating 
$100,000 a year. It has a circuit court, a district court, a land 

, a surveyor-general’s office, the weather bureau, and the 
internal-revenue collector or deputy collector. For all these 
offices the Government pays rent. They are scattered around 
the city; they are inconveniently located. 

The bill proposes to buy a site and to expend this year about 
$75,000, and it seems to me that economy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment and a proper recognition of the claims of all the people 
residing there justify the request that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate shall be supported in this matter. 

Mr. CARTER. As stated by the Senator from Idaho, these 
buildings were provided for in the last appropriation act. I am 
quite sure this matter can not fairly be regarded as a demand for 
a portion of the public appropriations regardless of merit. In the 
city of Helena, the capital of Montana, the rents paid by the Gov- 
ernment at the present time for buildings, in no sense suitable for 


the purpose, will amount to from 3} per cent to 4 per cent interest 


per annum upon the aggregate cost of the site proposed to be pur- 
chased and the building to be erected there. 

The limit fixed by the appropriation act one year ago was $150,- 
000 for the site and structure to be erected thereon. When the 
Supervising Architect undertook the task of providing adequate 
accommodations for the United States at that point he found that 
the amount of the ap riation was wholly inadequate to serve 
the purpose intended. e have the United States circuit and 
district courts, and the business of the courts in that district is 
not of atrifling character. Exposed to‘fire and immediate de- 
struction to-day stand the decrees and records of last year's busi- 
ness relating to something over $300,000,000 worth of property. 
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We insist that the litigants forced into the United States court 
for an adjudication of their rights can fairly demand of the Gov- 
oo. when no pay costs and grace themselves to the juris- 

iction, reasonable provision for the preservation of the records So of Little Rock, where we appropriated $43,000, not ati 
which form the oanlo of title in many instances. the limit, but to build an addithen to the pabhe Building we 

We do not ask that these appropriations shall be adhered to as | made necessary by the large amount of increasing busine; : t 
a matter of favor to those States, but we do suggest that the State | that point. or 
capital, where the United States circuit and district court business | 


May 26, 


Mr. ALLISON. No; it is still in disagreement. We endoay. 
ored to impress upon our House friends the importance of those 
alterations, which they will not agree to. , 
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is attended to, constitutes an exceptional case and one of an entirely 
different character from the ordinary public building provided for 
the accommodation of the post-office in a country town. 

We ask the Senate to insist that these three amendments relat- 
ing to the three public buildings shall be adhered to by the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. We think that sound public 
policy demands that this position shall be insisted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I desire to say a word or two in detail as re- 
spects these public buildings. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to put 
in another item for him before he is heard on the subject? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I will. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For twelve or fourteen years, owing to my 

nal acquaintances, being on the Military Committee, visit- 
ng, and so forth, I hve been well acquainted at Fortress Monroe; 
and among the affectionate messages that I always bring to Wash- 
ington is a request for | sake give us a decent post-office. 
The old thing is rotting down; it is indecent; it is inconvenient. 
There is a growing business there, a very large business compara- 
tively. There is some mail distribu there. The new great 
hotel is bringing more business. They have their inspector of 
customs, who needs a room there, and there is other Government 
business that will occasionally need accommodation. The com- 
missioner used to wonder why he could not have a place, but I 
suppose he will have to find a place somewhere else hereafter. 
par ask to have a new building upon Government ground. It 
is all Government ground there. It is only a little brick — 
of $15,000. The measure has gone through the Senate seve 
times. Some misfortune always happens to it. There is a small 
percentage of voters among the patrons of that office, which is 
perhaps one of the reasons. I wish the conferees of the Senate 
would just keep in that little item. It is an act of decency. 

Mr. ALLISON. As respects these ne buildings, two years 
ago, or perhaps a year ago, we provided for public buildings at 
the capitals of the three new States of Idaho, Montana, and 
Wyoming, pe ege e certain sum of money for the purchase 
of sites and limiting the cost of the buildings to $150,000 each. 
The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported these 
amendments, and they were referred to the Senate Committee on 
as We were told in the committee that the limit of 
$150,000 would not provide such public buildings and convenienves 
for the offices of the Government at those points for courts, and so 
forth, as would be required there. Therefore we increased the 
limit of cost, and that is the contention of the conferees on the 
part of the House of Representatives. They insist that because 
under the rules of the House an increase of the limit of the cost of 
a public building is new legislation, therefore they can not consent 
to these amendments. They explained to us t there were a 

t many other provisions for public buildings lying behind 
that could not be considered in the House, and that therefore it 
would be in the nature of ungenerous treatment to provide for 
afew oe buildings. 

Mr. HiLL. There is provision made for a public building at 
Los Angeles, is there not? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is. 

Mr, HILL. That was agreed to. What is that building? 

Mr. HAWLEY. A railroad depot? 

Mr. ALLISON. No. The House conferees stated that this is 

islation, and they can not consent to its application to the other 
public oe Ihave named. The State of Utah coming in last 
ear, we added in the Senate a building to be ee for at Salt 

e, which they also disagreed to; but they disagree also to the 
extension of the limit of a public ore at Kansas City, Mo., 
where we have appropriated and expended $150,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not that enough? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not seem to be quite enough. Under 
the and specifications of the architect of that great buil 
it require an additional $100,000 to complete it. We beli 
that in that case, where courts are held and where public offices 
must be provided for, it would be a wise thing for the Government 
to complete that building; but ow will not consent to it. 

The same is true of Omaha and St. Paul, where we have ex- 
pended large sums of money and where the buildings are very 
nearly completed. We placed on this bill in the Senate an a 

riation for a limited reorganization of the great public b 
"ob TNea Son 6 apeoptint 480.00 up te orga 
e New Yor , ap ,000 upon the urgent re- 
4 of the judges there, and I believe the association of New 
ork also concurred in the requ 


es 
dir, HILL. 


t. 
That item has got left, has it not? 


of courts and the members | be 


N oy. a Los ee, iteelaeien from the 
amendment appropriating $12, © post-office huild. 
ing at Los Angeles. The House also receded fecan, its (tte 
ment to the amendment the ffice building in this 
city, although we did increase the limit $370,000 by our Senate 
amendment. It was found to be absolutely necessary to incr ase 
the limit in order to complete that building in a way suita})|.: for 
use. That is the situation as these public buildiny.. 

Mr. PLATT. Speakingabout the irs or changes in the New 
York post-office building, have not the House conferees heret: fore 
made it a rule to agree to = and changes where they were 
necessary? Are they not taking new ground on that point’ 

Mr. ALLISON. They have agreed in several instances to 
alterations in public buildings, but they insist that ail thes» mat. 
ters shall go over for the — 

_Mr. WARREN. Mr. dent, this matter of pub- 
lic buildings, in addition to what has said let me state that 
it seems to me the House conferees are hardly in a position t. jn. 
sist upon these buildings going out of the , Specialy the four 
that have been mentioned at the four new State capitals. They 
have already agreed to break the limit upon other buildings, n0/- 
ably the city post-office in Washington and the post-office or 
custom-house building at St. Albans, Vt. At St. Albans was a 
building that cost originally $85,000, including the site, which has 
since partly burned down. Notwithstanding the depreciation 
which has since occurred, the low price of labor, etc., they now 
peareptiates $70,000 to repair and when they have the site 
and a goodly portion of the old building, and so they really aypro- 
priate for a new building. They also agree to a direct appropria- 
tion for more land for the public printing establishment, ani that, 
too, when no bill has been passed or even introduced in either 


House. 

In the matter of oe buildings for Cheyenne, Wyo., Boise 
City, Idaho, and Helena, Mont., the original law passed, as has 
been said, several months ago. During the present session the 
Senate has passed a bill and sent it to the House making the limit 
even os than the limit given in this sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill by just the amount to buy the sites. tn other 
words, a bill passed for $300,000 at y ,000 for Cheyenne, 
and $300,000 at Boise City, exclusive of cost of sites. That Dill 
covering these buildings went to the House. It was there divided 
and put in three bills, and it is an open secret, if secret at all—in 
fact, it has been discussed on the floor of the House, so that | can 
allude to it—that those three bills have been reported favorably 
from the House Committee on Public and Grounds, or 
at least have been voted upon and remain in committee ready to 
be reported favorably. 

Now, the House and Senate have once consented in a former 
Congress; the Senate has in this session consented twice to this 
measure, while the House, through its committee, has at least 
once consented. The building at Cheyenne will save 
the Government enough rent to pay a good interest upon its 
© ture. The people of Wy and of Cheyenne do not 

the Government to place a as a matter of 
charity or purely as a matter of benefit to that city or State. 
That city has built a capitol b , at a cost of about $300,000, 
to do the State business in, and I I will be able to prove by 
- ee members of the — ee ea on = 
it is as good a building for money as een erect’ 

in the United States. 

The Government having a large amotint of business at these 
cities and pa: a large amount of rent, and having their offices 
scattered at v places, their valuable papers without vaults 
or safes, it seems to me a matter of economy and 1 business 
that the Government should without delay enter at least int) the 
commencement of these buildings. 

I understand the committee are asking for but $50,())) apiece 
for three of these buildings and $75,000 for the site of another. 
The immediate appropriation for the whole four amounts to but 


Isay that the city of does not ask, nor does the State 
of Wy ask, as a charity, this building from the Governmen'. 
Why it? There is not in the State of Wyeming 4 poor: 
house, either State or municipal. There is not in the State © 
Wyoming a regular, habitual pauper known as such and support’! 
in some place of resort. ceeeeae of that State may 


rting. As l 
pens tie anough of thee own valuable 


and of their own State — . 
sugite: Salting a better one than 
Government. é Government has 0 














‘ district and circuit court and all the court officers, 
provide nes, registers and receivers, surveyor-general’s office, a 
weather station, post-office, and in fact all the offices that exist at 


capitals. 
anfuere oe been one ed by the United States 
inside of Wyoming on pu buildings, unless it be on Indian 
reservations or at military posts. This would be the first build- 
ing. The account as between the United States and Wyo- 
las now shows that, notwithstanding the United States has taken 
millions of dollars from the State for lands sold to the citizens of 
that State and from other sources, the State has not received a 
dollar from the United States in the way of investment in perma- 
nent improvements of any kind. 
We simply ask now that the United States Government shall 
‘ve whatever benefit to the State that may arise from its showing 
efficient confidence in the permanency of the State to erect therein 
a building for the Government’s own use in the safe and orderly 
conduct of its 
Only this, and nothing more. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
nestion is on concurring in the report of the committee of con- 


"Gene was concurred in 

Mr, AELISON, I move that the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments in disagreement and ask for a further conference 
with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. c 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint theconferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. ALLISON, . Have, and Mr. GorMAN were 


appointed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNinG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


to the of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 710) a ion to Ida J. Schwatka, widow of the 
late Lieut. watka. 

The also announced that the House had agreed to the 


amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pnr- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
h lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall 

from date of settlement, and for other yurgocess and 
(H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon 
bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

further announced that the Speaker of the House 
following erfrolled bills: 
1) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. ; 
) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


empowering and directing the Secretary of 
four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 


granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 
=e a pension to Elvin J. Brown; 

the relief of Solomon Hyams; 
granting an increase of pension to Michael 


) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
Benjamin L. Bea'l, late colonel First United States 


for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 
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A bill granting a pension to Carrie H. Green; 

A bill eter) Pension to Thomas Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
Enochs, widew of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 

A bill granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 

A bill iI Gnting a ae 

A bill (HL R. ) to increase the pension of Mary L. Ale 
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i. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 

. R. 478 eae the Notional University; 

» 5175) a on an ; 
ck a pension to Richard P. Pilkington; 

iting a pension to Mrs. Julia A. , om 

correct the military record of Elbridge 


a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 
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A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 6134). granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum; 

A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

ses; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
z. Apaienens and 

A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, W ednes- 
day, May 27, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1896. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William Franklin Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be sec- 
ond secretary of the legation of the United States at Tokyo, Japan, 
vice Stephen Bonsal, resigned, to take effect June 8, 1806. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

J. Ward Gurley, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice Ferdinand B. 
Earhart, whose term expires May 27, 1896. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John F. Nash, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Syracuse, in the State of New York. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Third Lieut. Aaron L. Gamble, of Indiana, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed D. J. Ainsworth, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
May 23, 1896, vice Gordon, Sixth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Henry Carroll, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, May 
23, 1896, vice Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. James Montgomery Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 
May 23, 1896, vice Carroll, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Horatio Gates Sickel, adjutant Seventh Cavalry, 
to be captain, May 23, 1896,,vice Bell, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John Paul Ryan, Third Cavalry, to a first lieu- 
tenant, May 20, 1896, vice Gatewood, Sixth Cavalry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, May 23, 1896, vice Russell, Seventh Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. William Horace Hart, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 23, 1896, vice Nicholson, Seventh Cavalry, ap- 
pointed adjutant. 

Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. David Dougall Van Valzah, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be colonel, May 23, 1896, vice Parker, Eighteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Maj. Emerson Hamilton Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be lieutenant-colonel, May 23, 1896, vice Van Valzah, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Capt. William McCadden Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be major, May 23, 1896, vice Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. James Dallas Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be captain, May 23, 1896, vice Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Baldwin Hagadorn, Twenty-third Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, May 23, 1896, vice Nickerson, Seven- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, of the United States Navy, a citizen 
of the State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Navy, with the rank of captain in the Navy, for the term of 
four years from the 4th day of June, 1896. 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 
Samuel B. Palmer, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant sur- 
geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Mary A. Herrington, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county 
of Kane and State of Filinois, in the place of Adeline M. Bunker, 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 
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H. E. Blakeman, to be at California, in the county 
ssouri, in the place of Lewis W. Bar- 
ton, whose commission oa December 23, 1895. 

Alvah A. Clark, to be postmaster at Somerville, in the coun 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of William 
Thompson, whose commission February 8, 1896. 

Alfred W. Dey, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, i in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Edmund 
G. Harrison, whose commission will expire July 18, 1896. 

Henry G. Walter, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Asaph S. 

t, whose commission expired March 22, 1806. 

arry L. White, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the ——- 
McKean and State of Pennsyl in the place of Al H 
Mayo, whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 

John ©. Neltnor, to be postmaster at West Chicago, in the 
county of and State of Iliimois. This nomination is 
made in consequence of a change of name of the post-office from 
Turner to West Chicago. 

Phoebe Mann, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky, in the place of Homer B. Bryson, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Charles W. Ellison, to be aster at em. in the county 
of Middlesex — State 


of usetts, his commission having 
ai A. ete ie in the 


be postmaster at Palmyra, county 
- Wayne and State of New York, in the place of Daniel B. Har- 


on, deceased. 
 SameaticChodng. be postmaster at Johnsonburg, in the county 
of Elk and State of ‘Fosngicnnin, in the pee oy Gees Cooley, 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
J. Ward Gurley, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney for 
the eastern district of Louisiana. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Pheebe Mann, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the County of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky. : 
at Somerville, in the County 


Alvah A. Clark, to ‘be 
of Somerset and State of ew Jersey. 
Alfred W. Dey, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the County 
ee eo ow Jersey. 
ie oe 
ane iadan CONSUL. 


Jom Fowkt, of Massachusetia, to be consul of the United 
States at Chefoo, China. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn May 26, 1896. 
‘T. J. Glenn, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the State of Ken- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tunspay, May 26, 1896. 


‘The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 


ihe — 
Fite tone the Te cake 


ae 
. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal, and call for 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the approval of the 
Journal). ‘The aves seem to have it. 

Mr. KEM. ee eee eee 
ee Sennen 
eighty mem are presen quorum. 

the Journal is approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 
Mr. EVANS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
considering revenue bills; and that I move that 
the time for debate on the bill which was the Com- 
mittee of the Whole yesterday be limited to? o lock, and on that 


ee 
ne DARTLETT of Now York. What is the arrangement pro- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the proposition. 
eo Evans] moves that the 
for ondhdoeunnn a —- bills; 7s cet 
revenue 
he moves that all general debate be closed at 2 o'clock. 


One hundred and 
e ayes have it; and 


Mr. Barrert and Mr. Barrierr of New York addressed th, 
The SPEAKER (to Mr. Bargetr). For what purpose do. 


gentleman 


Mr. BARRETT. To ask if that motion is now in or 
order? 


Mr. 


The SPEAKER. The 
BARRE(T. 


tleman 
Ido 


will state it. 
not think that any member 


the 


der pend- 


the call for the 
As many as are in favor of—— 
Crp nines pee 


Mr. Speaker, I 
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PyThe SPEAKER. ‘The 
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Chair heard him. 


_ The question Sener’ been put on ordering the previous nes. 


uestion being 
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n taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 54, 
and nays. 


34 voting Pee favor thereof— 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 89, 
voting 141; as follows: — 
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Ray, : 
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Settle og 
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Smith, Il. 
Smith, Mich. 


hard, 


e, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 


Washington, 

Watson, Ohio 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. 0. 
Wood, 











McCormick, Price, 
Meiklejohn, Pugh 
Miller re 
Miner, . la. Stewart, N.J. Wilber, 
Morley : Stone, W.A. won 
Morphy, | — Taft, . oodman, 
New Thorp Woomer 
North . Sauerhering, ,, ’ 
Ogden, — : , Turner, Va 
Owens, Snover, wat 
a Southwick, an Horn, 

So the was ordered. 

The following were announced: 

Jntil further : 


Mr. , CowEK. 
’ ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. Livinaston, 
Mr. Lerever with Mr. TYLER. 
Mr. CorLiss with Mr. Mosgs. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. SNOVER Mr. Mappox. 


Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 
th Mr. . 

Mr. iia A. Stone with Mr. Buack of Georgia. 

Mr. Corrin with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DivsMoRE. 

Mr. MerkLEJouN with Mr. RoperTson of Louisiana. 

Mr. oe with Mr. Crisp. 

Until June 3: 

Mr. Tracey with Mr, Savers. 

For this day: 

Mr. Wasen with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. CaTcuinGs. 

Mr, Woomer with Mr. Russe. of Georgia. 

Mr. Tart with Mr. Apsorr. 

Mr, CrowLsy with Mr. Coppina. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. Locknarr. 

Mr. Bourge..e with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. Brum™ with Mr. Price, 

Mr. Bou. with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The recurring on the motion of Mr. Evans that the 
debate be closed at 2 o’clock in Committee of the Whole, on a 
division Set Mr. Barrett ) there were—ayes 91, noes 30. 

Mr. No quorum. : 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of no quorum, 
as 213 members have just voted. 

o_ motion to limit pete to 2 nae aaeeet om ii 

question recurring on motion o: . EVANS e 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of revenue bills, it was 
agreed to. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Suerman in the 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] will 


: 


USSELL of Connecticut. Before the gentleman proceeds, 

to inquire of my colleague as to how he proposes to 
suppose side has had an hour and a half, 
comptes but fifty five minutes. Suppose we 
time, we taking forty-five minutes and you 


I would like to have a little of the time my- 
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Kentucky 

Mr. BV. from Connecticut will see the 
Mr is the 

: same pressure on 
been consumed 

The affirmative have een ed fifty-five 

hour and twenty-five minutes. 

that my col- 

divided 
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If the gentleman will permit me, I hope he will make another dis- 
tribution of the time. 

Mr. EVANS. I would suggest that you allow us forty-five 
minutes, then, and you take the remainder. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. We shall need at least an hour. 

Mr. EVANS. If there was that much time I would be willing 
todoso. I suggest that we occupy forty minutes and you occupy 
the balance. ould that be satisfactory? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Well, we will have to submit 
to it; it is the best we can get. 

Mr. EVANS. Then I suggest that we will occupy forty min- 
utes, and the remainder of the time, being thirty-tive minutes, 
will be occupied by your side. 

The C MAN. In the absence of objection, the Chair will 
regard that arrangement as acceptable to the committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that it is 
necessary for those of us who are in favor of the pending bill to 
go further in defending the policy of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House than to quote the admissions that were made 
on the floor during the discussion on yesterday by my colleague 
on the committee, the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Russet]. He said, and that is all that we have claimed, 
that section 61 of the act of 1894 is ‘‘crude and faulty.” He says 
that the repeal of section 61 is justifiable because of the fact *‘ that 
it is crude and possibly impossible of execution.” He admits that 
section 61 of the act of 1894 is not only crude but it is impracti- 
cable and can not be executed, and that it ‘would cause frauds 
on the revenue” if this law exempting alcohol for use in the in- 
dustrial arts from the internal-revenue tax were kept on the 
statute book, 

Now, what more could any man claim in behalf of the bill 
which is now pending? It is without dispute, measured by the 
wisdom of both political parties, that this provision for the exemp- 
tion of alcohol used in the industrial arts from the internal- 
revenue tax upon distilled spirits is wholly impracticable. That 
was the opinion of the Republican Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in the last Administration. That was the unanimous 
opinion of the Ways and Means Committee of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and it is the opinion of the present Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. It was the unanimous opinion of this House in the last 
Congress, after the Wilson bill had passed, and it is the unani- 
mous opinion, if the admissions made by the gentleman from 
Connecticut may be counted, of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the present Congress. That being true, what is the situation 
of the Government at this time? 

We say that this section ought to be repealed because, unless 
that is done, we are inviting a mountain's weight of claims against 
the Treasury of the United States. And for whose benefit, Mr. 
Chairman? Why should this section be retainedinthe law? Cer- 
tainly not for the benefit of the manufacturers, because they are 
required by the section to pay an internal tax and no regulations 
are in force for the rebate of the tax paid on alcohol used in the 
industrial arts. It is not for the benefit of the American public, 
because everybody knows that the uncertainty about the collec- 
tion of that rebate has prevented the manufacturer from extend- 
ing to his customers any advantage whatever by reason of this 
law. The law as it stands helps nobody, and the admission, can- 
didly and fairly made yesterday by my colleague {Mr. Russe.u of 
Connecticut], that it ought to be repealed ought to be very influ- 
ential in the settlement of this dispute. 

Therefore we say, appealing for the vindication of our judg- 
ment to the common opinion of all political parties, of experts of 
both Administrations, appealing to the judgment of the Ways and 
Means Committee in every House since the Forty-ninth Congress, 
that this section 61 ought to be repealed without delay. But my 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL] comes forward and says to 
us, if this is repealed— 

Dare the gentlemen from the grain-raising States go back to their constit- 
nents and tell them that the only tariff legislation that they have succeeded 
in passing was to put the highest tax in all the world upon the farmer's grain, 
and thereby narrow the market which the Wilson tariff bill by accident had 
Groadened? 

I will say to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hi.1] that the 
repeal of this section has no connection whatever with the tariff 
question. -The tariff question is not involved here. The only 

uestion is a plain business proposition, as to whether a section of 
the law of 1894 which we have a prospect of repealing, a section 
which, by the admission of my friend from Connecticut, is crude, 





im icable, and ought to be repealed 
r. HILL. I do not wish to be put in that position. Idid not 
say that. 


r. DOLLIVER. I referred to my colleague on the Ways and 
Means Committee [Mr. Russe. of pene ence 3 The question 
is whether we ought to be put in the position of leaving that sec- 
tion on the statute book when, by the admission of my colleague 
{Mr. Russe.. of Connecticut], it is crude, impracticable, and 
ought to be repealed. 

But he says before we repeal it we ought to pass some more 
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suitable measure relative to the matter in order to do justice to 
legitimate manufacturing interests. I admit fully the force of 
his contention, and if we were not entirely at the mercy of an 
opposition Senate and a hostile Executive I would cheerfully fol- 
low my friend in his efforts to ao the prosperity of the great 
industrial interests for which he speaks. 

But I undertake to say—and I address myself to Republicans on 
this floor—that no man of us who really weighs the political situ- 
ation in which we are placed ought to stand in this House and 
lecture the Ways and Means Committee, or the Republican ma- 
jority, for not having tried to move on party lines against the 
inert Populistic mass called the Senate, and the inert Democratic 
mass called the President. [Applauseand laughter.] It takes at 
least three branches of Government in this country to put any 
kind of a political measure through; and at present the Senate 
and the President are against this House. I will not rail at the 
Senate. If it had not n for the fact that it requires three 
branches of legislation to do business in the United States, the 
one of free trade, which my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 

ILL] laments, would have come to fruition in this country 
twenty years before it did. For all these years the Senate alone 
stood between the people and the impending threat, and for four of 
those years. from 1885 to 1889, the Senate alone steadied the business 
of the American oe in the midst of free-trade proclamations 
from the White House and free-trade majorities on this floor. 

I belong to an old-fashioned school of theology which believes 
that Providence, in all these years, was holding the Democratic 
party in check, and used Brother Wilson, somewhat diluted and 
modified by Brother GorMAN, for the a of setting up iti the 
United States an object lesson in practical economics that should 
bring the American people, as the old preachers used to say, to a 
realizing sense of their lost condition. [Laughter.] Notice, for 
example, how long the object lesson was put off and postponed. 
If it had come before the waste and extravagance of the period of 
the civil war had been repaired, before a disordered currency had 
been restored, before a promise to pay that still occupies a promi- 
nent position on the face of every paper dollar of the United States 
had been kept, a thousand explanations would have befogged the 
inquiring citizen, and nobody would have known either the mean- 
“~~ the purpose of the visitation. 

it had come before we had had a reasonably long experience 
with the protective tariff, o ting upon the basis of a sound 
currency, the educational effect of it would have been limited, 
because we should not have been in a position to appreciate the 
blessings we had cast away. As it was, Providence gave us ten 
years of protection, from 1880 to 1890, years of comparative 
lenty, years of industrial growth, years of good markets for the 
armer, years of good customers for the factory, years in which 
American manhood was lifted up into the ns and most zp 
ful outlook since the primeval benediction, ‘In the sweat of thy 
face shalt thou eat bread.” 

And yet the clamor still continued in this country. Walking 
delegates were going in carriages from factory to factory and from 
farmhouse to farmhouse, preaching the gospel of discontent, and 
from their easy chairs here in this Capitol, with the studied reit- 
eration of the patent-medicine advertisement, to which so many of 
our colleagues have lent the light of their countenance [laughter], 
Democratic statesmen were telling the American people that their 
case was hopeless and that all that would save them would be the 
immediate application of the favorite Democratic prescription. 

In my own State, for example, a land whose chief industries de- 
pend entirely on the farm, a which I have sometimes thought 
merits the tribute that Homer paid to Argos when he called it the 
breast of Greece, because it food for the whole nation, 
we had, by an accident that sometimes happens even in well-regu- 
lated communities, a Democratic governor, Horace Boies. 

All his lifetime, even down to old age, he had been a 
looking through the dust and cobwebs of acountry law 

on the ticket, until ence finally was regarded by him no 
onger as a real virtue, and so he himself to that portion of 
the population which believed t the corkscrew is the most 
essential device in the mechanism of civilization; and as an anti- 
prohibition Republican he was selected to lead the Democratic 
od victory. (Laughter. } And he led it to victory; a vic- 
“cheap and nasty”; exactly the kind of victory that is not 

very much better than defeat. 

y had he got seated in his office before his horizon began 
to widen. He saw at once that while a local dispute about the 
legal status of the town pump was a enough question to get 
in on, it was hardly great enough to feed the aspiration of animmor- 
tal soul ‘oom gee ; so he enlarged his horizon, or at least shifted 
it, and at the first opportunity carried his laurels to the city of 
Bare i tae ae mean . 7 ee ¥ ee 

orm e. e gotfrom one J. R. a gen 
now grown Seecicle af the ok ot a tekas eacieian aa ae 
assessments he man to live in a style the leisure 
he has always enjoyed), certain alleged statistics of the condition 
of industry in the State of Iowa, 
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He went to the banquet with the material prospects of our cr. 
State done up in a rag and sat down between Grover ( ene 
land and Mr. Carlisle and put the rag bag under his chair. \{; 
Cleveland, then a private citizen, was the first speaker; Mr. (‘a;. 
lisle, then the junior Senator from the State of Kentucky, ;,). 
lowed, both of them sticking close to the text of tariff reform. 7, 
the mind of both of these great men the le and their welfare 
were separated exactly as ‘‘to the Jews old Canaan stood, w))j), 
Jordan rolled between ” [laughter] ,and with them Governor }}o jes 

Not a word was said about the money question ani not 
a word about silver. When he rose to speak he reached under his 
chair and took out of his rag bag—then and ever since the fait)f)) 
traveling companion of his politics—and I will read the conc|y. 
sion of what he said: 

Ihave epee of the condition of agricultural industries in my own Stato 
I have called attention to the fact that se youre these industries have been 
prosecuted at a loss, instead of oe I affirm without fear of contra. 
diction that there is no State in Union where the great staples of agriey). 
ture—the productions that supply the necessary food of man and beast cay 
be more cheaply produced. 

He declared that the tariff had ruined agriculture, and endeq 
by warning his hearers— 
to prepare for a storm the consequence of which in both a political ang 
economic sense no man can measure. 

I have read his words, not for the purpose of entering into an 
argument as to the truth of them, but solely for the purpose of 
showing how graciously Providence, knowing that the people of 
America were about to throw away the protective tariff, purposed 
to give them one up to date, with all the modern prosperity-pro- 
cae Magrovenest In oe to that purpose, think, the 
Fifty-first Congress came . Itwasa ublican Congress 
through and through. In the chair sat THomas B. REED, great in 
council, splendid in courage, ificent in action. [Applanse.| 
At the head of the table yonder, in Ways and Means, sat William 
McKinley, of Ohio [applause], the colored map of whose political 
victories, made out, I believe, by the gentleman from Ohio { Mr, 
GROSVENOR], would seem to indicate that he has carried nearly 
everything on thiscontinent except the Gulf of California and the 
Great Lakes. [Laughter.] Around him sat the strong men of 
his party—Bayne of Pennsylvania, now gone out of the noise of 
time; McKenna of California, now a circuit judge of the United 
States; Lafollette of Wisconsin, young and e. = champion of 
our cause; Gear of Iowa and Burrows of Michigan, fruitful in 
industry and knowledge, translated now. both of them, to that 
elysium of our politics where the wicked cease from troubling and 
the w are at rest [great laughter and applause]; Payye of 
New York and tema DINGLEY of an ee, leaders 
among us—men whose comprehensive o taffairs has won 
for them a place am e notable Political liguree of our time. 
arenes. From tha , not as the product of one man's 

isdom, but of the wisdom of all, came the tariff law of 1%v. 

It _— this House without a dissen vote. It went to the 
Senate and was there shaped under the ds of experienced 
statesmanship. It took on provisions for reciprocity with the 
commercial world, fresh from the genius of James G. Blaine. 
[Apeoeee) It went to the conference committee, was carefully 
considered, and came back to receive every re vote in 
the House and in the Senate; and afterwards the ident of the 
United States, with a pen that has become an heirloom in the 
household < our faith, oe to ; ° commanding si a : 

. pplause. was a us thing to 

ching every man’s business ond go to the peo 

lection within a month. The Republican party 

htodoit. But that little month was long enough 

of calumny and false pretense. Every 

was , every sentence of it was distorted, and 

in the tumult nen a7 Coney ee eres, sobten 

and bargain-counters country, the splendid political phalanx 

that stood by the side of REED in Seamevection of 1890 

], and that voted to a man with McKinley on the motion 

vious question on the conference — melted away 

ee most grotesque 

Ba. ever contributed to the gayety 

ter applause. 

who gave his aos to the bill, had the 

in at Sheffield on the same day 

defeated him in Ohio. [{Laugh- 

] But the of Providence was not to be 

Hardly had ult-of politics quieted before 

business resumed its normal condition. seaseed of pone 
up, went down, or at least were equalized; men, instead of os! 

eon were happy in industrial opportunities, an 

department of it ded to condi- 

existed in the whole history 

humanrace. The object 

ble enough even 

our friend Governot 











7 January 13, 1892, beginning with words which 
ei to. of a for the p of preserving then in the 
‘olitical records of the day. He said: 
; constitution of our State directs that the governor shall 

the general assembly information concerning the condition of the 
convey to mend such tion as he deems ient. In discharg- 
state and ae my pleasan’ veviege to say that at no time in the history 
ing this = her people been with more general prosperity than 
- now enjoy. form of industry, every branch of business, has felt 
one an neces of con so favorable to us. ith increased prices for the 
the in ~~ our farms has come a substantial advance in the value of agri- 
protet \ iands in our State. A marked impetus has been given to the up- 
calvaing cities and towns. An era of prosperity has come to our manu- 
uilding o° ©d mining industries. Our lines of railway have felt the influence 
facturing and mépe"the great staples we are able to send abroad, and wher- 
of better Pen in every branch of industry, trade, or profession in which our 
pein anv engaged are to be seen unmistakable evidences of the general 
Prosperity with which our people are blessed. 
Mr. McMILLIN (4 the reading of the foregoing extract). 
Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I have been informed by the Chair that the arrange- 


- 


been made to give the gentleman from Iowa the time, 
mart Teed think is when itis to be exhausted not in a 
discussion of the measure before the committee, but in a political 
discussion altogether f to the measure and which is not to 


on this side. 1 want simply to enter my protest, and 
be ree gentleman's sense of fairness will lead him to see the 


justice of it. 

a DO Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from 
Tennessee that I recognize the propriety of his suggestion, and 
that I intend to occupy only a few minutes more. 

Think of it! Less en two years— y more than one year; 
yet it was long enough to turn the rags of our misery into the 
royal purple of prosperity! Now, it would almost seem that the 
dramatic unity of the narrative would require that I should tell 

ou that Governor Boies, his backslidings having been healed, 

d been trying to get the le of our State and of the country 
back over the main traveled road to the industrial conditions 
which prevailed in 1892. I regret that I am compelled to state 
that the governor's t of view has again widened, or at least 
shifted, and that he is now engaged in trying, with more or less 
local success, to induce the le to change the treatment and 
wind up our worldly affairs by the unlimited coinage of silver 
dollars out of ma’ now worth 51 cents, in order that our peo- 
ple may use such of these coins as they can get hold of in going 
through the motions of their debts. ughter.] LIregret 
to have to say this, and I oP ne this message forward only to 

un- 


how how a good ti eader is able to forget the b 
der of 1892 in rte tatoreet in the crime of 1873. 
Now, a mote. I do not suppose that we can put through 


this Congress any tariff legislation. It is reasonably certain, how- 
ever; that we can put through this Congress the legislation which 
this bill proposes. And I do not think that we should hesitate to 
do our part. I do not believe that we, as Republicans, since the 
opportunity has come to correct this evil of the law of 1894, ought 
to shrink from the duty and bility of saving the Treasur 
of the United from the accumulation of claims under a law whic 

I have already suggested benefits no manufacturing industry in 
its t shape and is of no ble benefit to the consuming 
iil ions of the United States. [Applause]. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest now that the gentlemen 
on the other side proceed with their thirty-five minutes. We have 
fifteen minutes remaining, the whole of which, if possible, I shall 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver] having presented to this committee a 
very picturesque political , including the political 
migrations of Governor Boies, I hope now that the committee 
= eee with a return to the discussion of the subject- 


gpk oe the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. during the just concluded 
I came toan ET nee wee the gentiomen whe 
has so anxious to close this debate at 2 
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the extended time that was desired. 
—that they have got through dis- 
is before the House, and on which 

“~~ to vote, and have gone to talk- 
especially Western politics, and that in the 
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man from Connecticut [Mr. RussEL.]. In the second place, we 
have got to a point in the session where time is of some conse- 
quence. But, notwithstanding all that, and notwithstanding the 
speech of the gentleman from Iowa, I would be willing to enter 
now upon a general revision of very many provisions of the Wil- 
son bill, conscious that if any practical result-were attained there 
is no work that we could perform that would be of such benefit 
to the people, and none which is so universally and so earnestly 
demanded. It might not be an entirely useless task, even though 
such a bill could not pass the Senate or receive the approval of 
the President. We should, Mr. Chairman, have a Republican 
bill, drawn and completed on Republican principles, ready to be 
offered when the extra session of the Fifty-fifth Congress comes 
in, in March, 1897, without compelling the people to wait till the 
coming fall for such provision to be had. pela } We have 
very little to do, in the discharge of our duty, with the Senate; 
and we have very little to do with Grover Cleveland. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any partial or piecemeal 
change in the present law. I am opposed to the repeal or substan- 
tial change of any of its important provisions without changing 
other important provisions, muah those which relate to the 
very enactments sought to be changed. I say it is not right or 
just to repeal this section and give no consideration whatever to 
the other provisions of our tariff and revenue laws which depend 
upon it and are connected with it. The rates of duty upon many 
articles of manufacture, it is to be presumed, were considered in 
relation to this tax upon alcohol. If that is not so, then it is fair 
to presume that when the tax on alcohol was fixed its effect upon 
these articles was considered. We at one sweep undertake to re- 
peal this single section, caring nothing and considering nothing as 
to what or whomitaffectsinthiscountry. Now, we have done very 
little for the manufacturers of this country. We have done noth- 
ing for its industries. Let us be very careful that we do not, in 
addition to that failure, strike a blow and do an injury to already 
existing industries. 

Mr. Chairman, is this an important provision of the present 
tariff law—the internal-revenue portion of it? It is said in the 
report of this committee that the estimate made of the alcohol 
likely to be claimed under the act is 10,000,000 gallons per an- 
num—a total for the fiscal years 1895 and 1896 of 20,000,000 gal- 
lons—making a tax of about $10,000,000 per annum. Is it not, 
then, an important provision that proposes to place now upon the 
industries of this country—burdened, struggling, trodden down 
to the ground—an additional burden of $10,000,000 a year? 

Is it not of some consequence that we render them to that 
amount just so much less able to compete with the manufacture 
of articles in which alcohol enters that come into this country 
from abroad? 

But it is an important provision, Mr. Chairman, in other re- 
spects, in that it is a practical declaration of a Republican doc- 
trine that we shall reduce our revenue taxation as fast as possible 
and look for our revenue to the duties laid on imported articles. 
We have now got this general provision incorporated into the 
law. Isay to you if itistaken out no man can tell when, if ever, 
it will get back. We have gotit. If there are faults under it, let 
us provide for them; let us amend the act; but let us retain the 
principle, and not lose what we have already gained. 

What are the reasons offered for the repeal of the provision? 
If you will read the whole report of the Committee on Ways and 
Means through, you will find that four reasons are assigned. In 
the first place, that no rules can be framed under it; in the second 
place, it is not the consumer that gets the benefit; third, that we 
need the revenues, and fourth, because of the wood-alcohol trust. 
The second and third arguments are all contained in the first one, 
and there is no reason, when you analyze the report, why this 
should be done except that the regulations can not be framed un- 
der it, and second, that it should not be repealed because it would 
be in contravention of the wood-alcohol interest. Analyze it, and 
you will find that it all comes down to these two provisions. 

Now, in regard to the inability to frame regulations, let us con- 
sider thatforamoment. Under the section I submit to the House, 
and to the able gentlemen upon the Ways and Means Committee, 
as well as to the distinguished lawyers in this committee, that 
this section is drawn strongly in favor of the Government; that 
if you had the general doctrine which is therein embodied and 
incorporated in the internal-revenue laws you could not draw a 
section more in the interest of the Government and against the 
manufacturer who has to receive the article. You provide, for 
instance, in the first place, that he shall pay the tax before receiv- 
ing the commodity. The money gets into the hands of the finan- 
cial officers of the United States. It is to be gotten out by the 
manufacturer from the possession of the Government. How is 
he to doit? He can only get it under the language of the sec- 
tion, by “satisfying” somebody. No method of proof is pre- 
scribed, no kind of evidence is laid down by which he is to do it; 
but he can only receive the money back by satisfying 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Bowler. > Panahter. 

Bowler. is ig 









Mr. KNOX. No; the Supreme Court satisfi 
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unfortunately apparently a ‘‘ Bowler” 
ernment from paying its just dues. That seems to be what it is. 

But I say you have got to satisfy somebody. Now, when you 
have this general provision, why is it that regulations can not be 
framed to carry those provisions out? [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr, PARKER. I thank the Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Connecticut, who has been only able, however, to give ten 
minutes to the Representative of the second manufacturing dis- 
trict of the United States in defense of its industries. 

I have nothing, Mr. Chairman, but re t for the gentlemen 
who urge the passage of this bill, but if I jadge by the last speech 
for it, 1 would say, with all due deference, that they do not under- 
stand it. I want to give you some facts in connection with the 
matter. It isa protective measure that is proposed to be repealed— 

»srotective both to agriculture and manufactures. I do not be- 
ieve if the members of this House understood that fact that 
either Democrats or Republicans would try to bring further 
trouble upon these industries. 

Commercial alcohol costs 23 cents a gallon. It was news to me, 
and I think it is news to you, to learn that fact. The tax on al- 
cohol of $1.10 a proof gallon, the — article being 88 per cent 
above proof, amounts to $2.06 a gallon, and the commercial article 
is sold, therefore, for about $2.30 a gallon. Men can, and often do, 
pay that price for a beverage, and my friend from husetts 
would say that they ought. There are somewhere between one 
and two hundred drinks in a gallon, but men can not afford to 
use alcohol in the arts at any such price as that, and no nation in 
the world requires it. We used to have a burning fluid made of 
alcohol and benzine. We have it no longer, because we could not 
afford to use alcohol in that way. We used to have alcohol var- 
nishes; now more seldom. We can use alcohol in the arts to an 
extent that is absolutely unknown until you have had occasion to 
investigate. It is destroyed in the manufacture of chloroform, 
which changes its character. Itis destroyed in making photo- 
oat materials. It is used as a vehicle in varnish. It is used 

n @ shellac composition to put into hats and then allowed to 
evaporate and get away. It is used in medicines as a mere sol- 
vent. Ido not mean in alcoholic preparations, such as so-called 
bitters, out in medicinal preparations, whether in making such 
drugs as quinine or morphine, or in making corrosive sublimate. 
It is used in making a like compound of mercury, for the manu- 
facture of percussion caps. It is used in making tinctures, ex- 
tracts of fruits, and extract of flavors. 

The expression ‘‘medicinal and other like preparations” means 
— of medicine and preparations of that sort, not alco- 

olic preparations under that guise, and any Secretary of the 
Treasury who can discriminate between silver ore and lead ore 
can discriminate bettveen the preparations mentioned in that sec- 
tion and frauds upon the Treasury in the way of alcoholic prepa- 
rations. It would be used in hundreds of other ways. It would 
be used in many times the present quantity. It would give a 
market for grain. The enforcement of this section would give a 
chance to manufactures and agriculture and employment to our 
people. But the Secretary of the Treasury has said he will not 
enforce it. He has said he will not prescribe regulations, and a 
Republican House is asked to support him in opposing the manu- 
facturers of this country. What is more, under the present law 
that same alcohol is free for export and is exported in bond. 
Think what that means, gentlemen. That very alcohol at 23 cents 
a gallon was sent to Canada. There they made the explosive 
ea ond for percussion caps. They got the benefit of the manu- 

acture and sent it back, on a small duty, tous. That very alco- 
hol can be sent to England or Germany to make medicines there 
to send back to us. 

Now as to a matter of history. Somebody has said that this 
provision was accidental. It was not. A constituent of mine 
who pays $48,000 a year in the way of tax on alcohol used in mak- 
ing sulphuric ether knows of that fact. The tariff of 1894 raised 
the internal revenue on commercial alcohol from $1.70 a gallon to 
$2.06, an increase of 36 cents. They protested. They said they 
could not continue their manufacture under those circumstances, 
much more when duties were reduced, and when the duty on hats 
went down from 100 per cent to 35 per cent, when the duties on 
sulphuric ether, their product, likewise went down, and every- 
thing was lowered, they said they could not use alcohol or con- 
tinue their manufacture, and then they were told by this bill: 


e to prevent the Gov- 


**Make no objection. This bill is only against alcohol that is to | pass 


be drunk, not against alcohol to be used in the arts.” They have 
relied upon this law. They have made contracts based upon it. 
They have not received the rebate, but they have agreed with all 
their customers to give them the rebate when received. They 
have made their sales upon that basis, and you are asked to destroy 
those industries. They could make many other things, notably 
ohloroform, with cheap alcohol. 


Now, is there any difficulty, when 500 barrels of 
year go to their factory with the stamps on the barrels, and thoy 
produce those stamps, as required by law, to the Secretary o¢ 
the mame, is there any chance for fraud? How? The ; 
use the alcohol in manufacture. They can not sell it. 1) th, 
laws of the State and of the United States prevent such «aj, 
They receive the barrels full, they send them back empty. Th. 
return the stamps, which show what they have used in {hi 
trade; and whether it be in factories of varnish, medicines. oy)... 
cussion caps, or whatever it may be, any honest manufactury ay, 
do the same thing, under such regulations as the Secretary .¢ tho 
Treasury shall prescribe, and there will not be a looting of tho 
Treasury, as has been stated here, but simply a return of the tax 
which y themselves pay, a return e mse it is for the 
benefit of American industries that they should have this protec. 


alcohol per 


¥ can only 


er 


Protection may be by duty; it may be by bounty; it may be by 
exemption. Here itis by exemption. It is none the less protec. 
tion; and as a representative of the aeons principle, with al! 
my reverence for the leaders who ed the tariff bill of is9 
who are its ts, when it comesto the principles of protection’ 
I must stand here in this House on facts which I believe they d¢ 
not thoroughly realize and understand, to appeal to this Honse 
Republican and Democratic, to all who believe in Americ ac. 
culture, American manufacture, and American trade, binding tho 
people together from one end of this country to the other, and to 
ask them, as they love their country, as bo | are trusted by their 
constituents, not to vote for this repeal. [Applause. | , 
[iors the hammer fell,] 
r. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I yield five mip- 
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CoLson] 

Mr. CO N. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes which have 
been yielded to me the gentleman from Connecticut, to whom 
I return thanks for the kindness, I can not go into detail, but | 
can and do enter my protest against the of section 61 of the 
Wilson bill, which provides for free alcohol in the arts and in any 
medicinal compound. 

Some members of the committee from which this bill was re- 
ported have complained at the criticism which has been made by 
many members of the House of the action of the committee in 
reporting measures here, but I think the criticism of which they 
complain is just and proper, for the measures which are referred 
to that committee are measures of most general interest to the 
nor of this country and in which every member upon this floor 

an intense interest. I submit that the Republican members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means have not done what they 
should have done in to these great public measures, in that 
they have failed to submit them to a caucus of the Republican 
m they hav ae the Republicans of 
ey have no t to e cans of this House to 
come up and support any el which they may seek to report here 
regardless of its merits, that measure not having been submitted 
to a caucus of the ape gpasenge of this House. I say they have 
no right to complain at any criticism that may be made on their 
action. That action d be discussed freely and fully here 
when they have not submitted any measure to a Republican cau- 
cus. I would like, Mr. Chairman, for the Committee on Ways 
and Means to explain why it is that other matters of equal impor- 
tance have not been considered that committee and bills re- 
in to them. The Wilson bill, passed in 104, thor- 
oughly eli ted from our tariff system the reciprocity feature, 
and certainly that is of more importance than the matter em)raced 
in this bill now before the committee for consideration. By the 
— of the reciprocity clause of the McKinley law we have lost 
ons of dollars of foreign trade. The flour-mill men in Ken- 
tucky and other who had not before the passaze of the 
Mc ey law been to sella barrel of flourin Cuba, under 
the reci relations established with Spain, under section ' of 
that were afforded a market in Cuba for millions of dollars 
worth of flour, which market was taken from them as soon as (he 
McKinley law was repealed. Why have not the Waysan( Means 
Committee reported a bill here iprocity? Oh, they 
say, we can not secure the of  bill—that the Senate 
will not pass it, and the would veto it. I say to 1:8 
that this House has not the right to anticipa @ action 0 
Senate of the United ; it has not the right to anticipate the 
the President of the United States. We should act: we 
have laid —e 
reciproci a prominen 
that body: if tt failed to 
it, let the respon- 
upon the Chief Exec 


tleman has expired. 
a five minutes tothe gem 


I thought I was to have t® 


tleman from New York [Mr. 
TLETT ome 


Mr. BAR 


f of New York. 
minutes. ' 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five min- 


utes. : . ‘ 
BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, itis very singu- 
aaed with an able and distinguished Committee on Ways and 
Means, we find that the great measure now under consideration, 
which affects the North, the East, and the Middle States, and the 
t man interests of those States, has been abandoned 
a custody and control of the gentleman from Kentucky. It 
is hardly necessary for me to call attgntion to the names of the 
i tingarabed gentlemen u that committee. I repeat that it 
is very remarkable that we find that no one of those distinguished 
ntlemen rises in advocacy of this bill; for the only prominent 
eae of that committee who has ventured to address this Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [{ Mr. 
DOLLIVER], has given usaspeech—what on? On the triumphs of 
his party; on the all virtues of a protective policy, without 
i in favor of the measure now under considera- 


e, before passing on to consider the merits of this bill, 
oe attention of the committee to the fact that only a few 
days ago we had a bill passed hurriedly through this House, under 
the of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], a 
pill in the interest of the distillers of Kentucky and of the whisky 
trust; a bill which will do incalculable damage to the city of New 
York, which I have the honor to represent in part. I am told that 
it will deprive the Federal Government in licenses of three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars; and for what purpose—to give the distil- 
lers of Ken an opportunity to bottle their liquor and sell it 
for their own benefit and advantage, and not through the 


one STEELE. And to ae Canada of that trade? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That was the measure passed 
last week, and now we have another measure proposed in favor 
of the interests and the whisky trust. 
The only o which I understand the committee made to 
the ve is that it is impracticable to execute. Can it be 
, Mr. Chairman, that we, the Congress of the United 
tates, confess our incapacity to frame adequate laws? Can it be 
ible that the Secre of the Treasury or the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue finds it beyond his brain power to frame 
ions adequate to control this matter? 
me call attention to the fact that section 61 of the 
Wilson tariff bill of 1894 is very broad. It leaves this whole mat- 
of the He has absolute power in 
his discretion to oe tions. Then the collector of 
internal revenue in district must be satisfied about the manu- 
facture. So that it is first only necessary that the Secretary of 
Treasury should frame the proper regulations, however strin- 
gent they may be, and it is all within his discretion. Then it is 
incumbent upon the manufacturer to satisfy the collector of inter- 
nal revenue he has complied with the law, and when he has 
executed it he is entitled to a rebate. This repeal will work a 
deal of harm to the manufacturing interests of New York; 
the great drug trade; to those who are engaged in the manu- 
facture of perfumes, varnishes, and paints, and in many other in- 


look back to the Forty-seventh Congress you will find 
1882 it was stated in a ublican House, when Chester 
President of the United States, that every member 
ttee on Ways and Means was in favor of free alcohol 
arts and sciences. 
say one word, which I think should be controlling 
matter. The bill now under consideration provides for 
, Without any saving clause. Let me 
to of the Supreme Court of the 


. _ The time of the gentleman has expired. 
of New York. Give me one minute more. 
. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
him a question? 
ir. Guin if this is by unanimous consent. 
. Itis not by unanimous consent, the Chair 
from Nebraska. 
of Connecticut. I yield two minutes more to 
from New York. 
. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, unless the gentleman from Con- 
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has some more I object. 
atte CHAIRATAR "ae gintipinan trom Connecteat aa the 
' to eman ew Yor 
Mr. HEPBURN. ¥ desired to eal, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr, of New York. I have the greatest for 
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‘right and justice,” ‘“‘ honor,” and ‘‘ moralclaim.” Iuse the same 
words to you to-day, and I call upon you in the name of common 
honesty not to repeal this section 61 without some saving clause 
providing for the repayment of the rebates to manufacturers. 

hose manufacturers who have filed their claims can not be barred 
out by the failure of the Secretary of the Treasury to make proper 
regulations. If heis chargeable with nonfeasance in having failed 
to prepare proper regulations, the manufacturers can not be de- 
barred from the prosecution of their claims for the rebates to 
which they are entitled under the act of 1894. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am entitled to control 
the remainder of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
RUSSELL] has one minute remaining, and the gentieman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans] has the other eleven minutes. 

Mr. EVANS. When the gentleman from Connecticut gets 
through we will use our remaining eleven minutes unless the 
gentleman chooses to yield us that one minute. 

Mr. RUSSEx:.L of Connecticut. I will reserve it. 

Mr. EVANS. No; we want you to use it now, unless you will 
yield it to us. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. EVANS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. The remainder of 
the time will be occupied by the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
DINGLEY]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, upon a purely business prop- 
osition so vastly important as this, I can not but regret that the 
time which was given for the presentation of the affirmative of 
the pending measure should have been wasted, as a portion of it 
was, in a discussion which, if no friend of mine were involved in 
it, [ should have to call a harangue. 

What is the proposition here? It is to repeal section 61 of the 
tariff act passed two years ago. It has been held by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that this section is wholly impossible of en- 
forcement, by reason of its vagueness and uncertainty. It is held 
by the Ways and Means Committee of this House, it was held by 
the Ways and Means Committee of the last House, that the Sec- 
retary’s contention in that regard was correct, and that it was 
whelly impossible for any Secretary of the Treasury, under any 
regulation, to enforce what was supposed to be the law. Before 
going further, I want to disabuse the mind of my good friend from 
New York [Mr. BartTLett] of the idea that this is some legisla- 
tion in favor of the distillers and of the whisky trusts. Nothing 
could be further from the truth, though I know the gentleman 
believes what he says or he would not say it. My friend in front 
of me [Mr. HI] also took the same position. Now, does not the 
gentleman know that free alcohol in the arts would increase the 
amount of spirits used in the arts and would thereby increase the 
possibilities of distilling and of sale by the trust? If the whisky 
distillers and the whisky trusts are interested on either side of 
this question, they are interested in having free alcohol. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not. I am generally quite liberal in 
that respect, but my time is so limited that I can not yield on this 
occasion. Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts? Already 
there are heaped up before the Court of Claims millions of dollars 
of claims arising out of this vague, uncertain, indefinite provision 
of the tariff act. It is estimated that $10,000,000 a year in claims 
will be brought in in the future, and that ten millions a year for 
the last two years will be presented as soon as there is an intima- 
tion that the court will hold that the claimants are entitled to free 
alcohol in the arts. I want to cite here the evidence of men who 
have examined this question. 

This is no new proposition. It has been suggested to every 
Ways and Means Committee ever since I have been a member of 
that committee, and it has been my fortune to be a member of it for 
twelve years past. There has never been asingle Ways and Means 
Committee, either Republican or Democratic, in that time that 
thought it was possible to give free alcohol in the arts and still 
have an honest and thorough enforcement of the internal-revenue 
law. So thinks the present committee. So thought the last com- 
mittee, which framed the Wilson bill. So thought the McKinley 
committee, which framed the bill that has been lauded so much 
by my friend from Iowa. So thought the Mills committee, which 
framed the Mills bill. I need not go further back, There has 
never been a suggestion either by the majority or the minority 
that it would be proper for the Government to give free alcohol 
in the arts and thus give opportunity for possible frauds that 
would result in pulling down the revenue derived from that great 
source of revenue to our Government. And the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate took the same ground in the last Congress. The 
— that it is proposed to repeal was the work of Mr. Hoar 

one. 


It is the proposition of one man, It is crude, uncertain, and 
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indefinite. If you give free alcohol in the arts—if you give free 
alcohol in every drug store in the United States—if at every cor- 
ner where a drug store may be erected you may have a free barrel 
and free spigot and free spile and free bung, who can tell what 
will become of the hundred and odd millions of revenue without 
which this Government is unable to proceed at the present day? 
[Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. EVANS. I yield the balance of the time to the gentleman 
from Maine be DINGLry]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes remaining 
I can only state three facts. The first is that the bill now pending 
before the comrnittee is nota tariff bill. It does not touch the 
— of duties upon imports or relate to that subject in any 

irect or even indirect manner whatever. It is simply an internal- 
revenue bill. And we have passed through this session of Congress 
already three internal-revenue bills, modifying the internal-reve- 
nue provisions in the act of 1894, and no one has suggested until 
this bill came up that we were changing the tariff of 1894. 

Mr. PARKER. May I ask the gentleman whether it is not—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not in my limited time yield for any 
interruption. 

This question is purely a business question—nothin 
nothing less. It has no connection with ee politics. The ques- 
tion is simply what a business man should do in the circumstances 
in which the Government finds itself to-day. In the closing ses- 
sion of the last Congress the then House of Representatives, ever 
Republican member concurring, passed precisely this bill whic 
we have before us to-day, all agreeing that in the interest of the 
Government, in the interest of good administration, this provision 
in the internal-revenue sections of the law of 1894 on this subject 
should be repealed. 

Thirdly, I have to say that this situation arises from a peculiar 
condition of circumstances. When the bill of 1894 was under con- 
sideration in the Senate, after all the tariff provisions had been 
concluded and that body was considering the internal-revenus 

rovisions, this provision was offered with the distinct understand- 

ng in the Senate that it was to go to the committee of conference, 
and that if they thought on examination that any provision should 
be framed to give in certain cases exemption from the internal tax 
on alcohol, without opening the door to frauds on the revenue, it 
should be done. Nota single vote would have been given for that 
provision in the Senate if it had been supposed that that precise 
provision was to be the law, and nothing more. It is utterly im- 


more, 


racticable; and that is the agreement not ey of the present 
oft 


Sommissioner of Internal Revenue; not merel he present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but in 1890, when we framed that act we 
submitted substantially the same proposition, with other proposi- 
tions, to the then Republican Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and to the then Secretary of the Treasury, and they agreed that the 

rovisions were utterly impracticable and that the duty on alco- 

ol could not be remitted under such a law with safety to the 
Treasury of the Government. 

We had this question before us when we framed the tariff act 
of 1890, notwithstanding the declaration of the platform of 1888; 
and after considering it for weeks we decided, in view of the wide 
extent of this country and the peculiar circumstances in which 
we are placed. that we could not then frame a measure makin 
alcohol free of tax in all the various arts and manufactures an 
in medicine without effectually depriving the Government of es- 
sential revenue. 

My own belief—certainly my ho 
the revenue and when we come to ea new tariff act that will 

ve the country sufficient revenue we can provide within certain 

imits for free alcohol in many manufactures. But that is a ques- 
tion which uires further investigation, This country is so 
wide in its territory, there are so many difficulties in the inis- 
tration of such an act, that Republican and Democratic Admin- 
istrations alike have agreed that it would be exceedingly difficult 
to frame provisions on this subject that will ees Sees 
the revenue; and all agree that the present provision is absolutely 
unworkable unless we propose to practically deprive ourselves of 
revenue, 

What is the effect of this provision as we have it now? If we 
do nothing, if we allow this provision to run along for a year, 
it is the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that at 
least $10,000,000 of claims will be piled up during that time which 
the Republican Administration next year will be called upon to 
pay in case the courts sustain the contention of the claimants. 
And I ask gentlemen on this side whether they are prepared to 
pile up such claims against the Administration which we know 
will come in on the 4th of March next. 

Let us, then, at once repeal the unworkable free-alcohol provision 
of the act of 1894. Let us then turn over this subject to a careful 
committee of inquiry. Let them consider what can be done with- 
out depriving the Government of revenue, and let them report at 
the next session. And then when we come to frame a new tariff 


is that when we can spare 
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bill, when we undertake the task of providing sufficient fF... ral 
revenue, let us take up this question and consider to what ..., 
and under what regulations and restrictions we can safely .-., r 
this exemption to certain industries of this country. But i: \.. 
propose to open the door in the manner provided in the ¢ j.;;,,, 
provision of law, certainly the Treasury must suffer; and }, ,,., 
among the great mass of the people can possibly be ben ‘:., 
because no manufacturer, no person using alcohol under tho ox 
isting law will reduce hisgprice on the goods manufacture |... 
cause of the fact that the rebate of the tax is so uncertain. |; 
would not be good business for him to doso. Yet these claim. 
are already piled up and are piling up every day; and if these gon. 
tlemen recover in the Court of Claims, then the Treasury of tio 
United States will suffer in the future. : 

My own personal judgment, as the friend of free alcoho! so far 
as it can be had without trenching upon the revenue, is that wa 
should repeal the existing provision and adopt the amendi.1t for 
an inquiry, thus closing the door which has been opened into t)yo 
Treasury; and then, when we frame a tariff bill, let us cover tio 
whole ground and provide sufficient revenue; and as to this par. 
ticular matter, let us within certain limits do efficiently wiht tho 
existing law in an unguarded and insufficient manner has at. 
tempted to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate under tho 
order has expired, and the Clerk will report the bill for amend. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 61 of an act entitled “An act to reduce taxa 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” which 
became a law August 25, 1894, be and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I have been instructed by the 
Committee on “’sys and Means, which committee was most anx- 
ious to do what has seemed to be the best and most proper thing 
in the premises, to offer an additional amendment to those already 
suggested by the committee, and pursuant to that authority [ offer 
the additional section which was printed in the REconrp of yes. 
terday, and of which I gave notice during the time I occupied the 
floor in the discussion of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appoints] by the presiding officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by tho 
Speaker of the House, which select committee shall conaider all questions 
relating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of tax, and 
to report their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, Is. 

Said joint select committee is authorized to sit by subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congressat such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and 0°! 3° 
sistance as may be necessary, one-half of expense to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. EVANS. I believe that no member of this House who lis- 
tened with attention to the very clear, very pertinent, and per- 
fectly correct exposition of this bill from the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] will for one moment doubt the propriety of 
the action of the Committee on Ways and Means with respect to 
their recommendation that section 61 should be now repeve. 

But in order that those friendly to the use of free alcohol in the 
manufactures and in the arts may have an opportunity. deliber- 
ately and carefully, to investigate the question further, the Com- 
mittes on Ways and Means has directed me to recommen to the 
House for its action the second section, which has just been read, 
in order that the whole question may be carefully investigited 
by a committee of both Houses, having full power in the prem- 


ises and having the best opportunities to get at the merits of the 


case. 
Mr. oe Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. EVANS. Certainly. : 
Mr. QUIGG. Why will not the committee consent to have this 
amendment passed as a substitute for the bill, and then wait for 
the repeal of section 61 until the commission has mace its report? 
Mr. EVANS. Because of the arguments and statemeits of fact 
introduced before the committee and here before the Hous, dew- 
onstrating that section 61 is operating to the injury of th: ‘rov- 
ernment of the United States at a rate of not less than §!.\\()).()00 
amonth, That is the reason that there ought to be an instan 
taneous repeal. That is the reason there is a demand for th: 1m- 
mediate repeal of the section; to stop the spigot, as | characterized 
it yesterday, and then through the select joint commitice t) inves 
tigate and see if some wise provision, some well-guarded measure, 
some proper legislation upon the subject, could not be evol\ ed 
from its labors. if 
Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will permit me to SUgECe, 
that is the reason why he would not accept the suggestion»! (he 
gentleman from New York, would he not accept this: That > 
stead of repealing the law at this time its effects be susp n° 
nntil, say, the Ist of April, 1897; and nent of the com- 
mission in the meantime having been , they can make pene 
report after their investigation, so that the friends of free alcoh 
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ill have something to 
this arrangement would see that they still g 
E 


by thi ; ; 

not give up everything. 
1 EVANS. Mr. nen, what I have said upon this sub- 
ject and what has been said generally by others on the floor of | 


the House, the demerits of and the objections which are 
raised to sec 61, that it is utterly impracticable, that it is un- 
workable and inapt as a legislative provision, demonstrates the 
unwisdom of suspending such a provision of statutory law, in- 
stead of repealing it outri ht. It ought to be repealed, not sus- 
nded; and then asuitable provision, if necessary, can be enacted 
after the report of the joint select committee of the two Houses | 


Mr. QUIGG. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky think | 
that it is worth while to get a unanimous Republican party on 

is subject? 
EVANS. Ido not think there is any politics in the To. 
tion. I do not think the effort to inject politics into it has n | 
fair, either to the Ways and Means Committee or to the Repub- | 
lican party, for I say it is not a doctrine of the Republican party | 
that you should subject the Treasury of the United States to ex- 
penditures way of bounties at the rate of $1,000,000 a month | 
without some compensating benefit upon the public 
which alone excuse itinanycase. — 

Mr. QUIGG. If the gentleman will permit me, there are some 
fifty or sixty Republicans here, however, on the floor who differ 
with him on that point, and think thisisa political question. They | 
differ with the gentlemen constituting the Committee on Ways 
and Means in that Why not, then, have some considera-. | 
tion for their feelings in the matter? 3 

Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky will accept the proposi- | 
tion of the ootienan from Massachusetts simply to suspend the 
law temporarily, it will save the money to which the gentleman | 

Ken refers 


Mr. EVAN! That is a fanciful idea, wholly impracticable, and | 
unworthy of a legislative body —— 

Mr. MOODY. But it will save the money which you say is 
being wasted. 

Mr. EVANS. We ought to repeal the law when we find it pro- 
ducing such disastrous results. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in justice to myself, in a matter that is 
somewhat to m , Lask time to make a few remarks. 

The C ‘ e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. I ought to be permitted to take up as much time | 
as was in questions, for reasons personal to myself. 

The C . The gentleman can only proceed by unani- | 


Mr. KEM. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. . Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts . BARRETT] rise? 

Mr. . Lrise in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair recognizes the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts a WALKER] to “ore the amendment. 

Mr. S$ . Mr, Chairman, 








have an amendment, and I | 

rise to know when it will be the proper time to offer it? 
The CHAIRMAN. After the discussion on the pending amend- | 

ment is exhausted and the amendment has been disposed of. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The . The gentleman isrecognized without that— 
recognized in tion to the amendment. 

Mr. of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no 


man in the House or in the country in my admiration for the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means (Mr. DINGLEy]} 
and his usefulness in this House on all ques- 
but I think he and the Committee of Ways and 
serious mistake in presenting this bill to 
In the first place it and the reasoning in their report 
of the Democratic Administration in re- 
mandate of the Congress of the United States | 
by the President of the United 
Democratic Administration have re- | 
, and - bill is a 2 page aay at a 
doing. They have refused to obey the law, it seems 
in the world other than because of the defi- 
they have themselves produced in the tariff 


amazed ond measure that a blican 

chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means should justify 

every argument against eve tariff by saying that the 
can not get the advantage of the rebate of taxes in the 


a few manufacturers and wholesale | 
to them, long after the prod 


a 
ze 


i 
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Ef 
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ceeate 
i 
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anes em Re atconel used, but that 
a instance, owing 
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It appears to bea justification of the whole Democratic position, 
which we shall hear through the next Congress in every Demo- 
cratic speech. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that it will be found impossible for 
Congress to pass any law for the use of free alcohol in the arts 
and manufactures that can by any possibility be as effective as 
the provision of the law which they seek to repeal. The provision 
of law which they seek to repeal puts it in the power of the ablest 
man that can be found in this country, with as many experts as 
he chooses to employ, to frame a law to-day, and amend the law 
to-morrow, and amend the law the next day and every day, and 
change the law until he finds it fits the circumstances, and this is 
impossible to the whole Congress of the United States. 

Lsubmit that the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], gave his whole case away when he 
said that they would make an effort in the next Congress to frame 
a law allowing free alcohol, asin the present law. I do not believe 
that it has come to this, that the Governments of England, of 
France, of Germany can frame laws which are effective in those 
countries and that we can not frame a similar law which shall be 
as safe and effective in thiscountry. And I want again to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that by no possibility can we 
frame a law that will not need amendment. By no possibility can 
we frame a law that will be as effective as to commit the whole 
lawmaking power (which is done under this section now sought 
to be repealed) to the Administration, that can amend the law 
every day andevery hour, at any point where it is found ineffective. 
Therefore, I say that if this House votes to repeal this law it is 
stultifying itself and condemning the whole doctrine of protection 
as well as limiting the lawmaking power toa single act, when 
under the words to berepealed it may be continuous through years, 
until it is as perfect as expert ingenuity can make it. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment at the proper time, 
of which amendment I have given notice. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment, or an 
amendment to the bill? 

Mr. HILL. An amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment is in 
order now. 

Mr. SKINNER. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. The amendment which I wish to offer is to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and substitute another provision 


| in the oye of the present bill. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thatisnotan amendmenttothe amendment, 

Mr. HILL. When that is in order, I wish to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER] for an amendment to the 
amendment. as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SKINNER. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

* Thatall brandies, high and low wines, alcohol, and distilled spirits of all 


des, distilled entirely from fruit, shall hereafter be, and the same are 


| hereby, exempted from the operation of the revenue laws of the United 


States, and the same is permitted free of tax or Federal supervision.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. A point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that amendment is not 
germane to the amendment. It may be germane to the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SKINNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SKINNER. Can I offer my amendment as an amendment 
to the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the present amendment is disposed 
of, then it will be proper to offer that, but not as an amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, for the 
purpose of answering one suggestion that has been made during 
this debate. The gentleman from Massachusetts a few moments 
ago, and others who have preceded him, spoke of the possibility 
of our administering this law so as to prevent frauds upon the 
Government. One of the means heretofore suggested, and even 
relied upon by those who favor free alcohol, was methylation. I 
was appointed chairman of the subcommittee on internal revenue 
of the Committee on Ways and Means which framed the Mills 
bill, and had occasion to make a very thorough investigation of 
this subject. A very fine chemist was employed by the Treasury 
Department, and he methylated spirits, ordinary whisky and 
table spirits. He stzted to me he had put about enough poison 
into one bottle of it to killa dozen men. He demethylated it, took 
the poison out, and left the whisky entirely harmless. That 

ess was done over and over. Now, what method is pursued 
in France, England, and other countries in demethylating I do 
not know, but demethylation has thus far proved ineffectual by 


uct was | reason of this. 


Mr. MORSE. Thatisright. It kills 60,000 a year. 
Mr. McMILLIN, It is not the methylated that kills. That is 
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some that has never been methylated, my friend. I yield to the 
superior information of my friend from Massachusetts on that 
subject. It is one that I do not know anything about. 

r. Chairman, the effect of the law as it now stands is this: 
Those gentlemen who suppose that the consumer is going to be 
benefited, and who vote against this bill on the idea that they 
are benefiting the consumer, are very much deluded. We had a 
number of manufacturers before the Ways and Means Committee, 
end they were asked the question whether they had fixed the price 
of their goods in the open market after they were manufactured 
with a view to the reduced price of the alcohol that was used in 
them, or whether they had gone in the open market and sold them 
as if manufactured from taxed alcohol. A very large majority 
stated very candidly, much to their credit, that they had been sell- 
ing on the basis they would have sold on with taxed alcohol. So 
that if you go on from year to year and enable the manufacturer 
to get his product free of tax, you at the same time give uncer- 
tainty still longer to other people to which the product is sold in 
open market at the same rate it would bear if a tax were imposed 
on it instead of free alcohol. 

Thus much on those two — Now one word as to how this 
became law. The House of Representatives refused to adopt it. 
The majority of the Finance Committee of the Senate refused to 
adopt it. The Republican minority of the Finance Committee of 
the Senate ref to father it; but in that period of difficulty and 
uncertainty of passing the Wilson bill through the Senate it was 
offered by an individual member on his own responsibility, and 
was permitted to go into the bill under the same idea that many 
other things did, that they could be yer off in conference. 
Now, if I may speak of past history, and I think I may without 
violating proprieties, there was not a single member of the com- 
mittee of conference, either of Senate or House, who did not favor 
stripping the bill of this, and so far as I know the minority favored 
it as well as the majority of this House. If the conference report 
could have been adopted, that inevitably and certainly would have 
been stricken out of the bill. It was not in the bill with the con- 
sent of that Senate or that House or that Con , and it will not 
be permitted to remain in with the consent of this Congress. 

. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, let us understand exactly what 
this situation is. The existing law imposes a tax on spirits. A 
provision of law says that if a man can show that he is using 
those spirits in arts or manufactures he can get back the money 
that he has paid into the Treasury. The Committee on Ways 
and Means een that that provision of law, permitting this 
rebate, shall be repealed; and then, in order to show that maybe 
they do not mean to prevent the use of free alcohol in the manu- 
factures or the arts, they su t the — tment of a commission 
to inquire into the subject. Now, if they are sincere in the provi- 
sion they make, if they would like to see an effective law on this 
subject, alaw permitting free alcohol to be used in the arts and 
manufactures, and if er want a united party here in this House 
on that question, all in the world they have to do is to accept the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, which is a per- 
fectly reasonable one, a perfectly easy one, and that is that this 
law, instead of being absolutely repealed, be simply suspended 
pending the report of this commission. 
~ | want the attention, if I may have it, of the tleman from 
Kentucky and of the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. Those ee say that the suggestion of a suspension of 
the law pending the report of this proposed committee is a fan- 
tastic proposition. Why a fantastic than the — of 
the law? It simply sets a date at which the repeal of the law 
shall cease to be operative. That is the only effect of the suspen- 
sion. Now, if the gentleman will not accept the proposition of 
the gentleman from husetts, does it not show conclusively 
to every Representative on the floor of this House that the com- 
inittee does not mean free alcohol in the arts and manufactures, 
and that somehow or other it does mean to facilitate the opera- 
tions of the whisky trust? I do not suppose that any gentleman 
has that deliberate intention, but—— 

Mr. EVANS. Will you state how it facilitates the operations 
of the whisky trust? 

Mr. QUIGG. I would if I had time, 

Mr. EVANS. Take time and do it. 

Mr. QUIGG. I would like to. What it does is tomake alcohol 
so expensive that it can not be bought practically for use in the 
arts and manufactures. Now, the committee can accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts if they will. 
It is a perfectly reasonable one. Only private opinion can stand 
in the way of their accepting it. 

Mr. ST E. The Attorney-General and the Secretary of the 
Treasury have both decided t this law is not in effect and is 
not operative; the gentleman from New York wants us to declare 

that it is operative and to suspend it. In other words, he wants 
us to | ze claims which the Treasury t rejects. 
Trensury Department can diapers. of, In ie.s quaaion for de 

jury ent can - itisa or 
courts to dispose of, and they will do it, ? 


Mr. STEELE. But have claimed that th = 
sion is final. roa e Secretary's deci- 


Mr. a I have claimed nothing respecting the Secret 


Mr. STEELE. Well, the gertleman from Connecticut 
Hi.uy] did a 

Mr. QUIGG. hat I do say is that you can 
suspend this section if you mean anything practica 
this committee, ieatens of 


ary's 
{Mr, 

rfectly well 
by proposing 
merely throwing out the proposition 


as a SOp. 
Mr. STEELE. It is no sop. 
Mr. QUIGG. Well, if you intend anything by it, you can just 


as well suspend the law in the meantime. You can suspend it as 
well as you can repeal it; and I appeal to the members of this 
House to vote for that proposition. 

Mr. KNOX. I do not wish to tire the committee, but I wish 
to add a few words to what I said before applicable to my amenq- 


of the law has rested upon 


ie poupadien thet tt i tupentite to Gum 
6 proposition that it is impossi e lations unde 
this provision of law which shall permit the use of free alco}, nen 
the arts and manufactures and at the same time secure the proper 
collection of the tax levied by the internal-revenue law. Now [ 
say this amendment of the committee in itself directly contra- 
dicts that proposition and says, in effect, that itis possible for tho 
committee who are to sit in the recess, and whoare to have power 
to send for persons and papers, to frame rules and regulations 
which will adequately — the revenue and at the same time 
give us free alcohol in arts and in manufactures. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Thecommittee’s proposition 
gives away their whole case, 

Mr. OX. It gives away their whole case. Upon another 
ground also La to this House. Have you more confidence, 
gentlemen, in a committee of 6 to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the House and the President of the Senate than you have in the 
17 men who constitute the Committee on Ways and Means of this 
House? If these abuses have been going on and it is possible, as 
the Committee on Ways and Means now say, to frame regulations 
to prevent them, why have not they devoted their time during 
this session to the framing of such ee 

Mr. STEELE. They have tried to do so. 

Mr. KNOX. Put them in here, then, and let us see them. We 
have not heard of them before. The proposition here has been 
that it is impossible to frame such ations. 

Mr. QUIGG. And yet they propose the appointment of a com- 
mittee to frame such regulations! 

Mr. DALZELL. The proposition is that it is impossible to 
frame oo under this law. 

Mr. KNOX. Iagree fully to the Semen propesition, but I 
submit now that you can frame alien that will be more general 
or stronger favor of the Government than this. The Ways 
and Means Committee have had plenty of time. They have not 
been overburdened in framing ] tion during this session. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman that the Ways 


— Means Committee has met nearly every day in the week from 
e 


of this session. 
: 0. Very well. I submit thatthere was time to frame 
regulations for this p i 
dence in the di 


,and for wag al I have more confi- 

gentleman Pennsylvania { Mr. 

DALZELL]}, in the distinguished gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DiN«- 
LEY], and in the other members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means than I have in any committee of six that can be appointed 
by the Speaker of the Houseand the President of theSenate. | say 
let this law stand until the next session. Letthe Ways and Means 
Committee, in the meantime, be thinking over the rules and reg- 
ulations that they can prescribe, and let us have the benefit of their 
reflection and judgment at the next session of eevee. ‘They 
owe us that ae they owe it to the House. Free alcoho! in the 
ciple, a Republican doctrine. We have 

: I is that it shall not be thrown out beats 
gentlemen say that can not be framed, while at the 
same time they ask the House to appoint a committee to frame 


. STEELE. This measure has been suggested to the com- 
mittee in the interest of the manufacturers and is presented at 


their request. : 
Mr. KNOX. We refuse it. It means nothing. It is simply 4 


Mr. STEELE, The manufacturers request it—nobody else. 
Mr. KNOX. What manufacturers request it? No manufac- 
ene RE Se EN ee ne ee 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Russewt of Connecticut who have re- 
uested it. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 


husetts . Knox] has 
. Mr. . ~ Mr Gukecn, this discussion illustrates, | 
may say ex vaplifies, in with truth how 
inconsistent, how . and un-American is the 
entire internal-revenue system; a system which the late Senator 















will add apa ot proentieds, was the greatest 
Vance (who, F swhed North to public life) was accus- 
ss to as infernal and those engaged in its execution 
tom ae one a@ name which will follow them so 


of Vance is revered and honored 


orth State. 
t which I introduced, and which was ruled as 
reads as follows: 


Arf all brandies, low and high wines, and spirits of all grades and kinds, 


r be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tion of the internal-revenue laws of the United 
permitted without Federal tax or supervision.” 


aires one consistent with natural and individual liberty 


the abolition of the entire revenue system, with its 
espionage, its , its detectives, and its ‘‘red-legged 
” ing around the homes of the honest 

ain ms fruit growers of thecountry. Every principle consist- 
ent with the Ame of protection would exempt the 
orchards and the of the country from this tax and 


thereby stimulate fait growing and the vineyard industry of 
the country and give individual liberty to the small fruit growers 
of the country to do as they desire with their grapes, their 

peaches—to sell them in bulk or to distill them into 
, as they ought to have the right to do, and as 

right to do in good old antebellum days. 

. Chairman, the House hardly conceive with what joy 
satisfaction small farmers of the country would receive 
this simple of relief, that in the next fruit season, if 

should. bless with a reasonable harvest, they 
their surplus fruit into 


the fruit grower to see his fruit rot and waste, because he 
can not comply with the harsh and tyrannical revenue laws of the 
country. . Chairman, it does seem that the growers of fruit in 


is liberty-loving country should be itted to make useful in 
= form the harvest with which vidence shall bless them, 


restrain them is abridging their natural rights and ancient 


TT te hand of was raised you would see every 
farmerin the country increase his vineyard and orchard, and in this 


zB 


the country would im the sense of being the better 
sustaining and in the sense of enjoying their natural 
rights unrestrained by the Federal Government. Mr. Chairman, 


to the abstract question of the use of free alcohol in the arts and 
manufactures there would be no division of sentiment. Thetrouble 


arises in the execution of the law, that is to permit the 
same the internal system to fraud. 
The is raised to free fruit aleohol—that is, if fruit 


to be distilled free that it would open the door to 
and frand. 


ee eee Sone of the 
to protect the Government if he was in 


It however, that the entire internal-revenue system is 
radically wrong in principle. It can +a justified by the 
revenne, and on this line permit me to sug- 

failure—both in the net revenue raised 
methods. We commence at the wrong 
to bear the tax is the consumer—as a beverage. 
have the free manufacture of alcohol of all grades 


and 


‘ac- 
This can be done in either 
tederalizing the So th elie 

or ua 

Ee cocks sneered of tho-anle tar - 
erage as will tend to decrease the evils of the whieky traffic and 
meet the deficiency in the Treasury, 
objectionable Federal army than is 


trust, and secon 

to the distaste and condemnation of all 
methods, plans, and results. 

the country 
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-hausted. 


people | every factory 
their own as theyplease. Then, in ' should become a bonded warehouse wi 
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the interest of revenue, yea, in the interest of humanity, assume 
the control of thesale. inthis manner you can double the revenue 
raised from this source and at the same time ameliorate the 
conditions of consumers and protect the homes of the land against 
an abuse of its use. 

The evil of the traffic is seen, felt, and heard from as it passes 
over the counter into the human system, destroying alike the 
manhood, the happiness, and prosperity of the people. At this 
point, where it becomes the fruitful source of pauperization, crime, 
insanity, disease, and death, is where the Government should levy 
and collect its revenues, both in the interest of an increased 
revenue and the good morals, health, and happiness of the 
human a 

My sympathy in this matter is with the fruit and grain grower; 

are the ones whose conditions I would ameliorate, and these 
are the industries that I would encourage and stimulate, alike with 
all industries of our country, so as to bring equal prosperity and 
the exercise of equal rights. 

I want to restore to the plain people their natural right to con- 
vert that product which they produce by their honest toil, under 
the favor of heaven, as they may please, into meal or hominy, 
wine, whisky, or brandy, without interference, surveillance, or 
tax from the Federal Government. If the public revenues require 
the tax, let it be applied in the control of the sule for a beverage. 

Here the hammer a> 8 
he CHAIRMAN, Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The entire debate on the pending amend- 
ments is exhausted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last three words. Let 
us have debate on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted; and there are ding two formal amendments which 
must be disposed of. If there be no objection, the informal 
amendments of the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will be considered as withdrawn. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans}. 

Mr. EVANS. There are three amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. The first is to change the date 
ascribed to the Wilson bill from the 25th to the 28th of August. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, strike out “25th” and insert “ 28th.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On that amendment the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Waysand Means of the Fifty-first Congress I entered upon the 
deliberation, in the formation of the bill reported and passed in 
that Congress, with a firm conviction that we ought to have free 
alcohol for use in manufactures and the artsin this country. I 
was as firmly convinced of that then as my friend from Connecti- 
cut is to-day; and on an examination of the subject I was as 
firmly convinced that it was a very easy thing to formulate just 
as he seems to think to-day it is a very easy thing to do. We 
examined the matter before the Committee on Ways and Means 
for a number of weeks and were unable absolutely to hit on any 
plan by which we could accomplish the result, as we thought, 
practically and without danger of serious frauds on the revenues 
of the Government. 

Ihave given agreat deal of thought and consideration to the 
subject since that time. When the Wilson bill was formulated 
in 1894 the matter was considered and this clause went in on the 
suggestion of a Senator from Massachusetts who, in reply to 
queries, said that he did not think the clause he offered was prac- 
tical or that it could be enforced, but he offered it in order that 
the subject might go into conference, and see whether the con- 
ferees could not get something out of it. And it was put on in 
the Senate on that suggestion in the hope that something might 

w out of the conference and some practical suggestion made 

the conferees on the t of the two Houses to carry it into 
effect. But weall know how the Senate amendments were agreed 
to here in the House without any consideration whatever, because 
the conference failed. 

Now, that section is an utterly impracticable measure. It can 
not be enforced. Of all the laws that have been drawn or pro- 

on the subject of free alcohol, none are so well calculated 
to defeat the very object it claims to have in view as this section 


| 61, and there is no provision of law so difficult of enforcement. 
ily | It isin fact utterly incapable of enforcement as it stands, and 


hence there has grown up throughout the country a demand for 
the repeal of this section 61 of the law of 1894. 
I have seen no suggestion yet where there was safety for the 


free manufacture of alcohol | revenues of the Government, save in the single proposition that 


using aleohol for the of manufacture 


ur 
ali the restrictions and 
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all the regulations and all the expenses that attend every distillery 
or Sentiel warehouse in the United States. The cost of such 
a system would be enormous—a million or more of dollars annu- 
ally, and the Ways and Means Committee did not think that they 
ought to try to saddle this cost on the Government of the United 
States or upon the manufacturers who use alcohol and charge 
them with the expense unless it is the last resort in legislation 
npon the sybject, because if we charge it on the factories it 
necessarily drives out the small men from the business. They 
can not come in and manufacture at the enormous expense that 
would attend the bonded manufacturer or the distiller under the 
law. It would involve an entire suspension of the smaller estab- 
lishments. They might better pay the tax on the alcohol, which 
would drive them out of business. 

For my own part, I hope that some way may yet be devised to 
meet the difficulties that exist, because such laws have been in 
force in England, in France, in the Netherlands, andin other coun- 
tries with dense populations for some time. In countries where 
hundreds of their citizens surround the various factories and watch 
them, it isso easy, under such circumstances, to watch and detect 
frand if any is committed. But we could not get along here in 
that manner. We can not even get along in the distilling of 
om with all the care that is taken, without greatfraud in the 
moonshining districts, away from population. e have not yet 
devised a plan that enables us to collect all the revenue on 
tilled whisky for that very reason. 

I hope, therefore, that some provision will be made with refer- 
ence to this very question that will be more satisfactory in the 
future. I want to see every legitimate manufacturer who uses 
alcohol permitted to getit free from all taxation. In saying that, 
however, I desire to say also that I have no sympathy with those 
people who peddle medicinal compounds and manufactured medi- 
cines throughout the country, because I believe as a rule that 95 
per cent of them are. used strictly for beverages by the people of 
the United States, as whisky is handed over the bar in a glass in 
the various saloons in our great cities. And I want to see, aslon 
as we have the internal-revenue a in force, all of these stuffs 
that are used as beverages a led to pay this tax. But I shall 
welcome any legitimate plan that will enable the manufacturer, 
using alcohol in his Sn ae eg to get it free of cost 
as far as taxation is concerned, and 1 hope such a plan can be de- 
vised, or scheme formulated, to protect the revenues, while at the 
same time it allows alcohol free in the manufactures and arts. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is one of 
the fragments of the Wilson bill broughtinto this Congress for re- 
peal. am glad to know that we have at last started — on 
that line—a line bearing in the right direction. I regret, how- 
ever, that we can not bring in the entire bill and repeal it all at 
one fell swoop. 

Now, I want to say to my Se ee friends who belong to 
one of the great political parties who are advocating the free and 
‘anlimited coinage of silver that they are going to the Chicago 
convention, many of them, to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 
dency who shall be pledged to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver. [Applause.! But, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen of the 
Democratic party, who maintain for a moment that they can,in 
_— convention, nominate such a man, are reckoning without their 

ost. 

When you meet in Chicago you will find that the Paul of free 
silver may plant and the Apollos of bimetallism may water, but 
the gold-standard god of Democracy alone can give the increase, 
and that of Democracy to-day is Grover Cleveland, now Pres- 
ident of the United States. You will find that your convention 
will be controlled and absolutely dominated by the Clevelands, 
the Harritys, the Gormans, the Carlisles, and the Whitneys of the 
country, and you free-silver men who represent the ginseng and 
hoop-pole districts of the country, when you go to Chicago as del- 
Saye oP belong to the great family known as the family of 

ot-in-it. 

Go back into the history of Democracy since the war, and you 
will see that Ss you have nominated has been an Eastern 
man—every one from the State of New York; and in 1896 you 
will not make a new precedent. 

In 1864 you nominated McClellan from New York, and he went 
down in defeat. In 1868 you nominated Seymour, and he went 
down in defeat; and Grant, the American patriot, statesman, and 
greatest scldier the modern world has known, was triumphantly 
elected to the Presidency. [A od In 1872 no Democrat in 
your party was found ee a nomination, and knowing that 
defeat hopelessly confronted the Democracy, you took up that 
grand old apostle of Republicanism, Horace ey, and in his old 
age you immolated and murdered him on the altar of a —— 
and defunct Democracy. In 1876 you made Tilden of New Yor 

our nominee and he went down in defeat by the overwhelming, 
wom ¢ cast, and honestly counted vote of the country. [Derisive 
laughter on the Democratic side.] 
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In 1880 you took up the superb Hancock, also of New York 
and he went down in defeat; and the immortal Garfield was -) ted 
to the Presidency. In 1884 you took up Cleveland, another \ ay 
York candidate, and he was elected by the vote of New Yo; 
which more recent developments show to have been fraudn.:,;' 
In 1888 you again nominated Cleveland,and he went down j), 
defeat; and the t Indianian, Benjamin Harrison, took }\0\, of 
the helm of the ship of state and guided her in safe channels fo; 
four years, and gave the people an Administration which conrt.q 
and received the respect and admiration of every loyal Aneri.4, 
citizen. ; 

In 1892 the Democracy again nominated Cleveland and ho was 
declared elected, and in ors 1896, when the contending hosts o¢ 
Democracy meet in national convention in Chicago, amidst s:rifa 
and turmoil, you will find that Eastern Democrats will a.,j, 
control the convention and your candidate will be chosen froiy 4 
State lying east of the Alleghanies, and he will bea single ».\j 
standard man, leaving the Western free-silver Democracy 1). 
dering in a fathomless sea without compassor rudder. [Aj lause 
on the ublican ye 

Here the hammer fell.] 
= LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I was very much impressed yesterday by a su tion made by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HIL1], that some methyi- 
ating process had been adopted in England by which the (idy- 
ernment could give free alcohol. The question was asked then 
why we should not, instead of mere act, pass an amend- 
ment that would enable this country to do the same thing. Nov, 
I want light upon that question, and I want my friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne], if he can, to give the House the information 
why it is not possible for us to t the same methods that have 
been ——- in England, and which we are assured have been 
successful there? I yield to the gentleman from New York to 
answer, and let it be taken out of my time. 

Mr, PAYNE. Iunderstand that the process of methylation con- 
sists of mingling about 10 per cent of wood alcohol with {) per 
cent of grain alcohol, which renders the mixture poisonous, and 
of course while it is in that form it can not be used as a beverage, 
It would be deadly. That isthemethod whichis used in England. 
But it is found that it is the easiest —* the world to separate 
the wood alcohol from the grain alcoh: The specific gravity is 
not the same, even at normal temperature, and by slightly raising 
the temperature, not high enough for the purpose of distillation, 
the wood alcohol can be se ted from the — alcohol. 

Mr. LACEY. How dot oy t over that culty in England? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are iving so compactly together, there 
are sO many noses to smell the operation, all over the Kingdom, 
that it would be discovered. Because of the sparsely set (led char- 
acter of many parts of this country we have a great deal more 
danger of avoidance of the internal-revenue laws by illicit dis- 
tillers. It isa notorious matter that all over the country there 
are many illicit stills which are impossible of detection, 
and that we can not regulate the collection of this revenue upon 
the products of distilleries without the strictest surveillance on 
the part of the Government, necessitating a large number of 0/1i- 
cers and a large expense. We should have to guard in the same 
way to protect against the frauds upon the revenue by th: e- 
ee methylated alcohol. 

Mr. LACEY. Is the methylating of alcohol the only method 
used in land to protect the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is the only method, so far as I am 
informed, which is used in land. They have some strict rules 
and tions, but that is only method of rendering the 
alcohol unfit for use as a beverage. a 
aa LACEY. I believe there are only five distilleries in Eng- 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not know. The number is small. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Ishould like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York whether he knows if there has ever been 
any successful demethylation of methylated spirits in w)iat may 
be called commercial quantities? It has been done chem ally «t 
the Treasury Department, but is it not a fact that in England it 
is found impracticable and too expensive to demethylate the 
methylated spirits which are used in manufactures? 

Mr. PA My information is that it can be done at a very 


ht . 
t. RUSSELL of Connecticut. My information is just the 


contrary. 
Mr. QUIGG. That is why we want this commission. . 
Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman's view of the case ™4) 
rove to be correct. If we a 
nvestigate that subject, and if 
rect I be with 
i the hammer fell. ] od 
.EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I should not have further trouble 
the committee had it not been that some expressions fell from the 


t this commission, they ™*Y 
is information proves to be co 
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tleman from Connecticut [Mr. H1L1] yesterday and 

z oe from New York [Mr. BartLetr) which insinuat- 
ingly connected me and Kentucky and my labors in this behalf 
with the so-called whisky trust or with.some whisky ring. That 
; d and unjust, not otherwise to characterize it. 


Furthermore, I will venture to say that neither gentleman knows 
what the w: trust is. 
Mr. HILL. ill the tleman pardon me? Does the gentle- 


m Kentucky say I made that statement yesterday? 
ma VAN S. Itis in your speech, I think. 
Mr. HILL. All of my remarks are printed in the Recorp, and 
the gentleman is en y mistaken in stating that I made such a 


Mr. VANS. I may have confounded it with the remark of 
some oneelse. I have referred to it, however, without any feeling 
with res to either gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, this question was as new to me as to any mem- 
ber of this body until it fell to my laborious duty as chairman of 
the subcommittee on internal revenue of the Ways and Means 
Committee to investigate the subject as a part of my work as such 
chairman. I never heard of free alcohol in the arts under section 
61, so far as I know, until the bill, not a Kentucky bill, but a bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. CHARLEs W. 
Stone], came to the subcommittee for investigation. Now, I as- 
sert that the tate > Sag of all the manufacturers of distilled 
spirits is the one which is particularly interested in the continu- 
ance of section 61. The whisky trust, it may s 


rise gentle- 
men to know, makes no whisky, but manufactures 


cohol alone, 


and gentlemen t to understand that the whisky trust is the 
American Spirits ufacturing Company, a corporation which 
has distilleries in several of the country, mostly in Illinois, 


but none in Kentucky so far as I know. Let me say, by the way 
of relief to the inflamed gentlemen, that the Kentucky distillers, 
so far as 1 know, have not the slightest interest in this question, 
any more than any other citizen has in stopping a 1 in the 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

r. EVANS. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman to 
say that so far as he knew the distillers of the country had no 
interest in this matter? 

Mr. EVANS. I say the distillers of Kentucky. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Oh! 

Mr. EVANS. So far as I know they have not. Iam not here 
to speak for the distillers of Kentucky, and I do not know whether 
they have or not, but in what I have done with reference to this 
bill I am only ng the duties devolved on me by reason 
of committee assignment and not otherwise, and I know of no dis- 
tillers tf afb, nok interested in this bill except the manufac- 


turers of and their influence is in opposition to this bill. 
The maker of whisky has nothing to do with the matter. 


en of New York. Let me ask the gentleman one 
question. : 
Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Has the gentleman forgotten 
that in the hearings before his subcommittee it was testified by 
the distillers that every distiller in this country was interested in 


this legislation? 

Mr. EVANS. One Pennsylvania distiller, from Pittsburg, did so, 
volunteering a few words; and he was the — one, and whether 
he oe as one ha full knowledge or not I know not. 

- COLSON. he bring ony Monongahela rye with him? 

Mr. EVANS. only rose for the pu of 
Perey this brief personal statement, and to move that debate on 
the bill and all amendments in the committee be closed at 3 o’clock. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have sent up an amendment 
which is to be offered after the committee amendments. Does the 


motion of the gentleman from Kentucky affect debate on my 


The CHAIRMAN. It will affect debate upon amendments. It 
will not affect the offering of amendments. The question is on 
the gentleman from Kentucky. ~~ 
A tary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
+ The gentleman will state it. 
Will the adoption of this motion prevent the 


of other amendments? 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not prevent the introduction of other 






_ Mr, . Amotherparliamentaryinquiry. Will the adop- 
tion of 
hereafter 
a N. It would. 
ie amendments can be offered. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hr] was as- 
sured that there would be an opportunity given him to offer an 
amendment and to make a few statements respecting the same; 
and in view of that fact, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make his motion to limit all debate on the section and pending 
amendments to 83 o’clock. That will give a vote on the pending 
amendments, and we can then take up other amendments. 

Mr. EVANS. I accept that modification. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the adoption of the vote 
preclude the offering of amendments to the bil! or a motion to 
report the bill to the House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Evans, andit 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on adoption of the commit- 
tee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “twenty-fifth,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-eighth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the title of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that an amendment to the title of the bill 
should not be submitted until the body of the bill has been per- 


fected, 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment can not be agreed to, as in 
the House, but the Chair assumes that a recommendation of the 
amendment can be made by the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appointed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the ase of Representatives, to be appointed by the 


| Speaker of the House, which select committee shall consider all questions re- 


lating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of tax, and to 
report their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896, 

Said joint select committee is authorized to sit by subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congress at such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and other as- 
sistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the 
House of Representatives. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A division being called for, the committee divided, and there 
were—ayes 112, noes 9. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting in 
line 3, after the word ‘‘ that,” the words ‘‘ the effect and operation 
of”; and in line 7 by striking out the word “ repealed” and in- 
serting ‘‘suspended until July 1, 1897”; so that if the amend- 
ments be adopted the bill will read: 

That the effect and operation of section 61 of an act entitled “‘An act to re- 
duce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses,” which became a law August 28, 1804, be, and the same is hereby, 
suspended until July 1, 1897. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not strange, after the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee have deliberated throughout all this session, and, having 
found one single section in the Wilson-Gorman bill which con- 
forms to Republican doctrine, have brought in here a measure for 
the purpose of repealing that section, that there should be some 
difference of opinion upon the Republican side of the House. The 
committee, fearing that that pill, not sugar coated, can not go 
through this Committee of the Whole and the House of Repre- 
sentatives, have now offered an amendment which has just been 
adopted—I will not call it a bunco amendment, but the effect of 
itisthat. It has the effect of deluding the House with false hopes. 
It provides that a commission shall report upon this subject on 
the ist day of: December, 1896. 

In what condition will the House find itself at that time? All 
reference to free alcohol will have been stricken out of the statute 
book. There will be a Democratic Senate and a Democratic Pres- 
ident, and it will be utterly impossible to enact any measure which 
will lessen the receipts from interna! revenue and give the oppor- 
tunity to seek receipts at the custom-house. Therefore, if this re- 
pealis now made by the House, no measure such as the appointment 
of a commussion will accomplish anything during the remaining 
session of this Congress. Further than that, the result depends 


‘motion shut out debate on any amendment which may | greatly upon the men who may be appointed upon the commission. 


lf a majority of them believe, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
| ae McMILLIN] believes, that revenue ought to be raised by in- 
rnal taxation and not at the custom-house, they will not be able 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


to find any method of regulation which will de for free alco- 
hol any more than the present Secretary of the Treasury has been 
able to find such a method of regulation. 

If, on the other hand, they consist of friends of free alcohol 
they may bring in some measure. It depends somewhat, though, 
on what kind of friends they are. The distinguished gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] has declared that he is a friend of free 
alcohol, I wish he had devoted his great talents and learning to 
the discovery of a proper system of r tions to give effect 
to the provision for free alcohol instead of bringing in this bill to 
repeal the law. Free alcohol might well say to the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine who calls himself its friend, ‘‘ It was all 
very well to dissemble your love, but why did ro kick me down- 
stairs.” [Laughter.] For that is precisely what is done by the 
passage of this bill. Now, the amendment which I offer pro- 

»ses to suspend the operation of the law until the ist of J uly; 

897, until the commission that is to be appointed can reasonab. 
consider the subject and make its report to this House. When 
that report is made at the next session of this , we may 
find that we can get cooperation from the President and the Sec- 
ar of the Treasury if they think they can exchange a bad law 
for the good law which will be suggested by that commission; 
but if they find that, in accordance with Democratic principles, 
the whole theory of free alcohol is wiped from the statute book, 
we can get no such cooperation and we shall be poe As 
was pointed out by the gentleman from New York, if all that is 
aimed at is the elimination of the vicious element contained in 
the law, if the principle of free alcohol in the arts is not aimed at, 
then the House will adopt the amendment which is now before it. 
It isan amendment hastily drawn. I should have preferred to 
have had the same object brought about by a more carefully 
framed measure, but if the words in my amendment do not ac- 
complish the purpose, words can be found that will accomplish it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it can be truthfully 
said that at least every member of the Republican end of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is in favor of free alcohol under some 
well-regulatec and practicable law. But, not to use any more 
emphatic terms, it seems to me that the remarks made by numer- 
ous gentlemen on the floor with respect to the conduct of the Ways 
and Means Committee have been exceedingly unfair. That com- 
mittee gave to this subject, as it gave to every subject that has 
been brought before it at this session, the most earnest and serious 
consideration. The result of that consideration was the conclu- 
sion that the law on the statute book now in question was futile 
to bring about the object that was intended by its framers. The 
Committee on Ways and Means did not rely simply upon the tes- 
timony presented before them, but they comiiianed the opinion of 
the last Republican Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the opin- 
ion of the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the opinion 
of the last Republican Secre of the Treasury, and the opinion 
of the present Secretary of the Treasury. And gentlemen who are 
fair will recognize at once that there is no argument in the asser- 


tion that this is declared an impracticable provision by a Demo- | of 


cratic Administration merely because it does not to carry 
out the law. The opinions of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as to matters falli 
within their respective spheres are entitled to consideration; an 
that consideration they have had. 

Coming into this House with the opinion that this act ought 
to be repealed, the Committee on Ways and Means made a con- 
cession to the opponents of the measure. It is embodied in this 
second section. And now gentlemen get up on the floor and in 
such as that used by the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. Moopy] who has just sat down accuse us of submitting to 
‘the House a ‘* bunco” measure. 
Mr. MOODY. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman under- 
stood me as reflecting upon the motives of the committee, I beg 
- to disclaim any such suggestion. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is just exactly what the gentleman said. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I did not mean it. I withdraw it. I in- 
tended no such suggestion. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I think the gentleman does himself 
credit in withdrawing it. — 

Mr. MOODY. I should regret exceedingly to be so understood. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, the question before the House is not 
whether or not we shall have free alcohol. The question before 
the House is whether the law on the statute gives us free 
alcohol, whether it accomplishes the purpose for which it was 
intended. If it does not accomplish the purpose for which it was 
intended, then it ought to be stricken from the statute book, un- 
less it accomplishes some other good purpose. Now, what good 
purpose does it accomplish, or rather what evil purpose does it 
accomplish? It does not give to the manufacturer free alcohol. 
It does not give to the consumer free alcohol. What does it do? 
It piles up day by day, month after month, so long as it remains 
upon the statute , claims upon the Government of the United 

claims that the next Republican Administration (for we 


all believe, even our friends on the other side, that it will be a 
Republican Administration)—to the extent of millions of dollars 
tion will be ae to pay. 

a decision of the Supreme 
ago as 6 Cranch—ev: wyer will remember the 
cas l —all these stand upon a basis that 
is impossible to be affected by legislation, And it matters not 
what this House may do, whether it repeal this law or not, those 
claims will exist as claims against the Government until] they 
shall have been finally passed upon by the proper tribunal. If })y 


the common-law principle that were not so, I call the attention of 
the committee to chapter 2 of the Revised Statutes, section |); 


of any statute shall not have the effect to release or extinguish 
incurred under such 


The re 
any 7 ee ture, or liabilit te, unless the 


su 

pr pe aS ex, " aly suovile, =* such anak be treated ag 
re ol 0 rpose ees stion 

prosecution for the cuimammanhat such penalty, Gisase or abilit —¥ ” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does that provision apply in 
an ee Oe eeiianeny me mevined Statutes 

Mr. ALZELL. I think it does. ’ 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think it does not. 

Mr. DALZELL. But whether it does or not, let it be conceded 
that it does not—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsy)- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that debate on this bill and all amend- 
ments be now closed. I believe the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. H111.] does not wish to occupy any further time. 

Mr. HILL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I do. 

Mr. EVANS. I understood the gentleman otherwise. 

wr — I said that I wanted to offer an amendment and 

ain it. 
r. PARKER. I desire also to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr, 
Evans] withdraw his motion? 

Mr. EVANS. I will move that debate be closed in five minutes, 
so that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hm] may have an 
rs to offer his amendment and explain it. 

fe B ee of New a I have sent to the desk an 
amendment whic propose er, viding @ saving clause 
drawn in accordance with the views of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZ I trust the gentleman will not dothat. Thero 
is no use of our legislating as to whether those claims are good or 
bad. Let the courts pass on them when they come up. 

. I modify a and move that debate on 
the bill and all amendments be closed in ten minutes from this 


time. 

Mr. PARKER. If this motion be shall I be permitted 
to offer ar amendment? pepe ¥ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Amendments will be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, This motion will not prevent the offering 


amendments. 

The motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention, and I gavo 
notice to that effect on yesterday, that at the close of the general 
9 opportunity offered, Iwould present the com- 
mittee amendment as a substitute for the whole proposition re- 
portec. from the Committee on Ways and Means. My purpose 
was this: The moment this law is repealed the manufacturers in 
my district at least, and I presume the other manufacturers 
throughout the coun generally, believe that instantly the 
tute for grain alcohol entering into the 
will advanced and that they 
which controls the output 
believe that honestly, and : 
are right, from the very fact that the price 0 
oany, ae last two and ahalf years, 
the States as the result of 
was opposed and am now to 


gained, and perhaps 
Sommpsieion of the 

Af were adopted and 
not offer the sub- 

have suggested, but 
from Massachu- 
least give the pro- 
if they will not grant the 
ufacturers who are 
, to use wood seokc 

ion, the price 0 
Spmnte to tne that if the 
by the adop- 
Massachusetts and 
law, that the manu- 


to that protection. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





this matter. It seems to me 
Government is now constituted, 


had another reason for 


as 
to be atte tobeso-constituted for the next two years, to enact 
to law the commission would formulate. That 
touched upon, and I ee at this time that 
from Massachusetts may be 
future competition may prevent the 
uct among our manufacturers who are com- 
to quantities, for if they are forced to pay 
this high price for it it is a very serious drawback to this pusiness. 
1 hope, therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be adopted. 

The question taken on the amendment of Mr. Moopy, 

the committee di and there were—ayes 51, noes 88, 


endment was rejected. ‘ 
SS ARKER. Mr. 8 a I offer a further amendment. 


The The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert st ee her ae by adding thereto the following words: 


‘ Secretary Treasury may retain not to exceed 10 per cent of 
J Ant ae tomeene mand for the payment of the ex 


awd of each 


F 


penses of such regula- 
as may be needful thereunder, which inspectors 
the said Secretary is hereby authorized to employ from time to time.’” 


Mr. PARKER. I desire simply to state the effect of the amend- 
ment in a single word. 

Mr. EV. I believe the debate has been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes yet of the time, and 
the Chair will the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. shall not want but a very few moments, I 


not propose to occupy five minutes. 
-— ion is now that the section shall be repealed. I say 
no. e tary of the Treasury says it can not be enforced 
as it is now, because he has no money to employ inspectors in the 
various factories and manufacturing establishments throughout 
the country. al the section, but amend it by 


I do not re 
allowing the Secretary of the ury to retain 10 per cent of all 
of the rebates co to form a fund out of which he may 
employ and see that the law is enforced, as it was his 
du of 
I therefore 
to give it to him. 


time to do. 
that 
Now, this proposes 
In the case of my constituents they pay $48,000 a year. Ten per 
cent of that, or $4,800, would pay for the inspection, I think, and 
see that do not defraud Government, That is.ail, 
on the amendment. 
a the committee divided; and there 


was rejec 


ion. Give him the means to try 
the money to carry the section into effect. 


E 


ore Chairman, the time in which to offer 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. Lzise for the purpose of asking for the read- 

of the amendment which was ruled not germane to the origi- 


amendment, 
Mr. EVANS. The time for amendment has expired. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been offered as an 
amendment to the bill. 
Mr. SKINNER. I now offer it. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
the time within which debate was allowed has expired, and the 
gentleman from . EVANS] has moved that the com- 
mittee rise the bill favorably to the House. 

. Imove toamend by recommending that the 
stricken out. 


(ATEMA The question i the motion of the 
. on is upon the motion 0: gen- 
from Massachusetts ioe. BARRETT] that the committee 


recommend the out of the enacting clause. 
The enon was takes and on iv (demanded by Mr. 
ye ae, bos 


A 
The accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
ae Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Comsuatibes of 


F 





on the state of the Union, rted that that 

committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3282) to 
repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the and for other purposes, which became a law 
August had directed him to report the same to the 
House and with the recommendation that as 
Mr. the previous question on the bill and 

passage. 
previous question was ordered. 


m 
" 


. a 


Mr. BARRETT. Mr. aker —- 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. BARRETT. Lrose in my place desiring to make a motion 


which is in order, and which I now desire to submit. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his proposition. 
Mr. BARRETT. It is a motion to recommit with instructions, 
The SPEAKER. That will be in order after the engrossment 


and third reading is ordered. 


Mr. BARRETT. I understand that motion is in order pending 
the previous question on the passage of the bill. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] expressly moved the previous ques- 
tion up to and including the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition which he made. 

Mr. BARRETT. And pending that motion I rose to offer a 
motion to recommit, which I think is in erder. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On May 25, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relative to guarantees on proposals for naval supplies; 

An act (H. R. 4824) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, I., and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of California; 

An act (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a Territory 
a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 

An act (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and dis- 
position of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia 
County, Fla.; and 

An act (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-sav- 
ing station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan, 

Nortr.—The following bills were presented to the President May 
13, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which they originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, have become laws without his approval: 

An act (H.R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 


and 

An act (H.R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8293) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2928) to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, asied a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. McMinnan, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Procror as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees.of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; and 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1659) 
to amend the laws of the District of Columbia as to married 
women, to e parents the natural guardians of their minor 
children, and for other purposes. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair is not mistaken, the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts {[Mr. barrett} is in order 
after the bill has been ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will allow me, the 
rule says: 

It (the motion to recommit) shall be in order pending the motion for or 
after the previous question shall have been ordered on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. That is, pending the motion on the passage. 
That refers to a separate proposition where the previous question 
is moved on the passage, as it may be. The Chair supposes that 
the practical principle involved is this: After the House has 
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proceeded to amendment of the bill, and the bill has reached its 
final position, ready to be engrossed, or ordered to be engrossed, 
then, if the House is dissatisfied with it, it may move to commit, 
or recommit, as the phraseology ordinarily is. That is to enable 
the House to correct its action in case the bill when finished is not 
satisfactory. 

Mr.BARRETT. Mr. Speaker,I understand that it is the inten- 
tion of the Chair to allow me at some time to offer this motion, but 
I wish to submit this proposition: We will suppose for a moment 
that I wish to recommit this bill, being a friend of the bill. I 
understand the rule provides that that shall be allowable. We 
will suppose that the present position of the Chair is correct, and 
then we will suppose that the House, on the question of mga 
the bill to be engrossed, should vote in the negative. That woul 
shut out my motion to recommit, which this rule intends shall 
have precedence over any final action of the House, whether on 
the motion to engross or on the motion to the final passage. I 
submit that the reading of this rule is perfectly clear, that it has 
reference to the time pending the motion for the previous ques- 
tion as well as aay song motion on ~F of the bill after 
the previous question has been ordered. think the illustration 
that I have offered covers the point, because it shows how it is 
possible, under the suggestion ade by the Chair, for this House, 
without having an opportunity to vote on the motion to recommit, 
to kill this bill, when it is intended by this rule and the practice 
of the House that pending the final disposition of the bill it shall 
be in order to move its recommittal. 

Further, the motion to refer (which is analogous to committal 
or recommittal) is, by the rule of the House, made to take preced- 
ence of the motion to amend. In fact, it is the general parlia- 
mentary rule that practically all subsidiary motions rank ahead of 
that to amend. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will for 
@ moment consider the general course of business, the Chair thinks 
he will see reason to change hisopinion. Until the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, a motion to recommit is in order, and when the 
previous question is ordered, it is because the House orders a 
vote to be taken. 

The House would not be likely to order a vote to be taken and 
still reserve or leave the right to commit until some further action 
had taken place. That further action is to vote on the amend- 
ments and to engrossment. After that the rules provide that the 
House, if dissatisfied with the action thus taken, may recommit 
the bill. First, there is an opportunity of committal prior to the 
motion for the previous question. If the previous question is 
ordered, it is ordered on the main question and the amendments. 

Mr. BARRETT. The Chair has misunderstood my contention. 
My contention was that while the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill was pending I rose in my piace and 
asked to be recognized to make a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. But this is a motion for the pre- 
vious question on the engrossment of the bill, on the amend- 
ments, and on the passage, not what was referred to in what the 
gentleman has quoted, namely, a motion for the previous question 
on the of the bill. Pending that, a proposition can be 
made such as the gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. BARRETT. Then I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Chair holds that no motion has been made for the previous ques- 
tion on the of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the motion has been 
made for the passage of the bill, but it is a motion for the pre- 
vious question on a series of motions such as the rules authorize. 

Mr. BARRETT. And the Chair holds that a motion to recom- 
noe not in order until the question comes on the passage of the 

i 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, but the vote is taken 
on it after the bill is en , 

Mr. BARRETT. Then I desire to aor notice that at the proper 
time I shall move to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. When presented it will be pending. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, pending the disposition of this 
bill, I would like to call up the general deficiency bill, and move 
= the House disagree to the Senate amendments and ask a 
conference. 
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Mr. CANNON. I suppose it is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. oe I do not propose it, unless it is agreeable tp 
my co e. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis notatthistime. Ithinkitcan be reacheg 
better further along. I want the bill to get into conference, nq 
I _ to — the motion. I think it will take but a few minutes 
to di of it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the motion can be 
entertained. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. one. 

Mr.CANNON,. Thegentleman from Nebraska is now stopping 
the steamboat. . 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agrocing to the amend. 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole. , 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question ia on th 

e h e question is on the engrossment and thi 
reading of the bill as amended. - 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COLSON. The yeas and nays! 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that a gentleman 
demanded the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BARRE A call was made for the yeas and nays bya 


gentleman in the rear of the House. 

Mr. COLSON. I donot wish the yeas and nays on the engross- 
ment and third row os 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
= and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


me. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means with instructions te report to this 
House on or before January 1, 1897, such amendments to the pres- 
ent law as will provide for the enforcement of the present laws 
relating to the use of alcohol in the manuf and arts free 


of tax. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 129. 

mT BARRETT. Iask for the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘Oh, 
no!” 

The courtion was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-seven gentlemen have risen in sup- 
port of the demand—not a sufficient number; and the yeas and 
nays are refused. [Applause.] Thenoes have it, and the motion 
to recommit is disagreed to. The question is now on the passage 
of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PITNEY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were 0 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 69, not 
voting 120; as follows: 

YEAS—166. 


Abbott, Fenderemn, 


Aldrich, Ala. 
Allen, Miss. 
Allen, Utah 
Anderson, 


McLaurin, 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the motion of | Broderick, 


the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. HOPKINS. One word with my colleague. There are two 
or three amendments offered by the Senate on which I would like 
to ask an expression of the House. Would the gentleman be 
willing to let a vote be taken on those amendments before the con- 
ferees are appointed or after they are appointed? 

Mr. CANNON. If it is a matter of real difference. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is this a report of a committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER. It is not a report of a committee of conference. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then it is not privileged. 








1896. 





Wis. Turner, Ga. Wilson, Ohio 
Srewart, Tawney, Turner, Va. Wilson, 8. C, 
Sto e cw. Tayler, Van Horn, Wood, 

Ston er Terry, Walker, Va. Woodard, 
ore. Nebr. Thomas, Washington, Woodman, 
Strong, Tracewell, Watson, Ohio Yoakum. 
St rowd. N.C. Treloar, Williams, 
Talbert, Tucker, Wilson, Idaho 
NAYS—69. 
dams rald, Lester, Shannon, 
ley, * Fowler, Linney, Sherman, 
Atwood Gardner, Loudenslager, Simpkins, 
Raker, N. Gillett, Mass. Low, Southard, 
Barrett Graff, Marsh, Stewart, N. J. 
Bartholdt, Griffin, M Mass. Sulloway, 
Bartlett, N. Grout, McClellan, Sulzer, 
Bennett, Hartman, McCormick, Towne, 
Bishop. Henry, Conn. ee ; eee 
wate! orthway, egraff, 
bows, ~ Hooker, ker, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Ho Pearson, Walker, Mass. 
Cobb Howe Pitney, Walsh, 
Colson Hulick, Poole, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Cummin Hurley, Powers, Wright. 
Curtis, N x. Johnson, Cal. Quigs. 
Fairchild, Joy, yse, 
Fenton, Russell, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—120. 
cheso! Draper. Livingston, Ray, 
oy Eliett. Va. Lorimer, Reeves, 
‘Aldrich, TL. Fischer, Loud, negeeee. 
‘Arnold, Fletcher, Maddox, Robertson, La 
Bailey, te, Maguire, Robinson, Pa. 
Barney, Mahany, Rusk, 
Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Russell, Ga. 
Ga. McCreary, Ky. Shaw, 
Black, N. ¥. Griswold, McEwan, Skinner, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McLachlan, Snover, 
Bowers, Hall Meiklejohn, Southwick, 
Bromwell, Hani A Meredith, Sparkman, 
Brosius, Harris, Meyer, Sperry, 
Brumm, Hatch, Miller, Kans. Stephenson, 
Heatwole, Miller, W. Va. Stone, W. A. 
Heiner, Milliken Swanson, 
Codding, Hemenway, Miner, N. ¥. Taft, 
Coffin, Boge orse, Thorp, 
r, Wis. Moses, Tracey, 
. Hitt, Mozley, wo 
Hull, Barphy adsworth, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Newlan Wanger, 
Cox, Hyde, Noonan, Warner, 
Johnson, Ind. Ogden, Watson, Ind. 
Crowley, Jones, Patterson, Wellington, 
Dayton, Kiefer, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Dinsmore, Kulp, Pickler, White, 
Dockery, > Price, Wilber, 
Dolliver, fever, Pugh, Willis, 
Downing, Leisenring, Raney, Woomer. 
So the bill was . : , 
Mr. HATCH. r. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 
am paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. McCLEary. 
If he were t, I would vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote “‘ nay.” 


Mr. M Mr. Speaker, I am paired on this question with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. McCrEaRy. Were he present, 
he would vote “yea” and I would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Hem- 


ENWAY, is detained from the House by sickness, and I ask that he 
be excused, 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. FISCHER. Mr. er, I voted, but having ascertained 
that I am paired with gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GRISWOLD, I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
Sperry, has been called home on account of sickness. If present, 
were announced: 
Until farther notice: 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. Meyer. 
For this day: 
Mr. Hirt with Mr, SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. Parrerson. 
Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. Jonzs. 
Mr. Down1ina. 
Hatou with Mr. McCrary of Minnesota. 
TRACEY with Mr. BaILey. 
question: 
est of Kentucky. 
with Mr. Loup. 
the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. EVANS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


._ Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speaker's 


as bill, and to nonconcur in the amend- 
Senate and ask for a conference. 


desire to move to concur in some of the amend- 


e 
5 


i 


BRESHEE 


i 


e 
2% 


in | 


Br 
: 
_ 
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Mr. CANNON. I would not do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
There is so much confusion that we can not hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNON] 
moves that the bill be taken from the table, and that the House 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MAHON. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House concur in 
the amendment on page 85 of the bill, known as section 4, a new 
section. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I again appeal to the gentleman, 
and state that there are over one hundred pages of Senate amend- 
ments. The gentleman need have no fear that the amendment 
he refers to will be settled in a conference report (so far as the 
conferees can settle it) until matters of disagreement shall have 
been reported back to the House. By that time the bill will be 

rinted and the amendments numbered. When the report comes 

k with the bill printed and the amendments numbered, the 
whole matter can be taken up and discussed intelligently, and. 
that method will certainly facilitate the business of the House. 

Mr. MAHON. This is a Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that. 

Mr. MAHON. Suppose the Senate conferees should agree to 
recede from that amendment, then it would never come back to 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. But you could vote down the conference re- 
port. Besides, the gentleman and I are both familiar enough with 
the Senate to know that it never recedes on an amendment—at 
least never on the first conference. 

Mr. MAHON. Somethingsare very uncertain around this ter- 
ritory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that these amendments should receive consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Unless gentlemen will agree to give us a sep- 
arate vote on the amendment which provides for claims under 
the Bowman Act, I must insist upon the point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
_— trying to hear what gentlemen were saying and could not 

ear. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the proposition to the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been no matter submitted to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted it to the House. 
ae: RICHARDSON. There has been no vote submitted to the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
proposed that the House should nonconcur in the amendments of 
= Senate and agree toaconference. The Chair certainly put 
that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair is correct in his statement of 
the question, but there has been no matter submitted tothe House, 
The SPEAKER. And there has been debate since that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Purely on the question of order. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I understood the motion to be to 
take the bill from the table, which motion has not been adopted. 


| Until that has been adopted and the matter is before the House, 


the gentleman from Tennessee has the right to raise any relevant 


point of order. 


Mr. CANNON. Anew parliamentarian has arrived! 
ter. 
ee. BARRETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I suppose I have the same 
rights on this floor as even a gentleman who has been here as long 
as the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my friend from Tennessee that 
debate has been going on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been no debate on the motion. 
I raised the question at once and asked for order. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. There has been no debate in any sense 
of the word. 

Mr. CANNON. The motion was stated by the Chair, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon}, in pursuance of his 
right, moved that the House concur in a certain numbered amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact. 

Mr. BARRETT. I raise the question whether the motion to 
concur or nonconcur is in order, at any rate until after the motion 
to take from the table has been passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe an agreement can be very readily 


reached. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to non- 
concur in the amendments 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Andthe gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. 
ew moves to concur in a specified amendment, which is his 
right. 


[Laugh- 
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Mr. MAHON. I should like to say a few words in explanation 
and su of my motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Whatis the amendment? Let it be read. 

Mr. MAHON. It might take two or three hours te readit. I 
can explain it. 

Mr. CANNON. I will again ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
— whether he oe to insist on his motion at this time? 

MAHON. I do propose to insist for this reason: This is a 

sone amendment, in which a great many members of this House 
are interested. If in conference the House conferees succeed in 
getting the Senate conferees to recede from the amendment of the 
Senate, we shall never see it again in this House. We have now 
- opportunity to vote on a question that interests a great many 
o 


us. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment to which the gentleman’s 
motion refers is the one covering claims under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. MAHON, French spoliation claims and claims under the 
Bowman Act. 

Mr. CANNON. Including claims in which the gentleman from 
Tennessee yt RICHARDSON } is interested? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam in perfect accord with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on this ee The amendment is 
embraced in section 4 of the bill as amended. 

Mr. CANNON. The aoeee § from hn om tee desires his 
motion to cover both c of claizns—the French spoliation 
claims and the claims under the Bowman Act. 

- Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I will ask for a vote on nonconcurring in 
the other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on nonconcurring in the other 
amendments. 

The question being taken, the amendments were nonconcurred 


. ¢ 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish tosaya word. This 
bill. with the amendments of the Senate, has not been printed 
either on the Senate side, e che copy which I hold in my hand, 
or in the House. If it is satisfactory to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I will ask that the am be numbered and printed, 
and that this matter go over until to-morrow after the reading of 


the Journal. 
I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
will he St to that. 
Mr HON. I will agree, Mr. Speaker, that this question be 
taken os after the reading of the Journal. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ELECTION COIMfEST-—ALDRICH VS. UNDERWOOD, 


Mr. DANTELS. On behalf of the Committee on Elections No.1, 
© present a report om the contested-election. case of 

ee Ninth Congressio: i 
nee Se ee ee ee oe 
committee. on ve that the minority of the committee have 
leave to file their views by Friday next, as we desire to bring the 
case before the House on Monday next, immediately after the read- | been 

of the Journal. pinta, 


e nme of the committee was ordered to be 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 

IXL8] asks consent that the minority of the ena 

— their views by Friday next. Is there objection? 
The SPE Objection is made by the gentleman from 

Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 


Mr. DANIELS. move, then, that the House consent to that 
di ition of the matter. 


e SP The gentleman from New York moves that 


ve as 


EAKER. 
the oem allow the minority of the committee until Friday next 
to file their views. As many as are in favor of that motion—— 
Mr, BARTLETT of Geo Before the motion is put, I desire 
to be heard a moment. s has been a ere eae ee case, and there 
is a very long report. B sepoceenl Capua the committee. 
My coll e, the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. Dinsmore}, is 
sick, I will ake that, in the event we can not — the he mebag 1 mg 
aes by cee we be allowed a reasonable time > aaa, 
NIELS. You will be ready, = doubt, a ene 
onday aml 


Wedubets bring the case before the House 
of Georgia. I donot consent to that, thou, 


after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BARTLE 
asa matter of course, the gentleman has a right to call up 
case if he wishes. 


The question be ut on the motion of Mr. DaNIELs, it was 
agreed to, _— 
ELECTION CONTEST—JOHNSTON VS, STOKES. 


Mr. JENKINS. I call up the contested-election case of John- 
ston vs. Stokes, from the Seventh district of South Carolina, I 


ask that the Clerk read the resolutions presented by th ‘ori 
of the Committee on Elections No. 3. * y the majority 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol That Thomas B. J was not elected a Representati ve in 


the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of ¢) 
State of Bouth Carctien. and is not entitled to a seat therein ” 


Resolved, That J. Willi 8 y elected a Represent ti 
Fifty- fourth Con: Congressional district of Boutin the 
olina, and is entitled toa he 


Mr, JENKINS. Mr. I desire to say first that the 
gentleman from Sadie . OVERSTREET have charge of 
the other side of this case, and that at this time it is impossi})|> to 
ey the debate, but both sides promise that no unnecessary time 

ll be consumed in presenting the case to the House. 

ig are several important questions involved in this contro. 
versy. One of them is as to the power of this House to declare 
the election law of a State unconstitutional when the right of a 
member to a seat would be thereby affected. Another is as to 
what effect should be given to an election held under an wey. 
stitutional registration law of a State. Still another is as to what 
rule should be adopted with reference to counting the votes of 
the electors when lawfully tendered and unlawfully refused by 
the election officers when sufficient in numbertochange the result 
in the following cases: First, when it is shown for whom tio 
elector offered to vote; second, when it is not shown for whom 
the elector offered to vote if permitted by the election officers to 
cast his vote, and still further as tothe competency of the evidence 
sufficient to warrant the counting of the vote. 

I address myself particularly to the case of Johnston against 
Stokes, and generally to the cases of ainst Latimer, 
Wilson against McLaurin, and Murray against Elliott, al! four 
cases arising in the State of South Caroli At the threshold of 
three of the cases named the committee was met with the propo- 
sition that the entire registration law of South Carolina and the 
election laws of that State under which all of these cases arose 
are unconstitutional, and an election held under the same a mere 
nullity; and the further claim is — that on that fact alone 
contestants in these cases 


ar 


s the 
the unconstitutionality of the 
law are entitled to their seats. e question is one of very great 
importance, and has been very y considered by the Commit- 
tee on Elections No. 3, “ae on hs sesert of that committee two 
of the cases have been decided by this House in favor of the sit- 
ting members. I were some views on the subject, for which | am 
alone a and will endeavor very briefly to disclose them. 
And I at the outset that I am a Federalist and an ard: nt 
Republican, cena eae ing and will never attempt 
to do an Sealine e interest of any other polit- 
ical than the Re ub 
thout being rahe or narrow, "I do not hesitate to say that 
the future of this Republic and the success and prosperity of 
the oe the elevation and continuation in power 
ae aloné valuable as a small 
of the election cases, and particularly 
— ee do not: purpose being 
vst dogre from discharging my 
I am satisfied such has 
sana ton I believe that is the senti- 
ment er this — No matter what has been done in the past, 
it is high time that election cases be disposed of according to law 
and the evidence. ought no longer to exercise any 
abt > 0 anus GnOeae bo 2 judicially disposed en is 
right to a seat and no longer be 
determined by ; The disposition of some of Boo ases 
of Congresses is — to the Republic. 
cme ot by ore Congres may be to us oe re meg to it 
that the will of the people as declared at the ballot box is carried 
out. That will include condemnation of fraud and intimidation. 
Every effort ought to be made to have free and fair elections. It 
is the very cubpieectare of Government. Murder, robbery, an‘! 
horse stealing should have a consideration compared 
with the great questions ——s in a free, fair election and an 
absolutely honest count. Any en at dishonesty | in elections 
should oe only be frowned w ut those re 
See far 1k chock te paninehte the tall ente extent of the law, 
ostracised, and absolutely disqualified from ever participating in 
elections or holding any office of profit or trust. So important 
has the question become that it is one of the highest dugies of 
citizenship to demand that nothing shall be more sacred than the 
| ee eeceeatctase and have his vote counted. 


vote by reason of technicalities 
should be Sieensaie eo just registration and election laws 
pat fatty 


should not only be favored, and honestly enforced, and 
this political ae RS oe ope eer that it will 
be y Se citizen. It will have a tend- 

quality of citizenshi p- It should 
eth ak ie oe 


ency 

be so to encourage education, for there 
is in the ignorant to vote, and this fact ind ed 
sonat tetombentent 


Congress to introduce a resolution proving 


















t to the Constitution of the United States, pro- 

educational qualification as a condition precedent to the 
aoe of the elective franchise. In a great government of the 
- Je it is worse than a farce to allow men to vote and partici- 
Lae t who can not read or write and have to have 
eit marked for them. ; 

It is prolific of fraud, and has been not only a perplexing but 
disturbing question in these cases. Ignorance is to be deprecated 
and f in all things, but particularly so in exercising the right 
to vote in a popular government like ours. Notwithstanding the 
many contests to be determined by this House at this session of 
Congress, there has not been the least expression of unfairness or 

i 


for an 


attempt upon the part of the great majority here to allow 


3 tics to control their action; but it seems to be the determina- 
ae on of every Republican to be absolutely fair and to 
allow the of the le to prevail, which is very commenda- 


, ith these few iminary remarks, I will invite attention 
sae. as constiieienal question involved: 


THE TEST. 
All regulations of the franchise must be reasonable, uniform, and 
impartial. 


They must not have for their pu: , directly or indirectly, to 
deny or abridge the constitutional right of citizens to vote or unnecessarily 
to impede its exercise. lf they do, they must be declared void.—Cooley’s 
Constitutional Limitations, page 758. 

inly no one can yer this authority. This very broad, 

ir, safe, and reasonable statement of the law is sustained by an 
anbroken current of authority. The many courts stating the 
doctrine are of the est character, their logic and reasoning 
unanswerable, and ought to meet the approval of every fair-minded 
voter in the land, and the very safety of our institutions calls for 
its enforcement according to its letter and spirit. As already said, 
there were four cases pending before Committee on Elections 
No. 3 from the State of South Carolina. The contestants were not 
uniform in regard to the high constitutional question involved, 
while the contestees were unanimously in favor of the validity of 


thelaw. In Moorman against Latimer, Wilson against McLaurin, 
and Johnston kes the contestants insisted that the 


registration and election laws of South Carolina are in violation 
of the constitution of the State of South Carolina and the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and if I understand them correctly, 
from that fact alone they were entitled to their seats, while in 
Murray against Elliott the contestant makes no point as to the 


constitutional question; but the committee are unanimously of 
the opinion the constitutional question must be disposed of 
alike in all of the four cases the same as though the contestants 


in 

were all agreed w this question, and that it can not be ignored 

in the one case Sadao ont raised, or decided differently in that 

case because the contestant did not present it, when all four cases 

were argued before j ent was reached in either one of them, 

and therefore ought to be ruled alike on this point. 

alike affected, I will first consider the constitu- 
th Carolina in order to determine whether or 

not theregistration and election laws of that State are in violation 

of the constitution of that State. It is as follows: 


Arr. 1, Suc. 31. All elections shall be free and open, and every inhabitant 


this th the qualifications provided for in this con- 
stitution shall have equal right to elect officers and be elected to fill public 


Art. 8, Suc. 2. Every male citizen of the United States of the age of 21 years 
and not laboring under the disabilities named in this constitution, 

of race, color, or former condition, who shall be a resident 
Soe at the adoption of this constitution, or who shall here- 


Pie 


So this State one year, and pee Caney See Be eaes te 
days next any election, shall be entitled to v or 
cdlcers thotane SUUEEIEIL > Ga clacsel bey the poopio and en oh 
questions to the electors at any e : Provided, That no per- 
son shall be to vote or hold office who is now or hereafter may be 


shail be removed by the Congress of the United States: Provided 


gtalication shail be remotred by the Congr the United States until such dis- 
That no while kept in any almshouse or asylum, or of unsound 
wind. or confined in any public prison shall be allowed vote or hold pub- 


article 8, ess power 
assembly **to provide from time 
arise as to the power of the general mbly te ane t tem 

assembly to pass a law requir- 
ing the The general assembly. dia 


e 


pass a law requiring as a condition precedent to voting that all 
otherwise to vote be registered in conformity to 
-and obtain a certificate to that effect evidencing regi don 


and produce it at the polls before being allowed to vote, and the 

raised the question, that this law is 

of South Carolina. inal 

ites" Aeh aeueeved Pobewery ro. 1608, "17 Seataten Lar Z 

, 1882,” at Large, 
these provisions in Gene 


and are incorporated ral 

nee with section — en seen 
were 

ea nt Bintntes of 1008 as tections 131-108, both to 


on the arguments, we are governed by 
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the law of 1882, the amendments referred to and the codification 
of the law not changing the law of 1882 or affecting any present 
case from South Carolina. The material provisions of the regis- 
tration law are as follows: 


CHAPTER VIII (SECTIONS 131 TO 156, INCLUSIVE) OF THE ELECTION LAW OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Sec. 131 (89). Every male citizen of the United States of the age of 21 years 
and upwards, not laboring under the disabilities named in the Constitut 


ion 
without distinction of race, color, or former condition, who shall have been 
a resident of the State for one year, and in the county in which he offers to 
vote for sixty days next preceding any general election, shall be entitled to 
vote: Provided, That no person while kept in any almshouse or asylum, or 
of unsound mind, or confined in any public prison, or who shall have been 


convicted of treason, murder, burglary, larceny, perjury, forg: 
other infamous crime, or dueling, shall be allowed to vote. 
Sec. 132 (90). All electors of the State shall be registered; and n 


ry,or any 


) person 
shall be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless ! e shall 
have been heretofore registered in conformity with the requirements of 


Chapter VII of the General Statutes of 1882, and acts amendatory thereof, 
or shall be registered as herein required. 

Sec. 133 (91, 106). On or before the Ist day of March in every second year, 
reckoning from 1882 the governor shall appoint, by and with the advice of 
the senate, if in session, and if not in session, subject to its approval at its 
next session, and subject to removal by the governor by and with the advice 
and consent of the senate, one competent and discreet person in each county, 
who shall be a qualified voter thereof, and who shal! hold his office at the 
county seat, and shall be known as the supervisor of registration of such 
county, and whose duty it shall be to supervise the registration of the elec 
tors of such county as herein specified. He shall keep a record of all his 
official acts and proceedings. The term of his oftice shall be for two years 
from the date of his appointment; he shall continue in office until his suc 
cessor shall be appointed and shall qualify; and his compensation shall be 
fixed by the general assembly from time to time, as may be deemed proper. 
His accounts for advertising (and in the county of Charleston for clerk hire 
and rent for registration precincts also) and for stationery shall be audited 
and paid by the county commissioners of his county 

‘Term of office of supervisor appointed during vacation was not for the 
period of two years, but terminated when senate, at its next session, ad- 
journed without approval of appointment. (State vs. Williams, 2) 8. C., 12.) 

“* Next session’ means the next session in fact, whether regular or spe- 
cial.” (Ib.) 

Sec. 134. The governor is authorized to appoint a deputy supervisor in 
case of the inability of the supervisor to act, who, when so appointed, shall 
have all the powers and be charged with the duties of the supervisor, and 
shall receive $5 per diem when actually employed. 

The governor shall also appoint two assistant supervisors of registration, 
who shall serve without compensation, and shall sit with the supervisor of 
registration in the determination of all cases of contested registration in 
which the supervisor shall refuse to register the applicant; the three super- 
visors shall sit foras many days, beginning on the second Tuesday in July, 
as may be necessary to hear and determine all such contested cases 7 

Sno. 135 (92). The secretary of state shall cause to be prepared a sufficient 
number of registration books and blanks, so that there shall be two 


of said 
books for each precinct in each county, which books shall be ru 


i in col- 


umns, with proper headings, so as to indicate the name, age, occupation, and 
place of residence of each elector, with a separate column to the right side 
of the for such entries as may be necessary. And the secretary is 
authorized and required to provide additional registration books to supply 


the place of such as have become defaced and injured by use at the elections 
heretofore had, and he shall furnish the same upon application of any super- 
visor certifying to the necessity thereof. And in such case the supervisor 
so procuring such additional registration books shall copy from the original 
book the names and record thereof into the new book, and when the same 
shall be so copied it shall be the duty of the county auditor and clerk of the 
court of common pleas of the county, together with the supervisor, carefully 
to compare the names and record in the new book with those in the book so 
inju or defaced, and if the same is found correct to certify to its correct- 
ness; and such new book shall not be used at any election unless so certified. 

Sec. 136 (98). For the purpose of registration, each township, as now laid 
out and defined, and in those counties where there are no such townships, the 
arish, as formerly known and defined, is declared a registration precinct. 
n the city of Columbia each ward registration precinct; and in the city of 
Charleston the registration precinct shall be the same as the voting precincts 
now established in the several wards of said city, as designated and defined 
in section 158. 

Sec. 137 (94). After every general election the registration books shall be 
opened for registration of such persons as shall thereafter become entitied 
to register on the first Monday in each month until the Ist day of July pre- 


ceding a eral election, when the same shall be closed until such general 

election l have taken place. 

an ae registration on Sunday was good.” (State vs. Schneirle, 5 
ich. , 299. 


Suc. 138. It shall be the duty of the supervisor of registration to deposit said 
books in the office of the clerk of court of common pleas in their respective 
counties, except in the counties of Charleston and Greenville, where they shall 
be deposited in the office of the register of mesne conveyance; and it shall be 
the duty of the clerk of said court and the register of mesne conveyance to 


safely keep the same, ether with the other books of record in their respec- 
tive offices; and it shall be unlawful for any person or persons to remove the 
same from said offices, except the supervisors, who are hereby authorized 


to take the same from the said offices when it shall be necessary in the dis- 
of the duties imposed upon them by this chapter. 

Sxc. 139 (96). The supervisor shall determine as to the legal qualifications 
of all ap ts for registration by summary process, requiring oath, evi- 
dence, or both, if he deem proper, subject to revision by the assistant su- 
pervisors and himself in all cases where he has refused to register an appli- 
cant. From their decision any applicant who is rejected shall have the right 
to a review thereof by the circuit court: Provided, He give notice in writin 
to the supervisor of his application for such review, and the grounds t hereot 
within five days from the date of his rejection, and commence his proceed- 
ings within ten days from the service of said notice. 

rson coming of age and otherwise qualified as an 


EO. 140 (96). Any 
elector may eee tore the supervisor on any day on which the books 
are opened as aforesaid, and make oath (which the supervisor is hereby au- 
thorized to administer) as to his name, age, occupation,and place of resi- 
dence; and if the supervisor find him qualified, he shall enter his name upon 
the tration book of the precinct in which he resides. Such person shall 
have the right of appeal, as provided in the last section, if the supervisor 
shall not find him qualified. 

Szc. 141 (97). In case a person shall not be of age to qualify him as an 
elector on the day of the closing of the books of registration before any gen- 
eral election, but shall be of such age as will qualify him as such elector 
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before the said general election, and shall appear before the supervisor of 
registration and take oath thereto, the supervisor, if he shall find him qual- 
ified, shall enter his name upon the registration book as aforesaid. 

wc, 142 (95). Each elector registered as aforesaid shall thereupon be 
furnished by the supervisor with a certificate, which shall contain a state- 
ment of his age, occupation, and place of residence, as entered in the said 
registration book, and which certificate shall be signed by the said super 
visor; and no person shall be allowed to vote at any other precinct than the 
one for which he is registered, nor unless he produces and exhibits to the 
managers of election such certificate: Provided, In case there shall be no 
election precincs within any township or parish the supervisor shall desig- 
nate in the certificate at which of the neighboring precees the elector shal! 
vote; and in case there be more than one precinct in any township or parish, 
the supervisor shall likewise de ate in the certificate at which of the said 
precincts the elector shall vote. e certificate of registration shall be of the 

‘Olowing form: 

* Registration certificate No. —. 

* . County, ——township, or parish, election precinct —. 

“She bearer, 7 , is a qualified voter in the above precinct, and 
resides at ———-, in township or parish, and is —— years of age, 
and entitled to vote at said precinct. 

* Registered on the —— day of ———., A. D. 18—. 


SPF 
“ Supervisor of Registration.” 
Sxc. 143. Wherever a new polling precinct is established by law, it shall be 
the duty of the supervisor to transfer from the books of registration the 
names of such qualified voters registered at other precincts as should, under 
this section, register and vote at the new precincts so established, and who 
may nae such transfer, and to make such changes as may be necessary in 
the certificates of registration issued tosuch voters, whoshall thereafter vote 
only at the precincts to which they have been thus transf: 
So. 144. When one polling place has been c toanother in any town- 
ship, or where the name of the polling place has m changed since the last 
neral election, the registration of voters for the former polling place shall 
valid and effectual for the new polling piace or nct; and where one 
or more additional polling places or precincts have been established in the 
same township, or where a new precinct has been established in a township 
which formerly had none, it shall be the oy of the supervisor to change 
the certificates of registration of voters entitled by proximity of residence 
to vote at such new precinct, requiring in every case a surrender and can- 
cellation of the former certificate and such evidence as he may deem proper 
as to the right of the elector to such change. 
Seo. 145. aay vegistere’ elector who may reside nearer a polling pon in 
a precinct or towaship than the precinct or township in which he is regis- 
tered, and who desires to vote at such nearer polling place, shall, u the 
surrender of his certificate of registration to the supervisor on or before the 
first Monday of July preceding the next general election, be entitled to a new 
certificate permitting him to vote at such nearer polling place; the old certifi- 
cate to be destroyed by the supervisor, and such e by him in the 
registration books as will conform to the general provisions of this chapter. 
The supervisor of registration may uire of the applicant for such change 


erred. 


an affidavit or such other evidence as he may deem nec@ssary to a determi- 
nation of the residence of the applicant. 

Sno. 146 (100). In case of the removal of an elector from one residence to 
another in the same precinct, he shall notify the supervisor and surrender to 
him his certificate of registration, and the supervisor shall enter the fact upon 


the registration book and give such elector a new certificate in accordance 
with such change of residence. 

Spo. 147 (101). In case of the removal of an elector from one precinct to an- 
other in the same county, such elector sha!l notify the supervisor and sur- 
render his certificate of registration to the said supervisor, who shall enter 
the fact upon the proper registration book, and shall give such elector anew 
eartificate for the precinct into which he has removed. 

Smc. 148 (102). In case of the removal of an elector from one county to an- 
other, he shall notify the supervisor of the county wherein he is registered 
and shall surrender certificate of registration; and the said supervisor 
shall thereupon enter the fact of such removal upon the registration book as 
aforesaid, and shall give such elector a certificate of transfer to the county 
to which such elector bas removed, upon the presentation of which the super- 
visor for sucn county shall cause such elector to be registered in the precinct 
of such county to which he shall have removed, and shall fu such 
elector with a certificate, as hereinbefore provided. : 

Suc. 149 (103). No elector removing from one residence, precinct, —. 
ward, or county to another shall be allowed to register or vote without a 
transfer of registration as above provided. 

Sxc. 150 (99). Every elector shall have the 
tificate without fee or charge, when the same mes defaced by time or 
accident, u his surrendering such certificate so defaced to the supervisor 
of registration. In case of the loss of any certificate, the elector losing the 
same shall be entitled to a renewal thereof by the supervisor, upon applica- 
tion and proof of such loss, in the following manner, to wit: He shall, at least 
thirty days before the next general election, make application under oath, 
setting forth the fact of such .and the circumstances attending it, as near 
as may be, and stating that he has not sold, bartered, or parted with the 
same for any eer valuable, or other consideration, and has not will- 
fully destroyed the same; which application the supervisor shall examine 
and consider, other evidence under oath if in his judgment neces- 

to a determination as to the joss thereof; and, u such examination 
and consideration, if the supervisor shall be satisfied t the certificate has 
been actually lost, he shall e to the acghass a renewal thereof, marking 
or stamping the same “ renewal.” The decision of the supervisor shall be 
subject to revision by the assistant supervisors, together with the super- 
visor to whom the application is made, in all cases in which he has refused 
to renew the said certificate. From the decision of the supervisor and assist- 
ant supervisors any @ t who has been refused a renewal of his certifi- 
cate shall have the t of a review thereof by the circuit court of the 
county in which he was stered: Provided, He give notice thereof to the 
supervisor to whom he application for such renewal within five days 
of the re thereof by supervisor and assistant su and com- 
mence ea ten days from the gi of said notice. 

Seo. 151 (104). supervisor of registration . immediate] pescolaeg 
each election, revise the registration of electors, and mazk off the names 
such electors as have died, and such as have removed from one residen 
precinct, parish, ward, or county to another without notifying him 
ebtaining a certificate of transfer as hereinbefore provided. 

Sxo. 152. The clerks of the courts of general sessions eed commnemn plone te 
the several counties of the State shall, on or before the 15th day of ber, 
A. D. 1892, and biennially thereafter on or before the same day, make out 
and report to the supervisors of registration for their respective counties a 
complete list of all male persons convicted du the two preceding years, 
up to the Ist day of October aforesaid, of the following offenses, to wit: 


urder, burg larceny, . other infamous crime, or du 
quth seper’ tansk be coneubeniedl tg cas aaduilana ah tas cet wader a 


ht to a renewal of his cer- 


seal of his office, that the report is correct as appears from the rocory 
ies kale ho shall fail ty 
ny cler e court who or neglect to comply wi ® pr 
sions of this section shall forfeit and pay ue county e wae er avi 
office the sum of $50 for cach and every failure so to re ‘ — 
Sno. 153, Every trial justice in the State shall, on or before the 15t} 4 ~ 
October, A. D. 1892, and biennially thereafter on or before the same day ;,, ot 
out, under his hand and seal, and submit to the supervisor of registra‘; -— 
the county in which he holds his office, a certified fist of all male persons con, 
victed of petit larceny before him, or any of his predecessors wh ><. trial 
docket is in his possession, during the two p a 


years, or the peria, 
following his next preceding report. Any trial justice goinz out o¢ 
shall furnish such list ication’ y his ; thay 


u retirement and D that ne 
and any trial justice hereafter a Tinted shall furnis hoe nt time 


ih such list fr, ; 
time of his entry upon the duties of his office. list from the 

Any trial justice who shall fail or neglect to furnish such reports as }\ore; 
required shall forfeit and pay to the county in which he holds his ojj\co the 
sum of $10 for each and every such failure to report. 

Sno, 154. The reports provided for in the two preceding sections shall bo pa. 
ceived by the supervisor as prima facie proofs of the facts stated therein, and 
he shall immediately erase the names of all such persons from the registra. 
tion books in his county, and they shall not be allowed thereafter to rewis:, 


or vote in any elections in this State: , That if Beg gach person w al 


name is so furnished shall present to such supervisor, within sixty days a; ter 
the next following election, a pardon the governor, or, within such +) 
prove to the satisfaction of such supervisor that he was not convicted of ¢};4 
So the Weta seniuered volsewes cumeiebetr amd etentenie sy jcrcred 

© list o voters as com y ec asif the saz 
had not been stricken therefrom ’ the ame 
election the supervisor of registration 


Sec. 155 (105). At each and eve 
shall furnish the managers of e with one of the registration books for 
y of which the managers receiving ¢ 


recinct, for the care and custod the 
responsible and which as return to the supervisor of 


same shall be 
registration within three days after the close of election, and no elector shal] 


be allowed to vote whose name is not registered as provided in this chapter 

Sec. 156. The supervisor of registration is authorized and directed to ex: 
> the registration of such electors as may Samay, t him for that pur- 
pose from other precincts to the precincts now esta ed’by law whenever 
it shall appear to him that the 80 applying resides within a reasop- 
able distance of the same. 


Summarizing it, it provides that all electors of the State must 
be ,and no shall vote unless heretofore registered 
or registered as herein required. A supervisor of registration 
shall be appointed for each county, empowered to supervise regis- 
tration of electors, keep a record, and hold his office at the county 
seat. There shall also be appointed two assistant supervisors of 
registration to sit with the supervisor in the determination of all 
cases of contested registration or in which the supervisor shall 
refuse registration, and this board is authorized to sit for as many 
days, beginning on the second Tuesday in July, as may be neces- 
sary to hear and determinesuch contested cases. After every en- 
eral election the books shall be opened for registration of such 

rsons as shall thereafter become entitled to register on the first 
Konday in each month until the 1st day of July preceding a ¢on- 
eral election, when the books shall be closed until the general elec- 
tion shall be held. The supervisor shall determine as to the legal 
qualifications of all applicants, and if an applicant is rejected he 
can appeal from the action of the supervisor and his assistants to 
the circuit court. Any person not of age when the rezistration 
books are opened but becoming of age before election may appear 
before the supervisor and have his name entered on the books at 


any time. 

When a voter is allowed to register he obtains a certificate, 
which must be produced when offering to vote, but if he moves 
his residence in the same precinct or moves into another precinct 
he must havea transfer of his certificate, and if he loses his certiii- 
cate he must obtain another. The statute also authorizes the 
supervisor before election to revise the list, marking off tlie names 
of those who have died or mncamenye eee convicted of anerees, 
burg , larceny, perjury, or an. er infamous crime, >t duel- 
ing, a tit eens, withoes notice to the elector, and if 
stricken off unlawfully the elector must prove to the satisiaction 
of the supervisor that he was not convicted of the crime of which 
he is or that he has a pardon from the governor. So with 
the constitution and statutes of South Carolina before us we will 
proceed to determine by the authority cited whether or not the 
regulations provided as a ae oe to the exercises of 
the elective chise in South are reasonable. uniform, 
and impartial, and whether the same have for their purpose ()- 
rectly or indirectly to deny or abridge the constitutional rights of 
citizens of South Carolina to vote, or unnecessarily impede their 
exercise of the right to the elective franchise to such an extent as 
to affect the rights of the contestants to their respective seats. 

After giving the subject much ht, and fully appreciatng 
the bilities such an important step, and ©: ynsid- 

g carefully the claims of contestants that they are denied 

hts; considering alsothe situation of affairsin that Siate 

late civil war, sympathizing tly with the success 

Republican aspirants peo leon rights of the States 
and the plain duty of the Federal ¢, without the least in- 
tention or desire to impair the one or shirk the other, I am willing 
to goon record as saying that both branches of Congress have t be 
power to inquire into the constitutionality of the law of the State 
whenever the same affects the right of a in to a seat in Com 
gress, and should exercise that power in all proper cases, for by 


al§ 


me, 












of the United States all questions affecting the 
= —_ —, and qualifications of its own members are re- 
Seal to and must be determined by each House. 


6 elections, returns, and quali tions 
ee nse shall be the Jo Aes veicle I, section 5. a 
. I regret the almost entire absence of authority on so important | 
a point, but this will be a good opportunity to create authority, and 
I vould call attention to the case of Miller against Elliot, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session, H. R. Report 2502, part 2, where 
these same laws were involved and considered in Committee on 
Elections, the same contestee as in one of these cases, and I quote 
re oan - meen a tatutes nstitutional and 

visions tion s' a are unco! utionai anc 
void 6 an not be seriously questioned. f 

The honorable and distinguished gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
Crisp, was a member of the committee and signed the minority 
report, and that report impliedly sustains the conclusion arrived at 
by the majority of the committee as to the power of Congress in this 

as be shown by examining it. The contestant in that 
case was insisting that the law under which the election was held 
was unconstitutional. The majority report sustained the conten- 
tion of the contestant, The able gentlemen composing the minor- 
ity, always ready to defend the rights of the State, and jealous of 
the power of the National Government, did not in the minority 
report controvert the position of the majority or in any manner 
deny the po the House in this regard, but contented them- 
selves in answer to the majority by offering three reasons 
why the law was constitutional. 

First. That contestant had notin his notice of contest stated 
that he relied upon the unconstitutionality of the law as one of 
the grounds of contest, thereby defending the constitutionality of 
ae ow, and not denying the power of Congress, conceding the 

wer of Congress to pass upon the constitutionality of the law, 

insisting upon the presence of the question in the notice of 
contest. they were prepared to deny the power of Congress in 
this regard they would not have defended the constitutionality of 
the law, but would have in place thereof denied the power of Con- 
gress to pass w the question. 

Their second answer was, ‘‘ That there was no proof that the law 
was acted in the strict interpretation put upon it”; and 

Third. * the minority of the committee could not have 
been serious in reporting that the law was unconstitutional,” to 
say the least of it, a very serious way of answering a great consti- 
tutional question involving to so great an extent the rights, priv- 
Sennen liberties of American citizenship. The majority report 
was adopted without argument and without division. 

Among all of the able Democratic members of the Fifty-first 
Congress there was not one of them willing to put himself on rec- 
ord as den the power of Congress to inquire into the constitu- 
tionality of the laws of the State affecting the right of the claimant 
Congress. By their silence we have a right to 
i y is committed to the doctrine that 
mgress. Having arrived at the con- 

has the power to inquire into the constitu- 

tionality of these statutes, the next question is as to their constitu- 
tionality. Thecontestants favoring the unconstitutionality of the 
registration laws call attention to two cases which they insist 
clearly establish the unconstitutionality of these laws and as fuily 
sustaining them in their aot, and contend that these cases 
to have great weight in determining the question because 

same are the opinions of two t jurists, both familiar with 
South Carolina and the manner of enforcement and 
same, and for the further reason that both cases were 
actions brought to test the constitutionality of the laws in 


, circuit court of the United States 
Carolina, reported May 8, 1895, 67 Fed- 
page 818, by Nathan Goff, circuit judge. The 
vs. Ellerbee et al., supreme court of South Caro- 
y 6, 1895, 22 Southeastern Reporter, page 425, opinion by 
chief justice. The case in the United States court was 
brought on the equity side of the court, to prevent the defendant 
Green individually and as su 


pervisor of registration of Richland 
from delivering the books of registration to the 

election in the 

that 
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erent precincts in that county, on 
law was unconstitutional under which he 
defense was int , and an earnest 
the constitutionality of the law. Judge 
sustained the bill, ted the prayer for relief, and in an 
out the many defects in the law, and 

tion act invalid. 
the United States circuit court of aoe and 
ue the a a er 
court, the tion 
taken that the elector had mistalen his remedy in proceed. 
the equity side of the court. oe cone beongae Se the 
court of South Carolina was to restrain the defendants, 
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as fiscal officers, from paying the expenses incurred under the 
registration laws on the alleged ground that the same were un- 
constitutional. The two associate justices held that the court 
was not one of original jurisdiction for the determination of 
cases like this and dismissed the bill, but the chief justice deliv- 
ered a dissenting opinion, not only sustaining the original juris- 
diction of the court, thereby conceding the power of the court 
to determine the whole question, but held that the law was un- 
constitutional. Both of the opinions of these learned jurists are 
lengthy and discuss every question in the respective cases, leav- 
ing nothing of the law. Chief Justice McIver is a Democrat, an 
able jurist, and evidently an upright man, familiar with the laws 
of the State and manner and object of enforcement of the same, 
and thoroughly qualified to speak of it. His opinion ought to 
carry great weight, and can not be said to be in any sense parti- 
san. Both of these able jurists agree that the law in question 
falls under the condemnation of the test formulated by Judge 
Cooley, and the particular points made by these eminent jurists, 
briefly stated, are as follows: 
BY JUDGE GOFF. 

First. ee any certificate. 

Second. Closing of the registration books on the ist day of July 
preceding a general election when held in November following. 

Third. That an elector qualified and entitled to register in May 
and June, 1882, and failing to register by reason of inadvertence, 
sickness, absence, or other cause when the books were open for 
that year, hag been disqualified as a voter ever since July 1, 1882, 
because the only ones going on the books since that time being 
those coming of age since July 1, 1882. 

Chief Justice McIver in his opinion nowhere refers to the opinion 
of Judge Goff, but fully sustains Judge Goff in conclusions 2 and 
3, as I have condensed and numbered them; and while holding 
that to require a voter to obtain a certificate is not unconstitu- 
tional, yet to compel an elector to get a new certificate in case of 
loss or transfer, or in case of a removal from one place to another 
in the same precinct or from one precinct to another, as a prere- 
quisite to voting after registration and once having obtained a 
certificate, is well calculated to impede and obstruct the exercise 
of the right of suffrage; and from the language implied by the 
learned jurist we infer that on this point he regards the law uncon- 
stitutional. 

Wenow have the opinion of two competent to judge, after care- 
ful consideration of the question, that the registration law of South 
Carolina is unconstitutional. Certainly no one in South Carolina 
will question the opinion of Chief Justice Mciver, his ability, his 
integrity, or the fact that he is a Democrat and has always beena 
Democrat. I differ from both opinions in their reasoning, and in- 
asmuch as no injustice be done these learned gentlemen, I submit 
the opinions of both: 

(Oar ot Judge Goff in the case of Mills vs. Green, in the circuit court of 
the United States for the district of South Carolina, decided May 8, 1895, 
and reported in full in 67 Fed. Rep., 818, and in the News and Courier, 
Charieston, 5S. C., May 9, 1895. ] 
JUDGE GOFF'S REGISTRATION DECISION. 


In the circuit court of the United States for the district of South Carolina— 
Lawrence P. Mills vs. W. Briggs Green—In equity. 

On the 20th day of April last, on consideration of the bill in this cause, I 
passed an order that the defendant, W. Briggs Green, individually and as 
supervisor of registration for Richland County, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, be enjoined and restrained until the further order of this court from 
the commission of the acts complained of in complainant's bill, and I directed 
that said defendant show cause before me, if any he could, at Columbia, 8. C., 
on Thursday, May 2, instant, why such order should not be continued, or 
some order of like purport and effect be then granted, enjoining and re- 
straining him, both individually and as such supervisor of registration, from 
the commission of said acts until the final hearing and determination of thig 









cause. 

The plaintiff, a citizen of the State of South Carolina and of the United 
States, brings this suit inst W. Briggs Green, a citizen of said State and 
of the United States. e plaintiff exhibits his bill in hisown behalf and 
for all others, citizens of the county of Richland, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, circumstanced like him, who are too numerous to be named and made 
parties hereto. It is set forth in the bill that the plaintiff was 26 years of 
age on the4th day of February, 1895; that he is aresidentof Ward 4, precinct 
ot Columbia, in said count and State; that he is a male citizen of the United 
States; that he has resided in the State of South Carolina for more than one 

ear preceding the last general election in that State, and in the county of 

ichland for more than sixty days prior to said election; that be is an elector 
of the State of South Carolina, possessing all the qualifications of an elector 
of the most numerous brauch of the State legislature, and is subject to 
none of the disqualifications set forth in the constitution of that State, and 
that he is under*the Constitution and laws of the United States duly quali- 
fied to vote at all Federal and State elections held in said ward, county, 
and State. 

It is set forth in the bill that section 90 of the general statutes of South 
Carolina, 1882, provides as follows: ‘‘All electors of the State shall be regis- 
tered as hereinafter provided, and no person shall be allowed to vote at any 
election hereafter to be held unless registered as hereinafter required; that 
by section 94 of said statute it is provided: When the said registration (in 
certain books to be provided for and made in the manner provided for in sec- 
tion 93) shall have been completed, the books shall be closed and not opened 
for registration, except for t par poese and as hereinafter mentioned, until 
after the next general election for State officers. After the said next general 
election the books shall be opened for registration of such persons as shall 
thereafter become entitled to register on the first Monday in each month to 
and until the first Monday in July, inclusive, preceding the following general 
election, upon which last-named day the same shall be closed and not reopened 
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for registration until after the said general election, and that thereafter the 
suid books shall be genes for the registration of such electors on the days 
above mentioned until the Ist day of uly preceding a general election, when 
the seme shall be closed as aforesaid un he ad gyn we me election shall have 
taken place’; that in section 137 of said re statutes it is provided: 
“After every general election the istration books shall be opened for reg- 
istration of such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to register on 
the first Monday in each month until the Ist day of July, preceding a general 
election, when the same shall be closed until such election ve taken 
place"; that section 97 provides: “Any person coming of . i 
qualified as an elector, may appear before the supervisor o 

on any day on which the books are opened, as af. , and take oath as 
to his and qualifications as hereinbefore provided, and if the supervi- 
sor find him qualified he shal! enter his name u the registration book of 
the precinct wherein he resides.” It is also alleged that said registration 
laws provide that the supervisors of registration in the several counties shall 
issue to the voter when registered, a certificate of registration, and that said 
voter shali present the same at the polls to the managers of the election, and 
that no one shall be allowed to vote at any election to be held in said State 
unless his certificate of registration is exhibited when he offers to vote, and 
that it is required by law that in case a voter shall remove from one 
county to another in said State, or from one ct to another in the same 
county, or from one residence to another in the same proctact, that he shall 
obtain a transfer and a renewal certificate, and that should a voter lose his 
certificate he must obtain a renewal thereof upon furnishing evidence satis- 
factory to the registrar of the qouney wherein he resides, that his certificate 
has been mislaid or lost, and that the same has not been willfully or inten- 
tionally disposed of. The bill also alleges that by the provisions and require- 
ments of said enactments, the voter failing for any reason to comply with 
any of the provisions of the same, is denied the right of suffrage, both in 
Fedoral State elections. Complainant claims t the provisions of the 
said enactments fixing the time for registration and the closing of the books 
for that purpose on the Ist day of July preceding every election, and the 
many uirements and conditions set out in the various sections of said reg- 
istration law were intended, and that they in effect do abridge, impede, and 
destroy the suffrage of the citizens, both of the State and of the United States. 

It is also ave: that on the 24th day of December, 1804, an act was 
by the general assembly of South Carolina entitled “ An act to provide for 
calling a constitutional convention, to provide the number and qualifications 
of members of the convention, their compensation, etc., and to provide for 
the election of the same, and to define and prescribe the qualifications of the 
electors and the manner of the election and of declaring the result.” That 
by section 4 of said act it is declared who shall be entitled to vote for dele- 
gates to said constitutional convention, and that in addition to the qualifica- 
tions prescribed for electors by the constitution of the State of South Caro- 
lina is provided a further one, viz: “That the elector be duly registered, as 
now required by law, or who, having been entitled to r asa voter at 
the time of the general registration of electors in the State, which took place 
in the year 1882, or at any time pomecgnene thereto, failed to ster at such 
time, or who has become a citizen of this State and who 1 register as 
hereinafter provided in such cases.” 

Other provisions of the laws and of the constitution of the State of South 
Carolina are set forth, but I do not deem it necessary to now recite them. 

The bill charges that W. Briggs Green has been appointed to the office of 
supervisor of registration for Richland County in pursuance of said registra- 
tion laws; that he is now exercising the duties prescribed by the same, and 
that he intends to continue so to act, and that he intends to furrish to the 
several boards of managers for the precinct in which plaintiff resides in said 
county, who hold the election of delegates to said constitutional convention, 
os od writings purporting to be the books for use at 
such prec ; 

The complainant says that he failed to ter at the stration made 
after the general election in 1888, and ae he ten days in March, 1895, pro- 
vided for in the act of 1804, because although he made repeated and persist- 
ent efforts to become registered he found h if unable to comply with the 
unreasonable, unnecessary, and burdensome rules, regulations, and restric- 
tions a by said unconstitutional tion laws as conditions prece- 
dent to his right to ter, and that he never been allowed to vote at 
any Federal or State election of the State of South Carolina; that he is desir- 
ous of voting for delegates to the said constitutional convention, and that the 
Re ser writing purporting to be books of registration now in the hands of the 

slendant do not and not contain his name as a registered voter,for the 
reason before stated; that he and others like circumstanced with him will 
not be permitted to vote at said special election by the managers thereof 
unless their names be found upon the books of registration and they re 
duce the registration certificate mentioned; and that if the defendant be 
permitted to continue the aforesaid illegal, partial, and void — ration, 
and be allowed to turn over to the managers of such election for the county 
of Richland the books of registration for said county, he, the re. 
be deprived of his right to vote at said election and grievous and irre: ble 
wrong will be done and damage him, which can only be prevented by the 
interposition of this court by way of restraining the defendant from the per- 
formance of said before-mentioned acts. 

The defendant, in his return to the rule to show cause, insists that as super- 
visor of pene for Richland County he is not_ answerable to the juris- 


diction of court, and that the matters, facts, and and com- 
lained of in the bill are matters relat gto the Political duties of is ofc; 
which is pro- 


hat this is in effect a suit against the State of a: 
hibited by the eleventh amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
also that the bill presents no question under the Constitution or laws 
of the United Sta and that this court g 
the bill presents no case for ity ju 
and adequate remedy at law; 
verified; he denies that the 
effect do abridge, im destroy the 
State and of the United States, and he claims that they 
constitutional, and submits their construc’ 
other matters set up in the return not now be recited, bu 
sidered in substance as se arising are ot 
ware aeaee re t a cabelien cal State of South Carolina, 

su neifect a ng 
that it should not be entertained because prohibited by the eleventh amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. It is not my intention at this 


time to consider tel cited counsel in argument 
r eneeaiion. ci lesa Tonentie es 


bearing on this + . After a 

it is the duty of the circuit court of the United torestrain a State 
cer from executing an unconstitutional statute of the State when the execu- 
tion of it by him would violate or abridge the 

ties of the complainant that are granted 

States, So far as this question is 

restrained be the supervisor of 

troller-general, the treasurer, the at’ 

not have in this countr 

vate citizens, who are a 


The Constitution of the United States is the er, of 
con 


thing in the constitution or laws of any of the Sta’ 


bas no 


standing. The mandate of the nation’s Constitution is addressed to 
officers of the United eaten ge well as toall the officersof all the States the 
judges of the Federal, as well as of the State t i r 
clares that the seen Se every State shall 

the Supreme Court in Dodge vs, Woolsey (18 How., 331): 

acy more complete, — and that 

from its operation, that its force upon the States and the mem. 
bers should be w it is that the Senators anq 
Representatives before mentioned, and the members of the several St.;.. |... 
islatures, and all executive and judicial seeeee, Sot 28 the United States 
and of the several States, shall be bound by or affirmation to support 
this Constitution.” It would be a strange admission, a startling de i,j), 
that the courts of the United States can not open their doors to the citizang 
of the United States who all that they ane Se Se unconstitutional laws 
of a State rived of their privileges or immu as citizens of the United 
States and denied the equal pro’ of the laws within the jurisdiction 
such State. Iam not aware that court of the United States has eyer oo 
held. I trust I will never be ad of such a decision, and Iam sure, as | 


now seo the law and my duty, that I will not so rule, not establish suc) a 


preced 
The case of In re Ayres (123 U.8., relied on by defendant's counse), does 
not in my j t sustain the taken by them. In that caso the 
w the circuit court was denied not because the officers of tho 
tate were sued, but because the court found that the act of the legislatura 
complained of did not violate any contract, and because the bill did not 
allege any ground of equitable relief against the individual defendants for 
any personal wrong committed or threatened by them, because it did not 
charge Eomaet them in their individual character an 
ened w aainor 
the 


. 2 NO escape 


hing done or threat- 
lation of personal or 
were parties. In these 
case now before 


ne, 


is not intended in any way 
ustifies suits against indi, id onl do. 


nee of unconstitutional legis!a; 
personal and wrongs, nor to {: 
in their official capactty either to arrest or direct their 
us, where such suits are authorized 
omitted is purely ministerial, in the per- 
plaintiff has a interest.” 

held that a circuit court 
a State officer from 
or a statute of the 
when such execution will violate the rights of the comp|ainant: 
does not make the State a party, although 
and she may stand behind him as the real 
Gray against Davis, the governor 
of the land office of that 


(40 U. S., 1), in which the 
subject, Mr. Justice Lamar, 
‘or the doctrine of Osborne vs. The 
of the United States, nited States will 
restrain a State officer from executing an unconstitutional statute of the 
State, when to execute it would violate its and privileges of the complain- 
ant which had been by the , and would work irre- 
and him, has never been from. 4n the 
have been and enforced ina 
y in those we have referred to as belong- 
class of cases above mentioned.” In reference to the case 
7 eaaeiee ae ae the suit is 
as represen © State's : 
to the pre ee. ie reel party 
com: specifically per- 
eave Jamel WU S., 
ham vs. Macon and Bruns- 
ii? U. 8., &2.) The other 
ts who, claiming to act as 
statute, commit 
of the plaintiff acquired 
hether brought to recover 
unlawfully taken by them 
eee n a proper case 
to prevent such 
case - enforce upon the 
purely ministerial, is not, 
eotien against the State. 
788; Davis vs. Gray, 16 
Litchfield vs. Webster County, 
114 U. S., 311: Board of 
Greenhow, 114 U.8.,270.") 
reaso: of the court 
present his bill to this 
because of the provisions of 
particularly the fourteenth and 
of this point, and of 
the State of South Carolina, 
laws of South Caro- 
of Sonth Caro- 
United States, his 
so affected thereby as to entitle 
t we now consider. The consti- 


and open, and every inhabitant 


vided for in this con- 
be elected to fill public 


States of the age of 21 

named in this con- 

former condition, who shall 
of this constitution, of 

in the county in which 
election, shall be entitled to 
elected by the people, 

any election: Provided, 

who is now or hereafter 

the United States until 
Congress of the United States: 
any almshouse or asylum, oF 
prison, shall be allowed to vote 


general assembly to provide, 
at any election shall be 


where the ——* 

wrt and or 

decorate pevtoeresece 
of the United 
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. hich now is, or hereafter shall be, elective by the ple 
cligible tomy whore he shall have resided sixty days previous to such elec- 
- . as oO provided 
laws of the Cait States." 
ART. ° 

ae e citizens of this State of the right of suffrage, except for 
deprive any robbery, or dueling, whereof the person shall have been 


duly Fon Lend ee L of the Constitution of the United States is as follows: 
“tbe House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 


second year bY le of the several States, and the electors in each + .ate 


shall have the q cation requisite for electors of the most numerous 
te . 
branch ticle X (amendment), isin these words: ‘All persons born or 


nited States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are 
naturalized in ited States and of the State wherein they reside. NoState 
hail make or enforce any law which shall —— the privileges or immu- 
nities of the citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any 


iberty, or rty without due process of law, nor deny to 

ts ariedistion the equal protection of the laws.” 
Jonstitution reads: 

Section 1. “The 


; abrid the United States or by any State on account of race, 
or se condition of servitude. 

“spe. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
nares has given to the circuit courts of the United States jurisdic- 
tion of all suits to enforce the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
noe —- that a citizen of South Carolina is a citizen of the United 
States in that State. Therights petvmepes, and immunities belong- 
ing to him asa free citizen are his as a citizen of the United States, and do 
of. ate ‘can descent, is a citizen of the United States and of the State of South 


By the fourteenth amendment he has been made a citizen of the United 
States, and b fifteenth amendment he is a voter in the State in which 
he resides. Previous to the adoption of these amendments the race to which 
he belongs had no rights that the white men of this country were bound to 

and it was not ble for anyone belonging to it to be a citizen of 

In the Slaughter House Cases (16 Wall.,68) the Supreme 

referring to the time immediately preceding and 
follo the adoption amendments, said: 

Lene ctitation of African slavery, as it existed in about half the States 
of the Union, and the contests pervading the public mind for many years 
between those who its curtailment and ultimate extinction and those 
who desired safeguards for its security and perpetuation cul- 
minated in the effort on_ the Les of most of the States in which slavery 
existed to from the Federal Government and to resist itsauthority. 

“This tuted the war of the rebellion, and whatever auxiliary causes 
may have contributed to b about this war, undoubtedly the overshadow- 


d efficient cause was ican slavery. 
ing an social relation, perished. It per- 


“Tn that le, slavery, as a le 
as of the bitterness and force of the conflict. When the 
found themselves upon the soil of slavery they could do 
free the poor victims whose enforced servitude was the 
of the quarrel, and when hard pressed in the contest these men— 
proved themselves men in that terrible crisis—offered their services 
and were ae by thousands to aid in suppressing the unlawful rebellion. 
Slavery was at an end wherever the Federal Government succeeded in that 
. The proclamation of President Lincoln expressed an accomplished 
Fact as toa large portion of the peetepectionary districts when he declared 
n 


sla’ abolished in themall. But, the war being over, those who had suc- 

eooted | in the authority of the Federal Government were not 

content to this great act of emancipation to rest on the actual results 

¢ the con’ or the tion of the Executive, both of which might 
ve 


been questioned in after times, and they determined to Se this main 

and most valuable result in the Constitution of the restored Union as one of 
its fundamental Hence the t nth article of amendment to that 
instrument. Its two short sections seem hardly to admit of construction, so 
is their expression and so appropriate to the purpose we have 


“*1. Neither sla nor invuluntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime, whereof party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 


“a have power to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 


lation.” * 
anne restoring to their proper relation with the Federal Gov- 
and with > other States oe wateh “~ = — > Sy ee ee 
undertaken under the proclama‘ of President Johnson in an ore 
the the fact that, notwithstanding the 
formal , the condition 
the deral Govern- 
mong the first acts of legislation 
States in the legislative bodies which claimed to 
normal relations with the Federal Government were laws which 
colored race onerous disabilities and burdens, and cur- 
in the pursuit of life, peerts. and gergeety to such an 
was of little value, while they ost the pro- 
received from their former owners from motives 


forbidden to appear in the towns in any other 

‘They were required to reside on and cuiti- 
right to purchase or own it. They were excluded 
gain, ond were not permitted to give testimony in 
the courts in any case wherea white man wasa party. It was said that their 
lives wore at eee 4 See men. either because the laws for their protec- 


ol 






amendment, ona nioclina’ to treat as 


in the Government of the Union the States 
ratified that article by a formal 


more the provisions of this 
pe seyer sety? les complete and dis- 
at ey : nd dis 








nd upon his citizenship of that State. The plaintiff, Mills, a citizen | 
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in this constitution or the Constitution and | 


8. “The general assembly shall never pass any I-w that will | 
was urged that a race of men distinctively marked as was the negro, living 
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that, notwithstanding the restraints of those articles on the States and the 
laws passed under the additional powers granted to Congress, they were 
inadequate for the protection of life, liberty, and property, without which 
freedom to the slaves was no boon. They were in all those States denied the 
right of suffrage. The laws were administered by the white manalone. It 





in the midst of another and dominant rate, could never be fully secured in 
their person and their property without the right of suffrage 

Hence the fifteenth amendment, which declares that “the right of a citi- 
zen of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by any State 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude."’ The negro 
having by the fourteenth amendment been declared to be a citizen of the 
United States, is thus made a voter in every State of the Union 

We repeat, then, in the light of this recapitulation of events, almost too 
recent to be called history, but which are familiar to us all, and on the most 
casual examination of the language of these amendments, no one can fail to 
be impressed with the one pervading purpose found in them all, lying at the 
foundation of each, and without which none of them would have been even 
suggested. We mean the freedom of the slave race, the security and firm 
establishment of that freedom, and the protection of the newly made free- 
man and citizen from the oppressions of those who had formerly exercised 
unlimited dominion over him. It is true that only the fifteenth amendment 
in terms mentions the negro by speaking of his color and his slavery. But 
it is just as true that each of the other articles was addressed to the griey- 
ances of that race and designed to remedy them as the fifteenth. 

We do not say that no one else but the negrocan share in this protection. 
Both the language and spirit of these articles are to have their fair and just 
weight in any question of construction. Undoubtedly while negro slavery 
alone was in the mind of the Congress which proposed the thirteenth article, it 
forbids any other kind of slavery now or hereafter. If Mexican peonage or 
the Chinese cooly-labor system shall develop slavery of the Mexican or Chi- 
nese race within our territory, this amendment may safely be trusted to 
make it void. And so if other rights are assailed by the States which prop- 


| erly and necessarily fall within the protection of these articles, that protec- 
| tion will apply, though the party interested may not be of African descent. 


But what we do say, and what we wish to be understood, is that in any fair 
and just construction of any section or phase of these amendments it is nec- 
essary to look to the purpose which we have said was the pervading spirit of 
them all, the evil which they were designed to remedy and the process of 
continued addition to the Constitution, until that purpose was supposed to 
be accomplished as far as constitutional law can accomplish it. 

The first section of the fourteenth article, to which our attention is more 
especially invited, opens with a definition of citizenship—not only citizenship 
of the United States, but citizenship of the States. No such definition was 
pone found in the Constitution, nor had any attempt been made to de- 

ne it by act of Congress. It had been the occasion of much discussion in 
the courts, by the Executive Departments, and in the public journals. It 

been said by eminent judges that no man wasa citizen of the United 
States except as he was a citizen of one of the States composing the Union. 
Those, therefore, who had been born and resided always in the District of 
Columbia or in the Territories, though within the United States, were not 
citizens. Whether this proposition was sound or not had never been judi- 
cially decided. But it had been held by this court, in the celebrated Dred 
Scott case (19 How., 393), —_ a few years before the outbreak of the civil 
war, that a man of African descent, whether a slave or not, was not and 
could not be a citizen of a State or of the United States. This decision, while 
it met the condemnation of some of the ablest statesmen and constitutional 
lawyers of the country, had never been overruled; and if it was to be ac- 
cepted as a constitutional limitation of the right of eee. then all the 
negro race who had recently been made freemen were still not only not 
citizens, but were incapable of becoming so by anything short of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

To remove this difficulty ae and to establish a clear and compre- 
hensive definition of citizenship which would declare what should constitute 
citizenship of the United States and also citizenship of a State the first clause 
of the first section was framed: 

“All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside.” 

e first observation we have to make on this clause is that it puts at rest 
both the questions which we stated to have been the subject of differences of 


opinion. It declares that persons may be citizens of the United States with- 
out regard to their citizenship of a particular State, and it overturns the Dred 


Scott decision by making all persons born within the United States and sub- 
ject to its jurisdiction citizens of the United States. That its main purpose 
was to establish the citizenship of the negro can admit of no doubt. The 
phrase “subject to its jurisdiction” was intended to exclude from its opera- 
tion children of ministers, consuls, and citizens or subjects of foreign states 
born within the United States. 

While it is true that the Supreme Court has held that the fourteenth amend- 
ment did not add to the privileges and immunities of a citizen and that no 
new voters were necessarily made by it, it is equally true that it in effect 
held that it increased the number of citizens entitled to suffrage under the 
constitutions and laws of the States. It also held that in the light of the his- 
tory of the late amendments there was no —oe in giving a proper mean- 
ing to their provisions, and that the existence of laws in those States where 
the emancipated negroes resided which grossly discriminated against them 
as a class was the end to be remedied by them, and that by them such laws 
are forbidden. It alsofully determined that a citizen of a State is now sim- 
ply a citizen of the United States residing in that State; that his rights as 
such are those that belong to him asa citizen of the United States, and that 
they are not dependent upon his citizenship of any State, do not depend upon 
its legislation, and can not be destroyed by its power. AsI understand the 
decision of the Supreme Court, they sustain the claim of this plaintiff 
that the courts of the United States are open for the relief of citizens of the 
United States whose privileges have been abridged by the State in which he 
resides. Certainly they should be, and I wil) surely so hold until advised by 
that court that lam inerror. From these same decisions I find that while 
the right of suffrage is not a necessary attribute of Federal citizenship, it 
surely is such an attribute as is exempt from discrimination in the exercise 
of that right on account of race and previous condition, and that while the 
right to vote in the States comes from the State, the right of exemption from 
the prohibited discrimination comes from the United States. 

While as arule the rights of a citizen of a State are such as all citizens of 
the United States enjoy, yet this plaintiff has also certain rights under the 
constitution of South Carolina by virtue of the act of Congress of June 25. 
1868, which was accepted and acted upon by that State, in which it is provided 
that the constitution of said State shall never be so changed as to deprive 
any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to vote in 
said State who are entitled to vote by the constitution of the same, recog- 
nized in said act, except as a punishment for crime. The constitution there 
referred to is one from which I have before quoted, the present organic law 
of that State. 

Do they 


Are the registration laws of South Carolina constitutional? 
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prevent the plaintiff and those situated like him from exercising the rights 
conferred upon and guaranteed to him’ A registration law is not per se un- 
constitutional, but is the one referred to in the bill such as should upheld 
by the courts’ Does the State of South Carolina by this legislation deprive 

e plaintiff of any of the privileges to which he is entitled by the Constitution 
of the United States and of that State? Does it deprive him of his ae by 
taking from him a right by which he can preserve that liberty? Doesit deny 
him the equal protection of her laws by enacting a system of registration 
which does not protect but destroys his rights’ it does disfranchise him, 
are not his liberty and his property taken from him? If it does prevent him 
from voting (it is shown that he is ae for delegates to the consti- 
tutional convention mentioned in the . which og = A so change the organic 
law of the State as to affect his life, his property, his liberty, his franchise, 
does it not do him a grievous wrong, and by what authority? As pertinent 
to this I quote the words of Mr. Justice Swayne in the Slaughterhouse Cases: 
“Life, liberty, and property are forbidden to be taken without due process 
of law, and equa! protection of the laws is guaranteed toall. Life is the gift 
of God, and the right to preserve it is the most sacred of the rights of man. 
Liberty is freedom from all restraints, but such as are justly imposed by law. 
Beyond that line lies the domain of ———- and tyranny. Property is 
everywhere that which has an exchangeable value, and the right of ge 
includes the power to dispose of it according to the will of the owner. bor 
is property, and as such merits protection. The right to make it available is 
next in importance to the rights of lifeand liberty. It lies toa large extent at 
the foundation of most other forms of property, and of all solid individual 
and national property. ‘Due process of law’ is the a of the law as 
it exists in the fair and regular course of administrative procedure. ‘The 

ual protection of the ae eee ae upon a footing of legal equality and 

ves the same protection to all for the preservation of life, li y, and prop- 
on, and the pursuit of mess."’ (16 Wall., 127.) 

It is not my intention at this time to state in detail the 
effect of section of said tration law, but simply the result that I 
reach after a careful scrutiny of them all, aided as I have been by the ex- 
haustive analysis of the same made by counsel. I find no warrant in the 
constitution for the certificate required by the registration law to be issued 
ean Sted “Thi i oo aan sion wail i aieaie tes tering on the 

rejected. is is not ration w y en on t 
books or lists of votersof the namesof those qualifien under the constitution 
to vote, but it is an additional requirement to those mentioned in the organic 
law, not intended, I am constrained to believe, to facilitate the full, free, and 
legal expression of those entitled to exercise right of su . Such re- 
quirement is unreasonable, burdensome, and harassing, and clearly it im- 
Pedes and abridges the right of the constitutional voters of the State to cast 

heir ballots. © additional requirement that the voter moving from one 
place to another in the same precinct must surrender his old and secure a 
new certificate is without reason and vexatious, while the mode prescribed 
for secu a renewal thereof in case of loss is so cum e and peculiarly 
neat = ah . a likely fulfills its object in deterring the ordinary voter from 
making the effo 

The registration of voters closes on the Ist day of July preceding a gen- 
eral e! on, which is held in November following. What possible reason is 
there for this unreasonable course? During the four months preceding an 
election—the period voters at devote to the examination of questions 
then to be determined and to the ‘ing of their names on the voting lists 
when such liste are required—it is utterly impossible for — duly qualified 
voter to have his name and necessarily results in depriving many 
of them of the right of suff. The onl See Semen te reuters 

are becoming of 


uirements and 


= the oe De ed the erik satisfactory Th tite. 
uring . y. ° e cons - 
tion says that the citizen who shal! have been a resident of the State for one 
rand of the county in which he offers to vote for sixty — next preced- 
any election shall be entitled to vote at such election, yet he is pro- 
hibited by this requirement from so doing. He has completed his one year's 
residence after the lst day of July, but hecan not register because the 
are closed, and he can not vote his name is not w the books, and 
there is no provision by which he can prove to the officers at the 
polls that he is aq ed and | voter. This entire provision is most 
pocaker. without a precedent, without defense even from the advocates 
© law. 
oe the books should be closed for months before the election and kept 
open for months after it is over, to the uninformed would be strange, 
and yet in the light of the recent history of this State and discussion of 
this cause is ly understood. such requirements are not only un- 
reasonable but unconstitutional is shown by the follo cases: vs. 
Powell, 209 American Law r, 830; White vs. ioners of Mult- 
144 Mass., 497; State vs. 


nomah Conny, B m, ah Kinneen vs. We! 
will 5 Wis., 308; Quin ws. State, 35 Ind., 485; McCafferty vs. Guyer, 59 
Pa., 109; Green ve. Shumway, 30 N. 7 418; Munroe vs. Collins, 17 Ohno, 686, 
ie vs, Canaday, 73 N. C., 198; vs. Const. Lim., 753; Attorney-Gen- 


Coole 
vs. = it, 44 N. W. Rep., 388. 
A careful examination of the tion enactment of the State of South 
of me to the conch 


to suffer by the stronger? How difficult for them to thus write out th.) 
of their lives and have all the pages thereof attested by two tha oe 
ble in the estimation of the registrar who is to judge the 
~~ —~ a at inte still remenee several days - J wel ion—du) 
whic: ntiff may apply for not, in the lich: .: 
allegations of the bil proofs ered,and admissions made pre ny 
from asking for nor the court from granting the relief prayed for. 

l was asked, in case any portion of the said re; ration laws s) 
found invalid, to eliminate the part so found and decree that the r.; 
section should stand. I have not been able to make the separation, {.) 
it all so interwoven as to render it impracticable, so far as resu\{.. 
cerned, and I can not winnow when there is no grain in behalf of ; 
treated. All interested in the welfare of their country and desirous |; 
its laws enforced should protest in order that public sentiment «) 
longer be dormant, but may me activity rouse the community ( 
long suffered by such outrages to a realization of their cause, and t< ; 
ciation of the beneficial results to be secured by the abolishment «; ; 

em. 


tem that has caused them. 

If we may jadge of what the intention of the legislature was }y +) 
table result of its enactment, as we are assured we can (Soon Hine ; 
ley, 113 U. 8,, 703; Minnesota vs. Barber, 136 U. S., 313), then the on 
that controlled the minds of those who formulated the enactment | }; 
considering was how best to abridge and destroy the greatest num}; |: 
of the citizens of African descent, while at the same time interferiy. \, 
few as possible of the votes of the white race. The fact is that wit) 
that was as frank as it was amazing this was vifually admitted (1 
ag of thiscase. It isevident that the effect of this registra: . 
is a impede the exercise of the right of suffrage by t) 
voters of the State of South Carolina. It to a great extent defeats ¢! 
stitutional right to vote, and it seems to be its leading, I must be pur), 
to say its only object, the effort be: to so te as to apparently res) 
constitutional requirements, but at the same stab tothe death the ri, 
and immunities guaranteed by 

as I do that the tion laws of South Carolina aro wu» 

tutional, and that their enforcement will Saperee the plaintiff, a « 
the United States, of the rights of a citizen of the same, I conclude ¢! 

court has jurisdiction case, the same is not a pr 
the State of South Carolina, prohibited by the eleventh aim) 

to the Constitution of the United States. I find that the bill docs ;) 
question —ee Se Constitution and laws of the United sit.: 

a 


sufficiently verified and 


th 5 tan 8 itis 
the duty of the circuit court of the United States for the district of Sout; 
Carolina to en this 


complaint—an instance in w 


inclination. 
I have noticed during the 
court as af 


duty ming with 


pee eeeeann es Cpesttion to regard this 
jurisdiction. muc my surprise and regret. This is as 
the State of South Carolina as is the circuit or supreme court 
Carolina assisted i ne Constitu- 

nized a 

no 
itizens can be, and it hopes to 
jurist of that State 
nited States is it 

States, convening i 1 
ws of the nation and of that State, should be 
extreme and as strange as is 

as enter its ee as ‘ 

‘or by complainant, restraining and onjoin- 
arene seaeevation froan the per: 
and complained o' nthe bill 

NATHAN GOFF 
United States Circuit Judge. 


nion of McIver, ©. J., of the supreme court of South Carolina, in t!ie case 
Matthew C. Butler vs. William H. Ellerbe and another, as fisea! officers 
of the State. 2258. C. Rep., 425, 437. Rendered July 6, 1895.) 


eeven, ©. Of eee ). This is an action. instituted in the original 

i = aust, for - the defendants 
— officers of the State government, from applying the public funds in the 
_ eerie eka te the lecuineene jt ——s* laimed 
~ y egislature. particular appr: priations 
claimed to be are those made in the priation act of Zid Le- 
ber, for pay of oa an visors of of electi on, = — bn : py f 
managers, and messengers ions, for the fiscal year 
lst November, 1893, and the of the complaint is that the 
be and his successors in as comptrolier-genera! of the 
ly enjoined from drawing any warrant 
of any of the said appropriations, 
im office as treasurer of the said 

of the said warrants. _ 
is that the istration law, 
is unconstitutional, 
funds in pursuance of any of 

’ ld pepe 
it is styled, sho 
it necessary to 

nature and scope 0 
except to say that 
resident taxpayer of 
all the qualifications and 
in the constitution and 


null, 
of 


effi 
t 


E 
: 


tions, too numer 

tizens and resident tax- 
qualifications as him- 
those imposed by the acts 
to have been enacted 


is to test the constitution 

ing to the 

first to dispose of 

ral. The first of 

axtion as this can not be 

on behalf of him- 

oy that no one 

legislature by 

ht ents of per- 
ttorney-gene 

questioned on the 


eke 
i 








e 





1896. 


” of this action is to prevent the applicati 
a oar at taser 


tate arising from taxation, which 
of the a eperhene at iatasest, deen tlegal purpose, it would seem clear 
orer there is ne foundation for the objection. 


deem it necessary to uss the question, for we think it 
4 we do Memined by express adjudication in this State in at least two 
bee Mauldin vs. City Council, 33 5. C.,1,11 8. E.,434; and McCullough vs. 


? supported by numerous authorities elsewhere. (1 
Brow? (8, CIB _ 260; Cooley, Taxation, 764; 2 Dill. Mun. Corp.. 
Pom <> fees claed in note; Crampton vs. Zabriskie, 101 U. 8., at page 
sect aera Mr. Justice Field used this language: “Of the right of resident 
on, w ‘ers to invoke the interposition of a court of equity to prevent an ille- 
eerie sosition of the moneys of the county * * * there is at this day no 
gal « ash c jon.) While it is true that the case of McCullough vs. Brown, 
oe has been overruled in so far as it held the dispensary law unconstitu 
rena by the subsequent case of State vs. City Council of Aiken (8S. C. ), 20 
Se ol yet that case does not affect the point for which the case of MeCul 
Jongh ws. Brown is now cited, for that : 
ikon case, and it is there stated that the case of McCullough vs. Brown, and 
. decided upon its authority, “are overruled in so far as they are antag- 
ones to the principles which this case is decided.” (Italics ours.) 
"The next objection is that the plaintiff herein is estopped from 
iling the consti ity of the registration law by reason of the fact 
that he has for many years been in the enjoyment of the emoluments and 
* ponors of an office to which he has been chosen by elections held under the 
visions of the tion law. How this can affect the right of the 
Jaintiff as a taxpayer to institute an action to prevent the application of the 
Pp blic funds in from taxation, in which he as well as any other taxpayer 
interested, toan ill rpose, it is impossible to conceive. The question 
here is not as to the v ty of any election held under the registration law, 


record presents no such facts, and no proper parties for the consider. 
ea any such question. The sole question here is whether the fiscal 
officers of the State government shall be restrained from applying the public 
funds to an purpose; and that question turns entirely upon the result 


illegal 0 

uiry whether the registration law, in pursuance of which such 

= ation is threatened to be made, violates the constitution of the State. 

t does, then, of course, it is null and void, and any appropriation of the 

public funds in pursuance of the provisions would be il ] and should be 
restrained. We see no ground whatever for the estoppel claimed. 

Coming, then, to the main question in the case, we find that the question 
of the constita ofa statute requiring the stration of voters has 
been very frequentl the courts of the several States, and it seems to 
be settled that, even in States whose constitutionsare silent upon the subject, 
a statute requiring a registration of voters is not per se unconstitutional, as 
such a statute is regarded as a mere regulation of the constitutional right to 
vote, and is to furnish evidence of the fact that the voter is pos- 
sessed of the tions fixed by the constitution. But it seems to be as 
well settled that where the purport and effect of a registration law is to add 
to or to take away any of the qualifications prescribed by the constitution, 
or where its effect is to obstruct, subvert, or even unnecessarily to impede, 
the exercise of the re conferred by the constitution, it can not be sus- 


tained, but must be an unconstitutional invasion of the constitutional 
ht of ' 

- See fully the authorities elsewhere (for so far as 

weare informed we have nocase in State upon the subject), which, though 


not binding on us, are recommended to our seocere by the reasoning upon 
which they are founded, as well as by the high character of the courts from 
(See Capen vs. Foster, 12 Pick., 485, reported also with 
elaborate notes in 23.Am. Dec., 682, uently referred to as the leading case 
npon the subject.) In. Kinneen vs. Wells, 144 .. 497; 11 N. E., 916, the ques- 
was as to the constitutionality of the registration law of that State, con- 
taining for’ any naturalized person to be re red as a 
voter thirty days after his naturalization, and it was held that such pro- 
vision was wannutbtbetional because it purported to add to the qualifications 
of a voter as fixed by the constitution the further qualification that such 
voter should ‘be possessed of the qualifications named in the constitution for 
— of thirty days before he could be registered as a qualified voter. 
after eaaeng Se further objection that such a provision was 
because it was not impartial, inasmuch as it imposed a re- 
a a certain class of voters—naturalized persons—not imposed 
upon any class, er it even if the provision were general 
in its character, alike to all classes of voters, it would still be uncon- 
stitutional, because to the qualifications of a voter as fixed in the 
constitution the further requirement that he should be possesed of such qual- 
ifications for a ; before he offers himself for tration, 
whereas every q of the necessary qualificationsat the 
time he offers for ion is entitled to be registered, without 
time he has been possessed of the necessary 


any regard to 
of the court, Devens, J., uses this language: “Tt is 
provision that all persons entitled as voters 1 be reg- 
ns their ballots, and if the legislature 
an not concurrently with the actual 
election, and be condu in a deliberate and orderly manner, 
unreasonable that it should provide that such an inquiry should ter- 
before the election commences at a previous time sufficiently 
make proper preparationstherefor."’ Again, after referring to Capen 
ae ease on the subject, he says: ‘* But, while it is 


limits of legislative power to provide suitable 
convenient a the court, te th gh Chief Sastice Sha Sop 
Wi Trou, Ww, was 
careful to add: an a, Cummrecuen omic afford aosumpens — ran ey 
pretense an or ting, 

the right itself.’” 
ration of voters contemplates 
that the list of voters will be pre- 
No system would be just that did 
to a time as near that of actually de- 
tion for 
scrutiny 


: the list.” In the case of City of Owensboro vs. Hick- 
man (Ky).¥ ra, the law aoe teesbhoeae provided for a 
the of Owensboro, to be made on the first Mon- 


a year 
in July. Held that the act 
of the elective franchise, and was void under 
that ney, male citizen 21 years 
in the county, town, or 

be a voter. 


unconsti' 
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e 


i 


rll 
8 gs 
: 


ge 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


int was in no way alluded to in the | 
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abridge the elector’s privilege, but merely regulate its exercise by requiring 
evidence of the right. The right can not b> impaired, but it may be regu- 
lated. * * * A registration law, however, will not be held valid which, 
under the color of regulating the manner of voting, really subverts the 
right." Without quoting from or referring more particularly to the cases 
on the subject, we think the foregoing views will be found to be supported 
by numerous other cases which we have examined, and to which we will 





simply refer by their titles: Dells vs. Kennedy, 49 Wis., 560; 6 N. W.. 246, 381: 
Daggett vs. Hudson (Ohio Sup.), 3 N. E.. 546; Brooks vs. Hydone (Mich.). 2 
N. W., 1123: Adbeunen- Menaul vs. City of Detroit (Mic! 44 N. W.,. 388: Page 
vs. Allen, 58 Pa. St.. 388; Patterson vs. Barlow, 60 P. St.,75; State vs. Baker, 38 
Wis., 71; Edmunds vs. Bambury, 28 Iowa, 207; Perry vs. Whitaker. 71 N. C. 
475; People vs. Canaday, 13 N. C., 198; Monroe vs. Collins, 17 Ohio St... 6&6 ‘ 

{n the light of these principles we will proceed to an ex: ion of the 
provisions of the registration law of this State, with a \ tain 
whether any of the provisions of that law are iz fli ro 
visions of our constitution. For this purpose we will first i i Ww ° 
the provisions of thé constitution in reference to the righ ! In 
article 1, section 31, the prov ision is as follows All electi . ; 
and open, and every inhabitant of this Commonwealth poss 
cations provided for in this constitution shall have an equa t 
officers and be elected to fill public office.” 

Section 33 of article 1 provides as follows: “The right of suffrage shall be 


protected by laws regulating elections and prohibiting, under ads 
alties, all undue influences from power, bribery, tumul ri 

duct."’ In article &, section 2, the qualifications of electors ar 
declared, as follows: (1) He must be a male citizen who has att 
of 21 years. (2) He must have resided one year in the State, and in the county 
in which he offers to vote sixty days next preceding any election }) He 
must not be laboring under any of the disabilities named in the constitution 
In addition to the qualifications of a voter thus specifically declared it is « 





ained the age 








yreasly provided that every person possessed of these qualifications “shall 
© entitled to vote for all officers that are now or hereafter may be elected 
by the people, and upon all questions submitted to the electors at any elec 
tions."’ But, in addition to this, in section § of the same article it 


is expressly 
declared that the general assembly ‘shall never pass any law that " ill de- 
prive any of the citizens of this State of the right of suffrage, except for 
treason,” and other offenses named in the section, *‘ whereof the person shall 
have been duly tried and convicted."’ The provision of section 3 of article 
8 is as follows: “It shall be the duty of the general assembly to provide 
from time to time for the registration of all electors.” 

The original provisions for the registration of voters will be found in the 
act approved 9th of February, 1882 (17 Statutes at Large, page 1110), and these 
provisions are incorporated in General Statutes 1882, beginning with section 
89 and ending with section 106; and such provisions, as subsequently amended, 
are incorporated in the Revised Statutes of 1893 as sections 131-154, both in 
clusive. From acareful examivation of the various statutory provisions thus 
referred to, it seems to us that the manifest scope and intent of such legisla 
tion was that there should be but one general registration of voters, to wit, 
that provided for in 1882, and that when the registration books were closed 
for that year a person who was then a gualified voter, but who had fai 
from any cause, whether from sickness, absence, or other cause, t: 
was ever thereafter deprived of this right of suffrage, for there is no pro 
vision by which such a person could afterwards be allowed to register; and 
section 122 of the Revised Statutes expressly declares that ‘“‘no person shall 
be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless he shal! 
been heretofore registered in conformity with the requirements of chapter7 
of the General Statutes of 1582, and the acts amendatory thereof, or shal! be 
registered as herein required.” 

Now, on turning to the chapter of the General Statutes of 1882 and the acts 
amendatory thereof, we find that, while provision is made in section #4 of 
that chapter, corresponding with section 157 of the Revised Statutes, for open 
ing the books of registration after every general election, not, however, for 
the purpose of registering voters generally, but “for registration of such 

ersons as shall thereafter become entitled to register” (italics ours), there 
is no provision for the registration of persons who had previously become 
entitled to register. Hence it follows, necessarily, that one who had been a 
qualified voter and, as such, entitled to register before such general election 
could not then avail himself of the privilege offered by that section. The 
language found in section 94 of the General Statutes of 1882 is stronger than 
that = section 137 of the Revised Statutes from which we have quoted, 
for in the General Statutes of 1882 the language is prohibitory and forbids 
reopening the registration books except for the purpose of registration of 
such persons as shall become entitled to register after the next election; and 
even as to this privileged class, their day of grace expires on the ist day of 
July preceding a general election, something over four months before the 

eneral election, which is fixed by law for the first Tuesday after the first 

onday in November in every second year. reckoning from the year }470. 
(Const., hrticle 2, section 3; »v. Stat., section 162.) It is true also that 
sections 96 and 97 of the General Statutes of 1582, as well as the correspond- 
ing sections of the Revised Statutes (140 and I41), do make special provisions 
for a certain class of voters, towit, minors who come of age and are other 
wise qualified. but this provision is confined to that particular class, and is, 
therefore, not an impartial provision. 

It seems to us that this feature of the registration law, to say nothing of 
other constitational objections, renders it obnoxious to that provision of the 
constitution above quoted which makes it the duty of the general assembly 
to provide from time to time for the registration of all electors. The lan- 
guage of that constitutional provision necessarily implies that its purpose 
was to require the general assembly to provide every facility for the regis 
tration of all electors, by providing for the registration of all electors ‘from 
time to time,” so that, as far as practicable, no elector should be deprived of 
his right of suffrage, and that this law, which provided for one general regis 
tration more than ten years ago, and afforded no other opportunity to any 
elector, except those of a certain class, to comply with its provisions, even 
though his failure to avail himself of the first and ouly opportunity ever 
offered him to register resulted from sickness, absence, or other good cause, 
— be regarded as a violation both of the spirit and letter of the consti- 
tution. 

Inasmuch as the right of snffrage is provided for and guaranteed by the 
constitution, and the general assembly is expressly forbidden from passing 
any law depriv any citizen of the right of suffrage, except in certain cases 
no 


nt to the present inquiry, it would seem at first blush as if any law 

ita prerequisite to the exercise of this constitutional privilege that 

the voter should be registered would be in yiolation of the constitution as 
adding an additional requirement to those mentioned in the constitution for 
the exercise of this right. But,as we have seen, this is not the correct view 
ofa tration law, which is a mere regulation as to the mode and manner 
in which this constitutional right may be exercised. Theconstitution simply 
rovides that every citizen possessed of certain specified qualifications shall 
entitled to exercise the right of suffrage, but it makes no provision as to 
how the fact shall be ascertained that a citizen claiming the right to vote is 
of the uired qualifi It is, therefore, not only proper but 


led 


» regi 


nave 


possessed ificatiuns. 
necessary that the legislature should make such regulations as it may deem 


oe 


Hl 
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best for the purpose of determining the question of fact whether a person 
offering to vote is possessed of the necessary constitutional qualifications; 
and this, in our judgment, is the true office of a registration law. 

It is also nothing but reasonable and proper that such an sneer should 
terminate prior to the election, as it might greatly delay and possib ro 
the full exercise of the right of suffrage if it had to be conducted while the 
election was going on; and hence a law which provides for closing the regis- 
tration books for such a length of time as would be reasonably necessary to 
enable the supervisor of registrution to prepare and furnish the managers of 
elections at each polling precinct with a copy of the list of registered voters 
for such precinct would not probably be regarded as an unreasonable reg- 
ulation, If, however, the law provides for oe the registration books for 
such a length of time before the election as would be manifestly unreasona- 
ble and unnecessary for that purpose, then such a law could not be defended 
as a legitimate exercise of legislative power; for, under color of regulation, 
it would have the effect of subverting and injuriously restraining the right 
of suffrage, and would in some cases totally defeat such right. 

It seems to us that the law under consideration is open to this objection 
for it provides that the registration books shall be closed on the lst day of 
July preceding every general election, which, as we have seen, is fixed for 
the first Tuesday after the first aa in November in every second year, 
reckoning from the year 1870, and shall not be reopened prior to such gen- 
eral election, except for the purpose of enabling minors coming of age and 
T of the other necessary qualifications to register. Surely a period 
of four months is wholly unreasonable and entirely unnecessary for the clos- 
ing of the registration books previous to a general election, and the inevita- 
ble effect is to deprive a certain class of citizens of the right to vote at such 
election, to wit, those who, being otherwise qualified, complete their uired 
—, of ‘residence either in the State or county within such period of four 
months. 

Take, for instance, the case of a person who, bein of other con- 
stitutional qualifications, only completes the required term of residence, either 
in the State or county, on the Ist day of October enone preceding any 
general election. By this provision of the law he is deprived of his right of 
suffrage, although it may be susceptible of proof to a demonstration that on 
the day of election he is, and for more than a month poe has been, 
fully possessed of all the qualifications of an elector as fixed by the constitu- 
tion, simply because he had not performed an impossible act by registering 

»rior to the er? uly, which, under the case supposed, it would have 

on impossible for him to have done, as he not, prior to the preceding 
July, completed his required term of residence. It is manifest that such a 
law can not be defended as a reasonable and necessary regulation of the mode 
of exercising the elective franchise, and is in direct conflict with the constitu- 
tion; for, in the case supposed, which no doubt has frequently occurred, the 
constitution rantees the right to vote, but the rectrat ion law forbids 
the exercise of such right because the person in question had not shown, four 
months previous to the election, what it was impossible for him then to have 
shown—that he was then of all the constitutional qualifications— 
notwithstanding the fact that there was ample time for him to have shown, 
if allowed the coperssay, that he was on the day of election, and had been 
for at least one month, fully possessed of all the qualifications of an elector. 

Much complaint has been made in the argument against what may be 
designated as the certificate feature of the act, which, it is claimed, is ba 
culiar to the registration law of this State, by which it is provided that the 
supervisor of registration is uired to furnish to each registered voter a 
certificate in the form prescri in section 142 of the Revised Statutes, 
which he is segura to exhibit to the managers of election before he can be 
allowed to vote, and which forbids him from voting at any other polling 
precinct than that mentioned in such certificate. 

We must say, however, that we are not pre to condemn this act simp] 
on account of that feature. Indeed, if proper construction of the oo rd 
that the exhibition of such certificate is conclusive of the voter's right to 
vote, we are inclined to think that such a feature is not only unobjectionable, 
but preferable to a provision whereby the voter's right to vote is made to 
depend spon the fact that his name is found on the list of registered voters 
furnished the managers of election by the supervisor of ration; for in 
the former case the voter is made the cus of the evidence of his right 
to vote, whereas in the latter case his right is made to depend upon the act 
of another, and he may entirely lose his ht by the carelessness or incom- 
potency of an official in making out the list, to say nothing of the danger of 

being deprived of his right lful omission of his name from the 


the wil 
list by a corrupt official. , however, wu aproper construction of the act 
it ees is the ay ki 


supposed by som which supposition the language 

of section 155 of the Revised Statutes affords some warrant—that to entitle 
one to vote he must not only exhibit his certificate to the managers of el: 
but his name must also appear =e the list furnished the managers by the 
supervisors of registration, then it does seem that such double requirement is 
un y burdensome, well calculated to impede the exercise of the — 
cotan Us voters ton, teeneh ho siag bees canellitp preserved na’ prompt 

vi ; for, ema ve an m. 
exhibi his cortihente oF pale to the cnanagers of slociiin. my ot 
may lose his right to vote sole 7 Nesnese bis naane Soe an8 appear on Os 
furnished 7 © supervisor, for the act makes no provision for the publica- 
tion of the list of registered voters prior to an whereby the voter 
can ascertain if it had been omit- 
ted th: h the official charged 
with the duty of such list, ha 


We do not deem it necessary to go into any detailed consideration of the 
Torte Seer Neneh Ce See O08 Se Fegeed nee Sener or a nee eereae 
for one which has been lost or destroyed by no fault on the part of the voter, 
or of the provisions of the change of cate where the holder changes his 

of idence, even from one point to another in the 
must say that these provisions to be unnecessarily harsh and burden- 
are well calculated to impede and 


seem 

some, whether so intended or 

obstruct the exercise of the right of 

weer? is one feature of this act which is not without 


cance. Sections 
14, Revised Statutes, expressly require that the supervisor of bs npr 
tion “ shall, immediatel: receding each election, revise the registra’ of 
sakntens mark off en nemnen such electors as have died and such as 
have removed from one residence 


or county to an- 
other without n er,” and the 


f ver . Sees voting, which 
on ; re isa 
ng the registration list 1 


thereto the names of qualified wh 
have been omitted from the list. The revision Sree 
= Lgltcensher one-sided, and can not, therefore, be as 


The features of our re 
unconstitu are so in y 
other provisions that the whole act must be 


ther reason- 


ration law which have thus been shown to be 
connected with and so interwoven with its 
unconstitutional. If 
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those features which have been specially commented onare eliminate. 


the act, as they must be if in conflict with the constitution, then “a from 
would be that we would have upon the statute book a law in a form whi- 
never received the sanction of the legislature, and this can not be. 7, .... 
the language of the Michigan court in See aren vs. City of Detroit 
(Mich.) (44 N. W., 388), we may say: * This law being, in the respects )),,;,,;, 
out, both unreasonable and in conflict with the constitution, and j; 


apparent that the legislature would not have enacted the other por 


e act had it foreseen that the courts would declare these parts wn.)).; 
tional, the whole act must fall and be held unconstitutional and y.;, 

must therefore conclude that the registration law of this State is y).., 
stitutional, null, and void, and hence any appropriation of the public monov, 


for the pay of the supervisors of registration for carrying out the pro, 


of this unconstitutional statute is without the warrant of law, and ;); 
be forbidden. ’ 


Mr. JENKINS. I agree with both of the learned judges that 
the law is unconstitutional, but disagree with both as to the reg. 
sons or points upon which the law should be held unconstity. 
tional. Ido not think that any lawyer, even in South Caroling 
would have any respect for the opinion of any gentleman who 
would say that the law in question is constitutional. For the 
purposes of the discussion 1 will very briefly refer to the consti. 
tution and point out the defect in the law as I understand jt, 
Article 8, section 2, of the constitution of South Carolina provides: 


Every male citizen of the United States— 


With certain exceptions not necessary to be noticed— 


21 years or upward, resident of the State at the time of the adoption of 
the constitution, or who shall hereafter reside in the State one year and in 
the county where offering to vote sixty da 

be 


ys preceding any election, shal] } 
entitled to vote; in short, the only cation in general terms requ red i 


the constitution is that the man 21 years of , & resident of the 
— one year, and a resident of the county where offering to vote sixty 
ys. 

It will not require any argument to prove that the lawful elect. 
ors of South Carolina are by the requirements of the statute de- 
prived of their constitutional —s. and that the statute does 
impair the rights of electors and imposes conditions and makes 
unreasonable and burdensome requirements not warranted by the 
Constitution; and I think the law is void for reasons following: 
First. As affecting electors moving into South Carolina froma 
sister State or from a foreign country, or from one county to an- 
other in the State; for by the terms of the constitution a person, 
otherwise qualified, removing into South Carolina from outside 
the State can vote ifa resident of the State a year and of the 
cma where offering to vote sixty days prior to any general 
election. 

It will be observed by the terms of the statutes that the person 
seeking registration must be an elector when offering to rezister. 
By the terms of the constitution an elector should be permitted 
to regi the day before the nee election in order not to deny 
the elector the right to vote when moving into the State one year 
before or from one county to another aT before a general 
election. An elector who has lived all of his days in South Caro- 
lina is, if he moves from one county to another sixty-one days be- 
fore election, as much affected by the statute as one coming in 
from outside the State, for the constitution in imposing qualitica- 
tions for electors in this particular simply requires that he reside 
in the county where offering to vote sixty days prior to the next 
general election. 

Neither of the learned judges so often referred to speak of this 
feature of the law. In other words, if at any time after the Ist 

election and sixty days before the 
of South Carolina and who has 
of his days in the State moves from one county to another, 
he can not vote; for by the terms of the law he must be 
registered in the county where offering to vote, and his name 
must anyon. upon the registration books of his precinct on or be- 
fore the ist day of July, and the ms of section 148 under 
the codification or 102 of the law of 1882 do not help out the voter 
from one county to another, and are really of no benefit; 
July 1 to every elector as far as regis 
ting those coming of age after July 1 

certificate on : 

No doubt it was intended the voter removing from 
Se ant sae eect forte long of te boos 9 
Ww e or 0. e 2 on the ls 
day of Saly, it y dsfranchiess this class of electors. The 
section quoted only applies to such removals —s place more 

July 1, and affords no relief to the class 
statutes. The same difficulty . 
of Georgia should move into South “ar 
election to be there held. By the 
would make him a voter; but he 
. He could not regis 
‘ore July 1, when the books 

election was held. 
uired to go to the county 
tted to register at the pre- 

ground was not mention 
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learned judges, but I think the objection is 

eamengenabie requirement greatly abri ging the 

4tutional right of the elector, imposing greatly upon his time 

const tity, an imposition not warranted by the constitution, and 
ble 


either of the same 
It is an 


reasona tion of the elective franchise. 

normed. In case of change from one polling place to another in 

uiring the surrender and cancellation of the former certificate, 
and such evidence as the register may deem proper as to the right 
of the elector to such c . Theconstitution does not contem- 
plate that any such extensive power should be conferred upon the 
supervisor 0 registration. An American citizen ought to be per- 
mitted to change his place of residence at will without being com- 


pelled to disclose to the supervisor of registration his reasons for 

making the change when endeavoring to comply with the law to 

entitle him to vote. é 
Fourth. In gi any power whatever to the supervisor of 


registration to mar off the name of any elector for any reason, 
and particularly because the law allows it to be done without 
notice to the elector, and in requiring the elector, if his name is 
improperly stricken off, to apply within sixty davs after the next 
following election to prove to the satisfaction of the supervisor 
that his name should not be stricken from the book. e only 
disability named in the constitution of South Carolina is in case 
of persons kept in almshouses, asylums, or of unsound mind or 
confined in any public prison. All others are electors, yet the 
law permits the su of registration to mark off the names 
of electors who have removed from one residence, precinct, parish, 
ward, or county to another, those convicted of murder, burglary, 
larceny, perj or any other infamous crime, or duelling or 
it larceny. e constitution does not disqualify even a mur- 
As far as crime is concerned it is only those who are con- 
fined in a public prison who are disqualified by the constitution, 
be observed in this particular that the registration 
a great many disqualifications in addition to those 
contained in the constitution. 

Under the constitution any man convicted of crime is still an 
elector as soon as he gets out of the public prison, but under the 
number are disqualified. In order to vote an 
= toprove a negative. The ridiculous- 

ing off the name of an elector reported 
dead. One in the county can not keep track of every other 
inhabitant, but the register is informed that the man is dead; he 
strikes his name off rol], when, as a matter of fact, he is not 
dead; but he has got to come up before the register and prove the 
is alive before he can vote. Every man entitled to 

d be permitted to have his name remain on the reg- 
without reference to any oe a disqualifica- 
view is not suggested by either of the learned 

as the point is concerned I consider the objec- 


i 


ii 

br 

Fetes 
Re 


‘ 
; 
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t both of these same learned judges expressed 
the law is unconstitutional for the reason that if 
882 renee to register failed to register prior 

next general election, to be held Novem- 
was not only prevented from voting at the 
in November, 1882, but has ever since that 


from registering, and consequently denied 


not to e m 
excellent a otates 
with them, and desire to myself according to my own un- 
eens the law. e cular statute in question pro- 
“vides in that all electors of the State shall be registered, and 
shall be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be 
unless he shall have heretofore been registered in conformity 
with the requirements of chapter 7 of the General Statutes of 1882 
and acts amendatory thereof, or shall be regi as herein re- 
ll be opened for registrati ono 7 nell theventhar 
on of such persons as ter 

become entitled to on the first Monday of each month 


mG 
it 
re 


as 
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opinion as inst the opin- 
ut, however, i can not agree 


until the Ist day of July preceding the general election, when the 
same shall be closed until web quamel election shall take 


A election having taken place in South Carolina in 1882, 
the Bem Re int flay of July to register. We were 
not wot 1882 took effect, but presumably 


on or about the ist day of May, as both ju speak of the months 
of ene ae oh to , 80 that the 
books would be opened on the firs Monday of May end the first 


Monday of June, and remain open, if necessary,to hear applica- 
renin n reeatration until the ist day of July. Those then not 


a 
i! 


ualified? In this particular the law should be liberally construed 

or the benefit of an elector in the light of the constitution, so as 
not to deprive a voter of his political rights fully and clearly ex- 
pressed in the letter of the statute. 

Both of the judges condemn this feature of the law as they con- 
strue it in strong terms. One of them remarks “that it was a 
stupendous outrage, and that while the statement is correct, it 
seems incredible,” and evidence has been offered to prove that the 
construction placed upon the law in this particular by the two 
learned judges is the construction placed upon the law by some 
of the registration officers of South Carolina. I can not agree 
that the construction is correct, and am loath to believe that the 
lawmaking power of a State would ever intend such a step, and I 


am satisfied that ifso intended the general assembly did not accom- 
plish their intention. When the law provided that the registra- 
tion books should be opened for registration after every general 
election for such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to 


register, it must have meant to apply it to every person who was 
a lawful elector at the time the books opened, iistadiieg those en- 
titled to register in May and June, 1882. If not, what was the 
language used for?—if entitled to, but not registered in May or 
June, 1882, he would thereafter become entitled to register. 

The law must mean something, and, if not construed as I under- 
stand it, would be absolutely useless, for according to the conten- 
tion of the learned judges only those coming of age after 1882 and 
those moving into the State would be entitled to register: but 
there is an express provision of law for the registration of those 
subsequently coming of age, and if the general assembly had in- 
tended this provision of the law for the benefit only of those mov- 
ing into a State after the Ist day of July, 1882, they would have 
said so in plainer and more unmistakable terms. Under the law 
once registered, always registered, unless stricken off, and as soon 
as the books were opened after a general election every person not 
registered and otherwise qualified for registry could register. 
However this may be, and however much we may differ as to the 
reason and the extent that the lawshould be considered unconsti- 
tutional, it will make no difference; and while I desire to express 
myself in favor of the unconstitutionality of the law, I do not 
want to adopt the entire reasoning of the two learned judges, but 
express my individual views of the question. 

Jonceding that there is ground for a difference as to the reason 
and extent, fair-minded people, qualified to speak on the subject, 
must admit that not only is the law unconstitutional, but that in 
proper cases Congress should so regard it and so act as to remedy 
any wrong. In my view of the South Carolina cases before the 
House it will make no difference whether the law is unconstitu- 
tional or not, but as the question has been raised, and is so very 
— it must be disposed of as justice requires, and it ought 
to be done so fairly and understandingly. The mere fact that the 
law of a State is unconstitutional would not, in my judgment, bea 
foundation for Congressional action or intervention, and ought 
not to make any difference if an election is held under it unless 
a sufficient number be deprived of their rights by the law to affect 
the result. An unconstitutional law is the same as no law, but 
may be a barrier until removed in proper Prgms brought by 
an interested party whose rights are affected, but no one can 
complain of it unless deprived of some rights by reason of it. 

Suppose the entire registration law of a State to be unconstitu- 
tional, in anelection held under it for members of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, no oneis deprived of hisrights. What action could Con- 

take in regard to it? None whatever, in my judgment. 
mcede that contests are inaugurated in every district on the 
single ification of the unconstitutionality of the law under 
which the election was held. Could the contestants be awarded 
their seats? I contend not; neither could Congress deprive the 
contestees of their seats and declare the State unrepresented. The 
case would be entirely different, in my judgment, if the uncon- 
stitutional law was so worded as to deprive one party or the other 
of a sufficient number of votes to overcome the vote of the sitting 
member, and if those disfranchised voters came to Congress with 
a statement of facts showing that they were electors entitled by the 
constitution of their State to vote, had applied for registration but 
were denied it, had offered to vote but were refused on the ground 
that they were not registered, and that if they had been permitted 
to vote would have voted for the contestant, Congress would not 
be doing its duty if it did not count the vote of the disfranchised 
electors and seat the contestant. 

Certainly before a man can be heard to declare a law unconsti- 
tutional or have it set aside for his benefit he must show that the 
law or manner of its enforcement impairs his constitutional 
rights or that he has endeavored to enforce his rights under the 
law and been denied his constitutional rights. As applied to this 
cage an elector can not remain inactive and absolutely refrain from 
attempting to register, or if denied registration refrain from vot- 
ing, and then come to Congress and ask the House in a contest to 
count his vote. I do not mean to be understood as claiming that 
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if the registration law be unconstitutional the elector must first 
attempt to register, because he might be permitted to register 
under an unconstitutional law, and if he could register under an 
unconstitutional law he has not been denied any of his rights. 
But where it is well known, as claimed in these South Carolina 
cases, that it would be useless for him to attempt registration, he 
certainly ought to go as far as he can be permitted to go in offer- 
ing his vote, and then if denied the right to vote Congress should 
certainly count it upon competent evidence that he is a voter. 

I can not think that when it is well known that the registration 
law is unconstitutional; that electors can refrain from exercising 
their rights, and then come here and ask Congress to do for them 
what they have not attempted to do for themselves, because it 
can not be known whether the same men would have voted if 
permitted to or how they would have voted. Toattempt anything 
of the sort would be a dangerous exercise of power, liable in the 
end to do more harm than , and it w be far safer to re- 

uire a voter to take the initiative and go as far as the officers of 
tion would allow him before com ing to Co of the 
denial of his rights. It would simply be a case of wrong. 
Two wrongs can not make a right. would be as much 
in error as the election officers of the State. is as much 
bound to observe the law as any other tribunal. must sup- 
the pr i that every elector should be tted to vote 
he wanted to and have his vote counted, not disfranchise 
Bo i aaak is very great, and should 
a very 
y and honestly exercised in a judicial manner, and not as 
politicians would farm out appointments. I trust the time has 
come when the will so act as to command the respect of 
all fair-minded in the disposition of election cases, giving 
parties to understand that it will always exercise its 
full constitutional powers in assisting to carry out the declared 
will of the people as expressed at the ballot box; that while it will 
not encourage unlawful or unreasonable contests, it will discour- 
age every disobedience of the law, frauds, and intimidations. It 
is to be regretted that contests for seats in a legislative body have 
to be determined by the house where the mem is ne, 
and a tribunal should be erected in every State to dispose of all 
election contests, and when the Nati Government is inter- 
ested some suitable persor or persons should join the State tri- 
bunal in disposing of Federal cases. 

The committee have endeavored to be ed in each case 
by the law and the ee facts involved in each case, and 
speaking for myself, | sincere} i i 
isting in South Carolina as shown by the record, and earnestly 
hope for the education of the people and a closer conformity to 
the law as —, the only solution of this very threatening 
question. I have been 8 with reference to the constitu- 
tional a alone, not considering or including fraud or in- 
timidation, which, to my mind, present an entirely different ques- 
tion, and to aid me in determining the facts in each particular 
case 1 have not felt bound by the technical rules of evidence estab- 
lished for the trial of cases in courts of justice, but believe if there 


, 

uires that broad, equitable, uniform rules be laid down for the 

tion of election cases. 

Another very important question arises in the case of Johnston 
against Stokes by reason an wee serene Sa ces Oe 
state of the The notice contains fourteen 
nse contestee in his answer endeavors to raise 

e question of the insufficiency of the specifications, and in the 
opening part of his answer, to the insufficiency of the 
specifica’ alleges: 


ANSWER TO NOTICE OF CONTEST. 


OrnaNncEsure, 8S. C., January 14, 1896. 
Mr. Tuomas B. Jomnstor. im 


paragraphs and 
bound by the law to make answer, and will move the House, as 
lution to that effect can be to dismiss said notice, or such 
or counts thereof as may be Ah 
Second. And without waiving any objection 
ciency of said notice, or any paragraph thereof, oF the 


or such paragraphs as 
selaned., contentec cays tien allegations of the 


he lew sequinen the contestentin his notice of contest 
Seo. se the grounds upon which he reliés in the contest.” 
5. U. 8., section 105.) 
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There is no question but that if the law cited is tobe fairly ¢5y. 
strued, every specification excepting the fourth is entir«| 
sufficient. Not one of them would be sufficient as a ple.i 
under any code or at common law. Not one specifies the gr..\,,, 
with particularity. We will take the tenth and twelfth as a {.,, 
illustration of all except the fourth: a 

Tenth. That at the precinct of Beach Hill, in 

aforesaid, the managers of election 
or more legal voters who desired to vote for 
for that their certificates of tion were 
Beach Rid 


the Hill precinct and 
seninbentieas Wil ineneler oantte precin ~ 
ormer was ete 
ds being the ¥ et, the metes an 
Twelfth. t at the precinct of Sumter, in Sumter County, in sai) js. 
trict. the managers of election persons not regisiiered to v.:..;,, 
yom while See Sy friends and aapecesere the same right, by frandy 
tly abstrac m. the ballot box ts my name for member 
of legally and substituting and countin, |, 
member of by false returns of the votes 
counted, and other misconduct of said managers, you were 9.-).:| 
aes at ee et anes en © votes, when 
a vad e5 an management w' ve shown that 
A contestant has no right to assume fraud, make a general 
charge, and trust to the future to find evidence to support ir. 
Such specifications imply that they are not based upon 
creditable evidence; merely general enough to adinit 
evidence ror number of eg be found to testify 
e general wording specification without 
ofthetruth. Thenamesof the personsshould be viyen. 
and if any reliance is to be upon cation 12, the num- 
ber allowed to vote not and the names of the 
and of the contestant, with the number of votes 
ulently abstracted from the ballot box bearing 
the name of the contestant, should be given. Im short, the lan- 
is altogether too general to allow of any proof, and it is a 
ud upon a contestee to uphold such averments; for it 
deprives him of every opportunity to furnish evidence to defend 


The fourth ana. charges that each and every member 
of the boerd of commissioners were Democrats. That one might 
be sufficient. The fluctuating decisions upon this important «ues- 
tion in many cases open the r to fraud, and it is time that the 
practice was , 80 that when a notice of contest is served the 
contestee will know just exactly what he has got to answer and 
what fis required. In some cases the House has gone s» far 
as to hold that evidence can be received when there is no specifi- 
cation. Such practice is altogether too loose. The question has 
often been raised, and as it is meritorious it should be not only 
ightly considered, 
of Joseph Varnum, in the Fourth Congress, the 
House, after full discussion, resolved that the allegation that 5 votcs 
were received and certified by the iding officers which were 
given pose by the law not q to vote at said meeting 
is not s iently certain, and that the names of the persons ob- 
jected to for want of sufficient qualifications ought to be set forth 
prior to the taking of the testimony. 
But in order to do the contestant no injustice, the case has been 
i as though the specifications were sufficient, and we will 
proceed to examine the vote as returned. 


Report of the secretary of state to the general assembly of South Carolinu— 


Colleton County, in th, 
to receive the ballots . 
all as the reason t 


‘or ville precinct: + - 


ie et are one and tha 
ville being now in Bea 
ville 


Strate or SoutTH CAROL!’ 4. 


Office Secretary of Stole. 
We, the State board of canvassers, do ceutity thas the foregoing is 
a correct sta based upon the made by the county boards 
mgs of this board of the whole number 0! \ °s 

Fifty-fourth Congress 


= held on 
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Carolina district. 
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+. wives the contestee a plurality of 4,702. The contestant 
aime fhe vote of the district, as it should have been received and 
counted, is as follows: 


John- | John- | Add | Johnston 
Stokes | Stokes Fe re-|stonre-|John-| not 
retur ‘|turned.| jected. | ston. | counted. 


County. 
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Reet WE cencale 
427 4300 i catalil 2S 
208 | 8,000 | 6,572 | oe | baz 
oe 
hnston'’s returned TODD nnn nnn nnn ne 2-32 = ene ee wne s ence eee enone 3, 000 
aoe nston's re, VObe -.-...~---.- ---------------+--+-+ ------------++-+-s 6,572 
et) aL 
Johnston's not counted vote --..--..--..........------------ --.----------- 5A2 
_ . 11,186 

Stokes’s returned ee PSSST ESS See eEEens eee ee ee Seen esse Serres sess 4, 

Se A ctnbcedetnnuee encase cccnceccsscsccccecnecesce 

’ —— 6,93 
Johnston's majority .....-.......-..--+--------- ----+- ----002++--+--------- 4,143 


The contestant claims that there should be deducted 368 votes 
from the vote of the contestee and that 8,046 should be added to 
the vote of contestant, which, if correct, would cee ae result, 
giving the contestant a plurality of 4,143. The claim is itself 
astounding on account of the e number of votes involved and 
the character of the evidence and arguments of contestant in sup- 
port of his claim. This increased vote of the contestant is made 

of three items or classes of votes—votes rejected, 6,572; to be 
vote, 932; not counted vote, 542. If the rejected vote of 
6,572 be counted,contestant will be entitled to his seat. If the 
vote rej be not counted and the other two classes of votes of 
1,474 be counted, it will not change the result; so the case turns 
the rejected vote. As this vote is so large and the questions 

ntified with it so important, it demands careful consi 
i y on for counting the increased 

not 


relied upon 
from embarrassment. I will 
to what the contestant is pleased to call the 


ES 


ation. 


tent evidence that the 
vote of a qualified elector has been lawfully tendered and unlaw- 


Tejécted? 
Fourth. Shall es er rule be adopted in a case like this at 
bar where thousands of votes are involved and in a case where 
only four or five or less votes be involved? 
ile principles of law ought to be just, equitable, and uniform, 
and ought not to become of more importance in one case than an- 
other, it presents at least a delicate question when arising between 
a State and the Federal Government. In 13 Alabama,805; 34 Cal., 
273; 19 How. Pr., 245; 18 B. Munroe, Ky., 515, and Biddle and 
Richard vs, Wing, first session Ni th Congress, it was held 
that rejected votes can not be made available for either party. 
rulesof evidence should be followed as far as possible, 
and when cases arise that necessitate the making of new rules the 
rule should be and equitably formulated so as to be fol- 
lowed in all cases guides in all parallel cases not 
from as soon as there is a change in the political 
of the House, but acceptable to all honest people inside 
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the unlawful action of the election officers, who were guilty of no 
fraud, but really intended well, but did not happen to consider the 
law rightly. If there is to be no election, he might not be a candi 


| date again, and thereby would be defrauded of his rights, and it 


would be opening the door for fraudulent acts, because in all cases 
where the election was close election officers might by improper 
construction of the law exclude a good many voters—sufficient to 
change the result. In short, many excellent reasons can be given 
in favor of counting the votes,and to my mind no good reason can 


| be given against counting the votes. 


The argument that is made in some of the cases that the voting 
must all be done on election day hasno force. The putting of the 
ballot in the box on election day is the best evidence of the inten- 
tions of the voter, and the rejected vote loses none of its strength 
when properly offered by a qualified elector from the mere fact 
that it is rejected and not counted until some subsequent time. 
It is what took place on election day that determines the right, 
not what may happen afterwards. If a qualified elector makes 
every effort required upon his part to vote and his vote is improp- 
erly rejected, it ought to be as effective as though it actually went 
into the If we determine to count the vote, it becomes nec- 
essary in this case to find what proof will be required to permit a 
vote to be counted, and [think it must appear by competent testi- 
mony— 

First. When no particular reason is given for rejection, but 
rejected generally for no reason, that the rejected voter was a 
male citizen of the United States of the age of 21 years and 
upward, a resident of the State one year, and the county where 

ering to vote sixty days preceding the election. 

Second. That he presented his ballot and offered to vote or 
excuses the presentation and offer by showing that he belonged 
to a class of excluded voters who went to the polls for the pur- 
pose of voting and would have voted if permitted to. 

Third. That the vote was rejected on his offering it or on ac- 
count of the ruling made as to the class he belonged to. 

Fourth. For whom he would have voted. 

It might be sufficient when a voter is rejected for a particular 
reason to negative the objection, and the other qualifications 
might be assumed in his favor, It seems hard to apply the same 
rule in a case where the election has been fair and only one or 
more votes have been unlawfully rejected by the officers under 
the mistaken idea that they were doing their duty and in a case 
likethis, where over 8,000 votes have been rejected, and things 
transpiring apparently with the approval of a large element of 
the people.and practically of all of the officers of the State from 
the Coun to the highest that ought to bring the blush of shame 
to the face of every honest man, and to make us seriously doubt 
the perpetuity of popular government, when it seems to be con- 
ceded that the law under which the election was held was so 
framed as to deny the right of suffrage to a very large number of 
a certain class of voters, and each officer of the law charged with 
the execution of the same seemed intent on enforcing it so as to 
absolutely exclude those the law was aimed at. 

It seemed almost like a denial of justice to require the evidence 
of the rejected voter himself, or, what might answer as well, the 
evidence of a person who stood close enough to the ballot box to 
hear all that was said, and could testify that he saw A tender his 
vote and heard him say that he wanted to vote for the contestant, 
and that his vote was refused because he was not registered; and 
it should appear by the testimony of A, or some one else knowing 
thefacts, that the rejected voter was a qualified elector of the pre- 
cinct where offering to vote. 

Hard cases make a shipwreck of principles, and while the power 
of the House is very great, and while I think we ought not to be 
controlled by technical rules of evidence, I believe it very safe to 
be governed in these cases by common-law rules of evidence, and 
do not think we ought to formulate a rule for the government of 
any particular case; but think that every case can well afford to 
be proven by well-established rules of evidence that have come 
down to us through the many years of our jurisprudence, and 
that the case should be ruled without reference to the numbers of 
the rejected vote. Without reference to the exceptions which 
have no application to this case the rule is elementary—that hear- 
say evidence is not admissible to prove any fact, and particularly 
is hearsay evidence inadmissible when the fact material to be 
—— can be established by witnesses who speak from their own 

nowledge. 

The contestant seeks to prove the rejected vote through what 
they call lists and list keepers, and in order that no injustice may 
be done and the question fairly presented I will give a sample of 
what is offered as evidence and take the very strongest for the 
contestant as selected by him in his reply brief. After a careful 
examination of the whole case I can find but very little difference 
in the testimony of the list keepers, and the form of the list is 
alike in all cases, the only difference in the lists being the differ- 
ence in the names and the number of signers. While there isa 
little variction in the testimony of the list keepers it is not 
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sufficient to be material, and what is herein selected is the strong- 
est that can be found in favor of the contestant. Here is the testi- 
mony of Mr. Ramsey, who was a witness for the contestant, and 
a copy of his list: 


W. W. Ramsey, Jr., being duly sworn, deposes as follows: 


9. What is your name, age, residence, and occupation? 
. W. W. Ramsey, jr.; age, 35; residence, Stateburg precinct, Sumter 
Cosmey; occupation, farming. 
. Where were you on election day, the 6th of last November? 
. At the Federal poli, in Stateburg precinct. 
2 In whose interest were you there, if anyone's? 
. T was there in the interest of Col. T. B. Johnston, the Republican nom- 
inee for Con from the Seventh district. 
a5 you anything in his interest, state what it was. 
(Counsel for contestee oe to question as leading.) 
A. Lkept a tally sheet or list of rejected voters. 
9. Have you the list with you? If so, produce it. 
. Lhave [witness produces a list]. 
2 How you secure the names on this list? 
. They were given to me by those whose votes were rejected. 
o Was it pessible for you while keeping the list to cbtain a view of the 
ballot box, the poll list, the registration boox, the managers, and the voting 


going on? 

A. it was ible for me to obtain a view of the ballot box, registration 
book, but not of the, poll list. lcould see the managers and the voters as 
they deposited their bailots. 

Q. Are the en whose names you have on your list residents of State- 
burg ——_ 

A. They are. 

. Do you know for whom they offered to vote? 

Y unsel for contestee objects to geet.) 
ant They offered to vote for Col. T. B. Johnston, the Republican nominee 

or Congress. 

. Please look at the list and tell us how many names it contains? 

(Counsel for contestee ouieste to apermen on the ground that the list itself 
is the best evidenee of what it con .) 

A. One hundred and forty-nine names. 

9. How many of these did you write? 

. One hundred and eleven. 

a. Did io" see that day any ballots bearing the name of J. William Stokes 
at the polls. 

(Counsel for contestee objects to the witness answering as to whose name 
the ballots, if any were there, bore, as the ballots would themselves be the 
wane vn of the name or names thereon.) 

2. Where were ex? 

. When the polis closed, in counting the ballots there were several tickets 
folded together. The managers threw away the excess in that lot, and I got 
hold of one the name of J. William Stokes. : 

. Who distribu the Johnston tickets on that day? 

. They were distributed myself from the table at which I sat. 

* er 7 see anyone outside distributing Stokes ballots? 

. [do not reco! . 

Q. Were you in Sumter during last year prior to the election on registra- 
“- ore 

. L was. 

Q. Were you ever at the supervisor's office on those days? If so, state for 


what parposs. 
A. aor there for the purpose, if I could, to assist some voters in being 


. What was your success? 
. A failure. 


. Why? 
yd ,couldne get in the office because of the dense crowd which surrounded 
6 door. 
Q. Is it, or not, a notorious fact that in Sumter County Republican voters 
= > wae to obtain an issuance change or renewal of registration cer- 
cate 
(Counsel for contestee objects to question, for the witness’s information 
— ov have been obtained by hearsay and report, and therefore incom- 
nt. 
a It is a fact, to my belief. 
9. Who assisted you in keeping the list of rejected voters? 
. John H. Doug 
Cross-examined by Mr. ReYNoups: 


2 What time did you reach the polls that day? 
‘ my watch, twenty minutes past 6 o'clock a. m. 
2 ra oom have that paper that day? 
or referred tc being the list.) 
9. ere did you procure it? 
. It was rv me by 8.J. Bradley, precinct chairman for the Republican 
party of Stateburg. . 
Q. Do you undertake to swear that each and every one of the 149 voters of 
your own knowledge offered to vote on that day? 
A. I can say that the greater portion of that number offered to vote. 
Q. an you undertake to swear what number of that portion offered to 
vote 
~ E can not say precisely the number, but the greater portion did so offer 
vote. 
, co ze say of your own knowledge why the greater portion on the list 
not v 
A. Because of not having a certifica’ as to some of them; others 
had, but because of change of residence and of ure to obtain renewals. 
W. W. RAMSEY, Jr. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, after being read to deponent, this 20th 
day of February, 1895, at Wedgefield, S. C. 
(amaz,) W. T. ANDREWS, Notary Public. 


I now give the testimony of Messrs. Waring and Johnson, who 
were witnesses for the contestant. 


Jas. W. WARING, sworn, says: 


. State your name, your age, your occupation, and rT residence. 
? J. W. Warin ) am 33 years old; op 0 terete, and I reside in Lexington 
County, in about I mile from the court-house. 
Q. pate where you were on the 6th day of November last, the day of 


A. Iwas at Lexi Court-House 
3 Did you vote there that day?—.a. Yea, sir. 
if you did anything in the interest of Col. T. B. Johnston, the Repub- 


lican nominee for Congress for the Seventh Congressional district sta) 
what it was. » Sate 

A. I kept a list of all the names of those who voted for Colonel Johnstoy- I 
also kept a list of those who presented themselves to vote for Colone| J. yh: 
ston but did not have registration certificates. > 

(Mr. Efird objects to the first clause of the answer because it is hearsay.) 

2. Have Fan hat list with you? , 

. Yes, sir; here it is. 

(Mr. Efird, for contestee, submits the following question, which is objected 
to by contestant: Do you say positively that it was only three-quarters o¢ an 
hour from the time a say you heard the conversation between Mr Efird 
and Major Frye until Mr. xo vows, or are you guessing at it? re 

Objection sustained, not ing cross-examined upon any new matter 
brought out in reply.) 

JAS. W. WARING. 


{u. 8.] J. A. MULLER, Notary Pubdjic, 
A. W. JOHNSON, sworn, says: 
2 What is your ? 
1, 4) eer 
, on do you ho x nty? 
. Tam county chairman of the Repabiicen party. ’ 
2. ou on the 6th day of November, 1894? 
. Iwas here at Lexington Court-House, round about the polls. 
Q. Did you take any special interest in the election of T. B. J ohnston for a 
nee? the Fifty-fourth Congress? 


A. I did. 
2. What did you do toward that in way of special interest? 
. [appointed at this precinct here a clerk to take down the names of al] 
those that they refused to let vote, or that did vote, that he could get the 
names of, and authorized the precinct chairmen at other precincts to do the 


same. 
Q. At the close of the ite in the evening 48 ou make any request 0 
managers of the Federal bax, in behalf of T. B. Johns » te alien, you 4 
resent at the counting of the vote, in such position as you would be enabled 
0 see the count as they proceeded with the same? 
_A. wee, sir; Lasked them to let me come in and take down the vote of Mr. 
éohns' . 
. Did they t the request asked? 
¥ No, sir; they aia not 
2. In what building was the election held? 
. In Mr. Marrion Leeman 8 storehouse. 
Q. Was there any obstruction at the door to keep the public from the view 
of the count being made in such = the ticket being read by the man- 
ager could not be seen by the spectator? 

. The door was open, but there was a bar across the door that is used to 
hold the door shut when it is closed, and they were about midway the house, 
““G Waathesnameenn greg iio at tec pelio cneegt th 

. Was there anyone presen e excep © managers and 
oe goe at the time of the count? 

. No, sir. 

. When you made that mest to be allowed to be present inside of the 


. polls, was there any parties present outside besides yourself? 


es, sir. 
Q. How far,in the magpent of your own knowledge, does Mr. Daniel 
wae live from 
It is miles. 
. Did you see Mr. Daniel e here on that day? 
I saw Mr. Frye; I did not know his name was Daniel. 


ie 
taken a — interest in the appointing of James 
polls at Lexington; what caused you to 


te 
A. Well, sir, we had no managers or anything else at the election, and I 
had been authorized to do that. 
Q. Were you aware that all Federal laws relating to elections had been 


speed 

. In 1890 I know that they had asked for managers at the Federal electio: 

and they were refused. 4 = 
. In 1894 were they allowed? 


No c 
Q. Did you know that there was no Federal protection at the Federal boxes 


ects to question as leading.) - 
had been repealed. 
~ 4 Was that your reason for having these various appointments made to 
1 after the interest of Mr. neon at the various and get the names 
re 
(Mr. Efird objects to es leading.) 
I was instructed to do so by Mr. Johnston. 
Cross-examination: 


rmitted to stand at the door and see the managers and clerk 
Counted the votes? 


Z during the counting’ 
been a little aeore and may not 


. Was 
obstruct your view 
A. No, sir; there was a table, but it did not obstruct. 


On this class of testimony we are asked to count the rejected 
votes, and the contestant supports the claim by a long legal argu- 
P in order to make 

this evidence competent. It certainly violates the rules that the 
very best evidence that the case in itself is susceptible of must be 
offered. The very best evidence would be the rejected voter 
/ f, or, as I have said, what I consider to be equally as good, 
of and saw the vote 

that the rejected 

offer to vote heard 

think of any other 

testimony in the 

doctrine of res gest« will 

mind that if there were not more 

a contend for a moment 

be admissible or that 

. Now, the question 
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is whether the fact that there is a large number of votes involved 
erence. 
mate Oy ay of Mr. Ramsay there is nothing to justify the 
laim that a single vote can be counted. It is wholly hearsay and 
insufficient. There is not a word in it to show that anyone was 
really a rejected voter. It falls far short of what is required to 
show that a vote was unlawfully rejected. : 

The testimony of Mr. Waring is no better. It is true he says 
that 39 on the offered to vote for Mr. Johnston. That is the 
merest conclusion. It is not such gewreny Or would justify any 
tribunal in holding that a lawful vote been unlawfully 
pe testimony does not add to that of Waring. The lists, 
of course, can not be consid as evidence. They are not mem- 
oranda. It would be extremely eezone to hold that such loose 
general statements should be regarded as evidence of so material 
a point, and if we are pies to e the position that a lawful vote 
unlawfully rejected shall be counted, we ought to require that it 
be proved by competent testimony in order to admit the vote. 

ot one of the men who signed the lists was sworn or was 
before the notary for examination, and not enough of them can 
be found to change the result who made a declaration sufficient 
to prove an g, even if the declaration could be considered as 
evidence. It was assumed that the Republicans were not to 
receive fair treatment and in many ways were to be defrauded 
of their votes, and these lists were kept in order to prove the 
Republican vote. If a contestant comes and asks for a seat in 
is House he must show, under the law by competent evidence, 
that his claim is The House can assume nothing. Two 
wrongs can not make a right. If the State officers have done 
wrong the injured party must prove it. The House must not do 
a wrong in order to rectify an assumed wrong committed by the 
State 


I can not myself to think that the lists and declarations 
made by the re. voters can be received as part of the res 
geste. Ihave willing to concede for the purposes of this 


case that the declarations of the rejected voter made at the ballot 
box as a part of his offer to vote would be competent. What he 
said afterwards as e tory of what he had tried to do at the 
box is not evidence. hat he failed to say at the boxas a part of 
his offer to show eee — a — still —_ to be 
ven. It was e argument, for the purpose of count- 
Peg these rejected votes, that the declarations soa by the rejected 
voter after he had concluded his efforts to vote, away from the 
ballot box, should be received as part of the res geste—a part of 
the thing itself. 
what the voter said at the box as a of his offer 
to vote to be competent evidence, the moment the voter left the 
box he left the res gestze, and what he said and did subsequently 
is most certainly hearsay. In fact, it is my opinion that as soon 
as the vote was rejected the res geste terminated, and every- 
thing thereafter would be but hearsay. It would be a dangerous 
exercise of power for this House to call such evidence for any 
. It was also urged that to receive the lists and other 
as competent evidence would not be a substitution 
of evidence, but only a selection of weaker instead of stronger 


; 





I will read contestant’s brief the strongest point of 
argument in favor of the admission of the testimony: 
No doubt it is ition, that the rule which 
wis produrion of wrldnnot in x codes susie that the party ofering 
the best evidence of which the case its nature is 
will observe that the nature of the case is to be considered 
um denied the right to vote, be- 
as well as tion, of the t WO 
South Carolina. gh a Oe oe — oo 
registra n vote, disprov- 
Pir eeitetiee al sectidedinns on the con 


them to the effect that re 
ay SLE ha ral rule of evi- 
, in the first volume of his work on 


no substitution of evidence, but only a selection of 
mission & supply all the proofs 


nside: reasons from 
. Hon. John H. Osten- 
‘s witnesses (Record, page 101) testifies on this 


; ie es 
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could do under the circumstances, the entire election machinery with all its 


gosems being used against the Republican candidate and in favor of the 
smocratic candidate.” 


There is no evidence to the contrary in the record. In this connection we 


commend to counsel for the contestee this quotation from section 83, 1 Green- 
leaf on E vidence: 


“ All rules of evidence, however, are adopted for practical purposes in the 


administration a ee, and must be so applied as to promote the ends for 
which they were designed.” 


The app ication of these rules so as to promote the ends of justice will not 
reject the evidence which we are discussing. 

I must confess the argument failed to convince me that the evi- 
dence is competent. It may be more laborious and expensive to 
take the testimony of so many men, but that will not justify the 
violation of the plainest and safest rules of evidence—rules adopted 
to promote justice and prevent injustice; rules that have the in- 
dorsement of ages, the approval of all courts and text writers 
wherever jurisprudence = inewn. My own mind is clear on the 
subject; but if any lawyer has a doubt when the question is first 
sprung upon him he has only to read the able brief of the contest- 
ant to satisfy himself that the testimony is incompetent. 

The testimony of Mr. Ostendorff shows that the Republicans 
anticipated fraud, and substituted the keeping of the lists for an 
attempt to vote, and omitted to lay the foundation to properly 
expose the unfairness and frauds that were feared. And it is 
upon this class of testimony that the House is asked to count 
votes enough toseat the contestant. As I have said, the case turns 
upon what the contestant calls the rejected vote; for if there is 
counted for the contestant what he calls to-be-added vote, 932, 
not-counted vote, 542, it still leaves the contestee a plurality of 
8,228. While fraud is alleged in general terms, and an attempt 
made to prove it, and no doubt many things were done that can 
not be approved of, yet enough has not been proven to make any 
difference in the result. Contestant in his brief takes the same 
view of the evidence by saying; 

Owing tothe fact that the whole machinery of the election was in the 
hands of the partisan friends of contestee, it is impossible to present direct 
proof of actual fraud in the conduct of the election at the various precincts, 
except in a few instances, and that was in most cases by admission of the 
different managers on cross-examination when produced as witnesses in 
behalf of contestee. 

We are judging this case by the record, not by the cry of fraud 
that has come up from South Carolina for years and gone all over 
the land; and while no doubt, if what is told is true, there has 
been a deliberate attempt, according to the forms of law, to pre- 
vent the colored electors from voting, it is to be regretted, when 
so much has been said, that sufficient evidence has not been fur- 
nished to afford relief; but, measured by the cry of fraud in the 
case, it is not as bad as one would be fed to believe. Hereisa 
sample of the record, tak.n from the brief of the contestant: 

Mayesville precinct.—In the town of Mayesville Republican voters were 
rejected without cause and when they presented certificates. 

e circumstances attending these rejections are aggravating and mean. 

We find that the managers, all ™~mocrats, allowed 15 white voters, all non 
residents of Mayesville precinc:, ‘ » vote ( pages 373, 374, 375), and even one 
manager voted without a certificate (page 375). 

Beginning at 261 of the record, to page 268, inclusive, we find the testi- 

mony of 11 ublican voters who presented certificates, intended to vote for 
contestant, and were rejected by the managers. 
It will be seen by an examination of the statutes cited that 
electors had a right to vote outside of their precincts (sections 142, 
(98), 148, 145, and 156). It is true that all or most all of the elec- 
tion officers were Democrats, but that of itself does not change 
the result. Common fairness would have suggested that the Re- 
publicans be given one member of each board. There is another 
aspect of the case worth considering. For over twelve years the 
people of South Carolina have acquiesced in these registration and 
election laws, and all of this time no elector of that State has been 
interested enough to bring an action to enforce registration or 
the right to vote, and thereby test the validity of those laws and 
determine their rights as electors. 

Now one branch of Congress is invited to nullify these laws. 
It was said in the argument of these cases that it would not do 
any good to bring an action, as the State judiciary was absolutely 
under the control of the element unlawfully controlling the elec- 
tion machinery of that State. Chief Justice McIver was not, and 
I regret that some elector did not bring in the State court manda- 
mus to compel the registration of his name, or bring an action to 
test his right to vote, and after the courts had concluded their ac- 
tion we could better tell whether the judiciary of the State would 

roperly discharge its duty. ° 
. The jadiciary is the bulwark of American liberty, and I place 
great reliance upon the courts, notwithstanding the judges are 

i It will be a dark day for the Republic when the courts 
are under the control of men undermining the foundations of 
Government. It is to be regretted, however, that we do not have 
before us the opinion of the supreme court of South Carolina on 
these important questions. The manner of holding elections for 
Congressmen is within the power of State governments. While 
Congress has the power, it has never attempted to exercise it 
(section 4, Article I, Constitution United States), but has always 
left the manner of electing Congressmen to the States. The 
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House can not interfere with the manner of holding elections in 
the States. The duty of the House is confined to determining 
whether the return has been impeached, 

If what has been asserted in this case is true and can be proven, 
notwithstanding the contestee is entitled to his seat by a vote of 
the House, still Con can inquire whether the State of South 

Yarolina has a a lican form of government. But the oe 
alone can not make such inquiry. If what has been alleged and 
— oe the contestant is true, it is to be regretted, in the interest 

government, that it ‘has not been proven. Freedom 
—- the ballot box must be w d. No American citi- 
ord to uphold fraud in , whether he be in the 
North or tn the lane itought toSatine ante Gee ound 
nger t to to present state 
of im , and we can not afford to have it stop here. I 
trust that the South will fairly and honestly work out the great 
problems that have introduced theraselves as a result of the war 
memset! onan pesca 2 unity and prosperity, which will 
never come until tgs Aemeey me citizen eajoys unmolested his 
full rights. The safety of the individual and the success 
ee ees and absolute 
conf to law a the loyalty of the South; 
but I want tosay toour Southern friends thet dielding to a lawful 
majority and obedience to the law will be oa 
loyalty and fitness for American 
in bri to them desired 


delivery of the f 
ne Bin of Georgia. 


for a moment? 


end pur 


prepa: 
contest that I ask he may have leave to print without reading. 
Mr. KEM. ee ee 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well, Speaker; I will read the matter 


. LACEY. I understand from your if the gentleman 


will permit me, that you find there were ere rejected suming oer 
7,000 votes believed to be legal. Is that correct? 
Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman has certainly misapprehended 


the report. 
Mr, LACEY. 


What is the number you think were il'egally 


JENKINS. If the gentleman will me, I will state 
sshtns teas taetboaenred Ganesan enuiietian ar hdeddacieae 
answer all of this character, and prefer not to be inter- 
rupted in the course of my argument ‘to answer them just at this 


Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask, also, what proportion of the 
various election boards had representation tion other than Democratic 
resentation on them? 
r. JENKINS. That is a question to which I will also refer 
later on. The answer to the question would now antici- 
ev _ views on the constitutional question w: 1 desire to 


. before concluding, I wish to state to the gen- 

a that every uestion he desires to have answered 

SS ke oak aa te al satisfactorily answered, I think, 
before this debate is closed. 
I move that the House do now 


ow, Mr. 


conference 

Mr. JENKINS. Before the motion is put I desire to reserve the 

balance of time. 
pro (Mr. Suzrman). The time of the 
genteman wl be I yield to the gentleman from N J to 

ew Jersey 
submit a privileged report. 
ADA J. SCHWATKA, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a con- 
on which I ask immediate action. 


The managers on the part of the House having had under consideration 


May 26, 


Senate bill 710, pension to Ada J°Sch 
Lieut, Frederick Bohwatke, sabentt the following cee eee tow of the 


~_ Senate passed the bill allowing $30 a oy 
The House amended the bill by i in lieu of $30 the amount o: : $17. 
‘ The Senate refused to agree to the House amendment and asked fv; 
erence. 
See eee Ea on Neca a conf 
© conferees have agreed that in lieu ou. of the amount Proposed bs by 
the House, $17, that the su: 
concurrence of the Hous. 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
DAVID G. COLSON 
on the part of the House, 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. [I ask the adoption of the report. 
The report was agreed to 
On motion of Mr, LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


late 
ac n- 


{$9 


cite nen ron, Rafferty; 
Carrie H. Green: 
the soltat of Hannah Newell Barrett: 


ere standard, shape, and size for d 
District of Columbia, and for other pus 


te incorporate the National University; 


granting « to Elvin J. Brown; 

increase ene Elizabeth T. Beall, 

L. Beall, colonel First United States 

‘CH. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Ale- 

H.R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent: 
H. R. 3857) See cewnan Eee B rewer; . 
R. Nee granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson; 


. Marsh; 


sl 


: 


EEEEEE 


Eb>bh bb 


. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J, 


- oan granting a peusion to Richard es: 
empowering and directing the retary of 
to furnish 4 pieces of condemned cannon to the city of 


Epo F 
sa z 


> 


(H.R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
A R.6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

‘A bill (H.R. 6182) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott; 


A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry: 
ata (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 


ie A BRI. 2602) for the relief of 


Solomon Hyams 
A bill (HR) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth © M. Williams, 
“? Monroe eee 4 
H.R. 81 = granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; 
4 bil H.R. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 


(H. -R. 4275 to increase the of Mrs. Annis H. 
a William H. from $20 to $50 per 


8.3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
ar from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 
WS: 
The bill (S. Se the 
Committee on 


ari 8. s'2507) granting an increas of pension to Join N Cor- 
—to the Committee on Pensio 


ee th cig 


votes of the two Houseson 


Rat 6249) making approp™'* 
Indian ment and ful- 


nding 
afer fal and Free confer: 
their respective Houses 
66. 








1896. 





dme Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with 
> the enents as at at the end of said amendment the following: 
on That said soSurtnes cuthbert and renee to prenes at soon 
: determine the application rsons who may apply to them 
oben Saal in any ons said nations, = a som hearing they oak s 
vo SF ican so adm and enro : Provided, 
termine the ene shall be made to such commissioners within 
of this act. The said commission shall de- 


months after the 
t lications wi ninety days after the same shall be made. 
cide all sue *Tning all each applications said commission shall respect ali 
the several nations or not inconsistent with the laws of the 


aa Uae Gea Gieeusee, apd cnptonnn af eneh of ood 
and effect to , and customs of each of said na- 
ve due force ama ef led fur that 
as now existing are hereby confirmed, and any person who 
jaim to be entitled to be added to said rolls as a citizen of either of 
said tribes and whose right has either been denied or not acted upon, 
any citizen who may within three months from and after the of 
oF any desire such ci Pp, May spply to the logally constituted court 
committee designated by the sev for such citizenship, and such 
S shall determine such application within thirty days from 
of such duties said commission shall have power and 
E administer — issue process for and compel attend- 


of fra 
shall be hereafter held and consid- 
entitled to the rights of citi- 
That if the a or any \ 
e 


He 
a2 
st 

F 
| 
F 


ths, shall cause a 
to be made up from their 
right may be conferred 
are hereby, made rolls of citizen- 
however, to determination of the 
n. 


B 
| 
fl 
i 
gis 
| 
; 
E 
E 


ists of members to be filed with 
said commission is further author- 
to Congress of leases, tribal and indi- 
and value of the ge ny leased, and the 
whom and from w said property is 
and detailed report as to 
the excessive holdings of and others. 
“It is hereby declared to Ra Secuty of the United States to establish a gov- 


ties 


hereby appropriated to be as at 
interest on the permanent fund of 
expended for education, shall be 
day of November of each year. 
¢ Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
and directed to ascertain and sopest to a 
made and entered into by the eca 
or corporations of all lands in the Alle- 
the State of New York, giving an 

lease now in existence or force, with the date 
or amounts due on each lease.” 


‘and 70 the committee of conference has 
J.S. SHERMAN 


CHARLES CUR’ 
GEO. C. PEN Cen 


Ei 


f 
| 
sf 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY CONFERENCE REPORT NO. 4 ON INDIAN APPRO- 
Tho Senate peahlieg frome tte ampendment nas bered 66. 
num 
Senate amendment 37 is to with an amendment. As passed th 
Senate, it provided iin aettinesnes af dhe Dane? Gnale . 
an . As agreed to in 
submitted tot, with the night. 
United States 3 iy 


conference, it gives the 
citizenship, where the 
of either party to 
it confirms the rolls of citizenship as they exist 
the Commission to make a complete rol! 
- aan atx months, Betvesthe Deu. 
ee hers Cee a execution 
ohn 
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On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the former conferees. 
VETO MESSAGE—BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I return herewith without approval House bill numbered 7161, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones.” 

This bill directs the payment of $50 to the beneficiary, late postmaster at 
Beauregard, Miss., or to his order, of the sum of $50, in full compensation 
for services and expenses in carrying and distributing the mails between 
Wesson and Beaure , in the State of Mississippi, in 1883. 

It appears from the report of the House committee recommending the 


ae of this bill that on April 22, 1883, while Mr. Jones was postmaster at 
1 — a cyclone destroyed every building in the place, including that 
in which the post-office was kept. That in consequence of this disaster the 


mails for Beauregard were for a period of thirty-five days and until May 27, 
1883, deposited at Wesson, 1 mile distant. That during that time it became 
necessary to transport such mails from Wesson to Beauregard, and that the 
postmaster caused this to be done, at an expense of $07. 

A report from the Postmaster-General discloses the fact that this claim was 

resented to the  aeemaen in 1884 and was rejected on the ground that if 
= a performed as alleged it was not authorized or directed by the 

partment. 

In 1885 a suit was instituted against this postmaster and his sureties fora 
balance due the Government from him on his official accounts for the quarter 
ending June 30, 1883. 


It will be observed that this quester covered the period within which the 
alleged services were performed. 

In the suit referred to a judgment was recovered by tho Government 
inst the postmaster for $190.45, being the balance found due from him. 
is judgment still remains unpaid. 

In this condition of affairs it is quite plain that in fairness and justice no 

appropriation should be made in favor of the claimant. 

t is the opinion of the Auditor of the Post-Office Department that even if 
this bill became a law, payment of the money appropriated should be with- 
held under a section of the Revised Statutes which provides: 

“No money shall be paid to any person for his compensation who is in 

arrears to the United States until he has accounted for and paid into the 
ury all sums for which he may be liable.” 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 26, 1896. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that this message be printed, and that 
the bill and message be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SPENCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, ST. CHARLES, MO. 

The SPH:AKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5675) au- 
thorizing the construction of a wagon and motor bridge over the 
Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo., with Senate amendments 
thereto. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. TRELOAR. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. TRELOAR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

TITLE TO LANDS, HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1436) 
to quiet title to lands in persons who purchased the same in good 
faith, without notice and for a valuable consideration, and to 
enable the Government to issue patents on such lands, and that 
commutations of homestead entries shall take effect from date of 
settlement and not from date of entry, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. LACEY. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion of Mr. LACEY was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last yote 
was laid on the table. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

The conference report was read. 

[For text of the conference report see House proceedings of 


May 20.) 

Mr. LACEY. I move to agree to the conference report. 
coll upon the committee [Mr. McRak] has some objection 
to e to it, and I should like to yield to him such time as he 
may need to present his objection. How much time will the gen- 


My 


uire? 

Mr. McRAE, I do not want very much time, but I want the 
— to make a motion. 

. LACEY. Iwill yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRar}. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I stated the principal objection I 
have to this conference report when it was prematurely presented 
the other day. To granting relief to all settlers who had filed or 
entered, as was first pro’ by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Towne], I will eno objection. But this conference sub- 
stitute for the two bills, one passed by the Senate and the other by 
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the House, ignores a requirement and regulation that I conceive 
to be important and essential in the homestead law. I do not be- 
lieve that such was intended by the gentlemen who have signed this 
report, and therefore I think the report should be rejected and the 
conference committee instructed to make the correction necessary 
to prevent the error. 

The act of October 1, 1890, which first sought to relieve these 
settlers, did not apply to any who had not filed upon or entered 
under the preemption or homestead law, and in addition to that 
it required as a test of good faith not less than three months’ con- 
tinuous residence prior to final proof. The fact that the settlers 
have not complied with that act shows that they do not want the 
lands for homes, but to sell. This bill requires no residence what- 
ever for commutation. I doubt the wisdom of yielding that, but 
I will not press that point except to say that it has always been 
required in such laws heretofore. 

will, however, pass that; for the principal objection I make is 
that it allows squatters on the public domain to count, for the 
—— of commuting, the time they may have occupied the land 
fore they made entry. As long as no one applies to enter occu- 
pied land the Government will not dispossess a squatter, but he 
gets no right to take under the homestead law by simply getting 
on the land, I will ask the Clerk to read what is required of a 
settler before he can enter under that law. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To obtain a homestead the party should select and personally examine the 
land and be satisfied of its cha r and true description. 
He must file an application stating his name, residence 
address, and describing the land he desires to enter, and ma. 
he is not the proprietor of more than 160 acres of land in any State or Terri- 
tory; that he is a citizen of the United States, or that he has filed his declara- 
tion of intention to become such, and that he is the head of a family, or over 
21 years of age, as the case may be; that his application is noaeny and in 
good faith e for the purpose of actual settlement and cultivation, and 
not for the benefit of any other person, persons, or oerparation, and that he 
will faithfully and honestly endeavor to comply with all the requirements of 
law as to settlement, residence, and cultivation necessary to acquire title to 
the land applied for; that he is not acting as agent of any person, corpora- 
tion, or syndicate in such entry,nor in collusion with any person, 
panel gy nmee or dicate to give them the benefit of the land entered, or any 
pe t thereot, or a ae aren | ayo he oes aes ly to ss — 
or the purpose of speculation, n ° a home for him- 
self, ond that he has not directly or in y made, and will not make, any 
agreement or contract in any way or manner with ong pore, or persons, 
corporation, or oe whatsoever by which the title which he might 
acquire from the Government of the United States should inure in whole or 
in part to the benefit of any ; and, further, that since 


n except himself 
—— 30, 1890, he has not entered under the land laws of the United States, 
or cul in character, and not mine 


ied epom, a ay of land tural 
which, with the tracts now app’ for, would make more than 320 acres, 
that he has not theretofore had the benefit of the homestead laws, and must 


py the legal fee and that part of the which is payable when entry 
made 


On com ce by the party with the foregoin uirements the receiver 
will eee A for the Yeo and that part of st coumeniesions id, a du- 
licate of which he will deliver to the party. The matter will then be en- 
red on the records of the district office and reported to the General Land 


Office. 


Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Sees asworn application of this 
e 


character must be made an land office fees paid before any 
settler can make an entry under the homestead law. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. McRAE. reer: 

Mr. LACEY. IfI understand your objection to this bill, it is 
that it allows these persons who took possession and who made no 
filing to have the benefit of the law? 

Mr. McRAE. In the main, that is my objection. I am told 
that so far as these settlers are concerned, it was only intended to 
ay this right to those who ! .d made entries or filings, but the 

ll itself does not provide for that. It provides that ‘‘ those per- 
* gons who for the period of six months settled upon, improved, and 

eee < - lands 2 — ee — a po 
gress gran who go upon the public lands as squatters 
a view of quurhie the same right as those who have entered? If 
80, then there is no necessity for entry, and all that a man has to 
do is to occupy and cultivate public land. 

Shall we say that he must not pay the fees or give the land office 
notice that he intends to take it? If you are willing to say that 
because a settler has gone on the public land he has a right to hold 
it indefinitely without entry at the land office, then what use have 
we for land offices? Will you make the settler the judge of his own 
—e and allow him to te the land he wants from 

e public domain without any of it? There is no of 
the homestead law that does not serve a wise ; and it re- 
quires every oconeees to swear that he takes the land for actual 
settlement and cultivation and not for speculation; and the time 
he is pe pe tidy reside upon it does not begin to run until the 
payment of the land office fees and the issue of the receiver's re- 
ceipt. This bill also reduces the period of commutation from four- 
teen to six months as to homesteads and revives the repealed pre- 
emption law, with a reduction to the same period in favor of set- 
tlers who had no 1 status at the time these changes were made. 
No preemptor could under that law enter without at least one 


year's residence on the land after filing, andifit was on unoffered | as 


land it required thirty months before he could get title. Thj. },; 
in short, gives these settlers who cultivated contin eine - i, 
months the right to make cash entry of any other public Jang at 
$1.25 per acre. 

Mr. Speaker, this error, I think, was committed b 
mittee of conference in confusing preemption and 
entries. Under the homestead law no entry can 
the settler has made an affidavit — the fees, 
semen law the settler was ired to make a settlement jy. 

ore he could make his filing. If it was upon offered lan 

within thirt pt after his settlement he was required to1 
filing; and if upon unoffered lands, within three months froin, go+. 
tlement. But the entry under the preemption law was not taco 
until he made the final proof and payment. This could be dono 
in the case of offered lands within twelve months from the sett}.. 
ment; but if unoffered land, then within thirty months. Under 
the homestead law the entry is made by the applicant declaring 
under oath that he wants a certain piece of land for a home, si: wing 
his qualifications for it and paying the commissions. The sett}. 
ment and cultivation must in such cases follow the entry and at 
the end of five years be proven by at least two witnesses. In the 
case of preemption the settlement must _— the filing. In the 
case of homestead no payment, ex fees, is required unless 
commuted. In preemption the full Government price and fees 
were required in all cases. One is ahomestead entry, the other js 
acash entry. It is or clear to my mind that the person 
who drew bill did not understand the proper distinction be. 
eo — Senos oe eg ee in trying to 
combine wo in ea blunder that m: 

make serious trouble unless corrected ~ 


. : ao i ee aeeaenre. In fact, I 
—— proper form, for the e of my friend who in- 
troduced it. His constituents who have made entries or filings 
are nit am but I do not ae = this House ought to 
commi e dangerous ple o: izing the right of 
squatters upon the public one have amma: g, odiunes 
no ee settle, and who have complied with no part of the 
law and regulations. I will therefore ask the House to vote down 
this rt and give the conference committee the instructions 
which I send to the desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following 
“Within the af 


Vv the com- 
homestead 
made until 
Onder the 


is, then 
nake hig 


age in section 1: 

for the space of six months settled upon, im- 
——s and cultivated any of said indemnity lands with a view of entering 
same er homestead or preemption laws, being competent to make 
such entries, and who were not permitted to make such entries, upon estab- 
lishing facts before the and receiver of the local land office, in 
of the Interior may pre- 
ppropriated publi ar of the t nited 

una public 0} e Uni 
homestead entry, equal in amount to the land settled upon, 
d cultivated, as aforesaid, and under the homestead entry so 
and final entry, receive credit for the settle- 


the law in force in 1889 governing the commuta- 
apply to the commutation of entries under 


Pa anotttaite cottied : auproves, on8 Sood sx months land i 
ms a upon land in 
indemnity belt after ving 5 


said second made filing or entry of the same, and 
who, for any reason other than vemnaiey Sepnonment, failed to make final 
root within two years the of this act, transfer 
claims to any vacant surveyed Government land subject to entry under 
homestead the same way as proof might 
same had not been canceled; 

the period of their bona 

of their improvements upon their claims in 
made upon the claims to which 

selections shall be made as 

shall be carried into effect 

prescribed by the Secretary of 


it can only delay the passage of 
report and give these in- 
everyone who has made 

this tana for the time required 


5 


cut them out. The settler who did 
made no filing under the 
If he applied 


given this valuable 
to every man who has 
give you the right togo 
counted in your favor there 
public lands as a squatter, 
and harassment to every land 
in this country, and it will be the means of depriving m4" 


of a home. 
you can justify this bill is tha 
lands on to settlement al 








1896. 


permitted homesteaders to make entries, it is the duty of the 


en nt to protect those settlers who complied with the re- | 
irements of the law. But as to the man who settled and culti- | 


‘ated the land, but refused to comply with the law as to entry 
oa payment, there is no obligation to give him a right equal in 
affect to land scrip which can _ upon any piece of land sub- 
ject to homestead which he ee 
and proving that he had settled upon and cultivated another 

iece of land for six months get title. The Government has not 
ceived him and owes him nothing. The precedent is extremely 
dangerous, and I warn the House against it. : 

Mr. LACEY. There is no scrip in this proposition. 

Mr. McRAE. No; but it is about as dangerous as scrip. You 
reduce the period of commutation to six months and provide that 
every man who proves a residence for six months on any of these 
indemnity lands shall have the right to take any piece of public 
land in the United States which is subject tohomestead. To illus- 
trate: If an entry in any one of the land districts of the United 
States is rejected for technical reasons, and the land is declared 
to be public, these preferred citizens can say, ‘‘I will take this 
piece of land”; and all he has to do is to prove that he improved 
and cultivated for six months any land within the indemnity lim- 
its of the Northern Pacific grant, etc. It is the right to make a 
cash entry which is denied to other people. We have declared 
that public lands should be held in trust for actual settlers. 

L hope the report will be rejected and the instructions I pro- 
pose slopted, and if that is done I am satisfied that the conference 
committee in less than thirty minutes can agree to a proper meas- 
ure for the benefit of these settlers. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. TowNE] wisely proposed by his bill to give this right 
onl os settlers who had made entries or filings, and never until 
code has it been admitted that it was sought to give this privi- 
lege to anybody else. Some of the conferees who signed this re- 
port have stated that they did so believing that it was the final 
proof in homestead cases which was the entry, and that a home- 
stead entry was not made until the final proof was made. 

Mr. LACEY was recognized. A 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 

uorum. 

; The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
— were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 

Ws: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of 27 cases wherein the preliminary examination 
does not show that the claimants were loyal to the Government 
the United States throughout the war—to the Committee on 
ar and ordered to be printed. 

A from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

the decisions of the Comptroller of the Treasury and of 
tor for the Post-Office De ent, as to the amount to 
for the relief of George H. Lott—to the Committee on 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
several named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8551) to railroad bridges across the Cumberland and 
ae Saecemekie t 308); hich wid vill and 
a rt (No. 1998); which sai and 

were referred to the iene Calendar. 

from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House (H.R. 9072) to authorize the Butler and Pitts- 
y to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
er River, the same with amendment, accompanied 
a (No. 2005); which said bill and report were referred 


Te 


Au 


Fi 


to the Calendar. 
mdr il eon (Es) esp 
<a autho: eo a int- 
ment of a nonpartisan Teeeiadon 7 collate information and < 
considerand recommend meet the ems presen 
by labor, agriculture, capital, sonar the Seana eithent 
aad Foner aecemmamied by 8 report (No. 1999); which said bill 
= oon to the Committee of the Whole House on 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2003 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 


nd, and by paying $1.25 an acre | 


which were referred House bills Nos. 6118 and 8552, r 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9209) granting a service pensior 
honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of the war of the 
rebellion, accompanied by a report (No. 2004) 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





The bill (H. R. 3927) for the relief of James B. Russell. 
No. 2000.) 
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Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2232), entit'ed * 
act to vacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado and to r 
the lands contained in the same to entry,” reported the sam 
Ss whicn 


An 
with- 
said 


House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
rted in 
to all 


; which said bill 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
(Report 


By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 


bill (H. R. 4924) granting an increase of pension to George D. 
Cook, late of Company K, One hundred and tenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, 


(Report No, 2001.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9206) to establish a fish- 


hatching and fish-culture station in the State of Florida—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HOWARD (by request of James Seldon Cowdon, of 
Vienna, Fairfax County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 9207) to make the 
paper money of the United States receivable, not redeemable—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.9208) to re- 
store to the classified service persons employed in the Record and 
Pension Office of the War Department prior to July 25, 1894—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 190) to facili- 
tate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; 
to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not 
exceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, 
and to prohibit said company or any successor company from 
giving by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action coutrol of 
its railroad to any corporation, company, person, or association of 
persons owning, operating, or controlling a parallel or competing 
railroad—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 191) to author- 
ize a scientific investigation of the fur-seal fisheries—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res. No. 383) providing for 
the appointment of a committee of five members to investigate 
and report to the next session of Congress all the material facts 
connected with the removal of chiefs of divisions, etc., since 
March 4, 1893, in the Treasury Department and in the various 
offices under the said Department, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A resolution (House Res. No, 384) 
to pay Albert E. Werner $77.78 for services as messenger under 
the Doorkeeper of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A resolution (House Res. No. 386) providing 
for the printing of 1,000 copies of House bill No. 7977, known as 
the river and harbor bill—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A memorial relative to an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United State’ enabling Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial relative to an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial relative to an amendment to 

the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial relative to an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6055) for 
the relief of John A, Campbell; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 9210) to remove the 
charge of desertion from Patrick H. McCall, late an enlisted man 
in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 9211) to grant\ a pension to Mrs. 
Charles B. Gatewood, widow of Charles B. Gatewood, late first 
lieutenant, Sixth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9212) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Lumbert, of Preston, lowa—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mt. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 9213) to authorize the P vesident 
to place William T, Godwin on the retired list with the rank of 
first lientenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 9214) to correct the naval record of 
Thomas Marshall—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill - R. 9215) granting a pen- 
- to Martha Jennie Freer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 9216) to increase the pension 
of John Grimes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 9217) granting a 
pension to John F, Adams—to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H.R.9218) for the relief of 
Martha A., widow of Joseph Hollingshead, iate of Company A, 
Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9219) to remove the charge 
of — against George Webb—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John T. Jones—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9221) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John G. Frost—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H, R, 9222) to remove the charge of desertion 
against David Edwards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 9223) to correct the military 
record of Joseph J. Grasty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, the foliowing petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, protesting against the of House bill No. 8536 
and Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of railroad commissioners, opposing the repeal of 
section 10 of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Sundry petitions of citizens of the 
State of Texas, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter tage to 1 cent per half ounce, and House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter— 
te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolutions of the executive board of the 
Knights of Labor, favoring the passage of the industrial commis- 
sion bill (H. R. 6119), to investigate the labor problem—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizensof Bay View, Wash., 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
ee laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 

Post-Office and goiter ee 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petitioi of W. H. Dietz, of Kingston, Tenn., 
for a children’s day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petitions of citizens of Lowell and Monon, 
Ind., asking for favorableaction on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
_ and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of a convention of railroad commis- 
sioners of different States, May 20, 1896, against a pro- 
— amendment to section 10 of the erce act— 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Knights- 
—. Ind., ating auras action a House bills Ss and 

. amending the aws—to Committee on Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 


By Mr. JOY: Papers to accompany House bill to correct the 


—_— 


a6 record of Thomas Marshall—to the Committee on Naya) 


airs. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of George H. Ely and others, of £:),.,;, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 260, to incre... ;),, 
pey of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Ofii... 

ost-Roads. = 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petitions of citizens of Taylors Falls, ( ,,. 
bridge, and St. Paul, Minn., asking for favorable action oy }{..).. 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the (, 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of citizens of Wolcottville, Inj, ¢o; 
favorable action on House bills Nos, 888 and 4566, to amen. +), 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Posi |), ,.,,). 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of Cushing Post, No. 44. (55,4 
Army of the Republic, of Ventura, Cal., favoring the pas fa 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiy,.. 

By Mr. MoRAE: Petition of J. E. Weir, T. 8. Sandefer, nq 
86 other citizens of Clark County, Ark., in favor of House })\|| \, 
6851, to aid Wilberforce University, located in Greene (\)\;,;;\ 
Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. r 

7 Mr. PRINCE: Petition of citizens of Moline, I1., in fy 
Oo 


ouse bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal law. to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-oads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union. No. 3}, of 
McSherrystown, Pa., praying for Government ownership of tele- 
graph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign (ojp- 
merce. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petitions of citizensof Decatur, Dunkirk, and 
Geneva, Ind., for favorable action on Hoase bills Nos. 83s ang 
4566, proposing amendments to the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the ce and Post- 

By Mr. WADSWORTH (by a Petition of ex-soldiers 
and sailors of the Union Army and Navy residing in Varys)urg, 
N. Y., for the passage of a service-pension bill of at least ss jer 
month to every honorably discharged soldier, sailor, and marine 
who served ninety days in the late war on the Union side—iv tlie 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Knights of Labor Gen- 
eral Assembly, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial committee to investigate the labor problem 
and suggest a remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 27, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mirsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Harris, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The signature of the Vice-President was announced to thie fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had previously been signed by the 
Speaker of the House of ntatives: 

A bill (8. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.; 

A bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of ed cannon to the city 
of an Mich. ; 
erie bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H.J. 

ran; 
bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mar<hall; 
bill (H. R. 2373) nting a on to Elvin J. Brown; 
bill R. 2602) for the of Solomon Hyams; Hy 

. (. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension tv Michael 


> pbb 
z 


p 
2 
E 


. 
? 


H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. b:2'., 
Benjamin L. 


e 
ceeet 


of 


Beall, late colonel, First United States 
) for manatee i. _ t; 
gran a to ° re mn; 
granting a a to Thomas Brewer: 


of Mrs, Annis H. 
William H. , from $20 to $50 per 
granting a pension 


Hae 
ssn 
s 


to Delia A. Marsh; 

granting a pension to Cray; 

) to increase the Siesae tase. Mary L. Ale- 

) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 

4785) to incorporate the National University; 
Gentry; 

5225 the reliat Dat dire Maieabsth M. Williams, 


i1) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington 


bhpprerpe 
meres Soe 
RRRBE & 

a 258 


i 








1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5775 


a ne a 
7 _ R. 5792 granting a pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson; The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comprises seven pages, the Chair 
ec R. s008) to correct the military record of Elbridge | is advised. : : . 


McFadden; b ? . Mr. HALE. It is very important to bring up the conference 
A bill (H. BR. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; | report on the naval appropriation bill and get it out of the way. 
4 bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas| Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let the bill go over. 

M. Seott: : . The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further petitions and 
Abill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline | memorials, the reports of standing and select committees are next 


E. Purdum; . | in order. 
"A bill (HL. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
A bill (H. B. 6833) defining the standard shape and size fordry | Mr, LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
measures In use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- | whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (8. 3230) to provide for the reorganization of the consular 


ses; : : : an 
mA pill (H. R. — granting an increase of pension to William | and diplomatic service; which was read twice by its title 
. Applegate; an r 3 r Mr. DAVIS, fromthe Committee on Foreign Relations, to who 
= bal (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. | was referred the bill (S. 692) for the relief of the legal representa- 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | tives of James and William Crooks, of Canada, reported it wit! 
Mr, PEFFER. Congress has several times recently shown a | out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
disposition to encourage inventions for the purpose of aerial nav- | Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
igation. I have here a petition from James Seldon Cowdon, a res- | were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
ident of this city (a citizen of Virginia, I think), which is very | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


brief, and I will read it, as I can perhaps get the sense of it to the A bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin: and 
Senate better by reading it than by stating it. A bill (H. R. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
To the Congress of the United States: of Arkansas. 


Your undersigned petitioner would most respectfully apply to your honor- Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post- 
able body for such financial encouragement as you may deem appropriate in | Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
the devel tof his plan of navigating the air upon the principle of “a 
live fish in Phe water ’ rather than upon the principle of ‘alive bird in the air.” 

Your petitioner would further state that he is financially unable to per- 
fect his invention, but with, say, $15,000 and four months’ time, he can con- 
struct an air ship that will move through the air at the will of the operator, 
and not otherwise, when finally ected 


S. BOSS) to 
increase the pay of letter carriers, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


. referred the bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, 
Your petitioner would ask this confidence and consideration | reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
at your ds in ere a — = ee oe ae a BILLS INTRODUCED. 
your | 000 for 7" ; me ; ao 
Fe pmens of kno Morse system of | Mr. McMILLAN introduced a Dill (S. 3231) to amend an act 
‘And he will ever pray. entitled “‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893; which was read 
Wasmrvarox, D. C., twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3232) to amend section 2502 


Mr QUAY jresnied amnemorial of the hamnber of Commerce | i and sien Ustin coments om Camere 
of Pittsburg, i emnsamenting against the adoption of certain | “yy, TELLER introduced a bill (3. 3233) for the relief of Henry 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law, as proposed by House | 4 Worth: which was read twice by its title. and referred. J 
bill No. 8686 and Senate bill No. 2967; which was referred to the | the Gommittee on Pensions. __ pia x ena aueamaraaanlince 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. al as 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the legislature of JEROME KUNKEL. 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts relative to an amendment | On motion of Mr. BAKER, it was 
to the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
laws regulating the hours of labor; which were referred to the | {Uyther consideration of the papers pertaining to the bill (254) for the re- 
Committeeon Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed in | Affairs of the House of Representatives. eee 
the Recorp, as follows: WILLIAM B. MATCHETT. 
ern es Tae ee) states Mr. DAVIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the sub- 


cxemepmagnteaiangtin 


JAMES SELDON COWDON. 


The motion was agreed to. 


enabling Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor. ject of the petition and papers in the claim of William B. 
Resolved, That in the of the general court of Massachusetts it is | Matchett against the Government of Venezuela was indefinitely 
desirable that the rat of ee Upton States chonht be so axsended as | postr med. 
place it clearly within er ngress to enact laws regulating th ‘ha ; rg 
hours of labor in the several States aconeding to some uniform system; and | he motion was agreed to. 
the Senators and tatives of this Commonwealth in Congress are On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 


hereby requested to take such action as may be necessary in order to bring Ordered, That the petition and srs of William B. Matchett be withdrawr 

the question of so amending the Constitution before Congress. | trom the files of the Senate under the rules of the Senate. er 
Resolved, That properly attested copies of these resolutions be forwarded —— peg ais ats se 

by the secretary of the Commonwealth to the presiding officers of both INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Wrenches of Congress, a8 alse to the Senators and Representatives in Con- Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 


from lopted f i to the Committee to Audit and Control the C 
house of representatives, was reierrec 0 : 6 . m1 ee TO ATIC an ontro ii¢ ontin- 
nate Sas id ae gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the expense incurred by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
WM. M. OLIN, tee on Naval Affairs in visiting Bethlehem, Pa.,in pursuance of the duty 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. imposed on said committee by resolutions of the Senate dated, respectively 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Boston Division, No. 122, December 31, 1895, and February 13, 1896, be paid from the conting: nt fund 
pa sat alieanonin ee etn Se Se fot DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON 
enactment of a labor ar law; which was referred to the : al SE er Sek on Fk 
Committee on Education and Labor. Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the American Laryn- Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me 
golical remonstrating against the pecmnge of Senate at — 1 will vield t reas telnet : re 
ill No. 1552, for the further vention of cruelty to animals in r. . will yield to morning business. | can not yiel 
Latent c : for any other purpose, because I have already declined to yield to 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 4)", Se ator from Nebraska, 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. Mr. BURROWS. I will state to the Senator from Maine that 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill | it is the case of a House bill passed by the Senate with sundry 

ste) forest reservations. amendments. I entered a motion some time ago to reconsider 

The . ‘The bill will be read for information. | the action of the Senate in passing the bill with a view to secur- 

Mr. HALE. Is this in the order of morning business? | ing a disagreement to the amendments. It will take but a mo- 
oan VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not a part of the morning busi- | ment to dispose of it. 


The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent for Mr. HALE. It is in the nature of morning business, and I will 
the present consideration of the bill. The Chair submits the re- | yield. 
quest of the Senator. Mr. BURROWS. It isa privileged motion. I understand. 
Mr. ALLEN. Senator from Maine that the Mr. HALE. I yield for that purpose to the Senator from Michi- 


the 
Conran important ome, and met the full approval at the last 
1 gan. 
Congress at tl Congress of the Committee on Forest| Mr. BURROWS. The House passed the bill (H. R. 6256) au- 


of Game. Itisimportant to pass | thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to 
think. George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manis- 
tique, Mich., a condemned cannon. The Senate passed the bill 
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with sundry amendments, adding a donation of condemned can- 
non at other pom. I have conferred with the various Senators 
who peopons the amendments, and they have kindly consented 
that the bill may be reconsidered and the amendments disagreed 
to. and that then the bill shall pass without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan, to reconsider the votes by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now ask that the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote will be 
reconsidered. The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were nonconcurred in. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the title will be 
disagreed to. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542) yy! appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal ty ending June 30, , and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23, 30, and 55. 

That the House recede from its d ent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,3,4,5,6,7,8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 
50, and 54, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment the following: “And the Secre of the Navy shall de a clerk of 
class 1 to perform clerical services in the Navy Department necessary to 
- © work incident to this appropriation’; and the Senate agree to 
e same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amerdment as follows: Strike out the comma (,) after the word “ labora- 
tory,” in line 3, 22 of the bill, and restore the matter stricken out by said 
Senate amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out. in lines 4 and 5 of said amendment, the 
words “ made for the same,” and insertin lieu thereof the word “ completed ”’; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered and ee to the sate with 
amendments as follows: Strike out the words r by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the following, “ at $2,500 each; one of English studies, 
history, and law (after en eee service), $2,500"; and strike out, in lines 
= — 23, page 36 of the bill, the words “ at $2,500 each"; and the Senate agree 

> the same. 

On amendments numbered 2, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 
48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee of conference nee bee ‘ie 2. 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HALE. Iask that the report be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. E. I move that the Senate further insist on itsamend- 
ments still in disagreement and ask for a further conference on 
the d ing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. QUAY. Unless the Senator from Maine objects, I should 
be glad to have another vote of the Senate on the question of the 
battle ships in the way of instruction to the new committee of 
conference. 

Mr. HALE. I have been in conference with some of the Sena- 
tors who are a eae on that point, and it was suggested 
that it would be better, as there has been but one conference, to 
submit the matter to another conference and see if it can not be 
adjusted there, 

r. QUAY. Very well, I give way to the wishes of the chair- 
man of the Senate conferees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimonps consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees at the further conference on the part of the 
ns and Mr. Hauge, Mr. Quay, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 
pointed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. I do not think it will be necessary 


May 27, 


to have a session exceeding thirty minutes, but it is ve 
tant, in my opinion, that we should have such a session. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to ¢ |), ,. 
sideration of executive business. After forty-eight minut... “4 
in executive session the doors were reopened. a 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. w 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 4... 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disayr:oin, 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of |... 
resentatives to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers oy, the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

The message also announced that the House had agree) to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes o¢ 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the })jj] 
(H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and contingsn; 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipui:tins 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 33), {4y> 
and for other purposes, further insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 64, 69, and 70, agrees to 
the further conference asked for by the Senate on the disavreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Surryay 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON managers at the con, 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed q 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine 
and , to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
pre violating the provisions thereof in the District of Colum. 

ia; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

e Tm also announced that the House had passed a eon. 
current resolution authorizing the enrolling clerk of the House in 
enrolling H. R. 6248, appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, to insert in 
section 24, after the words ‘‘ ninety-six,” the following, * except 
as in said sections otherwise specially provided”; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iap to the Senator from Ohio to yield 
to me that I may ask consideration for a concurrent resolution 
which has just come from the House of resentatives, to correct 
an enrolled bill. It is important that it should be attended to at 
once. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The concurrent resolution relates to the 
medical and ee " 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives House bill 
so creetan ant fo utiasersonn Vckting the provisions the nthe 
an s thereof in 
District of Columbia. - 7 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution is simply to secure the re 
turn of a bill in order to correct an unfortunate error which was 
made by the enrolling. clerk of the House of Representatives, and 
it is important that the resolution should pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. BAKER. The Senator from Ohio yields to me for « mo 
ment that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
House bill No. ott, rela to the donation of condemned cannon 
and cannon balls, I hope it may now be considered. _ 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committe: of the 
ole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned! cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to certain posts of the Gran! Army 
of the Republic. It proposes to donate one condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls for four pyramids to Shaw Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., 00‘! also 
one condemned cannon and condemned cannon balls for fou" 
poe to McLouth Post, No. 279, Grand Army of the Repub 

ic, at McLouth, Kans., for soldiers’ monuments. ed 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Senate fccoed to the 
consideration of what is known as the filled-cheese bill. of 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 


ry impor. 


J. 


l agreed 
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resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. 8008) de- 
pate ne and imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, im tion, and rtation of filled cheese. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair will state the status of the 
pill. The and nays have been ordered upon the amendment 
ralmited by the — from Idaho [Mr. Dusois]. The Secre- 
’ : the 
a? Bat rer nen proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALLEN re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to have the amendment stated before the 
vote is VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the amendment be stated. Without objection, the amend- 


— It is proposed to add as a new section the 


The SECRETARY. 
= ' raise to meet the vari f the Go t 
revenue to m e ous expenses of the Governmen 
aan >: shall be levied and a taber coum sees as 
Secretary Treasury ma resc. , On every rrei 0 lager Tr, 
we and porter manufactured in the United States in addition to the tax now 
imposed thereon. 


Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr, CLARK — his name was called). I wish to announce 


for the day [am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
ena M This pair having been transferred to me by the Sen- 


ator from North Carolina [Mr. PrircHarp]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. Not knowing how 
he would vote if , | withhold my vote. 

Mr. Mc (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLackBurN}. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but 
I have transferred that pair for the day to the Senator from Wy- 
cg NG CLARK], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which 
I transfer to the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irby], 
and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THursTon], 
which I to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs], and 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN . LIwish to state that my colleague ier. THURS- 
Ton] is detained from the Senate on account of sickness in his 


The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BACON. Onthis question I am paired with the junior Sen- 
from Rhode Island . WETMORE], and therefore withhold 


GALLINGER. I desire toannounce the fact that the junior 
Vermont . Proctor] is paired with the Senator 
. CALL]. I make the announcement for the day. 

. [havea general pair with the junior Senator 
[Mr. MANTLE]. Being assured that he would vote 


if t, I vote “‘ yea.” 

; DANIEL. Linquire if the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

UIRE]} has voted? 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 
is advised 


E 


Fe 


[x 
Z 


ee 
i 


gerd 


not voted, the Chair . 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam with the Senator from Washington, 
and in his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 
vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 
Aiea, Carter, Lindsay, ae h, 
Berry, Dubois, Mills, " Teller, - 
Brown, George, Morgan, Tillman, 
Cattery, Harris, Pecicrew, Walthall 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pugh, - 

NAYS—H. 
Alison, ion Hansbroa Palmer, Smit 
Burrows, ” Perkins, Vilas, 
Chandler, Pla Warren, 
Cockrell, Pri White, 

Wis. Sonn, 


Py FP 


| 
| 





ee 
es 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I voted for the amendment, but un- 





der no circumstances could I vote for the bill even if the amend- 
ment had carried. 
should vote for the bill in any shape I would, with my convictions 
upon the subject, violate the Constitution which I have sworn to 
support. 


I have not the slightest doubt but that if I 


t I do not understand that I can shield myself for a viola- 
tion of that instrument by assuming, or even knowing, that the 


Supreme Court of the United States would declare the proposed 
act constitutional upon the ground that every member of Congress 


resumed to have the proper motive and supports a measure in 


is 
cnlar to attain proper and constitutional ends. 


We know that if in enacting the oleomargarine law the motives 


which actuated members of Congress in supporting it had been 


placed upon its face the enactment would have been declared 
unconstitutional. The coordinate branch of the Government, 


the judiciary, is bound to assume that Congressmen do not vio- 
late the Constitution, and that when they impose taxes it is done 


under the general taxing power which is given to Congress and 


not to use that taxing power for unconstitutional purposes or for 


purposes not contemplated in granting that power to the legisla- 
tive department. Tariff laws are enacted in which many of the 


items are placed there not to raise money to support the Govern- 
ment, but in order to protect certain class interests, and to givean 
advantage by governmental partnership to the producers of cer- 


tain goods in the United States, that advantage being to the detri- 


ment always of the large body of the people who are consumers. 


If any tariff act containel upon its face the declaration that 
‘* these taxes are imposed in order to give protection, simple and 


pure, to American manufacturers,” I believe the Supreme Court 
of the United States, no matter how constituted politically, would 
declare it to be unconstitutional. 
and sent to the Supreme Court without any declaration upon 
their face in regard to the object, and the Supreme Court says, as 
it has done repeatedly: 


But those laws are enacted 


It is our duty to assume and to presume that the Congress of the United 


States has enacted this law within its constitutional discretion, and for pur- 
poses which are indicated alone upon the face of the law. 


Mr. President, the pending bill is not to raise revenue. This is 
so plain that it is simply unnecessary iteration to make the state- 
ment. The Ways and Iseans Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in their report declared that its object is not to ruise 
revenue. They have said in so many words that they have no 
idea of raising revenue, and that this is not the primary object 
of the enactment, but it is to bring this product within the police 
powers of Congress. The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who reported the bill as the organ of the Committee 
on Finance, declared that the object of the enactment is not to 
raise revenue, but to exercise the police power upon a fraudulent 
compound which he claims is deleterious to the health and com- 
fort of the people of this country. The Senator from Minnesota 
{[Mr. NELSON] yesterday declared that raising revenue is the 
smallest portion of this legislation, but that it is proposed to be 
done in order to take hold of this product and bring it within the 
police powers of Congress. 

We can not escape our responsibility by saying that the Supreme 
Court will pass upon the law. When the law is presented to the 
Supreme Court they see in it a measure to raise revenue to sup- 
port the Government. Does that absolve any member of this ~ 
who votes for the bill from accounting to his conscience and judg- 
ment as to why he votes for it and whether he acts within the 
constitutional discretion and jurisdiction of Congress? 

Mr. President, the enactment of the proposed law is outrageous 
under the circumstances, because it takes away from the people 
affected by it the only redress they can have against an unconsti- 
tutional act, and that is an appeal to the Supreme Court and to 
the Chief Executive. The proposed law is a greater fraud than 
any compound which can be manufactured in any locality in this 
country. It is a pretense of exercising the taxing power, when, in 
fact, it is an exercise of police power which never has been given 
to Congress by the Constitution. Congress can have no police 
power in regard to an article made in a State, sold in a State, and 
never to go out of a State, unless the exercise of that power be in 
aid of a power clearly given by the Constitution to Congress. 

I grant that Congress has the right to use the taxing power as 
an auxiliary to a power vested by the Constitution in Congress. 
If Congress sees proper to use the taxing power as an auxiliary to 
the interstate-commerce power conferred by the Constitution upon 
Congress, it can do so. If Congress sees proper to use the taxing 
power as an auxiliary to its absolute control over the currency of 
the country, it has a right to do it, as was decided in 8 Wallace in 
the case of Veazie Bank against Fenno. But whenever the Con- 
stitution fails to give jurisdiction to Congress over a subject-mat- 
ter, it has no right to use the taxing power in order tu create a 
power which was not originally vested in it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States by this sort of fraudu- 
lent legislation is kept from giving redress to citizens of the 
United States who are inj by it. The Chief Executive is 
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vented from giving redress using his veto power. When 
The oleomargarine bill was and sent to the President of the 
United States he communicated to Congress by message, and I 
ask the Secretary to read what he said in regard to that enact- 
ment. Let the part I have marked be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
+t has been u as an objection to this measure that, while to 
be lepialation = revenue, if real puspane is to destroy, by ete 


taxing power, one industry of our people for the protection and benefit of 
another 


If entitled to indulge in such a suspicion as a basis of official action in this 
ease, and if entirely satisfied that the consequences indicated would ensue, I 
should doubtless feel constrained to interpose Executive dissent. 

But I do not feel called ee to interpret the motives of Congress other- 
, than by the apparent character of the bill which has been presented 

Mr. VEST. The Chief Executive, when the oleomargarine bill 
was presented to him, declared that if he had been satisfied that 
it was an exercise of the taxing power of re in order to dis- 
criminate against one food product in behalf of another, or if it 
was a disguised exercise of the police power that had not been 
given to Congress, he would have vetoed the bill. But the bill 
was sent to him, as it would go tothe Supreme Court, ostensibly 
a naked exercise of the taxing power; and the Chief Executive, 
like the Supreme Court, says he is bound to assume that members 
of Congress have observed their oaths to support the Constitution, 
and are simply actuated by a desire to raise revenue to carry on 
the Government. 

Any Senator who knows that he votes for the bill not to raise 
revenue, but in order to bring this food product under the inspec- 
tion laws of the United States, unless he can find in the Constitu- 
tion the grant of some other er to which the taxing power is 
necessary as an auxiliary, violates his oath to support the Consti- 
tution, Unless he can find that originally the Constitution has 
given to Congress a power which a the taxing power in 
order to carry it out, he can not shield his conscience or his judg- 
ment behind the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States 
may afterwards declare the law to be constitutional. It is his 
primary duty to observe his obligations and not to vote for a meas- 
ure that goes outside of the legislative discretion of this body. 
ask attention to what was decided even by so strong a Federalist 
and Republican as Mr. Justice Miller in 112 United States Reports, 
and I will ask the Secretary to read a small portion of the decision 
which I have marked. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the name of the case? 

Mr. VEST. The Head Tax Cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

a fund raised from those e e 

alee : and who ee eredt antl ee 

they b among us and for the protection of 


enormous tax of 8 per cent per annum on the circula of State 
which was ,and did have the effect, to drive all such circulation out 
ot was upheld because it was a means adopted by Con- 

the currency which it had y, the legal- 
national banks. oh ae See Pee, Seewenere, $0 

an 

vs, Keokuk, 95 U. ne ite 
fee or tax for the use of 


8. 
or 
ted by the ton 


Lloyd, 92 U. 8.; The People vs. The Compagnie Générale Tran. 
Atlantique, 107 U.S8.; ae rane. Freeman, 92 U. 8., 275. Brine 
mer vs, el 138 U. 8., 78; oight vs. Wright, 142 U.S... g. 
and Crutcher vs. Kentucky, 141 U. 8., 46. ‘uiaiae 

Mr. GRAY. May | interrupt the Senator from Missouri for a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY, It is not to ask a question, but to emphasize wh»: 
the Senator has just said in regard to the head-tax cases. [),,; 
was an assertion of power by Congress to deal with immicrati,., 
from foreign countries into this coun It could have no rely. 
tion to meet subject-matter than commerce in pas. 
se e court decided that the passenger traffic was a }).r{ joy 
of the foreign commerce of the country. ey had to decide that 
first before they could assent to the jurisdiction which Con¢gr.<; 
claimed, and it being a part of the foreign commerce of the ¢ y. 
try, there was no estion even that it touched in the slightos: 
degree any transaction entirely within a State or affected oy j)). 

inged in — fashion whatever upon the oe power of any 
tate in the Union, especially of the State where the landing ws 
made. So there was a case plainly, palpably within the jurisdi-. 
tion of Congress under the grant of the commerce clause of :))o 
Constitution, and it was in reference to that transaction tha 


Congress was eee its power, 

Mr. MILLS. That the exercise of the taxing power was ap 
ongecnsiaes exercise of the power to regulate commerce. 

- GRAY. We were taxing f -commerce transactions, 

Mr. VEST. I challenge any advocate of the bill to find a sinelo 
decision by the Supreme Court of the United States which say. 
that the ae power can be used in regard to a function which 
is not given @ guy bo’ by implication to carry out an expressly 
granted power in Constitution. In other words, I challenys 
any advocate of the bill to show where the Supreme Court has 
= said — ayer ae — use the pried power in order to 

ring a uc er police power o: gress. 

Mr. GRAY. And to create a jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. And tocreate a jurisdiction which the Constitu- 
tion had never given to Congress. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Comey. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the trade in filled cheese is a matter of in- 
terstate commerce, can not the Congress of the United States pass 
such inspection laws and provide such funds to carry into execu- 
tion these inspection laws as it may deem necessary? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I would ask the Senator, if the bil! were 
so amended as to make the provisions of it applicable only to filled 
cheese exported from the State or Territory where made, whether 
then his constitutional objection would be obviated? 

Mr. VEST. Entirely; and I have an amendment prepared 
eS ae to cones I will not use the word “make,” but 
gol upon resort ae te tos Yeey. propediiion indicated iy the Seu 
self upon record as very p ca y the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I will ask the Senator a further ques- 
tion, if he will pardon me. In a vote given by a Senator who lias 
any constitutional objections to the bill as it appears upon its fae, 
being a police regulation, would a vote given primarily wit! 
view of obtaining revenue and not with a view of policing filled 
cheese be in accord with his constitutional conscience? 

Mr. VEST. If any Senator says that the bill is for the purpose 
of raising revenue and not to bring this food product under a 
police jurisdiction of Congress, of course he can justify him- 
self from that standpoint. But how is it possible for him to (o 
that when the framers and makers and advocates of the propose! 
law say they do not want revenue, but they want to prevent the 


for | sale and use of a fraudulent deleterious compound? How isi 


Mr. VEST. The last sentence read by the shows the 
oom upon which the Supreme Court decided that the head-tax 
evy was within the power of Congress; that it was auxiliary to 
the power of Congress to control and regulate tion, which 
is a species of commerce with foreign nations. Mr. Justice Miller, 
F he was, never would have decided that, 


in the question may examine, the Su 

line Tat and emphatically between 
gress of the United States and of the States 
matters. Some of the decisions are the 
Howard, 590; Henderson vs. The Mayor of 
259; The Commissioner of Immigration vs. 


ble that any Senator can come to the conclusion that tlis 
$a revenue measure when the committees which report it. the 
Senators and Representatives who advocate it, all deny that it 1s 
intended to raise one dollar of revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to make a state 
ment which I believe is true historically." There never wis 4 t#! 
iff bill since the Government of the United States was 
fou where, in addition to raising revenue, it was not allege! 
and the statute was not so framed as to promote some private 
interest. Jefferson and Madison and every one of the 0! Dem- 
ocratic Presidents advocated that in framing a tax law due regard 
must be had to promoting the manufacturing and other interests 
of the United States. That was the established doctrine. 2 

Now, I say here that this is not the main e of the bill. 
I might say, probably, it is to prevent a fra at it imp: + . 
tax, which we have a right to impose. The President o! ‘ dl 
United States, in a single remark that was read this mornin.“ 
that if the object is attained he will riot veto a bill merely because 
some other motive or some motive that hedid not approve 4 
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actuate the making of the law. Thatisthesame case now. This 
pill, if sonal into a law, will yield, as near as I can gather from 
the reports that I have read, probably half a million dollars of 
revenue. It was supposed the oleomargarine law would yield 
$1,000,000, and it has ielded $3,000,000, 

Mr.GRAY. A jonanmdahalf. < 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two and a half million or three million dol- 


. VEST. A million and three-quarters is the highest revenue 
that was ever raised from it. / 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I could take issue on that point, but 
1 do not want to debate the matter. 5 

Mr. VEST. One million and three-quarters is the report of the 
Department. » . . 

Mr. 5 . In every tariff law the question of benefits 
to the people in some other way than the mere fact of taxation 
has’always been urged by every party that has ever governed in 

is country. 
Ore VEST. A tariff lawis supported upon two grounds: First, 
that itisa regulation of foreign commerce, which is clearly with- 
in the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress; second, that it is the 
exercise of the taxing power to raise revenue to support the 
Government, A tariff enactment can be supported upon either 
of these clauses of the Constitution; but if a tariff law should be 
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stomachs down in these restaurants filled cheese and oleomarga- 
rine without knowing it; and the poor innocent creatures must 
be protected or else dyspepsia will come upon the National Legis- 
lative Assembly.” 

Now, Mr. President, if this is a deleterious compound, what 
must be thought of the legislator who deliberately bargains away 


| the health and comfort of the people of the United States in order 


| to secure a paltry tax for the Treasury? 


What must be thought 
of the man who will vote for a law that he knows is protecting 


| and licensing a manufacture injurious to the health of the people 


| 


enacted which said the express purpose of this act is to protect | 


American manufactures, the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in my judgment, no matter how constituted, would declare it. to 
be unconstitutional. It is true that the advocates of tariff laws 
say the indirect and necessary effect of the imposition of the tax 
is to protect, but that is not the primary object of the law. 

Is that this case? 1 
product under the police regulation of Congress, and not to raise 
revenue. The evidence before the House committee shows that if 
this tax should stand as the bill came to us from the House it would 
not raise one dollar; that it would be absolutely prohibitory. 

Mr. President, if I believed about the Constitution as the Re- 
publican party and the Senator from Ohio, I would have no trouble 
in voting for this bill or any other measure. If I believed in the 
teachings of Mr. Hamilton, that under the general-welfare clause 
of the Constitution Congress can do anything, and that this 
clause overrides the special grants of power which are made in 
that i I would have no difficulty in voting for any pro- 
posed legislation, because whenever Congress thought it expedient 
and necessary for the general welfare they could pass any law 
within their discretion, and they would have full jurisdiction under 
that construction of the Constitution to do so. 
Democrat who professes to believe in the teachings of Jefferson, 
the great opponent of Hamilton, who left Washington's Cabinet 
because he refused to accede to the proposition contained in Ham- 


ilton's report upon manufactures, who handed his portfolio to 
Washi because he said he would not remain in the Cabinet 
when the of the Treasury had announced a doctrine 


that made thisa Government of unlimited Congressional power— 
how any Democrat professing to believe in Jefferson’s teachings 
can vote for the pending bill is beyond my comprehension. 

The billisnot areyenue measure. Like the oleomargarine law, 
it is intended to discriminate against a food product. Here is a 
mass of testimony coming from the cheese manufacturers of the 
nited Statesin which every one of them declares, ‘‘ We want this 
Commerce ; we want this manufacture stopped, because 
it interferes our business.” They are not politicians. They 
are men engaged in making money exclusively; and they come 
and, without reference to the Constitution, declare, ‘‘ We want this 
law because it puts money into our pockets and prevents compe- 
tition.” I know the ol ine law brings a revenue of a 
million and eeneaiaen of dollars. But that was not the inten- 
tion of the men framed it. The argument that was made 

ne OCT law was before us was that it was in- 
to prevent sale of a deleterious compound to the peo- 
HARRIS. oleomargarine law was referred to the Com- 
on Agriculture inst a motion to refer it to the Commit- 
on Finance because it was not a revenue measure. 
VEST. Of course, it was sent to the Committee on Agri 

because it was not a revenue measure. 

. It was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
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House it came from the Committee on Agri- 
here the testimony of my distinguished former 
fellow-citizen, Col. William H. Hatch, who was the 
Semergntne iow. and who is now president of the 

of United States, and who appeared before 
Committee and mad } an argument in behalf 
Raquela he Geugeens to-slep tts enle altogether in this 
; to stop its toge n this 
He tells Congressmen: “You are putting into your 
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Here the primary object is to bring this food | 


But how any | 
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| of the United States and destructive of their lives? 


in order 


I ask the Secretary to read what Colonel Hatch says, 
and that I may not do him injustice. 


that there may be no mistake 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Crisp. Is there anything deleterious to health in this filled cheese? 

Mr. Hatcn. I am very glad, Mr. Speaker—I have been so in the habit of 
addressing you that way, the chairman will pardon mo for addressing you 
so, but I will say the gentleman from Georgia : 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a natural mistake, and I make it myself very often 

Mr. Haren. I will say for myself I have not a doubt on earth. I have 
studied this question for twenty-five years, more or less, but in the last twel) 
years it has been my duty to study it, and I have heard a great deal from 
physicians, chemists, and experts, and that it is deleterious to health I have 


not a doubt in the world. A great many claim that oleomargarine, or filled 
cheese, has nothing in it deleterious to health, but I base my answer to that 








question upon this one single point. I have stated repeatedly since I first 
studied this question that the admixture of skimmed milk and cotton-seed 
oilin the manufacture of oleomargarine « tained nothing that was dele 
teriousto health. Cotton-seed oil isa vegetable oil and isabsolnutely digestible 
raw. We may have our own question about the taste, but asa raw product 
it is as digestible as olive oil is, but no oil extracted from an animal uncooked 
was ever digestible, and things not digestible are dele ious to health 

You take the leaf of the hog, which makes the best lard m the world, when 
it is boiled for hours, and the lard is digestible, and tallow when it is roasted 


or thoroughly cooked is digestible, but in the raw state not one of them are, 


and it the leaf lard of the hog, which can only be detected by the keenest 
analysis and microscopic examination, happens to have in it the germs of 
trichina, as they are right along in that part of the hog—the tenderloin is 
more affected by trichina than any other portion of the hog's carcass—if it 
has trichina in it at all or is tainted with it, cooking by the process of render- 


ing it into lard destroys it, but the heat of 130° or 140° has no effect wpon it at 
all, and when they press that oil out and it goes into this product which i 
absolutely wenecched. it is subject to putrefaction, and in that way be: 
deleterious to health; but I have stated time and again that in all these manu- 
factures of vegetable oil that the skimmed milk that is in them is the only 
portion of that compound that is not deleterious to health F 
Now, ido not believe, as a matter of fact, that chees« roughly « 
would be deleterious to health, or oleomargarine used in the frying pan is 
deleterious to health, but used as butter there is not one man ont of t 
sand who hasa good stomach who can stand it three times a day right along, 
and the growing impression is among chemists and the best physicians in the 
United States and in the world that a large class of diseas« Dp 
ach troubles, are due to these compounds that are used as butt: 
Now, we will file with you, Mr. Chairman, before this investig 
a statement delivered at this convention by Professor Henry, of Wisconsin, 
to show that the export of cheese from the United States has been dwindling 
in proportion to the increase in the manufacture of this filled cheese, until 
to-day in the best cheese-consuming markets of the world, England, Ireland, 


th oked 


1 thou- 





cially stom- 


and che« SO. 
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ation closes, 


| Scotland, and Wales, our brands of Ohio, New York, Wisconsin, Michigan, 


| out until our trade in it has been almost destroyed. 


and [linois cheese have been so destroyed by this filled cheese that has gone 
Now, the bills which 
are before you need nc argument to sustain them as far as their constitution- 
ality is concerned, and what their beneficent operation will be if enacted 
into law, because they are both founded and follow closely the lines of the 
oleomargarine act. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That act has been held constitutional by the Supreme Court 
of the United States? 

Mr. Haron. Repeatedly; by all the courts in all the States where it has 
been tested it has been upheld and sustained. By the last opinion by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in a decision delivered by Mr. Justice 
Harlan, and it is a tribute to that act which every member of C 


ongTress 
who voted for it and every farmer in the United States 
Mr. TAWNEY. Can you give me the title of that case? 
Mr. Hewes. It is Plumley vs. The Commonweaith of Massachusetts, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Have you got a memorandum of the volume 
Mr. Hewes. I think it is 156 United States 
Mr. Hatcn. I want to say this much for the operation of that act. Istated 


on the floor of the House during its consideration and before it passed that in 
my judgment the passage of that law would have the most beneficial effect 
in this, that it would not only compel the sale of it where the law was enforced 
under itsown name and upon its own merits, but it would do more to protect 
the consumers of oleomargarine throughout the United States than it would 
the producers of butter, and time has vindicated my statements in regard to 
it. At the time that oleomargarine bill passed, in 1886, there were almost 
numberless manufacturers of cleomargarine scattered throughout the United 
States. In fact, wherever there was a dead-animal factory or fourth-class 
slaughterhouse there was an oleomargarine factory, but to-day there are in 
existence, as reported, only 24 manufacturers’ licenses of oleomargarine and 
butterine in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. How does the quantity compare now with what it was then? 

Mr. Hatcn. The quantity has gradually increased. The output gradually 
increased. Of course we knew nothing about what was manufactured be- 
fore 1885, but within the last three or four years the product has been increas- 
ing. and it fell intothe hands of a few large and reputable manufacturers, 
who have complied strictly with the law; and not one single manufactory, 
as I understand, has yet been punished for violation of law, and I do not 
know of any wholesale dealer who has. Am I correct in that? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed for a few minutes with the cheese bill. Ido not think 
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there will be any further debate on the bill. Unless Senators ex- 
ress a desire to debate it further I hope it will be proceeded with 
or a little while. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. MILLS and Mr. GRAY. What is the request? 
Mr.SHERMAN. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed with the consideration of the cheese bill for ten or fifteen 
minutes. I hope Senators will see their way clear to the adoption 
of this course. 
Mr. MILLS. We can not hear the Senator on this side. 
Mr. HARRIS. I object to the request. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice, then, that as soon as the pend- 
ing order of business is over I shall try to call up the cheese bill 


again, 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit an amendment to the cheese bill, 
which I ask may be read, printed, and lie over. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 


Amend the bill by oiting the following as an additional section: 

“Sxo. 20. That a tax of | cent per pound be levied, assessed, and collected 
on cheese made in the United States for sale, or that is sold inthe markets 
by any dealer. and said tax shall be in addition to the tax on filled cheese im- 

by. this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall establish suitable 
sequin. a the collection of the said tax, in accordance with the provi- 
sions 0! Nad 


Mr. STEWART. I give notice of an amendment which I in- 
tend to p to what is called the filled-cheese bill. I propose 
to add to the bill the following: 


That on and after the Ist day of August, 1896, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid 10 cents a pound upon all wools imported into the United 
States from any foreign country. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon peeaeet said: I desire to give 
notice that when what is called the filled-cheese bill again comes 
up I shall offer as an amendment what I send tothedesk. I ask 
that the proposed amendment be printed in the Recorp and also 
printed in regular form as an amendment. I will state in this 
connection that the amendment I offer is the tariff bill which was 

by the House of Representatives at the present session, 


without oor enente whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon will be printed 
= me Recorp and also printed as a document, in the absence of 
objection. 

Tie amendment is to add to the bill the following as additional 
sections: 


Src. —. That from and after the passage of this act, and until August 1, 
1898, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported wools of classes 
i and 2, as defined in the act hereinafter cited, approved October 1, 1800, and 
subject to all the conditions and limitations thereof, and on all hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, except as hereinafter provided, 
and on all noils, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste, slubbing waste, roving 
waste, ring waste, yarn waste, and all other wastes com wholly or in 
part of vn oe on woolen rags, mango, and flocks, a duty equivalent to 60 
per cent of the duty imposed on each of such articies by an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on ion and for other pur- 
oe pproved October 1, 1890, and sub, to all the conditions and limita- 

ions of said act; and on all wools and Russian camel's hair of class 3, as de- 
fined in said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions 
and limitations thereof, there shall be levied, collected, and paid the several 
duties . eee ieed by such act approved October 1, 1800. And par o 
Schedule K, and paragraph 685 in the free list of an act entitied “An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
poet . i a e a law August 27, 1894, are hereby suspended until 

Sec. —. That from and after the of this act, and until August 1, 1898, 
there shall be levied, collected, and pad on all imported articles made in 
whole or in part of wool, worsted, or other materials described 
this act, — as hereinafter provided, 60 per cent of the oe ae or 
square-yard duty imposed on each of such es by an act entitled “An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on ore. and for other pur 

" approved October 1, 1 and subject to all the conditions and limita- 
ions thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty now imposed on each of such 
articles by an act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, aad for other “which became a law August 27, 
1894; and on carpets, druggets, mats, screens, covers, has 
socks, bedsides, art squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting, made 
in whole or in part of wool, the — pacer duty imposed on each of 
such articles by said act approved October 1, and subject to all the con- 
ditions and limitations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty imposed 
on such articles by said act w became a law August 27, 1804. 

Sec. —. That from and after the passage of this act, and until August 1 
1808, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported lumber an 
other articles d ted in pe hs 674 to inclusive, of an act entitled 
“An act to reduce taxation, to pro revenue for the Government, and for 
other “ which became , , uivalent to 60 

the duty imposed on each of such articles 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im and for other pur- 
to all conditions and limita- 
ons of named act; bu be classed as round unmanu- 


‘ neproves October 1, 1890, and subject 
last- : t pulp shall 
pom ee exempt trom pe Provided, That in gate an ; 
shall im an export duty upon pine, spruce, elm, or T logs, 
or u stave bolts, shingle wood, zi Pp oni or heading blocks exported to 
the United States from such country, then the Gate shoe the lumber and 


other articles mentioned in said paragraphs 674 to inclusive, when im- 
from such country, shall be the same as fixed by the law in force prior 


October 1, 1890. 
Sec. —. That from and after the of this act, and until A 1, 1898, 
d on all the meqected men- 
of an act en 


there shall be levied, collected, and 
tioned in Schedules A, B, C, D, F, G, H, I, J, L, M, and titled 
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“An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, an, 
other pu “ which became a law A 
15 per cent of the duty im 
addition to the duty provided by said act of August 27, 1894: Provided. T) ut 
the additional duties y A section shall not in any case increase 
the rate of my f on any article beyond the rate imposed thereon by t};.. said 
ber 1, 1890, but in such case the duty shall be the same as was jr. 
posed by said act: And provided further, That where the present rate of (y+ 
on any article is higher than was fixed by said last-named act, the rate .¢ 
duty thereon shall not be further increased by this section, but shal] ; emain 
as provided by existing law. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate a eon. 
current resolution from the House of Representatives in relation 
to the enrollment of the ee etc., app riation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow. 
ing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives: 
which was read: m 

Resolved presen i 
enrolling ck of the. car eneolling He One, = nee eine att 
priations for the lk tive, executive, and judicial expenses 
ment for the fi year ending June 897, and for other purposes, be 
at gn Fy ta 

0) 1 ; 8S otherwi 
qpoctally ero ed. 10 cep’ ons otherwise 

Mr. CULLOM, Iask that the resolution be concurred in, 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that an omission in the enrollment of tho 
bill in the House of Representatives? 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, sir; it isa mistake by which the wrong 
date is inserted in one section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
which became a law August 28, 1894; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
oe bonds without consent of Congress. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I fully agree with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hit] that this is a most important bill. No two lines 
of type ever transferred to paper any proposition that means so 
much as this plain, simple declaration. It puts a very sharp edge 
upon a great question that had become exceedingly dull. It is 
the diamond point in the end of the drill. It defines and accentu- 
ates an issue that may be settled at the coming November elec- 
tion, or it may not be, but which must be settled before financial 
and commercial peace can come to the institutions and people of 
this country. 

Let us see what it says, and then let us say what it means: 

That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any 
pupee whatever without further authority of Congress is hereby pro 


if 
st 27, 1804, a duty equivalent t 


on each of said articles by existing law jn 


of the Govern- 


Here is a straightforward proclamation against one-man power 
and in favor of ount legislative authority. If it goes down 
and the principle it avows is overthrown, then the Empire is es- 
tablish If it is sustained, there is yet hope for the Republic. 
The temporary embarrassment of a government, as our Giovern- 
ment is temporarily embarrassed in consequence of the un-Amer- 
ican tariff and an unfortunate Treasury policy, the fruit of a 
vicious financial system, is of small consideration when compared 
with the permanent evil that would result from a solemn dec|ara- 
tion by this or any other Congress in favor of the supremacy of 
executive over legislative power. If in the past the lawmaking 
branch of the Government has made the mistake of yielding any 
of its functions to the man in the White House, it is not too late 
to correct the error. It is a question so fuli of seriousness as to 
completely overshadow the aims and purposes of politica! parties. 
It is greater than the gathering of political conventions or the 
— a tes, because it affects the welfare of the 
who e. 

It is to this controversy what the Missouri compromise was to the 
great question of slavery. When Mr. Lincoln said, in 155%, that 
this country could not remain permanently half slave aud half 
free, he summed up in a few words a situation concerning which 
there was far less light and less general knowledge among the 
common people than there is upon the financial question of t- 
day. The American commoner knew that slavery was 11- 
herently wrong, just as millions of people at this time know 
that bond contracts and bond issues, with peace prevailing every: 


where, are inherently wrong. His remedy primarily was to s'™- 
ply check the eprend of slavery. He did not at any time during 











1896. 


‘ + debate with Mr. Douglas go to the extent of advising 
ow one abolition of slavery. 





The p' of this bill suggests the thought that must have 
peen in Mr. Lincoln’s mind when he opposed the extension of 
slavery to and Nebraska. It proposes a check, but not a 


bition of bond issues. The power to provide revenue 
eos soaked of our monetary affairs would continue to reside 
in the Congress. Wecan not succeed nor hope to succeed in doing 
‘nstice to all classes of our people if we leave the ‘‘ endless chain” 
machinery of the Department in the hands of a single 
individual, to be automa cally and autocratically manipulated 
and put into motion at his own sweet will. Far better that Con- 
should remain permanently in session and take the respon- 
— oubt some Senators will ask how the danger may be averted 
and the remedy applied. The answer to that, I think, will be 
found in a sngyestion made in this Chamber within a week. 

The Senator Ohio, in a burst of eo the other day, 
proposed a duty upon certain articles of import in order to raise 
nec revenue and avoid future Treasury deficits. I believea 
majority in both branches of Congress would acquiesce in such a 

roposition. The question need not be discu atlength. An 
hour's reckoning will tell us what amount of duty should be 

laced upon tea and coffee and how much of a tax upon beer to 

ring sufficient money to the Treasury to carry on the Govern- 
ment. A duty upon tea and coffee has never been considered 
good blican party policy, but the Senator from Ohio said he 
was y to recommend it, and did recommend it, under the 

resent onener. I am willing to follow the distinguished 
Republican leader in support of such a policy in behalf of present 
necessities, and I have no doubt others on this side of the Chamber 
will do likewise. foe 

I believe it was on Friday last that the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GzorGE] in words and tones which indicated his deep anx- 
iety in behalf of some kind of relief declared that he was ready to 
vote for a moderate duty upon raw wool. The ty to which 
that Senator belongs has heretofore been intensely 
hostile to kind of tariff duties. Thus we see party isms dis- 
ap the shadow of a situation which arouses the con- 
sciences and stirs the ope impulses of all fair-minded men. 

Bond issues afford but temporary relief, while they breed dis- 
trust in the minds a honest ne a and bring —— to the 
breasts of a ng people. ey invite new raids upon the 
redemption Find, cause z withdrawal of — from the chan- 
nels of legitimate trade, and place the stamp of respectability upon 
gambling. They destroy confidence in every avenue of trade and 
aggravate a situation and intensify a condition that has been 
brought an unfortunate people through unwise legislation. 
The time to enact some measure of relief and stop plunging the 
country further and further into debt is now. No individual 
debtor can long maintain his credit by borrowing. No Govern- 
ment can doit. The end of credit must come sooner or later. I 
believe it is near at hand with us. Our debt already exceeds the 
assessed value of all kinds of property in this country. What 
— be the ultimate result of our present policy of running into 

I suggest to the Senator from Ohio and to the Committee on 
Finance that we take the em ncy tariff bill from the Calendar, 
substitute therefor a bill carrying a duty upon tea and coffee and 
an additional tax beer, and return the measure to the Honse. 
The emergency bill can not become alaw. This has been 
demonstrated eran in this chamber, and if it should pass 
no one believes the President would sign it. A measure such 
as [have just suggested, following the lead of the Senator from 
Ohio, must surely meet with Executive approval, and if it did not, 


I believe there is enough patriotism and enough nonpartisan 
statesmanship in to put it upon the statute books, the 
veto to the contrary notwithstanding. If we fail to do this 


another bond issue will follow within a month after the adjourn- | 


ment of and possibly another before the next session 
om — event - mma atom a a oe Cones 
9 suspicion ing in league with the bond syndicate. 
We should cease this ieinmicking or party advantage, put an 
assessment — the consumers of a few articles of everyday use, 


not of everyday necessity. suspend forever the power of 
the Heasaties to further pile up the burden of debt, pal then go 


home to a constituency. 
Mr. GALLINGE obtained the floor. 
tot, ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
Lunderstand he does not propose to occupy much time. Am I 


? 
Mr. ALLEN. I will take a moment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms Burrows in the chair). The 
Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 
on ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attention 
the Senate but a moment. During the discussion of this meas- 
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ure last week the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] read 
a circular letter, issued by the American Bankers’ Association, 
dated March 23, 1896. That letter was regarded by him and is 
regarded by others, I think, as of very great importance; but in 
view of the fact that the honorable Senator from Delaware — 
GRAY] and one or two other Senators seemed to think that there 
was nothing strange or unusual in the letter, I think it is perfectly 
noe for me at this time to make known the fact that at least one 
of the great labor organizations of the United States has thought 
it of sufficient importance to issue an official order to their mem- 
bership, calling attention tothe conspiracy of these bankers. I 
send to the desk and ask to have read a circular issued a few days 
ago by the Knights of Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Orrick OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
ORDER OF KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 

Washington, D. C., May 23, 1896. 
To the Order of the Knights of Labor, greeting: 
In the United States Senate, on Friday, May 22, there was exposed by Sen- 
ator BUTLER of North Carolina one of the most dangerous and far-reaching 

conspiracies ever concocted against the welfare of this Republic 
The following official circular, issued and signed by the executive council, 
resident, and secretary of the American Bankers’ Association, on March 23, 
896, and now for the first time exposed to the public, contains in its first 
paragraph an unexpected warning to the people of the United States of what 
is in store for them unless something can be done to checkmate this plot of the 


Bankers’ Association. It is the low growl of the tiger in his Wall street lair. 
Read it and be warned: 





THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCTATION, 
2 WALL STREET AND 90-4 BROADWAY, 
New York, March #3, 1896. 

(President, Eugene H. Pullen, vice-president National Bank of the Repub- 
lic, New York; first vice-president, Robert J. Lowry, Lowry Banking 
Company, Atlanta, Ga.; chairman executive council, Joseph C. Hendrix, 
president National Union Bank, New York; treasurer, William H. Porter, 
vice-president Chase National Bank, New York; secretary, James R. Branch, 
2 Wall street, New York.) 

To the Bankers of the United States: 


At a meeting of the executive council of the American Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation, held in this city on March 11, 1896, the following declaration was made 
by unanimous vote: 


THE EXISTING STANDARD OF VALUE. 


“The executive council of the American Bankers’ Association declare un 
equivocally in favor of the maintenance of the existing gold standard of 
value, and recommend to all bankers and to the customers of all banks the 
exercise of all their influence as citizens in their various States to select del- 
egates to the political conventions of both the great parties who will declare 
= pena in favor of the maintenance of the existing gold standard of 
value.” 

Your influence is earnestly requested to give practical effect to this action, 

EUGENE H. PULLEN, President. 

JAMES R. BRANCH, Secretary. 

JOSEPH C. HENDRIX, 
Chairman Executive Counc#. 


We have here reprinted this exposure of the bankers’ conspiracy, in order 
that the members of the Knights of Labor and the wealth producers of the 
country may be prepared in time to take prompt and decisive action to de- 
fend themselves from the evil consequences that are sure to follow if this 
scheme of the bankers to fasten their gold standard-millionaire-and-pauper- 
producing-system upon the people of America, is successful. 

This secret circular was issued over two months ago. Has it ever been pub- 
lished in the press of the land? Has it ever been referred to by the bankers 
or their attorneys, many of whom occupy seats in the United States Senate? 
They all knew of its existence, but for two months they have preserved the 
most profound silence, and even when Senator BUTLER sent it to the Clerk's 
desk in the Senate and had it read they either professed utter ignorance or 
a silence regarding this criminal conspiracy. 

e - le can not longer delay action with safety. 

The Bankers’ Association have issued their call for recruits to help enslave 
the people of this country to the money lenders of Europe and America, 
The Knights of Labor propose to meet the issue squarely, and we hereby 
appeal to the farmers, laboring men, and legitimate business men of the 
United States to unite with us and use their combined influence “as citi- 
zens” to rescue the United States from the clutches of the gold-money shy- 
locks whose “existing gold standard” (existing since 1893) has brought, in 
that brief time, more of misery, hunger, and ruin to the people of this coun- 
try than all the wars and pestilences we have suffered since the foundation 
of the Republic. 

To meet the organized bankers we must have an organized people. It de- 
volves upon the aes of Labor to take the lead in this great work. They 
must see to it that the entire country is aroused to the danger of the hour, 
and the importance of immediate action. Call red-letter meetings of your 
assemblies at once, and prepare to organize the people of your locality into 
the Knights of Labor. here there are no assemblies in existence, any citi- 


| zen who is not a bankercan join with us in this contest against the gold 


power by means of our individual membership card. We can initiate one 
— at a time until ten or more persons are admitted, when a charter will 
2 issued, and commission as organizers granted. The initiation fee for the 
first card for individual members will be 30 cents, and 2% cents for each re- 
newal quarterly, this amount to be sent direct tothe general secretary-treas- 


| urer. Under the system of organization of the Knights of Labor and the 


methods adopted, we can erect a solid wall of resistance against the encroach- 
ments which the confederated banks are making on popular rights. 

Give immediate attention toevery member of Congress and every delegate 
to the national convention of either party. Notify them that every man 
representing the people must stand for the people or be branded as a tool of 
the banks. By your immediate and earnest action you will show your full 
appreciation of the friends of the people in the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives and their great leaders, Senators TeLLer, Vest, ALLEN, and 
others who are standing firmly against the onslaughts of the gold-standard 
element in Congress. 


Let us hear from you at once as to the condition of affairs in your locality, 
and what action has been taken by the bankers toward bribing or « se 
the public men in your vicinity to submit to the dictation of the gold-standar« 
influence. If we can secure evidence sufficiently strong against them, we 


shall furnish you with information how to proceed against auy bank which 


ore tains 


# 
'@ 
‘ 
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outlined above. In the mean- 
ble. For further infor- 
of Labor, 43 B street NW., 
J. R. SOVEREIGN. 
Master Workman. 
JNO. W. HAYES, 
General Secretary-Treasurer. 
T. B. MoGUIRE, 
H. B. MARTIN 
JAMES M. KENNEY, 
Cc. A. FRENCH, 
General Executive Board. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, there has been furnished me also 
what purports to be a very complete statement of our bonded in- 
debtedness, and, in fact, what purports to be a transcript of the 
books of the Government, containing the account of our bonded 
indebtedness. I do not know whether it is correct or not. Ihave 
assurances, however, that it is. Amnyway,it is of sufficient im- 
portance, in my judgment, that it should be read, and I ask leave 
to make it a part of my remarks. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator be willing to have it 
printed in the Rrcorp without being read? 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly; let it be inserted without being read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEW. in the chair). It 
will be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


United States bonds. 


Total amount of eset ates wat mee on cerks > 
tereet May 22, 


Bonds at 2 per cent per annum, date of maturity optional. . 
erty wt cent per annum ($559,634,000), date of matu- 
ms per cent per annum (142,315,400), date of matu- 


per cent per annum, date of maturity 1904 
—_ at Seer: cent per annum ($9,712,000), 0), date of maturity 


sy at6 per cent per annum ($20,904,952), date of maturity 
Bona at éper ‘cont per annum ($14,004,560), date of ‘maturity 


Spostively sngnged to the em conspiracy ou! 
organize; organize the people as rapidly as 
mation address General Secretary of the Kiights of 
Washington, D. C. 
Fraternally, 


(When due, rate, and on what amounts.) 
Due quapterty. ot at 2 per cent per annum, on $25,364,500 for 
9 months of 1806 
pseursto et , at 4 per cent per annum, on $559,634,000 for Il 


aoe at 56 per cent per annum, on $100,000,000 for 74 
‘ears 
Due Desay. at 6 per cent per annum, on $9,712,000 for 1 
year to 1887 
2 years to 1808 
Due semiannually, at 6 per cent per annum, on $14,004,560 for 
3 years to 1899 
Total interest that shall have been 
deemed at and the 
January 1, 


Principal and interest of United States 2 per cents (redemp- 
on onal) 
Pusct on and interest of United States 4 per cents (consols), 


Ent United med {Ree ap end og 
United States 5 per cents, due 1904 

: Fuh wikis bakccudeblessees. 

ne 


eae 


7 ait ee ra mteroet en Tet Ost TD deme. 
"aa , principal and interest $25,744,967.50, Janu- 


The interest able in gold) due on all United States Gov- 
eee w issued as above set forth for one year is- 


nt en 1, 1807 (ot which amount 


ne 
Principal a ieaiies aera > Sk. 
eo Esse terest due after July 1, 

Princ pel end interest due after February 1, i088 


Total . ania cata halt lata tcl aie ania 
During this ‘Administration there has been added to the 
the nation— 
ponte oh 6 per cent per 
mds at5 per cent per annum. a 
terest on 4per cent bonds to x maturity 
est on 5 percent bonds to maturity ..................-.--- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to a)\ow 
me to occupy the attention of the Senate for a few moments. 

Mr. G GER. With the understanding that I may }). 
permitted to follow the Senator from West Virginia, I very gladly 
yield to him for a short time. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, me ay a myself par 
dete baihoaniienanalaion the power to the President. u 
bonds. I have pene papatinr harm or the bill under discussi,y 
The bill before the Senate reads as follows: 

That the issuance of inte: earanteiie at tanmaeite nen 
pose whatever without further authority of Congressis hereby prohi|: 
There would be no objection to this bill if we could | ways 
rely upon twoconditions: First, that Congress would always je ip 
session ready to act in an emergency; and second, that ( ongress 
could or would during its sessions pass a revenue law whic: \ Wo uld 
yield money sufficient to maintain the public credit and pay ;\,, 
current expenses of the Government until a succeeding Con. 
It is impossible that Congress can meet these two condition 1 
ocean us Genceniee eee such as passed the Jas; 
hich is now a apr ee ee to yield sufficient rey. 
cane y the current expenses of the Government. This )nay 
happen for a number of reasons. Business may be prostryt«/- 
there may be long-continued panics which would prevent 9 roy. 
enue law from yielding the revenue which had been estimated or 
contemplated. Then, again, it be in ble to get. a quor um 
of both Houses of © ere be a state of civil or 
fore in the United States, + dy one-hall of 
deeded canted the House of Representatives or one-hx 
of 4 denen the Senate would be prisoners of war. “This 
is an emergency, acon ni eae which wecan not provide av 
What, then, would become of the Government if we had ton ly 
upon revenue to meet the demands ay 
are not prob sable 
ent in such ac: ase 


ur- 


18 


to provide 
the Government? I know such con 


bankruptcy? 
Senator a question? 


ginia to take the position that the President now has the pow: :, 
nue of Congress? 

ee core, 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood ee, that a particu- 
Bae the and therefore that the President should 

ve the to issue bonds at his discretion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then how will this authority which the Sena- 
ee ee eee ee help him to raise 
there is not sufficient revenue for under any revenue law 
then the Executive should have to sell low interest-bearing 

the integrity of the Treasury 
and maintain the public 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘You claimn that the President has that power? 

. Toraise revenuer 
Mr. Ss. eens nobody can sort 
Money once in the Treasury, no matter from what 
to use it to pa ccaie ations 
paying out epece eds of 
obligations. 

to raise revenue and 
Government called the 
oe President, and do you 

position? 
think that this present 
, and that 


and, if he has not, that he should have the power, to raise reye- 
a enough revenue to meet the ex- 
the Government, 
S. I did. 
Mr. ELKINS. In reply I will state, Mr. President, that in case 
short-term bonds in erder to 
Mr. ELKINS. I claim he has the power to sell bonds now. 
. BUTLER 
ELKIN 
it out and tell what dollar comes from the revenues or from the 
that the r of the 
under the Constitution, 
2 ee to take that from the 
position; not at all. 
and protect the 


5 No, I do 
Ae CUTLER. If _ had better nominate Cleveland 
you do, arate Gur 


for blican candidate t. 
—— Republicans we think we have a better man, 


wot we wil inate a aes to have me th: 
you your man purs ut 
policy, as far ee oe ea G 

Mr. S. ould have him in the interest of the Govern” 
men el bonds when i happens tat there is no money in the 


. 
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to maintain the public credit and pay the current ex- 
the Government and prevent it from coming to a stand- 


Treary 


still. . ote 
. BUTLER. You want him to have that authority irrespec- 
al the wishes of ess or the will of the people? — 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to have that power explicitly, defi- 
nitely, and clearly, of course with the consent of Congress. He 
could not have it without its consent. I would prefer, of course, 
always if it could be done, that Congress have the sole power to 
sell bonds as it has to borrow money. Butif itshould happen for 
any reason that Congress should, for want of power to agree or 
because it can not get a quorum, fail to provide revenue sufficient 
to meet the needs of the Government, then I favor the President 
having the power to sell bonds of the Government, preferably low 
interest bearing, short term bonds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the policy of the Republican party? 

Mr. ELKINS. That is my judgment, my individual opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. And that is the policy you will try to have the 


»publican y establish? 
ae. ics. If the Senator will listen to me, I will endeavor 


business standpoint to a condition of affairs which might occur 
in this Government when it would be wise wnd in the interest of 
the Government and the people that the President should have 
the power to raise money by the sale of bonds, if Congress did not 
provide it, to carry on the Government and pay its current ex- 
penses or any other obligations. This is a fair proposition, and it 
seems to me any business man will agree toit. Every business 
man, firm, corporation, or individual in the United States has that 
power, and certain Senators would take it from the Government 
under certain conditions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from West 
that he thinks the American people should ever 
the consent of their representatives in Congress 

Mr. ELKINS. Surely not; no, never, I will answer th 
tor. So far as this talk about the President is 
say that I am not here to attack this or any Ach 
raise any partisan question. The President of the United 
is a part, a coordinate branch, of this Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is hea part of the legislative branch? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; he isin a certainsense. Law 


Virginia mean 
be taxed without 


Sy) i- 
d, I will 


nistration 


concern 


wy 
wl 


scan not be 


to make m ition clear to him. made without his approval. He is equal to two-thirds of both 
Mr. BU You intend to support a man for President, and | Houses together under certain conditions, 

your pa will support him, who will take that position. Mr. BUTLER. Unfortunately. 
Mr. EL 8. he I do not know what he will do. Mr. ELKINS. If Congress and the people can not and will not 
Mr, BU That is one of the very best reasons why the | trust the Executive of this Government, then the Government 

country should never elect him. | will soon come to anend. No matter if we had a Populist as 
ie ELKINS. I think I can fully answer the Senator before I | President to-morrow, and no matter if we had unlimited paper 


get through, and to do so I shall not detain the Senate long. 
Lhave instanced cases, which might happen, where the Congress 
of the United States could not be in session, at least where it might 


| sition that the President should have power to 


money, or silver money, or gold money, L would favor the propo- 
sell bonds under 
This bill does not raise the question as to the 


pease restrictions. 
kind of money for which the President may sell bonds. 


so happen that half the Senators might be prisoners of war in a It does 
civil or foreign war, and if you take from the President—— | not raise any of these issues about money orthecurrency. I want 
Mr. BUT . That is a very remote contingency, but if the | to place this question above partisanship. I want to so provide in 


Senator wants to deal in such vague suppositions, let us suppose | the laws of the land that this Government can not st yp, can not 
| be starved to death, no matter what emergency may occur or 


the President himself should happen to be taken prisoner of war. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then, we would have a Vice-President, and we 
have the members of the Cabinet to succeed to the great office. 
We have ided for such an emergency. 

Mr. BU TLER. You think that is eet lege to have aie 
Congress turn over its most important legislative power an 
function to the President? 

Mr. ELKINS. Not at all. I do not want this Government to 
put in a worse position than an individual, but I do want the 
Government to have the same rights and the same privileges that 
an individual, firm, or corporation has. Why deny to the Gov- 
ernment the right to borrow money under all possible conditions? 
If I can find an indorser and make a note acceptable to my banker 
I can borrow money, and perhaps save myself from uptcy. 
Why not give the Government samme power? I can not think 
ise to pass this bill. It prohibits the President from selling 

any purpose whatever. The position which I assume 
from @ business standpoint is entirely unanswerable. The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina can not answer it. 
Suppose that there should occur in one 
Congress of the United States a dead- 
in the Senate. We can not now pass a 
of the three parties in the Senate, the 
of them. If this deadlock should be pro- 
years, and there should be no money in the 
carry on the Government? As I said to 
being given the President explicitly, 
bonds of the Government, under 
restrictions, to tide over any emergency. 
emergency may be; I do not careif it is to 
I confess I 


z 


=~ 


A 

i 

i 
L 


Senator from West Virginia prefer 
debt to meet the expenses of the 
meet expenses now, when will we 


have the Government economically 
™, want to meee the public — if it -_ 
Republican party for thirty years constantly 

It has ae increased the interest-bear- 
if it can haveits way, never will. The strange prac- 
of increasing the interest-bearing public debt of 
ie came in vogue when the Democratic and Populist 
parties full possession of the Government in all of its depart- 


I do not look upon this bill asinvolving the ques- 

the i arama. in a 
extravagantly. upon just what the 
says, that the President of the United 
to sell bonds except with the consent 

y that is correct and that is good 
the attention of the Senate from a 


eo 


Es 


what crisis may come, and no matter what kind of money may be 
current. 

But, Mr. President, it is possible, as I have said, that a reve- 
nue law may fail to produce sufficient revenue, and Congress may 
not be able to get together. What are we to do under those cir- 
cumstances? The very case that is now before the Senate may 
occur in a more intense form, where we may have a deadlock and 
can not pass any revenue bill at all. The Government is going 
into debt every day, and every business man in the country knows 
it. We are to inaugurate a President on the 4th of March next. 
He may be a Populist, a Republican, or a Democrat, but no mat- 
ter to what party he may he will be our President—he will 
be the President of the United States—and during the first ninety 
days of his Administration he will have to sell bonds to raise 
money. We do not want, nor is it expedient, that we should take 
the power from him to sell bonds. On the contrary, under proper 
restrictions and conditions, the President, no matter to what party 
he may belong, should have clear and explicit authority to sell 
bonds. Are the Populists here on the floor ready to deny the 
President this authority? Are the silvermen ready todo it? Are 
the Democrats ready to tie the hands of the Executive and to pass 
a bill that the Government shall come to a dead standstill and 
repudiate its obligations? That is the question I ask the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer that question gladly. For the 
relief of the Senator from West Virginia, I want to say that on the 
4th day of next March, when we inaugurate a People’s Party Presi- 
dent of the United States [laughter], then, instead of continuing 
to borrow money, we shall have the mints thrown open to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver, we shall then stop the drain of 
gold from the Treasury, and we will stop the bondholders from 
demanding gold on Government obligations, and if they do demand 
gold we will not borrow it to get it for them, but we will pay them, 
according to the letter and spirit of the contract, in coin of the 
same standard value as that which existed when the law of 1870) 
was passed. We will pay them in the money that their contracts 
call for; we will exercise the option of paying in silver or gold. 
When we do this there will be no more raids upon our Treasury, 
and no more bond issues. That President will send a message to 
Congress’ asking this body to repeal the resumption act, so that 
succeeding Presidents (if, unfortunately for the country, they 
should happen to be Republicans or Democrats) can not abuse the 
law of 1875 to issue more bonds. That President would stop the 
policy of contraction; would urge Congress to to increase the cir- 
culating medium as fast as population and business increase. 
He would advise the abolishment of national banks, and have all 
money issued direct by the Government, and many other good 
things. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from North Carolina tell 
me the name of the President? Let me get the name, and I will 
not go any further. [Laughter. j 

KIN I can not yield further. 
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Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator want me to turn myself into 
a nominating convention? I will tell him the name of the next 
President of the United States on the 22d of July next. I will 
send him the news from St. Louis by telegraph. 

Mr. ELKINS. We have heard something about the tailors of 
Tooley street getting together and running the world. I do not 
think the next President is going to be a Populist. 

But listen to what the Senator says. He says, ‘‘ We, the Popu- 
lists, are going to repeal the resumption act, we are willing to 
starve the Government, and do divers and sundry things”; but 
how are you going to do all these things if you happen to have a 
Republican Senate here, and if you a to have a Republican 
House of 9 pean aye You will have to get the consent of 
Congress to do any or all of these things. 

Mr. BUTLER. The People’s Party will attend to that. 

Mr. ELKINS. We shall not have the People’s Party in a ma- 
jority in the Senate or in the other House, if you will allow me 
to differ with you, nor will you have the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. We shall see. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to ask the Senator and all who are like 
disposed as he is, how they pro , in case we should have a Pop- 
ulist President, to carry on the Government without selling bonds? 
I mean in case your party should elect a President, how are you 
going to pay the expenses? It is im ible. The next President 
will inherit a bankrupt Treasury; thisisinevitable. And tomake 
matters worse, you propose to refuse him the authority to sell 
bonds even for the purpose of paying just debts. This will never 
do. aes is bad—bold, bald repudiation. 

Mr. BUTLER. We shall try to live within our income. 

My. ELKINS. You can not live within your income under the 
appropriations already made; you have not the money; and the 
next ident of the United States will have to borrow money, no 
matter who he is. Why not look at the case as it is, right in the 
face, and say you are willing to stand before the world as repu- 
diating just obligations and as a bankrupt, without any wish or 
desire to pay your debts? 

We are the richest nation in the world unquestionably, and we 
are adding to our national wealth at the rate of $15,000,000 every 
twenty-four hours. But that does not count in the eyes of the 
world when we get into the unfortunate condition we are now in, 
where our Treasury is without sufficient means to pay current 
expenses. Europe interprets it that we are bankrupt, and Europe 
refuses to loanus money. Thereis no Populist State in the Union 
but wants to borrow money. There is not oneof them but wants 
more rai , more mines opened, more development. We are 
a Soe se We are as yet in our infancy; and the Pop- 
ulists and those they represent go to New York and go to Europe 
with their hands wide open ng to borrow money, and yet they 
— Su impossible to borrow it by the adoption of such measures 
as this. 

Such bills as the one under consideration destroy confidence; 
they unsettle business. This Government has been for three 
years and six months dragging on the rocks, on the verge of bank- 
ruptcy, and nearly the whole country has been in the same condi- 
tion so far as business is concern The people can scarcely 
make ends meet. I do not object to the discussion of the silver 

uestion, nor the gold question, nor the currency question. I 
think all these things do good in their way and are a benefit to 
the country; but I think, as a business man, that it is time Con- 
gress should call a halt and give the country some re . Imean, 
stop useless agitation. First one thing happens and then another 
to disturb and unsettle confidence in the money centers of the 
world, The last one is that the President of the United States 
shall be stripped of the power to sell bonds for any purpose what- 
ever. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator what has become of 
the large supply of confidence which was fo be brought to the 
country by the great Republican proposition to the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman law? If I remember aright, the 
leader of that party then said on this floor that we should have 
prosperity and confidence within ten days from the time of the 
repeal of that law. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will answer the Senator. 

. Mr. DANIEL. What has become of that prosperity and confi- 
ence? 

Mr. ELKINS. Iwas not onewhoshared in that prophecy. The 
Sherman Act and all of the tation for its oo le originated 
largely with Mr. Cleveland and his party as the best means to draw 
attention from the fright that fell upon the a and the country 
after they realized that they had elected a -trade President on 
a free-trade platform and the threatened panic that followed. All 
the trouble, fear, and anxiety that followed Mr. Cleveland's elec- 
tion was set down not to the fact that he had been elected on a free- 
trade platform, but to the Sherman Act. The Sherman Act had 
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little to do with bringing on the panic that followed Mr. Cleyo. 
land’s inauguration. ‘che panic and distress that came upon the 
country were due mainly to the fact that the people began to 
realize that business would be prostrated; that labor would je 
without ra by mills and factories closing down. 

Mr.DANIEL. IftheSenator will allowme amoment further— 
I do not want to interrupt him—but, if he will remember, tho 
Po ag rang to — the Sherman law was made by the Senator 

rom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] himself, and was Tepented in this bx dy 
in February, 1893. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is true. 
_ Mr. DANIEL. The Democrats were then deluded into adopt- 
ing a Republican proposition, and I am afraid the Senator, with 
his persuasive voice, might do it again,and that is the reason | 
call attention to it. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator. 

We all know, Mr. President, the proposition to repeal the Sher- 
man Act was brought forward by Destneuute, fostered by Demo- 
crats, and I admit helped by some Republicans. The Democratic 
party had, in my judgment, its purpose and plan in view when 
that proposition was brought forward, but I want to say that 
almost all the promises made to the country to follow the repeal of 
the Sherman Act have failed; and why? ey have failed because 
under the Wilson-Gorman law and under its o tion the busi- 
ness of the country has been depressed and dence destroyed. 
We have not had enough revenue to carry on the Government. 
I did not believe, as a great many of my fellow-Republicans }he- 
lieved at the time, that the Sherman Ack was the cause of all the 
evils and all the financial ills which then rested upon the country, 
They were due ly to threatened free-trade 1 tion which 
followed after the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland the second time, 

As I said before, without any partisan feeling whatever, looking 
at this as a plain business proposition, I want the Government, 
under all conditions and circumstances, and our President. who- 
ever he may be, to have the power ae moment of this 
Government’s existence to borrow money by se bonds when- 
ever for any reason it occurs that there is no money in the Treas- 
ury. Why my heme power totheGovernment? I know the Con- 
stitution sa mgress shall have power to borrow money, but 
this does not prevent Congress ne power on the Presi- 
dent to sell a 3 per cent aoe bond to money to pay the 
debts of the Government w for any reason the money in the 

is exhausted. This is a wholesome power to prevent 
nati dishonor and national bankruptcy, and this is the power 
for which I contend. 

= PERKINS. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will ion me for interrupt- 
ing him,-I should like to ask him a question. He is a lawyer and 
a distinguished statesman, as well as a business man, and he states 


this as a business oy te menpoe and therefore, as a business man. | 


desire to ask him if he is a member of _ corporation—railroad, 
banking, manufacturing, or other—which delegates the power of 
that a to its president and to borrow money? 
He will be obliged to answer, I am sure, in the negative, because 
the directors meet, and by proper resolutions authorize the loan 
to be made or the bonds to be issued. It is ble that under 
the law the board of directors may not have the power to borrow 
this money. What do they then do? They call a meeting of the 
stockholders of the company and they, by resolutions, authorize 
the board of directors to perform such and such an act. We are 
simply the trustees of the people; we are elected here to represent 
them for a purpose; and I believe the people are too loyal not to 
support this Government. But pardon me for lengthening out 
the question to such an extent. 

Mr. ELKINS. This is the same proposition in another form. 
Because the Senator from California is a business man, I wish to 
answer his question from a business standpoint. Take the case 
of a corporation, where the trustees or directors, if you please, 
have the power to borrow money. Suppose that for any reason 
the directors do not have a meeting for a year or two years, and the 
president would have to carry on the business of the corporation 
without them. Does the Senator from California mean to say 
here and now that he would take the power from the president to 
borrow money to save the corporation from bankruptcy and ruin 
when the directors did not meet? That isthe proposition. What 
will become of his corporation? Suppose owed $100,000, and 
suppose they had a note and could get it discounted, should 
the power be taken from the president to get the note discounted? 

Mr. PERKINS. The a would go into the hands of 4 
receiver. That is just what I am contending for. ; 

Mr. ELKINS. Ido not want this Government to go into the 
hands of a receiver. This is what I want to prevent. I do not 
want any corporation with which I am connected to go into the 
hands of a receiver, especially because the directors will not author 
ize the president to get the notes of the corporation discounted, 
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nor does the Senator from California want his corporation to go 
into the hands of a receiver. , , 

Mr. PERKINS. No; I agree with my friend the Senator from 
West Virginia, and that is the reason why we want to obtain the 

wer from the people to issue bonds, and not permit the presi- 

ent or secretary to — them without the authority of the cor- 
ion or the e. 
por. ‘ELKIN 3) In the event that Congress fails to pass a reve- 
nue bill, and there is no money in the Treasury, what do Senators 
who favor this bill Pere I want to ask if they propose that 
the Government shall e and die—go out of existence—simply 
becau.e Con will not trust the President to sell a few bonds 
to pay just debts and meet a crisis or emergency. 
here are more ways to destroy this Government than by war. 
Congress can destroy its credit, and then the Government. 

I do not know what is the reason of the apparent antagonism 
to the President. The President is a part of the Government. 
He is entitled to the respect, the support, the loyalty, and the 
confidence a’ of the Congress of the United States and 
of the people. When you embarrass the President in the matter 
of preserving the integrity of the Treasury, maintaining the pub- 
lic credit, and paying just obligations, you embarrass the Gov- 
ernment. you embarrass the Government you embarrass 
the people, because the Government is but the instrumentality of 
the people to orm their will. I wish to have located some- 
where in the Government the power tosell bonds to pay the current 
expenses when Congress for any reason fails to provide sufficient 

enue. 

wRenators talk as if this were a new proposition. England, gov- 
erned by wise, able, and far-seeing statesmen, meets this question 
broadly. Whenever there is a shortage in the revenue for any 
reason, the Government has the — to sell exchequer notes at 
low rates of interest, running five years. Just the other day, 
although land is in a prosperous condition, she sold £5,000,000 
of those exchequer notes to provide needed revenue. You can 
not find a government which not that power, and pos can not 
run a government long without it. When you get three parties 
in the te and have adeadlock and take from the President 
the power to sell bonds, — will bring the Government to a stand- 
still. Ido not know whether or not that is in the mind of the 
Senator from North Carolina and those who favor the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from West Virginia permit 


me? 

Mr. ELKINS. Do you want to stop the Government? What 
have you against the ident? 

Mr. ART. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask him to explain a little provision in the Constitution? 
Mr. ELKINS. I will come to that later. 
oan STEWART. I should like to have an explanation from the 

nator. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have heard that provision of the Constitution 
and have already referred to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish the Senator from Nevada would excuse 
me. Iam taking the time of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER]. He wanted me to finish my remarks, so as to 

roceed ph speech. I promised him not to speak longer than 
u 

Mr. STEWART. There isalittle provision to borrow money — 

Mr. ELKINS. I know what that is, and the Senator does too. 

I trust I have made myself plain. I have not meant to appeal 
to party fi in anyt I have said. If the Populists come 
ad hoe we have the Senate Chamber full of greenbacks, 
and is no prospect of getting gold, I say give the President 
power to sell bonds even for mbacks, if necessary to carry on 
the Government. I would give it to him cheerfully and willingly, 
w. as I would to a Republican President to sell bonds for gold. 

y not treat the Government as well as you would an individual? 
have power to sell my note for money so long as I have credit. 
That is one of the powers I possess under the law of the land. 
oar ae give the Government the same power under all condi- 


_ This bill does not raise the question of the coi of silver. It 
simply takes power from the dent which, under certain con- 
ditions, he should have in the interest of the Government and the 
people. Every arermpent in the world has the power. I am 
2 to the bill. It is mischievous, because even now, while 

deadlock continues in the Senate, every proposition to raise 
revenue is voted down by one side or the other. That has oc- 
curred within the last three months and the last three days. We 
The t making Septcerintions and make no provision for revenue. 
citation, Me leaubectedl, ta the intuncr es binton, tree, 
e disc e of his duty, to carry 

on the Government, and any President would be considered recre- 





ant if he did not do all in his power to protect the credit of the 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from West Virginia pardon 
me fora moment? The Populist Senators stand here ready—and 
they have so stood every day this session—to give six votes to help 
pass any measure in the interest of the welfare of the American 
people. You propose a revenue measure which is highly pro- 
tective, to give special benefits to a few people, and we say to you 
that if you will couple with it a measure to increase the ability of 
the people to pay taxes and to add to their general prosperity, to 
give relief to the South and West, we will join hands with you and 
pass the measure. But we will never agree to pile taxes up m the 
people for the special benefit of a favored few while the great 
masses of the wealth producers of this nation have no relief, but 
have additional burdens placed upon their shoulders. 

If that is your policy, then you are responsible for nothing be- 
ing done. ou are the few whe stand by the protected interests 
and refuse to do anything to relieve the Treasury or to give relief 
and prosperity to the people. If you will just turn your back for 
one moment upon the idol of protective interests and take a broad, 
patriotic view and propose some measure that will be fair and 
equitable to the American people, you will get six votes from the 
People’s Party to help you to pass it. 

Mr. ELKINS. Every time we approach the proposition to raise 
money each party has its own particular notions as to how it 
should be done. That is what I am arguing—that you can not 
pass a revenue bill even now. The Republican party proposes a 
measure which on principle has had the sanction of the Govern- 
ment, in one way or another, for thirty years; yes, since its foun- 
dation. It is at once opposed and called protecting a favored 
few. It is called legislation in the interest of individuals, and so 
itis. Each party can find some objection. That is just what I 
am complaining about. Icredit the Senator from North Carolina 
and his party with sincerity; I credit the Democratic party with 
sincerity; I credit the Republican aay with sincerity, But these 
parties can not agree on a revenue bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam willing to compromise 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator must excuse me. 
terrupted too much already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia declines to yield. 

Mr. ELKINS. What I complain of is that we can not agree, 
Suppose the Senate fails to agree for two or three years and no 
revenue is provided? Is the Government to stop, languish, and 
die? That is the question. I do not want to bring party politics 
into this question. I do not want to make a financial speech. I 
simply desire to have the power lodged in the President, under 
certain conditions and restrictions, to be able to sell bonds to 
maintain the credit of the Government. lam greatly obliged to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] for his cour- 
tesy in allowing me to speak and take so much of his time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New Hampshire par- 
don me for one moment? There is an old document ‘ioe, more 
than a hundred years old, which appears to have been overlooked 
in this discussion. It may have some influence, and I call atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator simply wants to read from it 
and not to make a speech? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will allow the Senator to read it. 

Mr. STEWART. Section 1 of Article I of the Constitution 
reads as follows: 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

Section 8 of the same article reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
the Senator reads from? 

Mr. STEWART. It was formerly known as the Constitution 
of the United-States. [Laughter.] But it appears to have been 
abrogated, and inasmuch as it is seriously contended that the 
power to borrow money is lodged in the President and ought of 
right to remain there, I think it well to call attention to the instru- 
ment. It may have something to do with the question. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. How does Congress borrow money? 

Mr. STEWART. It can pass a law authorizing the borrowing 
of money. 

Mr. PLATT. at is what we have done, and that is what the 
Senator wants to have repealed. 





I have been in- 


What is the title of the document 
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Mr. STEWART. We have not passed any law authorizing the 
borrowing of gold. There is no such law on the statute books, 
It is a bold usurpation, and the Senator from Connecticut knows 
it well. The borrowing of gold for the benefit of the gold gam- 
blers without authority of law has brought dire distress upon this 


country. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 15th day of the 
present month I introduced in the Senate a resolution as follows: 


That the widespread business depression and rapid increase of the public 


debt demonstrates that the existing tariff does not produce sufficient reve- 
nue, and that a revision of the law is imperatively demanded in the interests 
of the people of the United States. 

It was my purpose to make this resolution a text for some re- 
marks on the question of the tariff, but as a subject is now before 
the Senate upon which I can properly speak, I propose to avail 
myself of the opportunity at this time. 

r. President, there is, as I believe, one way, and one wayonly, 
to secure a return of prosperity to the people of this country, and 
that is by the repeal of the existing tariff law and the enactment 
of a law that will compel the manufacturers and importers of 
foreign goods to liberally contribute toward thesupport of our Gov- 
ernment, which will be in the interests of all classes of the Ameri- 
can people. Believing this, I propose to occupy a little time in 
discussing the tariff question, holding, as I do,that when a proper 
revenue bill is passed the necessity for the sale of interest-bearing 
bonds will no longer exist. 

Mr. President, two years ago, in the month of May, 1894, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other p ; which bill, as finally 
enacted, is now the law of the land. In opposing that measure 
I then felt it my duty to lay before the Senate an accurate his- 
torical analysis of American tariff oe from the day the 

grims placed their feet on Plymouth Rock down to that time 
in order that the le of the country t be acquainted 
with the great fact that impartial history teaches that protective 
tariffs have always vena prosperity to the le of United 
States, while low tariffs have invariably distur business, pros- 
trated industries, and brought suffering and want to the laborin 
maeses of our people. I endeavored to show that the history 
our country for more than a hundred years had established a prin- 
ciple that had proved to be as invariable as the law of gravitation 
and as inexorable. That principle is that whenever free trade, or 
. revailed, or there has been a threat 
business ression, lack of confidence, 


at that threat would be executed, 
k of employment, bank- 
Nant evil conse- 


ae tariff for revenue whee 
of either, with a proba 

we have had wid 
lack of credit, stoppage of business, 
rder, and ruin, with all their atten 


ruptcy, diso 
quences. This rule is not a matter of opinion nor of argument, 
but of stern, im , and unim ha 

Having ¢ eted the historical analysis of legislation in 
to conolude with Swe conieastng piotsteas, Sos teas depleting: the 
to conclude with two con i e i e 
ope that would immediately follow the assurance that pro- 

tion was to be the established policy of the nation, the second 

a suggestion of the distress and ruin that would inevitably come 

— the country should the measure then pending be ad “Hee | 

ventured the prophecy that if the Wilson-Gorman bill should 

be enacted into law the American people would rise in their might, 

irrespective of former political affiliations, and elect a Congress 

that would reenact laws that would restore to our statute books 

the kind of legislation that throughout our entire history had 

brought employment, prosperity, and happiness to all classes of 
our citizens. 

Mr. President, the Democratic alae gree no heed to the 
historical record, nor to the signs of ‘ess everywhere ae 
in consequence of the universal doubt and uncertainty that fol- 
lowed close upon the defeat at the polls in November, 1892, of the 

y that had established and maintained tection for more 
an thirty years. They had even then seen the literal fulfillment 
of the notable prophecy of Mr, Blaine, made in these words: 

The business men of the country, fearing the destruction of the prisripies 
of protection. wili decline to in b ft uently mills will shut 
ad be thrown out of em —— The people 


ned a livelihood; 
actory is shut down there is 
to sell, and that is their labor. 
But neither the history of the past nor the fulfillment of Mr. 
Blaine’s prediction had the es influence upon the leaders 
who controlled the legislation of that session. They were as blind 
the real meaning of what was going on in the country as was 
President Cleveland when, in August, 1893, he wrote: 


With plentecus with abundant a of remunerative 
and manufacture, with unusual invita to safe investment, 


see 
for the only 


‘auction 
with sat- 


oo - Mr. Blaine had foreseen they would be. The pa- 
the 


isfactory assurance to business enterprise, suddenly financial 
"“Wameraus estheden temtaioisae hes nee cs “ 
umerous moneyed uu ve use al . 
were not ediately available to meet the demands of fighoeeent — 
ors. 8 corporations and individuals are content to keep 
the money they are usually anxious to loan, and those en: mat 
are surprised to find that securities they offer for loans. {),..° 
heretofore satisfactory, are no longer accepted. ae 
fixed are fast becoming conjectural, and |»; 


Val 
failure have Srcieck every branch of business. and 
Those leaders knew that the great Southern wing of the Dor). 
cratic nerly had determined toestablish the doctrine of fro. ;;,,), 
in this land and that they would be assisted by their N.;+),,. 


mn 


trust and 


ts 
In } nd 
in legiti nd 


ilson-Gorman bill was therefore a foregone conclusi ),. I 
was not all that the Democratic House of Representatiy.s },) 
intended it should be, for it was materially amended in the S..1).;, 
which led President Cleveland to say in his letter to Mr. (\\ 5, ;;' 
InGs—in which he gave his reasons for allowing the bill to |)... 
a law without his signature—that there were Senators w), 

Had stolen and worn the livery of Democratic tariff reform in {). 
of Republican protection. 

And therefore, said he— 

Trusts and combinations—the communism of pelf—whose machinat joy.) 
prevented us from reaching the success we deserved, should not be {. 
nor forgiven. 

But although the President refused to sign the bill because jt 
pets at ame and refused to its results asthe close of 
the war for tariff reform, in that same letter to Mr. Catcuinus he 
said of it: 

And yet, notwithstanding all its vicissitudes and all the bad treatment i+ 
received at the hands of it presents a vast improvement to 
existing conditions. It will certainly lighten many tariff Rueden s that now 
rest heavily upon the pom, is not only a barrier against the return 0: 
mad protection, but it a vantage ground from which must be waced 
further aggressive operations against protected 
favoritism 

Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Senate, I propose to 
show what ‘‘vast improvement to then existing conditions” has 
been made since the dent this bill to become a law: 
what tariff burdens have been lightened that, he claimed, then 
rested heavily upon the le; what a “barrier against the 
return of protection ” it has proved to be, and what a splendid 
‘van ground” it has furnished to free-trade Democracy from 
which to w: ‘further 


ve operations against protected 
monopoly and governmental favoritism.” 


EFFECTS UPON AGRICULTURE. 


Now, Mr. President, agriculture has been fittingly termed ‘the 
mother of all industries.” Because of it the civilized world *: lives, 
and moves, and has its being.” In some of the “ vast im- 
provements” that President Cleveland wonld follow the oper- 
ations of the present tariff law let us begin with agriculture. The 
census of 1890 gave the number of farms in the United States as 
4,564,641, comprising a total acreage of 623,218,619, of which 3)',- 
616,755 were improved and 42.6 percent unimproved. The averaye 
size of these farms was 137 acres. The total area in farms of the 
great States of [Mlinois, Ohio, New York, Pennsylvania, and [owa 
was 124,668,158 acres; the total value of the land, buildings, ani 
fences was $5,057,557,375, and their average value per acte was 
$40.57. These 5 States contain about 20 per cent of all the farmso! 
the country. The farmers of these, as of their sister States, have 
acquired some new ideas as to what the President considers ‘a 
vast im ent,” but call it by another name. [or in- 
stance, do not think has any improvement in 

h ; but they have known ever since they read the 
President’s third annual message of December 6, 1853, tlat be 
had no accurate knowledge on that subject. Then he said: 

I think it may be fairly assumed Seep eyertcn of the sheep owned 
by the farmers the are in small flocks numbering 
from twenty-five to > 2 ee the number of farmers engaged 
wool raising is with all farmers in the country,and the small 
proportion they bear to our is red; when it is made ap 
parent that in the case of a large part of those who own sheep the benefit of 

present tariff on wool is illusory, etc. 
at the time. They have had good 


reason since then to regret that they were so merciful. Hire ar 
some of the reasons for their sorrow: I will give in parallel col- 
umns the free-wool value on the farm in June, 1894, and the low’: 
value of the same kind of wool on the farm prior to March 4, !~’", 
when a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress “* 
sumed control of the Administration of the country ani ume 
on the free list. The 
a falling off from >} 
or from 11 cents to 2} cents, an improve 
on wool was anything bat . po 

protection tect wool. ! 
there is selene Eiesory” in theif 
\t shows that American wool, under 


ive 
en 


y and governmental 








1896. 
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protection averaged 9} cents per pound higher than wool 
‘ae kind and quality in the free-trade markets of the 
after wool was on the free list American wool 
pound lower similar wool in the markets of 


of the 

world, and that 

was 5+ cents per 

the world: 

Acomparison of the 
the ten years 


prote ction avera 
and quality, a 


course of the American and London wool markets during 
1835 to 1394, showing that domestic wool under ten years of 
i 9% cents per pound higher than foreign of the same kind 
under free Pode wns 5} cents per pound lower. 


| Price at the | 
j T * 
yp ot close of 1895. | Saker tre e 
A ton jas compared) ie 
price, 1 can | with aver- | March 1,| American 
to 1804. —— than age of ten 1896. lower than 
ign. years. foreign. 
American, Ohio $0. 3122 90.0) 0.74 per| 9.18) | $0. 05} 
- sh b 
anaalens Port 2170 | ..-.-2--------| 5.99 per Mh | ccccee---ee 
Philip, un- cent more 
washed supe- 
rior. 





a 

There is no industry more sensitive to the effect of favorable or 
unfavorable tariff legislation than sheep husbandry, as is illus- 
trated by the history of four succeeding periods. The first was 
under the tariff law of 1867, when the duties upon imported wool 
were about 12} cents a pound, which rates furnished adequate 

rotection. During the last four years of that period, from 1880 
bo 1884, the flocks increased 25 per cent. 

The second period began when the tariff law of 1883 went into 
operation, which decreased the wool duties from 124 to 10 cents 
A blunder in ae = that a ee = 

compensa’ duties m manufactures of wool. Cloth 
a of castralion combed wool was admitted, under the com- 
mercial name of worsteds, at lower duties than were imposed 
upon all other cloths. The result was that American manutfac- 
turers were crippled, and while there was a nominal duty of 10 
cents per pound. upon wool, American woolen mills were so in- 
jured b im of so-called worsteds as to injure the 
market for wool, and the 10 cents per pound nominal duty on 
wool failed to prevent a decrease in the flocks. Scoured wools, 
under the name of waste, were also then admitted at only the duty 
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harvest that should have been reaped by ourown. The following 








figures, compiled from his returns, tell their own story. There is 
nothing “illusory” about this table: 

WHERE THE WOOL CAME FROM. 

From— 1894 1895, 
— " | Pounds Pounds 
CE EEE SE 38, 576, B07 109, 583, 124 
a “a 5, 204, 040 13, 006, 048 
ete heath ny «dh eee diem quemen ; 730), 620 882, 770 
Other European countries ........ 905, 422 | 20, 279, 259 
IS wscatchinwakgbauaws dens 17, 388, 350 37, 104, 467 
British North America.......... ‘ 2, 060, 507 7. 206.571 
ee ath elie acelin ine nlerkan ee onion 19, 34, 427 | 3, 711, 306 
a 13, 764 , 
ES SE Ee ae 72, 405 ] 

I coal eek laneeibitladen twtr cprechibsispeoaie's vatdanan 115, 836, 820 ‘ 9, 213 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. By whom were those importations made? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume largely by the manufacturers 
of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. To be worked up into fabrics in this country? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably so, sooner or later. 

Mr.GRAY. And employ American labor to do it: 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that at the present time thers 
are something like between two and three hundred million | d 
of wool unsold in this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is unquestionably an enormous 


amount of wool in the warehouses of this country and no eall for 
it at the present time. 

Mr. MORRILL. And the statement of the manufacturers is 
that 64 per cent only of the manufactories are now employed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. A little later in this discussion I shall en- 
deavor to show to the Senator from Delaware that under the oper- 
ation of the free-wool doctrine of the Democratic party American 


J=— th EE Mtamere wool dation Under tees coun. woolen oe we eee idle = = present t a and th : in such 

. di ts the flocks 18 per cent in four as are not idie . e lant 8S employec ager gate ut a small portion 
bined d the ath of was only arrested by the elec- of those employed under the policy of the Republican party. 
— nes of a President and eneniie to protecti Mr. President, the wool that was imported into this country in 
tion in 1 i S = —— P ©” | 1894 and 1895 cost comparatively as follows: 

The third showed an increase in the flocks from General THE MONEY THAT IT COST US. 
Harrison’s on in 1888 until President Cleveland was inaug- ee — ——— 
urated in 1898. The prospect of increased protection to wool, with To— 1304 1295. 
suitable compensatory duties upon manufactures of wool, which ee ee . 
were afterwards embodied in Schedule K of the law of 1890 (the; Te ae a 
McKinley law), gave a new stimulus to sheep industry, and dur- | [/nited Kingdom...............-.....---.--.. sccccenst GE) Oe 
ing this period the flocks increased 13 per cent. ee a 70,582) —' 9.484 
“The fourth division covers the free-wool iod of the existing | Other Europe.............-...-..-.-..-.-.----.---. | 1,448, Sa 1, 861, 215 
tariff law. The of this Administration toward wool, an- ee a anna ee eer onan Pe acasi | Pie 
nounced by Cleveland in his inaugural message, was | China... ; rere reretcery 1,342,985 | 1,510, 572 
enacted into law in the Wilson-Gorman tariff passed in 1894. The | Other Asia and Oceamica................. woncns-] 1,688,688 2, 743, 576 
certainty of the removal of wool duties and the actual accomplish- | Other countries---.---------.-.-------....... socees | ee 261, 070 
ment fact was discounted in the low free-trade price of ae eT - 13,262,512 | 33,016,159 
wool, and the flocks have continued to be slaughtered in countless 


per cent since 1893. There were no 
States on January 1, 1896, than there 
on the effect of the wool schedules of 


The rate of increase of American wool under protection was greater than 
in any other nation of the world. eae alge 
During the last years of the tariff law of 1867, inclu the year 


. but before the effect of the 


ial wae the wool i clip of the United States doubled. The clip of 
was pounds, had increased to 340,000,000 pounds in 18k4— 
an increase of 100 per cent. The increase in any other nation of the 
World in this was where the increase was only 64 per cent. 
At the was 60 


* 
a 
a 


in other words, the American people in 1894 paid for imported 
wool $13,262,512, while in 1895, under free wool, they paid $33,- 
616,159. And yet it was contended by the Democratic party that 
free wool would stimulate sheep husbandry in this country. 
Here are some additional statistics that show that there was an 
increase of wool imports in 1895 of 115,341,405 pounds over the 
average importations of the preceding four years, and that this 
cost us in gold an increase of $16,818,883 over the average of any 
one of the four protection years: 

Imports of wool. 


. Calendar year. Pounds Value. 


EL tititntipcibbas avibietnticadinnanesoon 


Good the increase eent,and in the Argentine | 12 130, 317.571 $18, 798, 402 
Republic per cent. Great Britain, the only country where the c i eeicmmman 167, 734, 490 21,191, 639 
conditions were at all similar to those in the United ee enwaece 11), rs) 13, 953, 549 
country named in this comparioon where have to be fed cropeduring | 1994. tt ..-..---...-.--.--------- Li BBY 13. 862, 512 
the winter months, the decreased 19 per cent under free trade, : 
while in the United the same years, the wool clip increased Protection average...........------------- _..| 133, 647, 812 16, 951, 276 
Jo although our are much more severe te epasnenoes & | 248, 989, 217 83, 770, 159 
difference illustrates the effect of protection and free rex ele iiss 
trade upon the sheep and wool in the North Temperate Pree trade, increase............-.--.-.-------- 115,341,405 | - 16,818,883 
The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics has furnished some valu-|-——- neers ; a 
as to the imports of wool into the United States, That the protective tariff on wool was not “illusory ” is evident 


from the following facts. The total number of sheep in the several 
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sections of the Union and their value in the years 1892 and 1896 
are given in the following table: 











Number. —— Total value. 
1892. 1806, 1892. | 1896. 1892. 1896. 
New rn 1, 241, 805 621,691 '$3.58 |$2.18 Fh 00s, ous $1, 360, 542 
Middle States...... 2,802,656 | 1,904,882 | 3.89 | 2.34 0,726,950 | 4,661,919 
Southern States ...| 9,152,562 | 7,153,615 | 2.07 | 1.45 | 17,548,081 | 10,361, 282 
Western States 14, 027,755 | 9,983,386 | 2.99 | 1.98 | 43,685, 724 | 19,731,972 
Pacific States ...... , 730,849 | 6,803,498 | 2.47 | 1.65 | 18,401,047 | 11,823, 601 
Rocky Mountain 
States and Terri- 
ees masccbnccsds 9, 982,738 | 11,652,461 | 2.87 | 1.562 | 21,776,453 | 17,728,350 
Total for 
© Uni 
bs inmate 44,988, 365 | 38,200,483 | 2.58 | 1.70 | 116,121,290 | 65, 167,675 





Evidently the ‘‘illusory ” feature came in when the farmers of 
this country voted for a change that caused a decrease of 6,638,882 
in their flocks, a loss of 88 cents per head in the average value of 


the sheep that remained, and a total loss in the value of their 
flocks o 1,012,615. This is one of the ‘‘ vast improvements” 
that the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill is responsible for. 

Depreciation in farm values and in live stock values are briefly 
summarized in the following tables. These show how absurd the 
claim was that “vast improvements” would result from the 
Democratic tariff: 

Depreciation in farm values. 

















Value. Total values. 
1891. 1895. 1891. 1895. 
ee r bushel... . 406 . 264 | $836, 439, 228 , 509, 106 
TREES wcccnces ee o.” 0. 613, 472,711 er soe aoe 
Rye. eens eS . 48 44 * 25, 542, 000 11, 964, 826 
I nnslincintipeatimateicnmiti do.... .B1b . 199 232, 312, 267 1638, 655, 068 
per pound.. - 086 -076 297, 377, 014 259, 164, 640 
De owbedotecs biiete per ton.. 8.39 8.35 411,110,000 | 393, 185, 615 
Potatoes.......... per bushel. . . 673 . 266 83, 475, 000 78, 984, 901 
atin or itoend per pound.. AT 09 52, 258, 256 26, 486, 705 
EEE evans sonvee per bushel. . 4 - 887 40, 500, 000 29, 312, 413 
Buckwheat .............-. do... 534 452 6, 948, 000 6, 936, 325 
RONDO. cocsanacen per pound. - 084 -072 | +40,000,000 865, 574, 000 
GIES cocnenanccnsonnhsncshhdsncsanaiebeiecedéena 2, 539, 434, 476 | 1,810, 712,597 
* Cincinnati Price Current. + Clapp’s. 
Depreciation in live-stock values. 
Value per head. Total values. 
Jan}, | Jand, | Jan. 1,1892. | Jan. 1,1806. 
NII ac ccinhdintth kath cds nica eielh $2.50 .70 16, 121, 270 , 167, 735 
I. 4; << nan ceedcacter cine to| ‘cas| “seroarais Ton 5 745 
NOD. cinegabe wddbunbeue 21. 40 22.55 851, 378, 132 , 955, 745 
SII iia Uhintod cued casdus 15. 16 15. 86 570, 749, 155 508, 958, 416 
EE cocks ciiisiel Atakenccen 65. 01 33.07 | 1,007,593,636 | 500, 140, 186 
RNs cdpihcidbdiidbabentdeyoess 75. 55 45.29 147, 882, 070 108, 204, 457 
DRI cossimnnesions ccabcaceck atudcnaasced 2, 434, 755, 678 | 1,677, 926, 284 





These tables show the alarming fact that the— 


Annual loss on crops in four years has been... .. 
Annual loss on live stock in four years has been................- 


Being a total annual loss to farmers..................--.---- 


Mr. PEFFER. For what length of time? 
Mr. GALLINGER. There has been an annual loss for each of 
the last four years on live stock and farm values of $1,485,551,773. 
Now, Mr. President, if the farmers of the country continue to 
lose money at the rate of nearly one and a half billion dollars a 
year, how ons will they remain solvent and independent? This 
startling exhibit of the losses in the value of live stock on our 
farms is an illustration of the “vast improvement” that was 
promised z= President Cleveland. Live stock that was worth 
nearly §2,500,000,000 on January 1, 1892, in the good times of 
McKinley protection, was worth $756,829,394 less money to the 
farmers exactly four years later, and after three years’ experience 
with a Democratic A istration. Can we wonder that farmers 
in every section of the country, while studying the low value of 
their live stock, should determine to restore the policy of protec- 
tion and prosperity by voting for Republican candidates for Con- 
gress and for the Republican candidate for the office of President? 
A MATTER OF HISTORY. 
fore leaving the field of agriculture it is interesting to note 
the fact that in the earlier days of the Republic there were Demo- 
cratic statesmen who thought that the interests of American agri- 


, 721, 879 
756, 829, 304 
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May 27, 


culture would be advanced by increasing the duties on arti: 
foreign growth or manufacture to a protective point. 





‘les of 


The ann; 
of the Eighteenth Con , first session, bear record Ret wine 
the debate on the tariff was pending the House Committee op 


Agriculture, pursuant to instructions, investigated this s1y})\o, 
and through its chairman, Mr. Van Rensselaer, of New Y, 
a in a short report, which contained the following salien{ 
points: 
1, Whatever increases the consumption of its products, whether home 
a necessarily advances the interests of agriculture. = 
2. He who cultivates the soil looks to a market for his surplus prodyct 
ee a being oe oe Sree preferred to the foreign when th. reward 
u ome marke less precarious, more nt and ce 
Seca Naveed the seach at a ne erm eet and cer 


3. It favored oe leecnaes of tidiieton. comer tereign articles to promote 


cultural rity. Manufacturers would open up a new market ani ; agri. 
demand Calle created for domestic raw mate seceeed 

4. If the tured articles consumed by our people could all be 
made at home from the raw material furnished Ey cusselves, the value of 
our lands would be increased and agricultural augmented. 


d 

5. The extension of domestic manufactures, ewe on the productio 
of such raw materials as can be found in this country, must Sowenas the _ 
mand for those materials and of course secure a new and ready marke: 

6. As to the articles of foreign growth to which an increase of duty shoulq 
apply in order to promote the ity of our ulture, the duty should 
eabeeen € “raw material” found or p: ith ease, cheapness, and 
in abundance 


7. An increase of duty would not a the sale of 1 

; uty w ecrease our surplus produce 
abroad, because those nations purchase from motives of self-interest or ame = 
mv. and not from favor 


to the amonnt of duty which should be imposed, it should pe su‘ficie 
to secure the exclusive and constant demand for our raw material, competent 


to build up rotect those entsat present in the 
country, and which, with a encouragement, will present a con- 
stant d for those raw ma 


James Buchanan, of og: eye then amember of the House, 
favored this feature of the bill, and said: 


It I understand the principle of this bill, it is that a moderate additional 
protection shall be afforded to those man ures raw material of which 
either is or may be made abundant in this country. When this raw material 


isa product of agriculture it hasa to our favor, because by 
that means the tural interest will be promoted.— Annals Congress, \8th, 


It will be seen that in those 
tion on raw materials was advocated; and the wisdom of the 
Democratic Congressmen of that era is in striking contrast with 
the folly or prejudices of those who passed the existing tariff law. 

MANUFACTURERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. President, when mills and factories are running to their full 
capacity and finding a ready market for all that they can produce, 
there is a demand andsteady employment for labor, from the low- 
est to the highest grades, at good wages, and every line of business 
in the entire country is ted. ere is a home market for the 
products of field, en, and orchard, for the wares of the mer- 
chant, and for all the necessaries and the luxuries of life. The fish- 
ermen along our coasts and on the Great Lakes are rewarded for 
their toil, as are also the farmers and market gardeners, and all 
who provide sustenance for man or beast. The statistics of the 

wth of manufacturing in this country from 1860, which was 
ca of fourteen years of ee: trade, » ee the ome 
cratic party gave protection what was intended to be its death- 
blow, present a remarkable array of figures, and inasmuch as men 
who are employed at Wages consume much more than when 
they are idle or wor' for small pay the figures are of interest 
to ers as well as others. he 

In 1860 there were 1,312,000 earners in our diversi- 

man industries. 1870 the number had increased 
to 2,054,000, a of 74,000 a year. In 1880 they numbered 
2,740,000, an increase of 59,000 a year. In 1890 there were 4,712,(00 
employees, an increase of 196,000 a year, and in 1892 there were over 
5,300,000 hands at work, a further increase of more than °\\(),(00a 
year under protection. In 1860 these workers received $350 00,000 
in wages, or $289 per hand. In 1890 the pay roll amounted to 
$2,282,000,000, equal to $485 for every man, woman, and child 50 
employed. In 1890 the wage earners of the country, under pro 
tection, had $196 per capita more m to spend than in 1860 
under free trade. that time, ai by and as the legiti- 
mate and almost invariable result of protection, labor steadily 
gained on capital in the division of the earnin In 1860 labor 
and in 1890 $54.50 out of each hun dollars worth 
of net products, while capital had $55.50 in 1860 and $45.5) in 1%. 
Labor advanced from to $485. or 70 per cent, while capital 
went from $361 to $408, an advance of only 40 percent. This shows 
a difference in favor of labor of 30 per cent. In 1860, under the 
$790 worth of raw meee 
nish 
e valueof products over cost of material was 5°’. oe 
this sum labor received $289, or about 444 per cent, while — 
had $360, or about 554 per cent, for and profits. In 15%, 
under the $1,385 of capital and $1,0% 
d employed. 


amoun The finished product 


old Democratic days protec- 


Of this 
amount labor received $485, or about 54} per cent, while capital 
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1896. 


_ or about 454 cent, reversing in the interest of labor 
_ aon of net rodacts. While the capital required to keep 























Loss to employers. 








one hand employed had to be increased 76 per cent from 1860 un- | Strikes. | Lockouts. Total. 

der a free-trade policy to 1890 under protection, and the needed "or oa 

raw material was over one-third greater, the product of labor was ath tae ia = e a 
r i ; . wl-W—<4 months ............... , 2, 979 2, 311, 968 3, 63 

only increased 88 r cent. The oe haoweae e, odapiand the cost 1893-94—18 months seucesewe 1s, 63, 361 * 630, 904 = son a8 


rial was per hand. Of this increase labor received in 
cnencel wages $196 while capital only received $47 as its share 


of this THE TRIUMPH OF PROTECTION. 


To understand the cance of these figures we must remem- 
ber that from 1861 to 1865 the country was engaged in waging the 

eatest civil war of history; that it was a period of terrible waste 
and destruction, and that when it ended one extensive area of our 
country was ruined and its labor system omnes destroyed. 
It lacked both money and credit, and had, besides its lands, only 
the brave hearts and the strong hands of its men on which to 
depend for its rehabilitation. en, too, many of the great indus- 
tries that had grown up in the North and West to supply the 
Army and Navy with war supplies of every kind had to be con- 
verted to other uses, while at the same time there were restored 
to civil life and to the ranks of industry many hundred thousand 
men who had followed the flag. The nation was staggering under 
the burden of an immense debt and a ee currency. It 
had also to deal with the vast question of reconstruction, and to 
bring about harmony and brotherly love between the people of 


During the years 1891 and 1892 the country was under an Admin- 
istration favorable to protection. 

During the later period, to June 30, 1894, we were afflicted with 
a free-trade Administration for sixteen months, and the cer- 
tainty of it during theother two months. 

During the free-trade year and a half there were 242,245 more 
employees made idle by strikes than in the two full years of pro- 
tection. 

During the free-trade year and a half the loss of wages to 
employees was $15,979,093 more than in the two full years of 
protection. 

During the free-trade year and a half the loss to employers 
of labor was $6,959,318 more than in the two full years of protec- 
tion. Bringing the facts down to an average monthly basis, 
we have the following: i 


Monthly averages. 














the South and those of the loyal States. It was protection that | Prosecsioe, | Free trade, | Free trade 
enabled the country to overcome all these difficulties, to restore | — annem ms : Sanit 
the credit of the Government, to meet current expenses and carry | Employees made idle 21 072 | 41.554 | 0, 488 
forward great national improvements, to pension the wounded | Wage loss of employees.........-.....| $1,221,419} $2,516,286 | $1, 204) 867 
and the bereaved, to the vast amount of paper currency to | Loss to employers..................... $569,123 | $1, 144, 126 | $576, 008 





a par with gold, to reduce by large annual payments the national 
debt and the heavy interest ch it carried, and to do all this 
with so little friction and with such steadily increasing prosperity 
that all civilized nations, who had watched with wonder the sub- 
lime struggle, were still more amazed at the splendid statesman- 
ship that carried the country through its myriad perplexities and 
made it stronger in all that constitutes national power and national 
rosperity. 

. The years 1892 and 1893 saw the culmination of this grand 
period of national progress. Then influences that had been —_ 
and insidiously at work to cause a reaction finally succeeded, an 
in the election of 1892 administrative and legislative control was 
wrested from the party that for more than thirty years had carried 
the country onward and upward. Since then the ple have 
been ng more and more with each passing day how grossly 
they were deceived, and what a fearful blunder they were led to 
commi 


t. 

If it be true—and all our experience proves that it is—that na- 
tional stimulates industry and creates a demand for 
labor that must increase the wages of workingmen, it is equally 
true that cheaper imported competitive commodities must destroy 
national prosperity, and the demand for labor must decrease in 
proportion to the importation, because all competitive importa- 





During the present free-trade Administration there were 20,482 
more employees idle every month, through strikes or lockouts, 
than during the protection period. The loss of wages to employees 
was $1,294,867 a month more under Mr. Cleveland's régime, and 
the loss to employers was $575,003 a month more. Both employers 
and employees have common ground and good reason to oppose 
anything that will ever help to restore to power an Administration 
favorabie to free trade. 









THE BALANCE OF TRADE. 





The Democratic argument in favor of free trade has been con- 
densed into two phrases: First, ‘‘If we do not buy, we can not 
sell;” second, ‘‘Give our manufacturers free raw materials, and 
we can command the world’s markets.” The statistics of the 
United States Treasury fully refute these specious arguments, 
The statement of our exports and imports for 1895 may be thus 
summarized: 







Twelve months ended 
December 31 













. a 804. | 805. 
tion su home production, thereby reducing the rate of} Re nM OR... 
wages. It has been well said that— Domestic exports...... a a a $807, 312,116 | $807,775, 849 
It does not lie within the brain of mortal man to frame any law that can | Foreign imports.......-......-.----....-......-.-... | 676,312, 941 801, 626, 638 
determine for the whole Laan a oped rate of weeee withew) Comtreying an 
; y of every nation is measur the pros- t a 130, 999, 175 5, 149, 2 
of the masses, which ts determined y the rate of wages they receive. pny ee _— —— 








om, personal liberty, and national prosperity can not continue when 
the wage earner is poor and dependent. 


thivte before ane of the eee bill, — all _ 
years progress, each wage earner in the 
long run secured his fair remuneration for his services and had 
= as independent and free and as self-respecting as any other 


In 1894, with four months of the free-trade tariff bill, we still 
had a balance of trade in our favor amounting to $130,999,175. 
But with a full year of the “ perfidy-and-dishonor” tariff law the 
whole of this favorable trade balance was wiped out with the 
exception of a paltry $6,000,000. Note that our exports were prac- 
tically the same in each year, but the wiping out was done by an 
increase of $125,000,000 in our imports for 1895. The followin 
are the official free trade and protection records of imports an 
exports for the periods peated 







LABOR STRIKES. 


A recent report of the United States Commissioner of Labor on 
labor strikes and lockouts during the period from 1881 to June 

, 1894, gives some statistics that throw a strong side light on 
this subject. Summarizing briefly the result of the years 1891 
to 1894, we have the following sebabte: 








Protection and free-trade imports. 





$$$ 


Value for year ended— 








— 


Number of | Employees 






















From— June 30, 1894 | December 431 
strikes. | made idle. (last McKin 1806 (first 
1801-90, —. ee ley year). |Gorman year). 
ES 8,016 505, 735 > 
y moms neon ce ceecec enone 2,201 NT ee ens $205,077,965 | $431, 514,084 
EE a eL, 166, 962, 550 139, 012, 043 
IN 6 oo ct ccwedcescecs 7p. eee ae 100, 148, 107 117, 306, 447 
a a iistnone 66, 186, 307 87, 049, 
es a cetnaanernoarsanal 21, 457,923 18, 253, 34 
Lockouts. | Total. a caw Bete a eee aL c #479, 338 6, 786, 323 
ee ER ee Gemerees.........-..- ‘ midiiens 1, 683, 433 1, 741, 836 
$25,574,336 | $3,739,722 $29, 314, 058 ea aoe----| Gib, 904,622 801, 663, 490 









38, 176,519 





7, 116, 682 45,203,151 | Free-trade increase in imports............ 3 ; 146, 668, 868 
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would be considered satisfac’ . of th 
Of trade, honadd those chareheldiee wine wanean ek anneal mest Pets 


Value for year ended— remember that he held out some hope of improved . ed thar 
se eeaiens. eineeemeal company had orders on their books of upward of yy OS a 
June 30, 1894 | December 31, | business of the year. He was now very glad to be able to say that a: )° 
(last McKin- | 1895 (first resent time the orders amounted to nearly £1,000,000. [Applanse.) <. +, : 

ley year). |Gormanyear). | their prospects, at any rate, were somewhat encouraging for the ney a 

|<< | It will be observed that the first year of our Democrati- tariff 

$700,870, 822 | $684, 508,492 | with free wool enabled a British woolen manufacturing ©: 1)0.;; 

1 oe, at » 174, to record profits of ‘the highest amount realized since ¢};, com. 

20, 872. 761 19.221 pany was formed.” It also began the second year of our fro. 
11, 914, 182 3, 846, experiment with orders on hand that amounted to )o,;), 
‘Sas 519, $5,000,000. No wonder the British stockholders greeted ;)),.<, 
ical een Ea remarks of Sir Henry with “applause” as they compared tho 
892, 140, 572 , 862,475 | annual reports of 1894 and 1895, a digest of which is given in tig 
following parallels: 
a a atl eit sieanioade - —— A. & 8S. Henry Company, Limited, Bradford. 

Thus we had as a result of one year of a free-trade tariff an eae 
increase in imports of $146,668,868 and a decrease in exports of Annual report, 1894. Annual report, 1895. 
$57,278,097, being a total loss in one year of $213,946,965. i a a al EET He ee 

The free-trade orators must find better ar; ents than the two 
I have quoted if they wish to convince © that they are right. 

Facts are against them. But the United States Treasury has an 
abundance of telling statistics that show how unreasonable and 
fallacious are these arguments. From the following table it will — = 5 
be seen that during the four years 1890-1893 England bought a| Although only a7 per cent dividend was paid, yet the chairman 
little over two and one-half times as much from us as she sold to | explained that the company had really earned 12 per cent, jy: 
us, and for 1892, a year in which the McKinley bill was fully | that this was one of the years when it was prudent to add a Jarce 
operative, she bought over twice as much as she sold us. An/gsum to the reserve fun Possibly he was anticipating Repu). 
inspection of the table also proves that in general the less we have | lican success in this country next November. is is nota manu- 
bought of England the more she has bo tofus. From 1893 to i company, that handles the various 
1895 the excess of exports was $65,000,000 less than from 1890 to | goods of that district, and does an enormous trade with the dry 
1892, proving clearly that under a policy savoring of free trade the | goods merchants of the United States. Butothers, equally capable 
Britisher sells us more and buys less from us. In 1895 the excess | of talking business, have testified to how British manuiacturers 
of exports was nearly $100,000,000 below the excess in 1894. So | have ted by American folly. Atthe thirty-fifth annual mnect- 
much for tariff reform. ing of the Chamber of Commerce of the United Kingdom, held 
Table howt (in millions of dollars) exports to the United Kingdom, imports March 12 to 14, inclusive, Sir Albert K. Rollit, its president, said: 
i n om, @ Pi m . 
Sears 1838 to 1866, inclusive.” pnainbiemrbee eae. f American tariff reform has (notwithstanding the s”verse intiven: of sv 
February as against January. to 
Exports to from the Excess of teen million yards during 
the United United xports over | 1895 as against the corresponding period of ee to have made this year's 
Kingdom. Kingdom. imports. ay and value. Simi- 
r linen shipments to the States for both tho last 
Rt Re Rear ont an eee ea of the t year, while in woolens the advance 
- in te ey aha eee * — in 19, 
same Cc lmuence has 
arenes donee, the month and oear and i 
pe ei eemeannatiy ef Se Ce 
china, and to the extent of per cent fe chipenents of 


Let me make a quotation to show how all Yorkshire las felt the 
—__—_—_———_- ——_————— | reviving influence of that tariff measure, which has nearly pura- 

One more quotation from the Treasury records before I pass to | lyzed the woolen industry of the United States, but has revived 
other subjects. made scores of mills in Bradford and the great 


RESSERSE 
Sereesse 
BESESEES 
aatawtve 


The following is the summary of Europe's tariff account with | manufacturing district of which it is the center. A recent issue 
the United States for the year ended December 31, 1895: Tribune contained a long letter from its very 


mdent, in which 


Value for year ended— 


December 
June 30, 1804 

‘ 31, 1805 (first 
(last McKin- Geman 


ay ee year). 
The was changed in 1890, and the Bradford trade with the 
$700,870, 822 | $634, 503, 492 s costings, which had amounted to $6,500,100 in 1%, 
295, 077, 865 431, 514, 024 189 / a oe revival during the nett 
+ 05, 702, 957 manner exports of stul 
Sn — bad avoraed SFr, sank to the low level of $2.21)" 
a the new of ‘ord suffered alike from the 
r duties on stuff goods and coat 
ings. It was a period of profound for the entire district. The reac 
tion came when the duties on the American market were re iuced 
about one-half in the Wilson also bright mohair an similar 
A well-informed 
ustrial review of the 
states that the exp 
the year ended Se 
date. This increase 
W: tariff during the first 
of stuff goods during the same 
It was virtually quadrupled, buts 
t fabrics may fairly be 


+ 


Europe's total gain in one year 
FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

Mr, President, no one feature of this free-trade tariff subject is 
more interesting or instructive than the gratification that the 
Wilson-Gorman measure has afforded to our British cousins. The 
passage of that act was a godsend to all the textile mills of York- 
shire, to the cutlers, the potters, and various other British manu- 
facturers who have been drawing more gold from us of late than 
they have handled before in many years. At the annual mee 
last February of the A. 8S. Henry Company, Limited, of Bradford, 
one of the largest of the Anglo-American shipping houses of that 
city, Sir Henry Mitchell, chairman of that company, said: 

When the shareholders assembled twelve months it was at the close of 
a very trying and very difficult year, and the d 
them business results which were considerably less 
Formed, iak‘wan ery pd tment tao chore 
satisfactory report om very much better results. is the fact that whatever may have been the effect of the new wool schedule 
anne — the ——— sheet, ~ net divisible ts yy oe competing American manufacturers, or the price of wool, Sees at 

ey we s nearly more highest clothing, : 
amount realized since the company Was formed." He hoped that the results Bradford district. This pled prosperity. 


i 


2552858 
La 
: 


of the consular statistics 

of the repeal of the Mc 

. export of worsted coatings 
stuf goods $9,748,527. The entire 
during ran up from $8,215,254 to 
of the world, but the largest su" 


was mainly due to the re- 
point which J am now 
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alone 190/000 operatives are ed in the West Riding 
te wSshare, and they have 2 uninterrupted wor ao time. During 
there was a scarcity of iabor, and nun- 

the busiest portion of the bal gone into domestic service returned to the 
Every worsted and woolen mill in West Yorkshire has been running 
the old properties which had been standing idle for 


again under ae iapetue of the revival of the popu- 


ty of lustrous The entire f . With Leeds and Hud- 
eeheld brought within a radius at a dozen giles from ] Bradford, contains 
j tion 900,000, and prosperity du year on 
apo There has been no Soak off eangheqsnants the sav- 
show 7} a 7 class have largely increased, as is proved by the returns 
eho savings 3 and merchants have had the best trade 
oe for years, and, in the main, there has been a rising market in 
ee to be rapidly made in certain lines of goods. 


Another exultant English correspondent exclaims: 


Inde blican tariff Bradford exported worsteds worth 000 

Under ted 6 tes. Under the Wilson tariff last year Bradford exported 
as 000 of worsteds to the United States. Bradford has $6,175,000 in pocket 
that she would not have had if Professor Wilson were not a statesman. 
Hurrah for ord! Hurrah for Professor Wilson! And damn the United 


States! 

Now, what has in those British mills because of free 
wool and the red duties on woolens and worsteds under the 
Wilson-Gorman tariff has been exactly reversed in those indus- 
tries in this country by the tion of the same law. The most 
accurate information this is to be found in the annual 
reports of the Massachusetts bureau of labor. As the old Bay 


State does at least a fourth of the woolen manufacturing of the 
country, the statistics compiled there for the past five years proba- 
bly furnish the best obtainable information of the condition of 


that industry in this country. The latest compilation covers a | 


| Sentinel made careful inquiry of the managers of these mills, three 


iod of five years, from 1890 to 1894, inclusive. It gives the fol- 
Cais statistics: 











1890. 1891. 1892 | 1983. | 1894, 
—$—— | | —_ 
| 
Capital invested ....|§28, 271,436 , 204 $28, 40, 8) 1825, 554, 880 | $24, 004, 195 
ae 461, Seat sre (ger Son’ tus (gis ort: See | $13, 018’ 911 
anid 151, 989, 350 \§35,673,477 ($28, 061,654 | $22,284 958 
= C Saal 138 138 us} . 65 | 115 








a substantial growth of the woolen man- 
ufacturing industry from 1890 to 1892, the value of the product 
made increasing by $4,500,000 in 138 establishments within the two 

ears. Acontrary condition, however, was experienced with start- 
i in the two subsequent years, when the output of the 
factories decreased by nearly $13,400,000, and the factories de- 


This exhibit 


























creased 17in number. Taking next the Ly ia nm of labor, we 
find it to have been as follows in the same factories: 
Hands employed. 
1990. | 1801. | 1892. | 1893. | 1994. 
Average number.....................-- 16,816 | 17,479 | 18,199 | 15,857 | 14,261 
Smallest number...............-..----- 15,054 | 16,007 | 16,239 | 11,240 | 10,163 
Greatest Ree 18, 426 | 18,821 | 10,545 | 18,581 | 16,703 





It naturally follows that more employment was given to labor 
in the woolen mills of Massachusetts in 1892 than in either of the 
two or subsequent , the average number employed 

1,833 more than in 1890, and —_ a more 
next to wages paid to la in the 
woolen ateet aon dane es find the amount of the average 


earnings to have been as follows: 


FE 








Average 
Total 
Year. yearly 
paid. on: 

BSS ES ory Wiacdinsucsiecedinacnt OLS $309 
Tall. csanuntiinehan ieee nll a a ete ae 379 
) RSE ee cocel S008, aa BRN 
| __ ET  og, oh ee 5, 833,015 371 
a nese 4, 887, 084 343 





Here again, not only was the aggregate total the largest in 1892, 
average of each man were greatest in that year. 
1890 earnin oor 
) must have meant greater ty in manufac- 
turing centers of Massachusetts, and the falling off of money cir- 
culation by nearly $2,200,000 in 1894 must have had a dampening 
effect on business prosperity. An increase in the average yearly 
queer oa startling ‘atu comtition in the val pf 
. a ue . 
Ey < 


another int eecet Gn asete cate in 
comparison e in 
101 different establishments for each year from 1890 to 








Goods made in 101 different establishments, 





j Increase (- 


. ; ) or decrease 
Year. —— | (—) as compared with 
; | previous year. 

Value. Per cent. 

essere ateeriahinat tietarntiataiateininael ad | $27,378,680 |. aReatetins - 
1891. | 30,170, $15 +-$2, 791, 935 +10. 20 
31, 085, 734 + 865,119 + 287 
26, 068, 436 | 4, 972, 208 —16. 02 
20, 908, 019 | — 5,100, 417 —19. 80 


It will thus be seen that in these 101 establishments the increase 
in the output was $2,791,935 in 1891, a gain of 10.20 per cent over 
1890. In 1892 the further increase was $865,119, or 2.87 per cent. 
This improvement did not last, for in 1893 there was a decrease 


| of almost $5,000,000, or 16.02 per cent, and again in 18% a still 


further decrease of $5,160,417, or 19.80 per cent, in the output of 
the woolen mills. The condition of the woolen industry of Massa- 
chusetts is probably as good if not better than of the remaining 
mills of the country. Evidently the same law that carried peace, 
— and prosperity to the woolen manufacturers of Great 

itain has depressed the same business on this side of the ocean 


| and made it unprofitable. 


In New Hampshire the woolen industry is very seriously crip- 
pled. In Cheshire County there are eight woolen mills, employ- 
ing in good times about 1,200 operatives. Recently the Keene 


of whom are Republicans and three Democrats, and note the re- 
sult. The Sentinel of April 18, 1896, says editorially, under the 
caption of ‘‘ Silent Looms”: 


No important business has been so disastrously affected by the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff law as the manufacture of woolens. All over the country the 
experience seems to be the same—inability to cope with English competition 
and the consequent closing of the mills in whole or in part, or, if the mills 
keep up their production, the profits are miserably small. Our millsin Chesh 
ire County have suffered with the rest. Mill owners have lost profits, 
laborers have lost work, and storekeepers have lost trade. Hinsdale and 
Ashuelot have been struck the hardest blow. They were lively places a year 
ago. Now their principal industrial establishments are closed and the towns 
are quiet beyond precedent. Everybody in the two villages feels the hard 
times and almost everybody curses the Wilson law. 

The loss in labor and wages owing to the depression in the woolen business 
is astonishingly large. Im good times, say in the fali of 1892, the woolen mills 
of the county were employing 1,200 hands and paying out in wages about 
$36,000 a month. At present the same mills are employing not quite 400 
hands and are paying in wages between $11,000 and $12,000 a month In other 
words, the number of laborers employed and the aggregate amount of wages 
have been reduced two-thirds. These figures are compiled from statistics 
obtained from the manufacturers and are most of them found in the de- 
tailed statements given below. 

Following is a comparison by mills of hands employed and aggregate 
monthly wages paid before the passage of the Wilson law and now: 

















| a | Wages paid. 

| Good é " Good » r 

times. | Now times. Now. 
TN ann cheiinediinninanimnnademandnins 375 30 | $12,000 | $1,200 
FE Se 300 |... 7,000 
— peat on poneniesagsnetens secure sows 80 65 2,500} 1,800 
— ee 65 | 65) . | 
ia duimcteneacanaens 115 im SS) 6 
Amidon.... . ian senmeneed ae 100 |.... 4.000 . 
end anit pa 75 uM) 2 500 1, 300 
cin irene didi sattindiicsanéewence | 70 5 2,100) 1,600 

a lala nnn enna a 180 300) 3, 100 11, 900 


The proprietor of another large woolen mill in New Hampshire 
wrote me a few days ago: ‘‘ Our business has been, and is now, as 
poor as poor can be.” 

What a commentary that is upon the Democratic contention 
that free wool and low tariff are of advantage to the manufac- 
turer.and the laborer. Free wool has almost entirely destroyed 
the woolen industry of this country, and has thrown out of em- 
ployment thousands upon thousands of honest and intelligent 
American workingmen for the benefit of foreign mills and for- 
eign labor. - 

Recently the New York Press made some inquiries among New 
England woolen mills, with the idea of showing their condition 
now as compared with a year ago. Returns from 32 mills were 
received, and the following is the result: 


Etna caneeceeucumornaseqocnsesssceunensncqsstannngs 14 
Milis on quarter time. ..............-...--.- a meni dhsanseatdindde ania 10 
i init nadghasbiocnngeneeseantbatimaanapmainanaiy 5 
ins cin nla nameaninanancoesendindipewnstimemediays 1 
in cain caccsdncesscensesiusnetnnttcobanusnoess 2 


7,500 

$3, 000, 000 
$375, 000 
$2, 625, 000 
$6, VOU, O00 


SEEN RSE BEND. an. 22 3 - en canon cnn cnc coencoececne cescocee 
Estimated annual wages of these operators one year ago 
Estimated annual wages of operators to-day 
Las to the country im wages ............................... hip doat 
Loss to the country in native raw material, say _.................... 
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Beyond a doubt these woolen mills have shut down or reduced their force 
with much execration of free traders. None of the shoddy mills have shut 
down. They are busy making the best possible product they can that will 
compete with the looms in the British ragshops. Free trade in raw wool is 
closing American woolen mills, while it promotes the industry of the Euro- 
pean ragpicker and of the British shoddy shops. 

And what is true of the woolen industry of the country is rela- 
tively true of almost every other industry. On every hand com- 
— are heard, and the army of the ee is bitter in its 

enunciation of so-called tariff reform. All kinds of business is 
suffering. A few weeks ago I received a letter from the senior 
member of a business firm in New Hampshire which has been 
aoe in manufacturing since 1818. He is a quiet, conservative 
man, but he writes as follows: 

I assure you the business situation is serious with all of us,and unless the 
* Congress wakes up to the real situation there will certainly be some dem- 

onstration similar to the one at Chicago. I think I understand the position 
of the Senators, but I am afraid they do not realize the actual situation of the 
business men all over the country, who have been d@ ng along as best they 
could for the past two years,not making a cent profit, but shrinking their 
capital and plants in order to a doing something until the tide turns, if it 
ever does, and if they can held out. 

That tleman was ae a plea for the passage of the so- 
called Dingley bill, which had passed the House of resenta- 
tives, and the consideration of which was voted against by every 
Democratic Senator. 


A SUMMARY OF THE SITUATION. 


Mr. President, manufacturing is fearfully depressed, workmen 
are either out of nee or working for reduced wages, one- 
half the railroad mileage of the United States is in the hands of 
receivers, and the Government is borrowing money to pay its cur- 
rent expenses. Inthisconnection a comparison between the work- 
ings of the first pineteen months of the McKinley and the Wilson- 
Gorman law will be instructive. During the first nineteen months 
of the McKinley law the receipts of the Government exceeded the 
expenditures ,988,221, while during the first nineteen months 
of the Wilson-Gorman law the expenditures exceeded the receipts 
$76,257,515. 

It is estimated that when the heavy payments of June, July, 
and August come ae they will bring the total deficiency up to 
nearly or quite a round $100,000,000 by the end of the second yeer 
of the new law's work. There have been but three months in the 
nineteen in which the law has been in operation in which it did 
not create a deficiency, and the prospect is not cheering for any- 
thing better. It seems im ible for the new law to reach mure 
than about $26,000,000 or $27,000,000 in its monthly receipts, thus 
making the deficiency from $3,000,000 to $6.000,000 a month on an 
average, running up some months to $9,000,000 or $10,000,000, 

The public debt was reduced as follows during the four yearsof 
the Administration of President Harrison: . 


Total reduction for the four years 865, 493, 170 


Now note the effect of the Democratic triumph of 1892. Since 
then the public debt has steadily increased, the increase for 1893, 
1894, and 1895 being as follows: 


Being a total increase of 131, 172, 780 


for the years 1893, 1894, and 1895, and the debt continues to pile 
up every month of the presen . 

Interest-bearing bonds have been sold by the present Adminis- 
tration to the enormous amount of $262,000,000, which when paid, 
with interest added, will aggregate about $500,000,000, every dol- 
lar of which the taxpayers of the country will have to sacrifice 
7 the altar of that miserable Democratic heresy called “ tariff 

orm.” 

The following is an accurate statement of the Treasury account 
on May 1, 1896: 

Cash in Treasury March 1, 1893 
Cash added by sale of bonds, premium added 


Total 
Cash in Treasury May 1, 1806 


Expenditures in excess of receipts ............-.-.--scssesseeee----- 147,482,669 


me has simply repeated itself. The result of the present 
low tariff is veel the same as this country has experienced 
from every other similar law that has been passed since the Gov- 
ernment was organized. Under it, while our own mills are half 
idle and our own laborers working on part time with decreased 
pay, our British rivals are waxing fat over profits lugged away 
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May 27, 
from this market. it isa curious condition of things, and interest. 
ing just as a study of the possibilities of human folly. We pass a 
tariff act to prostrate our manufacturing industries. W. adopt 
a British system to ruin our farming industries. Then we }), rrow 
Stele oa y our ——s expenses, and finally we 
eep gold in the maki eements to pay o 

more than we take in. ? ate way ons 

The Republican party loudly proclaimed what the result won)q 
be if the McKinley law was repealed and a tariff-for-revenue Jay 
substituted. Before that folly was consummated the two e:nine nt 
Republican statesmen who are to-day more prominently beforg 
the American — than any others sounded a note of alarm 
which ought to have been heeded by the American Congress. Let 
me quoto their utterances: 


Major McKinley, of Ohio, the great apostle of protection, do. 
dived as follows: 


A revenue tariff encourages no home enterprise; it supplies emp|oyme 
to no American workingman; it takes camlernant ome tim Rosen sein the 
importati it diminishes the demand for Ameri. 


wa of foreign ons 
ucts. It isan enemy to the American shop and the American work. 
It 


encow. 

can p 

ingman, to American prosperity and American industrial independence. 

embraces not a a of a. It has no national spirit or in- 

stinct. To suppl needs of Treasury is its chief and exclusive con- 

cern; it hasno other. It is a sure precursor to national poverty, national 
ptcy, and individual distress. It is the forerunner of hard times. [¢ 

is without a single worthy triumph. The years in which it has been tried in 

— United States excite neithe: 


tour Matory. Tes rosor a bch ous of dios 2 
. 0 e evenue 
gathe Bonded indebtedness, and universal want among the Soenie “aaa 

Mr. President, in the light of events those words sound like 
prophecy, and I commend them to the careful attention of the 
American people. And the great Speaker of the National House 
of Representatives, Mr. REED, in talking to the Democratic ma- 
jority in the Fifty-third Congress used instructive language: 
I confess to you that this question of weans is to me the vital question. To 
insure our wth in civilization and wealth we must not only have wages 


increasing. [Loud 
use for this sentiment, I notice, 


Republican sid 
d of for rent increasing wages 
oetgin in love for the individual, in love for the whole 
h selfishness which the great truth that 
your fate and mine, Mr. § and 
are so Wra) up in the 


\ the Led and mine 
of all others that whatever contributes to their 
progress gives to us all a nobler future and a higher hope. 

Those two utterances embody the very essence of the tariff ques- 
tion, and with them this discussion may well be closed. 

Mr. President, what I said in this Chamber two years ago has 
been literally verified, and it will be emphasized in the elections 
to be held this year. The le have the overthrow of 
the Democratic party and the election of a Republican President. 
The blight of tariff reform will in due time pass away, and it will 
be demonstrated that only through a return to genuine American 

rotection can ae a be renewed and the country be enabled 
enter upon another period of commercial and industrial suc- 
cess. That change is inevitable, and when it comes the gloom 
and distress of the present will be exc for the joy and the 
ladness that the music of the loom and the spindle brings to the 
eart of the American toiler. Then American capital and Ameri- 
can labor will produce most of what we consume, and a home 
market will be ready for the products of the farm. Then the 
deficit in our revenues will give way to a , and Ameri- 
can homes will be cheered and comforted, American skill 
and American genius will be nee at rémunerative wages. 
Speed the day when the doctrines and disasters of free trade will 
give way to the grand Republican doctrine of protection to Amen- 
can —. American labor, and American agriculture. 
Mr. Danret and Mr. REW the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.CHanDLErRinthe chair). The 


Senator from V: 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the conference report 02 

the Indian a tion bill laid before the Senate. _ 
GOFFICER. The Chair will recognize the 5en- 


on Soom South Dakota for that 

ator a ‘or urpose. 
Mr. PETTI z report has been printed. 
Mr.DANIEL. Ihad wished to submit some remarks this even 


GREW. The conference 
ce te willindulgeme. I hope the Senator will not inter- 
rupt me, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota desire to proceed with the conference report? 
RE t that we should do 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is important as 
so. I understand that there will be discussion in regard to 't, 4" 


nation in that 


090, 680 | it ought to be disposed of, as the conferees have not reached a full 


agreement. 
Mr. WALTHALL. Is this a request for unanimous consent to 


en e consideration of the report or is it a motion take 
ie 


th 
ING OFFI The Chair understands that 


is in order to call up the at any time without a motion. | 
THALL. Tdsnotes 


Mr. WAL therule, sir. Itisim 
order to present a conference report, but I think it has to be taken 
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up by a vote of the Senate. There is no doubt about that, I pre- 
rule. . 

eThe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 

will state the situation of the report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I made the report yesterday,and stated 
that I desired to have it printed for the purpose of calling it up 
to-day. I think the RECORD will so show. : 

Mr. WALTHALL, It has to be taken up on motion. , 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will listen to the ruling of the Chair on 
that PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the impression of the Chair 
that under those circumstances the report is a privileged question 
and can be called up at any time; that the report does not lose its 
privilege b aree wee printed. — 

Mr. WA THALL. ILask the Chair to have the rule read. 

Mr. PASCO, Rule XXVII covers the point. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let Rule XXVII be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XXVII will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rue XXVII. 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 
reports of committees of conference shal s 
ree the me is being read ae aeian a pos a 
adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when 
the question of oo to the consideration of the report, if 
be immediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair continues under the 
impression that having the report printed does not make it lose 
its precedence, Of course the question of consideration can be 

Mr. PASCO. That is raised. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is the question I have raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair will then submit the 
question to the Senate. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator in charge of the conference 
report will permit it to go over until to-morrow, in view of the 
fact that the Senator from Virginia desires to address the Senate. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. I will allow it to go over, but | 


I shall call it up the first thing after the routine business to-morrow 
morning. I give that notice. 
Mr. WAL L. There is no unanimous consent given that 
the renee shall be taken up at that time. I wish that understood. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose it will be taken up under the 
rul 


e. 
Mr. WALTHALL. Yes; taken up bf a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is 
in order for the Senator from Mississippi to object to the consid- 
eration of the report when itis called up. The Senator from Vir- 


inia will 
= D. . Mr. President, the distinguished and able Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] yesterday addressed the Senate 
in an elaborate speech upon the pending question. In that speech 
he , including pany if not a majority of his 
own coll upon the ground that they had not responded to 
the Presidential demand upon Congress to provide measures that 


would restore confidence and bring relief to the country. Hesaid: 
The President has repeatedly recommended such Congressional action as 
wens remees confidence and avert possible disaster, but nothing in that line 
Those remarks, sir, were made in connection with his animad- 
versions to the depleted condition of the Treasury, and I beg leave, 
before passing oe them, to point out the fact that though far 
recommending to Congress any measure which would refur- 

nish the Treasury with supplies, the President has himself in his 
message scouted the idea of an insufficient revenue, and has em- 
er advised the 7 hat the issues of bonds which 
ve been made during this A istration were not based upon 
any such view of the subject. 


THE PRESIDENT HAS ASKED FOR NOTHING BUT GOLD BONDS. 


In his message addressed to this Congress at its convening last 
December he said: a 


: 


At no time when have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of the of Government with their " 
There was no that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we ote in the Treasury for ordinary qu. exclu- 
fret ae in our reserve. ue Deerweary, 1004, when le, Stab Same of 
pe the such surplus amoun over $18,000, cian ovember, 


was , it amounted to more than 000,000, and in 
a 
facts from the President of the United 

States I take it, sir, that the Senator from Kentucky, with his 
not revenue, can not be sus- 

iar with the subject and who 


ree cor remental affairs. 

Mr. President, it is very obvious that the President has called 

to do but one thing, and that is to authorize him 
It can not be the country has suffered 


from Congress to the President such authority. He has 
experienced cae a cee ans 


3 
= 
a 
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and in having much more than he asked for offered to the Treas- 
ury under his interpretation of present laws which are provided. 
Therefore, to charge upon Congress that any condition with which 
we have to deal is attributable to its action, and to attempt to re- 
lieve the Administration under this condition of affairs from any 
share therein, is obviously incorrect, and I have only to avouch its 
own record and its claim to demonstrate it. 
THE RAINBOW PICTURES OF THE SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky proceeded to painta 
rainbow picture of the condition of the country. Instead of being 
in trouble, according to the logic of his view, the country was never 
80 rich, so prosperous, or sopleasantly situated. Astothe farmers, 
he said they are getting more for the proceeds of their crops than 
they ever did before in the history of agriculture. A farmer who 
has 50 cents in his pocket can buy more Barlow knives, more pen- 
knives, more inkstands, and more paper than he ever cou!d in the 
history of this country, and the Senator from Kentucky can not, 
therefore, understand why the farmers are not happy. His view 
of that subject puts me in mind of the claim of the clown in the 
circus, who declared before an admiring autlience that he could 
jump so high that he could not put a half dollar between him 
and the moon. ‘How is that?” asked one of the surprised audi- 
tors. He answered, ‘‘It did not make any difference how high I 
jumped; I did not have the half dollar to put there.” 

THE DEARTH OF MONEY. 

This question is presented to the American people very much in 
that aspect. There is lack of money in this country to sustain 
the values of all of its manufactured articles and its agricultural 
produce. It does not go tothe core of the matter, it does not sug- 
gest relief, to say that the laborer can get more bread for his dollar 
than ever before, or that the farmer can buy more knives with his 
dollar than ever before. It isaquestion of getting the dollar and 
of making the dollar so dear to the laborer, to the manufacturer, 
and to the agriculturist that all of their efforts to get dollars are 
circumvented by the margin of profit from one year to another 
fading away and leaving them depleted, with their industries pros- 
trate. 


THE VAST DEPRECIATION OF VALUES. 


I hold in my hand a careful compilation of the statistics of this 
country, taker from the American, of Philadelphia, of April 4 of 
this year. I beg leave to insert it asa part of my remarks, It 
says: 

{From the American, of Philadelphia, of April 4, 1896.] 
THE WAGE EARNER NOT BENEFITED BY FALLING PRICES. 


In 1872 the acreage of our cereal crops, corn, wheat, oats, barley, rye,and 
buckwheat, was 68,280,197 acres, and the farm value of our cereal crops $874,- 
594,459, the average value of the yield per acre being $12.81. In 18% the 
acreage of our cereal crops was 149,955,163 acres, the farm value $1,017,316,936, 
and the average value of the yield per acre $6.78, the value to our farmers of 
every acre of cereals harvested in 1895 being $6.03 less than in 1872. If the 
money yield per acre had been as great in 18¥5 as in 1872, if the farmers had 
been as fully recompensed in 1895 for their labor expended in raising cereals 
as they were in 1872,they would have received §900,000,000 more for their 
cereal crops in 1895 than they did. 

In 1871-72 the yield of cotton in the United States was 1,384,084,494 pounds 
and the farm value $288,300,000. This, however, was a short crop. In 1872-73 
the yield was _1,833,188,931 pounds and the value $301,087 ,500. For the year 
ending June 30, 189, the yield was 5,036,964,409 pounds and the farm value 
$262,426,000. For the year before, an average year, the yield was 3.760,381,478 
pounds and the farm value $263,857,000. The cotton crop of 1894-95 was nearly 
three times as large and the cotton crop of 1893-94 more than twice as large 
as the cotton crop of 1872-73, yet the money value was less. The cotton acre- 

e for 1894-95 was more than twice the acreage for 1872-73, but the value of 
the crop was $40,000,000 less. Making all due allowance for the effect on the 
price of cotton of the extraordinary crop of 1894-95, the largest on record, 
and taking the 1893-94 crop asa basis for comparison, we are forced to the 
conclusion that the loss of income to our cotton planters caused by the fall 
in the price of cotton, and directly due to the competition with the cotton of 
silver-using countries engendered by the fall in the gold price of silver, has 
not been less than $350,000,000 annually for the two yearsending June 30 last. 

As shown in another column, the number of horses in the United States 
January 1, 1896, was 64 per cent greater than on January 1, 1873; of mules, 74 
nl cent greater; of milch cows, 53 per cent greater; of oxen and other cattle, 

per cent greater; of sheep, 16 per cent greater; and of swine,3l per cent 
Geet: yet the total value of farm animals was 3 per cent lesson January 1, 
896, than January 1, 1873. As we have shown elsewhere, if the value of farm 
animals per head was as great January 1, 1896, as it was January |, 1873, the 
value of farm animals to-d&’y would be between $2,600,000,000 and $2,700,000,000 
instead of $1,600,000,000, and assuming the value of farm animals is realized by 
those raising live stock once in four years, this represents a loss to the farm- 
ers on account of the fall in live stock as compared to prices in 1872 of not less 
than $250,000,000 for the one year 1895. 

Thus we have seen that because of the fall in prices sincs 1872, directly due 
to the demonetization of silver, the farm value of cereals was $000,000,000 less 
for 1895 than it would have been, the value of the cotton crop to the planter 

,000,000 less, and the loss to those raising live stock not less than $250,000,- 
, or asum of $1,500,000,000 on agricultural groans. representing three- 
fourths of the total value of farm products. In other words, if the agricul- 
tural ¢ 3 had received proportionately the same reward for their labor 
expended in raising cereals, cotton, and live stock in 1895 as they did in 1872. 
the value of their products would have been about $3,150,000,000 instead o 
$1,650,000,000. 
THE LOSSES OF AGRICULTURE. 


From this carefully compiled statistical statement, which shows 
that the value of agricultural products of the United States, meas- 
ured in oer. 3 $1,500,000,000 less in 1895 than it was in 1872, 
it is evident that something has gone wrong in our affairs, for it 
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would take more than all our currency to recoup the loss of that 
single year. Theintrinsic qualities of corn, oats, wheat, rye, buck- 
wheat, cotton, and farm animals have not changed. The intrinsic 
qualities of gold and silver are also the same. And that monetary 
value does not vest solely on intrinsic quality is a necessary con- 
clusion, else why is it not the same in the same quantity of such 
articles to-day, yesterday, and forever? 

That the ‘‘new factor” of depressed prices pointed out by Sir 
W. Houldsworth, a delegate of Great Britain to the Brussels Inter- 
national Monetary Conference of 1892, is getting in its work, that 
the * accursed sinking of prices” pointed out by Prof. E. Benja- 
min Andrews, an eminent American, who was one of our repre- 
sentatives to that conference, is pulling down and paralyzing our 
farming in@ustries and all others dependent upon it—including 
factories, banks, and railroads—all this is now a painful and pal- 
pable realization. 

INCREASE OF DEBTS AND DISLOCATION OF MONEY. 

I attribute this changed condition chiefly, as do so many of the 
ablest minds in the world—which are far more competent than 
mine to judge—to the immense increase of public and private 
debts and to the dislocation of our bimetallic — of credit; and 
I propose once more to tax the patience of the Senate. But I say 
this much now for introduction, for it is my desire to develop my 
views on our situation in a systematic way, and to take my own 
time to state them as I approach the question of fallen and falling 
prices. 

NO RELIPF TO BE HOPED FoR FROM THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Whatever else we may expect about the condition of affairs, 
there is nothing to be hoped for from the Republican party in the 
way of any relief for the people. It may yet prove a blessing in 
disguise that they carried the country at the last election, for ae 
have already had time to advertise their impotency to accompli 
anything and their indisposition to endeavor to do anything that 
would bring relief to this situation. 

Wherever we look in the direction of Government to-day there 
is deficiency, insufficiency, and makeshift. Deficiency of rev- 
enue, deficiency of gold, as we are told, deficiency of bonds, insuf- 
ficiency of taxation, makeshift Bm cer for more bonds, more 
taxation, and more contraction of the currency are the only legis- 
lative —— No financial system exists save a rickety, 


modic neezy panic- -breeding system with the fate mar its 


own death upon its forehead. No system is Bees yer ae one 
that does not deserve the name; none is pro either by the 


Administration or the legislative party in power unless we may 

call that a system which deliberately roots up and tears down 

what we have without the substitution of anything and without 

the suggestion of anything but petty palliativesfor mortal wounds. 
ORGANIZERS OF EMERGENCIES. 

As organizers of emergencies the gold monometallists are com- 
lete successes. They have been in emergencies ever since they 
eaped into the saddle. 

Successive emergencies follow each other like successive shocks 
of an earthquake. Emergencies aresandwiched between glowing 
prophecies of prosperity, which are made before every new issue 
of bonds sintered vo the gtent towed Every dose of med- 
icine admini to the etn f pena is followed by momentary calm, 
and then a long-protracted m. Our new Republican doctors 
came post haste, with flo of trumpet and profusion of prom- 
ise. e were told by them that the old doctors of Democracy 
were quacks, and that they, the new ones, knew their business. 
The country held its breath in December last as they wrote out 
their iption. — was only Sangrado again with basin 


and lancet, for here are 
More bonds, more taxes. To rectify the morals of the 
prohibitory tax is to be imposed upon filled cheese. 

The 's is the only sign of relief, the razor the only 
remedy for depression. 

THE REPUBLICAN ICONOCLASTS. 

What, indeed, could we have other than this from the 
Republican party? It has been the iconoclast of our mone- 
tary systems and institutions, Ce ee ae 
eal eeet Caceaan tar dha ameieanedtvinend =. 
tration put in power 
for a quarter of a century joined inok Sendeatth the then nepehaicens io 
resist reform and construct new plansof ruin. At enormous cost 
ee the taxpayers it provided the national which, 
currency. But when increasing 
ritory and expanding business 
the Republican party shriveled up by 
ments of the conned debt and provided no substitute for 
— ae ea 

e Republican gave us greenback legal-tender 
fiat paper money, ae a — of genius in its way, albeit 
as many believe in violation of the time-honored of the 
‘Constitution. But at atime when this currency was 


tion and 


however 
ble, were admirabie in the solvency secured to their |, 


where- | both 


withal to pay the prodigious volume of debts and taxes j; with- 
drew and contracted the greenback notes, shriveled up th. ),.. 
of produce, land, and labor, more than doubling the debts a, - 
Sone of the ple, and made the bankrupt courts the mo: 
industries of the country. In this career of ruin its cours 

rested in time to preserve three hundred and forty-six 1 

the greenback notes, which, by statute enactment and by - 

Court decision, were legal and tenderable dollars. Whi: 

ing that these pa hc dollars were in all respects dollars, the 

lican party loudly clamored 2 are its own work, decla: 

it had done an asvniaiinatl thing, proclaimed in the 

of its own fiat money that no such thing as fiat mon 

exist, and made boast of superior virtue in ridiculine 
progeny. 

At unprecedented usury the Republican y created a nai 
debt snmalie in dollars. I make no complaint against th 
the war necessitated it. — it to have been lec: 
est and that it would be dishon ie to repudiate a dir 
has nevertheless been dealt with! _~ Republican parts 
most approved methods of Shylock. It considered the t. 
lars” to mean ‘‘ coined dollars,” although the Supreme 
said that it meant either coin habe dollars, and then, 
to make coined dollars dearer burden of debt gi 
Republican ey stopped coining the standard silver do'|..;. 
evolved a gold reserve, suoviiine gold only for the redem) tio. 
outstanding obligations. Meantime the Republican p.- 
created a trade dollar composed of silver, with 420 grains «, 
whereas the standard dollar has only 412}. This woul: in 
late because it was not — tender; it was less valuable than the 
standard dollar, though the latter had less silver in it. It Jay 
stagnant upon the market and would not circulate; but as so.) 

as it had been bought up by a few bankers and speculat 
enue off at par, although it contained no promise to pay a1 ; 

Finally, in 1890, the Republicans passed the Sherman Act, a 
veritable Pandora's box of evils; and in 1893 it led off in th move- 
ment to repeal it, without the of a substit a . We 
can h for nothing i in the way of relief from a party which has 
such a history and from a party which has gone to the foot « of the 
class in its first attempts at legislation. 

NO RELIEF TO BE EXPECTED FROM REPUBLICAN IMITATORS. 

Nor can we hope for any relief from those Democrats w/hio. after 

— the Republican for twenty-five years, passed like 

ips that pass in the night” into imitation of Republican yoli- 
cies and now prescribe ds a test of true Democracy the qicsiinn, 
** Will you join with us in aping and carrying out the policies 
which your whole vite b has opposed and denounce:i? 

It was an evil day for — and an evil day for the coun- 
try when the ai fledgli mocracy combined with the 
Republicans and copied i 

- Alas for the aad when to Evelyn's bower 
The lord of the manor with false vows came. 

Our currency is to-day in the most distressing and confused 
state that it hasever been. The struggling energies of the pe ic 
are more impeded in every avenue of trade and industry than 
they have ever been. The of wealth are growing richer 
faster than they have ever grown before and are more potential 
than ever before. Poverty is a heavier load upon those who bear 
it than it has ever been before. Congress is paralyzed; the Pres! 
dential candidates are mute of as to any remedy that 
will alleviate the miseries or cheer the of the people. The 

a of Ohio wraps up in the same . 
plates Both political stand confronting 4 Pr Tes 

tial election, impotent of and impotent of sug 
tion, and the Republican party, having just assumed the reins of 
legislation, has gone into with a precipitate rush tuat 
would be ludicrous if it were era those who are in 
authority can not manage the the American people, 
they have shown a restless propensity to take hold of the bu- ns 
of other nations. Hawaii, Armenia, Cuba, and Venezuela have 
become the inthn intimate and dazzling themes of American discour-’, 
and American statesmanship interests itself in affairs in 11\°'>° 
proportion to our proximity from them and our relation to tui. 
WHAT DO WE PROPOSE? 

If we were asked now, What do you propose? we woul! say 
return tothe principio of the Democratic platform of 14%. upon 
which Grover Cleveland was nominated and elected Presi cut. 
That declared for two things: 

We hold to the use of both and silver as the standard money ©! ‘he 

the coinage of both and silver without discriminating 
aire metal or charge for 

The second point in the platform to which I wish to call atten- 
tion is as follows: 

ro sequneend thet the Geeemeny 2 gupaent tax on State bank issues 


. President. indeed, it s con- 
ec —— a cainage of 
ae atts Aosanst tallow that the people would 


rsitw 1S 
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A note may be very good in 
but if itonce has the mark of protest upon it, its 
negotiability is lost, and this protested paper will be no longer ac- 
opted according to its face. The people will call now for plain 
aaa explicit language, and they will also demand that whoever 
secdlnl their votes for President shall be committed to the plat- 
Sonal that he will pay res to the voice of their representatives. 
and will not impede their deliberate judgment by the powers of 
government and by veto messages. 
FOR SOUND MONEY. 
I am in favor of sound money, the soundest that the world has 
ever known. It should consist primarily of gold and silver, the 
money of civilization from remote ages, the money of America 
from its earliest period, the money of our Federal Constitution, 
the money of Democratic faith throughout the career of that great 
arty, the money upon which rests a vast superstructure of pub- 
fe and private debt, and the money under which we prospered 
as no nation has ever in history. This gold and silver 
should be ‘‘standard money,” as demanded by the national Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892, and should, in its language, be coined 
“without discrimination against either metal or charge for mint- 
age.” This hard, solid, sound, shining, constitutional, historic, 
Democratic money should be supplemented by paper money or 
currency ble in coin. The units of the whole mass should 
be maintained at by having given to each of them parity of 
legal-tender function, and be as nearly as the artof man can make 
them of equal value. Being myself as much for sound money as 
any man in the land, I deny the right of a few people to arrogate 
to themselves the sole title of sound-money men, and to designate 


be content with that piatform now. 


its inception, 


those who do not agree in their new-fangled British notions as | 
i ting to their exclusive use such phrases | they acknowledge how great an advantage it would be to the 


“unsound.” In@ : : 
they are merely attempting to fill vacuous minds with vague and 
ambiguous words. 


for the new and specious and plausible title of sound money? 
Under analysis they evidently mcan that they will give much 
sound to the ear and little money to the purses of their deluded 
followers, who, if they permit themselves to be enticed by a catch 
phrase, will only show t 
with a rattle and tickled with a straw.” 
LAND AND LABOR, 
The land and its productsare the material sources of all wealth. 
Labor is the means by which oy are utilized. <A financial policy 
which continuously diminishes the market values of land and its 
oducts and increases the value of money must necessarily make 
therich richer and the poor poorer. Such a policy must decrease 
the com ion of labor just as it diminishesits fruits. It must 
add to the burdens of all debtors and all taxpayers,as debts and 
taxes are fixed charges, and thus the masses are compelled to dis- 
chargecontinuously increasing burdens with continuously decreas- 
ing resources. They must therefore have losses left wherewithal 
toemploy labor and support their families, and, in short, they are 
all on the road to ruin, 


OUR SO-CALLED SOUND-MONEY MEN ARE FOR CONTRACTION, 


The so-called, self-styled, sound-money men have been quite 
verbose in telling us what they are against, but very reticent and 
slow to reveal as to what they are for. In point of fact they are 
not only against the free coinage of silver, but are for retiring 
the three hundred and forty-six millions of greenbacks and the 
one hundred aod thirty-six millions of coin certificates issued 
under the Sherman Act of 1890, all of which is legal-tender money. 
Asa rule they also the continuation of the 10 _ cent 

ing tax on all State banks. Many believe that they will 
soon our existing volume of silver money and 
attempt to reduce it to a mere token money, to be made legal 
tender only in small sums. 

SPECIFIC DECLARATIONS OF DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINES. 
specific in stating not only what I am against, but 
what lam for. Lam against gold monometallism, as Democrac 
and regard it as Mr. Carlisle did when he 
of the le, ‘‘as great a curse as war, 
or famine”—a proposition which since then he has 
I am against withdrawing the five hun- 

and Sherman -tender notes, 
a contraction of about one-third of 
money, to reducing the prices of land and commo- 


blic debt by borrowing 
pu 


and Treasury are pay- 


| 


they are grown-up children, “‘ pleased | 


tolerate for one moment the demand of hiscreditor that he might 
designate the coin which he should exercise the privilege to pay. 

I am against attempting to build up again the national banks 
by providing a public debt in order to accommodate them. In 
short, I am against the contraction of the currency of the people 
in any way, shape, or form. 

I am for: 

1. The free coinage of gold as it now exists. 

2. Iam for the free coinage of standard silver dollars just the 
same as we have issied from our mint from 1792 to 1895, and such 
as were freely coined from 1792 to 1873. 

3. I am for retaining in circulation all existing gree 
tender paper money of the United States. 

4. Lam for repealing the Federal tax of 10 per cent on 
banks—a war measure—a measure against which Democracy with 
one voice proclaimed, a measure which destroys and dries up the 
local energies of the people and helps to destroy self-help, the 
great help of all self-respecting and self-achieving nations. 

In short, I am for a liberal supply of money to meet the wants 
of the most energetic, progressive, and inventive people that ever 
ived. 

IN FAVOR OF INTERNATIONAL 


iback legal- 


» Stata 


AGREEMENT; 
FOR IT. 
Mr. President, I am also in favor of an international agreement 
between the great nations of the earth regulating the power of 
exchange between their gold and silver coins and providing for 
the free coinage of both metals; but I am not in favor of waiting 
to put out the conflagration of ruin in my own country until 
2 Victoria sends us a British hose company to help to do it. 
When gentlemen declare the benefit of an international agreement 


BUT OPPOSED TO WAITING 


world to get silver money restored. But with what face can we 


| insist that other nations whose interest is against it shall lead in 


Why change the old Democratic shibboleth of ‘“‘hard money” | 


the matter when the great supply-producing nation of the world, 
which has more to gain by it than any other, sits supinely and 
proclaims and advertises its helplessness to a waiting world? 

The leading nation of the world, the greatest Republic that ever 
existed in the world, could not place itself in a more subservient 
attitude than by waiting hat in hand at European conrts to get 
permission to establish a financial system to suit itself. In vain 
was the sword of independence drawn in 1776 if we have not 
acquired the purse of independence in 1896. 

The first charter issued to American colonists from Great Brit- 
ain—the charter of King James—to the Virginia settlers author- 
ized them to establish a mint and coin their own money. As 
early as 1645 the little Virginia colony made the Spanish dollar 
its standard of value, and for this great nation, nowin the ascend- 
ency of its power, to turn its face to the Old World and fiing up 
its hands and say, ‘‘ You have closed our mints and we can not 
open them any more until you give us the ‘open sesame,” is a 
ae to mankind of weakness and inanity that is abso- 

utely appalling. And yet, Mr. President, these older nations in 
their commercial and in their industrial interests are feeling the 
necessity of therestoration of bimetallism, and they would quickly 
restore it if it were not for the domination of the old classes of 
plutocracy who are still in power. 

On March 17 of the present year, just some two months ago, 
the following resolution was carried through the House of Com- 
mons of Great Britain with cheers: 

Resolved, That this House is of opinion that the instability of the relative 
value of gold and silver since theaction of the Latin Union in 1873 has proved 
injurious to the best interests of this country. and urges up u the Govern- 
ment the advisability of doing all in their power to secure by international 
agreement stable monetary par of exchange between gold and silver. 

There are gentlemen of the school of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay] who reproached us yesterday that we had 
done nothing. We have done all that we could. We passed a 
free-coinage bill through the Senate. We passed a seigniorage 
bill, which was vetoed. We elected delegates to an international 
conference. Now, in turn, when he and his school of thinkers 
and actors, say they are in favor of international agreement, I 
ask what have you done in order to bring it about or to accept 
the invitation of those who are calling to you? 

WE ARE ABLE TO ACT FOR OURSELVES. 

Mr. President, we are the wealthiest nation, as the Senator 
himself said yesterday, that ever existed on the face of the earth, 
and the strongest, too—for wealth, while already corroding us, 
has not as yet sapped the vitality and manliness of our people. It 
is stated by the ablest statists of Europe that there is nothing in 
human history to compare in this respect to the United States 
at the present time. While a great and devastating war raged 
upon our soil for four years, the working power of America has 
increased threefold since 1860, when we stood upon itseve. We 
have as much energy as Great Britain, Germany, and France 
collectively. 

Why shall we stand back and acknowledge their precedence in 
the courts of the universe and say, hat in hand, ‘‘After you, 
master?” 
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. the very moment she makes up her mind that it shall be done. 
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Ninety per cent of our population can read and write. And that 
is one reason, Mr. President, why the numbers are daily increas- 
ing who are for the restoration of our constitutional money. We 
spend three times as much annually for schools as Great Britain 























dent. The first is to restore bimetallism as it existed before 1:73. 
the second is to move on the policy of contraction. Let every. 
body understand that we are at the forksof the road, and whet)ar 
we move in one direction or another we move down a lon g lk 


and more than double as much as Great Britain, France, Ger- | The contraction policy, which presents one alternative. Seeeee 
many, Answio, sed Healy. aac : this: = 
And yet, Mr. President, this enlightened nation, with its torches : : 
of enlightenment burning on every side, and with great tracts of et eg in gold and retire the greenbacks, amount- $346,681, 016 
country rising up almost solidly to restore their constitutional | , i ten ean aed wad ea dines tinea: sieht te =? 
money, can find no greater support from the minds of those who oe cue the Sherman certificates 136,719, 289 
9 EOE WU ~~ wm ww mm nn ee eww www ne » (19, 28) 


differ from them, like the Senator from Kentucky, than a sneer 


of the lip and to be told that they are all crazy and should be in To pay off in gold and retire thesilver certificates is- 





lunatic asylums. oe — the Bland-Allison Act of 1878, amount- = 
Our annual accumulation of wealth is doubly what it is in BP entre Sssaaneusseet eaves Ueeernnmnyaowere see =e, 007, 304 

Great Britain per capita. In area we are as large as Europe, and Inall 827.779 2 

exclusive of Alaska as great as that of Great Britain and Ireland,| 7777777 enenennennne wt, 119, 800 


Switzerland, Sweden, Denmark, Holland, Belgium, France, 
Spain, Portugal, Greece, Italy, and European Turkey, Palestine, 
Japan,and China proper. We are more independent of all other 
nations of the earth than any other people that ever existed, being 
able to produce more within ourselves than any other nation. 
Our 45 great Commonwealths form a world within themselves, 
and the American Congress, as their delegated representative 
body could, with a single vote, put the world at America’s feet, and 
assert a commercial supremacy that would endure for ages, by 
boldly refusing to accept European dictation, and enacting by 
law an independent financial system of its own. 
EUROPE'S PRIMARY INTERESTS AND OURS ARE DIFFERENT. 

But we are told to wait and wait for an international agreement. 
Why, sir, we have been waiting for it for a quarter of a century. 
We are told that America could not act ir‘4ependently, and that 
we must postpone the restoration of silver intil the others lead. 
I reply (1) that it is senseless to make a proposition for the man- 

ent of our domestic concerns which must be unconditionally 
dependent for its sanction on the action of any others whatsoever. 
I reply (2) that mores has several primary interests just as 
she had in the days of James Monroe, and that they are against 
international agreement, which pertains peculiarly to it and its 
institutions and its conditions. I reply (3) that Great Brit- 
ain, Germany, Holland, and other nations are creditor nations 
and have a direct interest to oppose the liberalizing of the money 
systems of the world and the cheapening of what they derive 
from bond clipping. To make our nation dependent upon other 
nations would be as foolish as for an a submit its plans to 

e 


Or more than one-half of all our currency. In order to effect 
this result we would have to issue over eight hundred millions of 
gold bonds. 

Mr. President, I can appreciate the anxiety of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Lixpsay] to have Congress allow the issue of any 
gold bonds, for if ever that were done to the extent of even a smail 
sum it would be a declaration that Congress had put itself and 
the country deliberately upon the gold standard, and the rest 
would follow. We must turn that vast sum into a public interest. 
bearing burden—this vast sum of money that is now serving usas 
currency. Such a contraction of the currency and such a stu- 
pendous debt are terrifying to contemplate. But these are tho 
two plans before us. e must take one or the other. We must 
build up and restore or we must pull down and destroy. Let not 
the —_— deceive themselves and imagine a vain thing, and let 
us not be parties to their deception. 

OUR CURRENCIES. 

We have now, Mr. President, nine different kinds of currency, 
Here is a statement of it from the Treasury, and here is a state- 
ment of the credit ages showing how much of it is payable 
in gold, in silver, and in coin: 

Statement showing the amounts of gold and silver coins and certificates, United 
States notes, and nati -bank notes in circulation March 1, 1390. 


Amountin | Amountin 
In Treas- | circulation | circulation 
ury. March 1, March 1, 


1895, 












the dictation of a hostile general. (4 ome systems | Gola coin...........---- $445,298, 501 | g108, 508,100 
of government in Europe are also different from ours. Great | Standard silver dollars 55,515,941 | ~ 54,649) 380 
Bri with her Queen of Great Britain and Ireland and Em- | § silver ...... 63,744,061 | 6H), 940, 507 
press of India, Germany with her imperial war Emperor, Russia | old certificates --..... ees | Sh Te 
with her Czar, Austria with her Emperor, and Italy with her Treasury notes, act of iy aah 

King—all these nations are monarchies; their legislationis forthe | _ July 14, 1890....-.....- 106,074,550 | 114, 249,700 


United States notes .... 
Ss certificates, 

act of June 8, 1872... 
National-bank notes... 


240, 458, 573 261, 988, 258 


82, 825, 000 86, 925, 000 
208, 551, 379 199, 880, 358 


1,528, 742, 057 | 1, 574, 534,557 


benefit of oligarchies and classes, and was pretended and claimed to 
be of divine right; the ple do not exist for them in the sense 
that the American people exist for themselves; standing armies 
stand around the throne ready to eee pular ebullition or 
pular advancement; the divine right of kings permits some 
iberties to flow down to the masses from the imperial reservoir 
in the crown, but the people are not sovereign, as they are here. 
Mr. President, America can rescue herself from this difficulty 





Thus it will be seen that we have— 

1. Gold coin, $586,168,106, which is limited legal tender for all 
debts and taxes, which is freely coined at the mint into $20, $10, $5, 
and $2.50 pieces, which is, under certain conditions, exchangeable 
for = | apse It will be observed that no gold dollar pieces 
are 


2. The 424,780,629 standard silver dollars are legal tender for 
all dues and all debts except when otherwise stipulated in the con- 


tract. 
8. The silver certificates issued under the Bland-Allison Act of 
dollars deposited int the act of August 4, 1886, represent silver 


The enunciation of her decree will make the world bow to her 
power and to the sovereignty of her will. 

When the warning finger of this t nation was uplifted and 
Great Britain was told that she should not rob Venezuela after the 
manner that she is now plunde in Egypt and South Africa, 
the money changers trembled lest there might be war and coupon 
clipping be transiently s ded. There was no danger of war; 
for Great Britain is gathe more wealth from the United States 
than she can gather from the gold mines of South Africa or from 
the alluvial lands in the Valley of the Nile. 

If she had dared to dictate to her colonies in the manner that 
she has dictated to us, they would have arisen in rebellion without 
oo a stamp act or an embargo against the port of Boston. 
If we choose to submit to the grinding policy of gold, let us do so; 
but, in the name of sense, in the name of justice, in the name of 
the pride and honor of our country, let us not submit on the lame 
and pusillanimous ground that we are not able to act for ourselves 


utes a8 $5 910 $20 $100, 95% Sand 91.000” 7 — 
19> ’, », ’ , $500, ’ . Se Sll- 
ver certificates are receivable for customs taxes and all public 


dues. 
4, The gold certificates are issued to represent gold coin in the 


5. The United States notes, or green first issued under the 
act of eae 1862, are legal ite der all debts and taxes 


without consent by international agreement of the Old World’s| 6. The Treasury notes of 1890, or the Sherman notes, as they are 
kings. If the text of monometallism—that we can not act for our- | Sometimes called, are issued under the act of July 14, 1800, for - 
selves—be true, then let me say: oe silver bullion at the rate of 4,500,000 ounces per month. 


We have thews and sinews like our ancestors, 
But wo! the while, our fathers’ hearts are dead. 


FORKS OF THE ROAD—SILVER OR CONTRACTION AND DEBT THE ALTERNA- 
TIVES. 


Mr. President, I have thus reviewed the t situation and 
stated my own position. It is conceded on all hands to be deplora- 
ble, and all parties and all persons denounce it and cry out 
it, and say, “We must cha: it! We must change it!” But 
how? There are two general schemes of alteration, Mr. Presi- 


are legal tender in payment of all de blic and private, 
e _ where otherwise expresaly stated ae aie contract, and are 
vable for all customs and all public dues, and may be 
counted as of the national-bank reserve. They are pay#ble 
in coin, and it is provided in the act of their issue that the Sect™ 
of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he may p'™™ 
or silver coin at his ee 

it being the established policy of the United States to maint! 
with each other on the present legal ratio 
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r such other ratio as may be rovided by law; and also provided 
that he shall each month coin 2,000,000 ounces of the silver bullion 
vurchased under the operations of this act into standard silver dol- 
ars until the Ist day of July, 1891, and after that time he shall 
coin of the silver bullion ee under this act as much as 
necessary to p. e redemption of the Treasury notes 
herein provided for,and any gain or seigniorage arising from such 
coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury. 

7. Subsidiary silver, $78,564,547, are the 50-cent, 25-cent, and 10- 
cent pieces, issued under the acts of 1853 and 1879. They are only 
nine-tenths fine, as compared to our standard silver dollars, and 
they are legal tender in sums not exceeding $10, and are redeem- 
able in lawful money at the Treasury or subtreasury in sums of 
$20 or any multiples thereof. ; 

8. The currency certificates are issued under the act of June 8, 
1972. They are not issued in denominations of less than $5,000, 
and are payable on demand in greenback notes, and are used by 
banks for the sake of convenience, and are not in general circu- 

mn. 
— The national-bank notes are secured by United States bonds, 
and may be equal in amount to 90 per cent of the current market 
value of the bonds not exceeding par. They are not legal tender, 
but are receivable for public dues, except duties on imports. 

It will be observed that no redemption is provided for the 
standard silver dollars and that the greenbacks or Sherman notes 
are payable in coin, silver certificates payable only in silver dol- 
lars, and that the gold certificates constitute our only currency 
which is payable at the Treasury Departmentin gold. This forty- 
four million of gold certificates are not a source of any embarrass- 
ment to the Treasury, as there is a gold dollar representing them 
all in the Treasury to pay them. e silver certificates are no 
source of embarrassment to the Treasury because there is a sil- 
ver dollar to represent every dollar of them. 

WHY IS THE TREASURY EMBARRASSED? 

The $346,681 ,016 of greenbacks and the $136,719,280 of Sherman 
notes make a total of $483,400,296, and are payable in coin. The 
greenbacks were issued at a time when there was free coinage of 
silver. The Sherman notes were issued at a time when we were 
making standard silver money at the rate of about five millions 
per month; and to pay either kind of these notes in coin it is 
onl rr to have silver money in the Treasury where- 
withal to do it. The act for the resumption of specie ment 
was passed on the 14th of January, 1875. It was provided therein 
that on and after the ist day of January, 1879, the Secretary of 
the shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender 
notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at 
the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the 
city of New York, in sums of not less than $50. And to enable 
the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the re- 
demption in this act authorized and required, he is authorized to 
use any surplus revenue from time to time in the Treasury not 
otherwise iated, and to issue, sell, and dis of at not 
less than ‘par any coin, either of the description of bonds of the 
United States in the act of Congress, approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, 
with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions to the extent neces- 
sary to carry this act into effect, and to use the proceeds thereof 
for the purpose aforesaid.” 

WE RESUMED SPECIE PAYMENT NOT GOLD PAYMENT BY LAW. 

Before the day of @ resumption came, and while the re- 
sumption act was inchoate, on the 28th day of February, 1878, 
there was the Bland-Allison Act, as it is commonly called, 
entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character.” It is provided 
therein that the Secretary of the Treasury is authori and di- 
time to time silver bullion at the market 
~ thereof, not less than $2,000,000 worth month nor more 

$4,000,000 worth per month, and cause the same to be coined 
SUCRE Gates Geo expearsiin offats Sn 

of acts; the expression 

the greenback law; the expression of coin in the act providing for 
page pi) smo specie payments; the provision for the utter- 
ance of at two million standard silver dollars per month, 
and the authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to use any sur- 
of redeeming legal-tender notes— 


mind Mr. President, not gold but any surplus revenue of 
any show that Congress had not the slightest notion or 


30 geld Cee eee eemotion but only of specie resumption, and 
bonds were authorized, but y coin bonds. . 


, 


to Congress last December, shows 

and clearly understood the law, for he urged 
Congress to authorize gold bonds, claiming that they would be a 
great saving to the Government, as they could be sold at a higher 
now contends in a public let- 
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ter that had they been gold bonds the Government would have 
been saved $16,000,000. 

The President had just as much authority to issue gold bonds 
as he had to issue any kind of bonds when there was silver coin in 
the Treasury as part of the surplus revenue wherewithal to pay 
outstanding coin obligations. And as he knows and declares by 
his messages that there is no law for the issue of gold bonds, so it 
should be equally plain to him that there is no law for providing 
gold to pay bonds as long as there is coin in the Treasury. 

MALADMINISTRATION OF THE TREASURY 


The embarrassment of the Government arises from the arbitrar 
and obdurate assumptions of successive Administrations, which 
have made an artificial endless chain by which the Treasury 


may be raided for gold at the option of any creditor. If all the 
creditors of the Government, its salaried officers, its employees, 
its claimants, and its contractors were to act like its bondhold- 
ers and money holders, and demand gold, and were the Treasury 
to manifest the same weakness toward them in recognizing their 
claims that it does toward bondholders, the Government might 
be overwhelmed at any day by gold demands, when in point of 
fact it had an abundance of surplus revenue and silver coin 
wherewithal to meet justly all its obligations. Let the people 
understand, then, that the apparent trouble in the Treasury is 
an artificial one, invented by the Treasury itself. If we are a 
‘* foolish purveyor” of gold for European monarchs, if we have 
filled the strong boxes ot every autocrat who is hoarding gold as 
a war fund, it is simply because the Treasury has voluntarily per- 
sisted in doing so when it could have stopped it in a moment. It 
is a folly that the Secretary could have stopped at any moment by 
the scratch of his pen; it is a folly that is persisted in because 
Congress sits helpless and allows it to continue; it is a folly be- 
cause with all the strong talk we have here we have also weak- 
ness of will and weakness of action and supplianceof disposition, 
THE WAR ON PROPERTY AND VESTED RIGHTS. 

Mr. President, Iam by nature, by experience, and education a 
conservative. Iam for property and vested rights. I believe in 
the virtues of a people who are characterized by moderation. I am 

ainst radicalism that would puli down and destroy; and the 
place for every conservative who would maintain the institutions 
of America and preserve the property of its people is in the ranks 
of the true bimetallists. The rights which attach to life, liberty, 
and property are those upon which all social order must rest. 
To protect them, government was founded, and that government 
is freest in which they are best protected and the most amply and 
securely enjoyed. Life and liberty can not be safely secured or 
freely enjoyed unless property is respected. 

** You take my life when you do take the means whereby I live” 
is a plain proposition. That every man’s house is his castle is an 
axiom of our free race, and it has always been ready to draw the 
sword and meet tyranny at the threshold. There are various 
methods of warring upon property. The robber band may go 
with a high hand and expel the tenant, but time has long since 
passed when this could be done in any iand where the English- 
speaking race is in power. It was a splendid illustration of the 
genius of the Germanic race, from which we are in part descended, 
when there was a peasant in Berlin who had a little cottage that 
the king wished to ess in order to make a part of his park. 
The peasant refu the roval request, and declined all the gold 
that was offered him, and, when he was threatened, he sat securely 
at his door, and said: ‘‘ There are laws, Your Majesty, in Berlin.” 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY MEANS CONFISCATION 

It is by the subtle agencies of taxation and currency that the 
modern wars against property are conducted, and the contraction 
of the currency is the most subtle and certain method of confis- 
cating property that the wit of man has ever yet invented. To 
contract the currency of a country is to reduce the value of prop- 
erty, to increase the burden of debt and taxation, to destroy confi- 
dence. ‘‘Confidence,” ‘‘ Confidence,” say the soothsayers of mono- 
metallism; but there is no confidence. How can confidence exist 
when there is a condition of organized depreciation of all property 
upon which confidence rests? The policy of contraction is to 
check enterprise; it is to stagnate circulation; it is to paralyze 
trade and manufactures and agriculture; it is to reduce wages; it 
is to organize failure, bankruptcy, and ruin; and at the end of the 
process it is inevitable that the rich shall be richer, the poor 
poorer, and society at the mercy of its money kings. 

HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY WORKS. 

This consequence of the contraction of the currency results from 
economic laws which are as fixed and certain in their operation as 
the precession of the equinoxes or the law of gravitation. The 
whole value of the property of acountry is measured by the whole 
sum of the currency Phich may be used in its purchase and ex- 
change, and the particles of property bear the same ratio to the par- 
ticles of the currency which express their price or valuation as the 
mass of property bears to the whole mass of currency. It results 
from this principle that as the mass of currency is diminished in 
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amount the mass of property diminishes proportionately in value 
as expressed in money. It follows that a very small diminution 
of the volume of the currency produces a very large diminution 
in the monetary value of property. Thus, if we were to destroy 
all money, it is evident that we would destroy the monetary value 
of all property, for there would be no money into which any part 
of it might be converted andexchanged. No price could be fixed, 
because no — could be paid. So, if we were to destroy half of 
the money, half of the monetary value of the property would be 
destroyed likewise, as the demand for the money would remain as 
reat, with only half of the supply to meet it. So, if we were to 
troy 10 per cent of the money, 10 per cent of the monetary 
value of property would pass away with it. Now, the value of 
all the property of the country is many times greater than the 
segregate value of all its money, and the reduction of p 
nein money is just so many times 


ter than the amount of 
~ reduction of the money in which assessment or valuation 


HOW CONTRACTION OF CURRENCY INCREASES THE BURDEN OF DEBT AND 
TAXATION. 


With diminishing currency and diminishing values of property, 
it is quite evident that the burden of debt and taxation is in- 
creased. The debt remains a fixed . There is a less supply 
of money from which the fund must be derived to pay it; there is 
a less aggregate value of property from which the debt must 
be liquidated. The creditor's demand draws with the same power, 
and, indeed, with ens power, since interest accumulates 
day by day, while the supply of funds on which the demand is 
pre eamery eye mee Det, AF gy, «laggy meno 
funds must be extracted also di Hence, a larger pro- 

ee a ne See ee are oe eee See the 
Just so with taxation. blic expenses, such as sal- 
aries, contracts to supply armies and build navies, to conduct 
schools, and construct roads and make other improvements, and 
interest on public obligations, all these items in the continuous 
budgets remain at a stationary figure, and the funds to meet them 
must be derived from declining values of land, of personalty, and 
of business, The assessments made for taxation before the con- 
traction of the c took place remain, while the subjects of 
taxation are shrinking in value. The taxpayer must now pay a 
sum which no longer represents the value on which it was based. 
The burden is increased, the power to bear itislessened. As soon 
as the reassessment comes the diminished value of property is 
such that taxes must be increased in order to discharge the fixed 
obligations. 
HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY IMPAIRS CREDIT. 

Credit must necessarily be impaired under these circumstances. 
We may say of it, as has oon said of interest, that interest follows 
the debt as the shadow the substance, and credit follows 


another to pay money must place reliance upon the 
ee That reliance is 
simply the creditor's faith that the means will be fort ing to 
meet the outstanding obligation. This faith must weaken as the 
ee See, The trust and the 
security for its ‘ormance are parted. The creditor makes 
Sisaribe: - Debasas with dagsechaiieg geujirtienaun pumeeh Sake 
ise. epreciating properties are , thei 
holdings are thrown upon the market, and the ‘weakened, Sonill- 
tions are stimulated and precipitated by the steps taken to fore- 
stall and prevent loss. 


HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY STAGNATES IT. 


With a weakened credit all en must feel the checkrein 
of hesitation, doubt, and distrust. circulating medium now 


is 
as | effect foracause. “‘ Restore 


to the farmer and the landowner, and from them to the la}, ->; 
and to the merchant, from them to the manufacturer, fro:,, ;),, 
manufacturer to the lumberman, the miner, the quarry.) > 
mechanic, and from them again and again to all the sons 0; ; ,, 
in office and counti and field and workshop, round id 
round, in the healthy activities of all the children of men. 

HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY INJURES THE MERCHA\1 


The falling prices that follow every contraction and sta«) .+;, 
of the currency cramp and paralyze commerce, manufactur» 
agriculture. The merchant buys or rents a storehouse. })\... 
coterie of clerks and helpers, buys a stock of goods for c: 
more generally on credit, advertises it for sale, sends out his). 
mercial travelers, and isready for business. en comes contrac. 
tion of the currency. His taxes remain at a fixed figure, the 
charges for rent, for gas, and for water remain at a fixed {i:)1r9, 

e 


tions; but the goods fail in 
; in pricealso. There is a let. 
down in the very base of his operations. Profits vanish; all }\opo 
of them vanish. To get out even is now his forlorn hope. Ap. 


Sea5 


other merchant sells his out at auction at sacrificial prices. 
The bank or the dealer who has trusted him press.s {,,; 
the —s all — i \. ja tenaas an S must go 
upon the ing mar e will not meet. Th 
merchant fails. , 


HOW CONTRACTION INJURES THE MANUFACTURER. 


The manufacturer depends upon the merchant. What nse to 
make goods if a merchant can not buy ata profit to the maker? 
naan Muoteaaaee attendee os profit to 
himself? contagion paral passes m the mer- 
chant tothe manufacturer. He reduces wages; he cuts close and 
pays lesser prices for his raw material. But as the contraction 
of the currency continues prices of all products go lower and 

prices paid for this year will leave no margin of profit 
for the next year. The ae iden eee te; his factory 
closes; his machinery rusts; his plant ; his enterprise fails, 
HOW CONTRACTION INJURES THE WAGE EARNER. 

Meanwhile wages decline. The demand for labor decreases as 
enterprise decreases, and wages decrease as demand for |abor 
decreases. The laborers can not be paid at the old rates when 
t declines; idle laborers can a must take 

they can = any price that soul and body to- 
children renee eee in he vol Seas 
can a public schools, 

find work for their There are strikes and lockouts; 
— of soldiery and steel. The capi- 
obli this, sits back in his easy chair and 
**We must have a big armyand a strong Government ’; the 
Jeffersonian Democracy have gone by, and Macaulay's |«t- 
foreshadowing of our future; the old 
inexperience id Satlimmone * Ban: ides | coma 
an ncides increase, 

failures increase. gel more than 
usurer thrives; the demagogue stands 

and subtle flattery for his vanity 
; to have as good a dollar as 

best money in the world. The poor man 
any kind and little or no work 
up with a dubious scowl upon his face ani 
expression of disinterested benevolence. 
eins eee ae nes buys ee and more; 

-complacent capitalist, w getting richer and richer 
men’s ruin, declares that times are : rous, and that 
the discontent is all due to the agitation of ver question! 


HOW CONTRACTION PRODUCES WANT OF CONFIDENCE. 


Want of confidence is now loudly proclaimed to be the canse of 
the observers 
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the disturbances by superficial who witness the 
before them, and who can see iy that want of con- 
is an attendant circumstance. have mistaken an 


confidence” is at oncethe panacea pre- 


scribed as a surecurefor the evil. The and the crafty 
Se ee eee lack of ideas 
of the one class, and the of the other class. Want of 

has existed with all monetary panics that ever 
visited the earth. ‘‘ To restore confidence” has sae Gesire of 
every person who ever prescribed for the infirmities of s\°'y. 
But want of confidence is always an effect before it becons 4 


cause; and the want of confidence that comes after every con''~ 
tion of the currency is always the effect of the declining v:!u«s 
produced by that contraction, and it can never be cured whl: the 


To restore confidence without removing {!° 
ete and who clamors for confidence while 


is the on which it is based 
well openegued bildiage falling down when the 


are crumbling beneath them. 
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E 











HOW CONTRACTION RUINS THE FARMER. 
of the farmer in this process of stagnation 


become 
ot eae He is at the bottom of the list. He comes last. 


He does more for the Government and receives less from the Gov- 
ernment than any portion of its constituents. Feeding the 
world, he is driven by the world to the point of starvation. It is 
furnishes the bounteous crops, but not he who enjoys the 
penefit thereof. In 1872 his land produced $12 worth per acre— 
now but half that sum. This is largely the fruit of contraction. 
He works as hard as those who work hardest to get their daily 
bread; but he is not classed ao laboring men and wage 
earners who share the benefits of the _—— policies of taxa- 
tion. He must be a business man of knowledge, alertness, and 
application of method and sagacity; but he is not classed as a 
business man by the dealers of the exchange. The Republican 
party aroused the indignation of the people in 1890, when it sum- 
moned the manufacturers to Washi and allowed them to fix 
the taxes that the masses had to pay, and from which they derived 
the benefit. And now our monometic leaders go to New York 
and call upon the money-c to arrange the money system 
without even mentioning the farmer as one who may be properly 
consulted. Buttheland and its products are the material resources 
of all wealth. They have ever — and they mustever be. And 
to-day, with the manipulators of their products and the manipu- 
lators of the exchanges arranging schedules of taxation and estab- 
lishing — for themselves, those who produce the basis 
of all their are mere — castaways in the councils of 
the politicians who govern them. 
r. President, at this stage I will yield at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLer] if he will allow the pending bill to be laid aside tempo- 
rarily to take up a House bill which will lead to no discussion? 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that, Mr. President, I wish to ask unani- 


mous consent that an hour shall be fixed when the vote shall be | 


taken on the ea, and I suggest, if it meets the approval 
of the Senate, that final vote taken upon the bill and all 
dments of which notice has been given to-morrow evening 


at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. Let me ask the Senator a question. Does the Sena- 
ee ee” i j 
Mr. BUTLER. I know how many 

Chair of their intention to speak. 
Mr. HILL. How many are those? 
Mr. BUTLER. I there are four on the list. 
Mr. HILL. There may be others who desire to speak. 
Mr. BUTLER. I would ask the Chair how many have given 
i their intention to _— 
RESIDING OFFICER. Three Senators have given no- 
ir intention to speak on the pending bill. 
There are likely to be others. 
Then, in order that everybody may have time, 
request, and ask that the final vote on this bill 
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ve given notice to the 


avet oh 
ie : 
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would not object to fixing the time of vot- 
the close 


Ss 


the recess of Congress, say, on the 
. Congress will then be in session; 
which the Senator proposes to repeal 
books during summer. So I ob- 
the first Monday in December next. 
. President, to that time. 

to inquire of the Senator from New 
y certain that the next bond issue can 
, 80 that his friends will all be safe 


think the Senator from New Hamp- 
, and therefore I make one more 
off discussion, but certainly, unless 
talking it to death, nobody can 
h I now make. 

Senator wil allow me to say—— 

h with this statement. 

will allow me to remark—— 
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Senator from North Caro- 


make is that the Senate 
is bill and all amendments 


_ 


thereto next Monday at 5 o'clock. That is one week 
from the time we first asked for a unanimous-consent agreement 
that a vote should be taken. That certainly gives plenty of time. 
Mr. PLATT. The experience of the Senate has such that 
any bil) ge to eng agreement fixing 2 time for a final vote upon 
any bill unless it be understood that all parliamentary motions 
in reference to the bill are in order at the time agreed upon. 
Mr. ‘That is all right. 
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on Friday evening. That will give one more | 
I 


| is satisfactory to everybody in the Senate. 








Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER (at 5 o'clock and 32 minutes p. m.). I still hold 
the floor, I believé. I move that at 6 o'clock the Senate take a 
recess until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock and 55 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HILL. With the consent of the Senator—— 

Mr. STEWART. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TELLER. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Aldrich, 


Chilton, Martin, Sewell, 

Allen, Cockrell, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 
Allison, Cullom, Morgan, Squire, 
Bacon, Dubois, Nelson, Stewart, 
Bate, Elkins, Pasco, Teller, 
Berry, Gallinger, Peffer, Tillman, 
Brown, Gear, Perkins, Turpie, 
Burrows, Gibson, Pettigrew, Test, 
Butler, Gorman, Platt, Warren. 
eae. Hale, oe ag 

Jarter. arris, -ugh, 
Chandler Hawley, Roach 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
—— signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make parents the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands; 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company; 

A bill (H. 8. 1436) relating to commutations of homestead en- 
tries, and to confirm such entries when commutation proofs were 
received by local land officers prematurely; 

— (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 

A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and 
motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo.; and 

A bill (H.R.6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The bill (H.R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
a which became a law August 28, 1894, was read twice 
»y its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This bill has the unanimous approval of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, and in its present om I think it 
It will lead to no dis- 
cussion, 

Mr.STEWART. Iobjecttothe present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is my motion pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sewett in the chair). The 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dol understand the Senator from Nevada to 
object to the bill if it will not lead to any discussion? I do not 
ask to displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. STEWART. The motion for a recess is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that a vote shall be taken upon 
that motion. 

Mr. STEWART. I want the motion for a recess agreed to first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. STEWART. We do not know about the other matter. 

PROPOSED RECESS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLEeR}. 

Mr. HILL. What is the distinct motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the Senate take a recess 
from 6 o’clock this evening until 11.55 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HILL. On that question I desire tosaya word. Amotion 
that at a certain hour we take a recess is debatable. 

I simply desire to say that I can not let the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina go unchallenged. Scarcely had the bill 
been moved when the Senator from North Carolina began to make 
the statement thatthe bill was to be opposed by dilatory tactics. 
I have already explained the reasons why, on the evening when it 
was proposed to take up the bill, 1 opposed its consideration at 
that time.’ I shall not renew that portion of the discussion. On 
the next day, without any dilatory tactics of any sort, a vote was 
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permitted to be taken and was taken to proceed with the bill. 
was carried. I immediately proceeded to discuss the bill. I gave 
way to interruptions, and the interruptions from the friends of 
the bill took nearly half my time. I freely allowed several Sena- 
tors to make speeches in favor of the bill during my time. That 
was followed by a speech in favor of the bill, and the next day 
was Saturday last. Friday evening a suggestion was made that 
we should take a vote on Monday at 5 o'clock, to which I did not 
object, but an objection came from one of the friends of the bill. 
The bill went over to Saturday. On Saturday the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] took the whole afternoon in 
favor of the bill, and not an opponent of the bill had an opportu- 
nity to say a word. 

en this week came on. We have had tariff s hes, and 
eon so, because the tariff is mixed up with this question. 

e have listened for the last two hours to a very eloquent and 
able speech in favor of the bill, or rather in favor of free silver, by 
the distinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], to whom 
we are all delighted to listen. Three or four Senators have given 
notice that they desire to k on the bill. I do not know how 
long they are going tos . They have just as much right to 
take an afternoon as had the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
They have just as much right to speak one, two, or three hours. 

To-morrow there will come in a very important conference re- 
a. How long will it take? Who knows? Noonecantell. It 

a privile question. It is to be discussed. My attention has 
been called to a conference report which is going to lead to exten- 
sive debate. Now, to askat such a time, when three or four Sena- 
tors (some of whom are for the bill and some against it) have 
given notice that they desire to speak, to fix in advance an hour 
when the final vote shall be taken can not be done. 

Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. It is that debate is not in order pending a 
motion to take a recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to speak to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to hold that 
the point of order is well taken. The Chair decides that the mo- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. A motion to take a recess at a time in advance is 
debatable, with all due respect to the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _I wish to call attention to the point made 
by the Senator from New York, that while a motion to take a re- 
cess to a certain hour or day is not debatable, a motion that a 
recess shall be taken at a certain hour in the future would seem 
to be debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
rules were changed at a late date in relation to recess. The rules 
provide that— 


Motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to poceeed to the con- 
eavetion of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be decided without 
e le 


It 


** Motions reins to adjournment, to take a recess.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only point, if the Chair please, is that 
this is a motion to take a recess at some time inthe future. While 
' the rule is to be construed strictly, possibly to exclude debate, a 
motion that at some time in the future a recess shall be taken to 
some other time must be debatable. 

Mr. NELSON. I move thatthe Senate adjourn. That motion 
is in order. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
e m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 28, 

896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1896. 
COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Dominic I. Murphy, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be Commissioner 
of Pensions. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1896. 
FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Napoleon J. T. Dana, of Portsmouth, N. H., to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William Franklin Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be sec- 
ond secretary of the legation of the United Statesat Tokyo, Japan. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, of the United States Navy. a citizen 
of the State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 


the — 
sae A. Engineer Albert B. Willits, to be a chief engineer in the 
avy. 
Asst. Engineer William W. Bush, to be a passed assistant engi- 
meer. > 
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Surg. William G. Farwell, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. James D. Gatewood, to be a surgeon. 

Surg. John C. Wise, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Oliver Diehl, to be a surgeon. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


William M. Wheeler, a citizen of New York, and Robert g, 

Blakeman, a citizen of Connecticut, to be assistant surgeons, 
POSTMASTERS. 

Bernard Monnich, to be ter at Hooper, in the county 
Dodge and State of Nebraska. oe 

W. 8. Cornutt, to be postmaster at Culbertson, in the county of 
ag ane — of epson ow ; » . 

rian P. Jordan, to aes Leesburg, in the co 

of Lake and State of Florida. ire 
John C, Neltnor, to be ae at West Chicago, in the county 
of Du and State of Illinois. ; 

Mary A. Herrington, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the c: vunty 
of Kane and State of Illinois. 

Edward H. Chase, to be pustmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, May 27, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupDEn. 


The Journal of the ee of yesterday was read. 

panes? SPEAKER. Without 0 jection the Journal will be ap- 
proved. 

Mr. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal, and raise 
the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEA . 'Thequestionis on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that the motion 
had been adopted. 

Mr. KEM. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kew] 
makes the objection that there is no quorum present. [After 
counting the House.] A quorum being present, the point is over- 


ruled, and the Journal is approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6248) making 
a for the legislative, executive,and judicial expenses 
of the Government for year ending June 30, 187, and 


for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
7664) making appropriations for sundry civil ee of the Gov- 


ernment for the fiscal ending June 

urposes, and had still insisted its amendments num- 
Cause 2,3, 4,6, 7,8,9, 10, 12,18, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28. 32, 61,91, 
92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 112, 122, 128, 124, 125, 126, 127, 12s, 129. 140, 
141, 146, 147, 161, to the House of Representatives, 
asked a fu the House on the disagreeing 


80 , and for other 


rther conference wi 

votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLisoy, 

Mr. Hae, and Mr. GoRMAN as the conferees on the part of the 
te 


Senate. 
The also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out ceanennae bills of the f titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6256) anth and nk the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to poet ase rand Army of the 
mop Tull (iL. 72 S7TT) wathoriatiag aod directing the Gecretary of 

) i e retary 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain of the Grand Army of the ublic. 

announced that the Senate d to Be 
on votes 0 
Teles cian aikaeitienetennneaaaireies tor th (Fiscal 
7542) gy a ons for na’ ‘or the fis 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other and had further 
insisted upon its amendments numbered 2, 82, 33, 84, 85, 36, 37, 38, 
oy ihe Honsh of Beperaeletives heh subed'n further cos ference 
ouse a r confere 
with the House on the votes of the two Houses thereon, 
Mr. Hauer, Mr. Quay, and Mr. Gorman as the 
of the Senate. i 

The message announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: oe 

Resolved House ae Senate concurring). That ‘> 

ne on be reaaested fo return to the Howto oi cors eeantaties. hy. 
sicians and surgeons, and to punish pervons Violating the provisions thereof 








1896. 
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RETURN OF BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the following resolution was 
to: 


read, and 
President be uested to return to the House of Rep- 

Resolved, The bill (H. R. 5731) entitled “An act to regulate the practice ue 
eer to license x ysicians an/l surgeons, and to punish persons violating 
surgery’ Sjons thereos in the Dirtrict of Columbia.” 

On motion of Mr. RiCiuARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLMENT OF LEGISLATIVE BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 

resolution, submitted by Mr. DocKEry: 


louse Representatives of the United States (the Senate 
) fat the oh clerk of the House, in enrolling the bill (H.R. 
6248) aking a) riations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 


ronment of the United States for the fiscal year endin 
penses of if and for other purposes, be, and hereby is, authorized and ae 
rected to insert in section 24, after the words “ninet .” in said bill, the 


following: “except as in said sections otherwise specially provided.” 
Mr. DOCKERY. I move the adoption of the resolution. 
The resolution was to. ; 
On motion of Mr. KERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 


a . There is a privileged report pending, sub- 
mitted last evening by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 
Mr. COLSON. Mr.S , before that is taken up I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2568) 
authorizing the construction of a road from the Mill Springs Na- 
tional ,in Pulaski County, Ky.,to the town of Somerset, 
in said county. : 
The . The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill indicated. 
? 


Is there 0 
Mr. . Lobject. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. Kem]. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up the privileged 
report which was under consideration when the House adjourned 


last evening. 

I will be glad to have the attention of my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. ao tleman from Arkansas, who on last 
evening objected to erence report. I think the gentleman 
has hardly made use of his usual care and accuracy in examining 
points of lew in connection with these land matters a 
many to the pending bill. His argument was 
errors A 

In the first the original act of 1864 making the land grant 
to the Northern Pacific road gave rights to actual settlers both 
for ——s and for homestead p , and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office held that that land was under a differ- 
ent rule from the public lands located outside of that grant, so far 
as homesteads were concerned. But in 1880 an act was passed 

the rights of homestead —- on = je same 
as those enjoyed ptors, an e attention 
of the House to section 3 ao of March 14, 1880, which pro- 

Sint ana. cottons who have settled or shall hereafter settle on any of the 
—_ of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, with the 

Se one Saree tee homestand laws, be allowed 
to file his homestead a, and protect his right of entry 
pete gL Be is now allowed to settlers under the 


put claims on record; and his rights shall relate 
settlement the same as if he settled under the preemp- 


has evidently overlooked this statute, and the Sen- 
aes the as tee A the a — 
possession same right accorded em 
act of 1880. 

The gentleman from Iowa is wrong in his con- 
of the act of 1880 and in his attempt to apply it to these 


E 


fer, 
i 


Py 


under the a ws oiling ae aT 
on law tor ng or en — 


McRAE. Thirty days in one class and three months in the 


continuing). Three months; and, in addition, let 
that it has been held by the Department 
simply gives an exclusive right for that 
Seo mcetee the party still remains in 
and no has been made adverse his rights still 
In short, his ts are as equines everybody in 
somebody who files after the three months and 

the has rade his filing. So that this bill in the Sen- 
was drawn to cover that class of cases. And that was one of 
about the act of 1890 which was passed to relieve 


Ee ERE 
ese 
gee 


i 


fl 
i 








these settlers. 


It did not take care of this particular class of sot- 
tlers. 


The Senate bill has this feature better than the House bill 


| in that respect, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne] 


was entirely satisfied to accept this modification as prepared by 
the committee of conference, and which is taken in part at least 
from the Senate bill. Without that a number of these people 
would be cut out. This bill will grant relief to about 189 or 190 
families who have not taken the benefits of the act of 1890. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the bill as presented by the conference re- 
port protects the rights of all these settlers. It does not give 
rights to squatters, as my colleague on the committee [Mr. Mc- 
RAE} seems to think; for the bill in express terms says that to ac- 
quire rights under it a person must have settled with a view to 
taking under the homestead law. Squatters do not do that. So 
that the only persons covered by the provision to which the gen- 
tleman objects are persons who in good faith have entered upon 
the public lands within this particular territory adjacent to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad line with the purpose of taking under 
the homestead law, and who by a change of the ruling in the In- 
terior Department were subsequently prevented from completing 
their filing. 

Mr. TOWNE. And they must make that showing. 

Mr. LACEY. And they must make that showing before they 
get the benefit of this act. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like to say a word or two in reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. McRAE. Only about three minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I withhold for the present the call for the pre- 
vious question and yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg] 
is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, should undertake to make this House believe that this 
bill was framed and presented for the purpose of securing the 
rights which were reserved to settlers by the act making the grant 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad. The rights of all settlers on 
lands withdrawn for railroad purposes were protected, but even 
they were required to file proper notice within reasonable time. 
Why, sir, the very bill under consideration provides for relief 
to “‘those persons, their heirs, or legal representatives, who, be- 
tween the dates of the 15th of August, A. D. 1887, and January 1, 
1889, settled upon” land within the second indemnity belt of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad grant. It has no relation to the grant 
of 1864, nor to the settlers who may have been on lands prior to 
that act; and I hope the House will not be misled by any state- 
ment of that kind. 

There is no pretense on the part of the friends of this bill that 
it would aid any settler who entered or made settlement prior to 
the Northern Pacific grant. By its very terms it is limited to set- 
tlements made between August 15, 1887, and January 1, 1889, upon 
—_ which has been since determined not to be subject to home- 
stead. 

The act of May 14, 1880, does not apply to settlements upon 
lands not subject to homestead entry. The point I insist upon is 
that this bill makes it possible to benefit those who never made 
filing or entry at all, and that we should not give such a prefer- 
ence over other citizens who want land. 

Why are we told that these rights relate back to 1864, and also 
that the bill as now framed does not benefit squatters, when the 
mover of the bill has only asked relief for those who had ‘“‘made 
filing or entry of the same” between said dates? I have said from 
the start, in committee and here, that every man who was induced 
to make a filing by anyerroneous Department ruling should have 
his rights fully protected and his time and improvements allowed. 
Iam informed that the object of the conference bill was to pro- 
tect those who had made filing or entry, but had been denied the 
right to make final proof; and there was no pretense until yester- 
day that a settler who had never made a filing or entry was to be 

iven the benefit of the bill. It was expressly so limited in the 
Bill introduced by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne], 
but we are how told that we should broaden it so as to reach those 
who did nothing except to go upon the land. I tell you, gentle- 
men, if you pass this bill you will find squatters upon public 
lands all over the country knocking at your doors and demanding 
that you give them the same rights granted by this bill. Why 
should not settlers who have occupied public lands as squatters 
for years and been ‘‘entered out” have just as much right as 
these settlers who have done nothing except to come to Congress 
and demand the right to purchase other land at $1.25 an acre—a 
right denied toother American citizens? Squatters in other parts 
of the country ought to have the same rights as these people, and 
it will be hard for you to refuse them when you have made this 

recedent. 

Limit the benefits of this bill, as I propose and as the gentleman 
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from Minnesota proposed in the beginning, to those who have 
made filings or entry, and you do no great injustice; but if you 
pass the bill in its present form you establish a precedent that 
will open the door to every man who has lived on public lands for 
similar relief. You do injustice to the rights of the thousands of 
homeless people of this country who desire to enter public lands 
for the purpose of building homes upon them. It is itted that 
the settlers in question decline to take the benefits of the act of 
October 1, 1890, because it required a residence of three months. 
That shows conclusively to my mind that they do not mean to 
- take the lands for homes, but for the ee of selling them—for 
ation. This bill removes all tations as to time when 
entries can be made, and allows legal representatives—a 
thing unheard of in the homestead law—to make the entries. 
— the 5 fell.] 

. . Mr. Speaker, the men who took ion of 
these lands for the purpose of entering them under homestead 
i m the invitation of the Government; they did so 
of the Interior Department which held lands 
entry. They did all thet the law required, 
and although it turned out afterwards that the — ee notsubj 


respects, as eae on 
other lands simply upon the same ‘tootne oe witch fo a then 
the lands in question. {now calf the previous question. 
The question being taken on ordering the 
ees a eee Mr. MoRa® Rasp cagena 
noes 2 
Mr. ‘McRAE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered; there being—ayes 21, noes 
128 (less than one-tift ee 
git eer ee under the operation 
e report of the committee was agreed to. 
a motion of poor, o LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
‘was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. ae a. an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with out amendment the fol- 
poens caer pe al 


PATENTS TO sonar aes pamiiee cilia — 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. er, Lask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 38. 
Ph sega aene The Clerk will report the title of the resolu- 

on 

Mr. KEM. Is that by unanimous censent, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the resolu- 
tion, and then the Chair will put the question to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 
Resolved b Se eats (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
terior be direc to rescind his orders Commis- 
the p meame Land Office suspe work w Pacitie 
Batiroad ¥ land lists now on file, em along the Union 
—s ei a ae Ww , and 


Utah, an tents to issue to 
tho Uulns Pacific Ret a 


be resumed and 
ompany without eos ss to all described in 
the several Jists now cm on 
is due to the Union Pacific 


ae 


order, 
from Nebraska {Mr. Kem] 
. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, ee has 
a The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my question of personal privi- 
lege is that may eonsiionenis are Seeded 06 tenow, ant the coun- 
try is entitled to know, ee cease ee 
vide relief for someth ee along the 

of the Union Pacific way whose by 
Senaen of the fact thas thay have uote petieel tthe te Gadir tame 


Mr. KEM. I raise the point, Mr. Speaker, that that is pn. 
question of personal privilege 


ae ——— he Chair thinks it is not a question of | 


Me MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I hold that it isa questio: 
ae privilege that my constituents and the constituen 
the gentleman from the Sixth district of Nebraska, in which ¢},, 
are over 900,000 acres of land, owned by farmers who are threat- 
ened with financial ruin—if- this resolution to afford them +. |... 
does not pass, then these5,000 people interested in it should \, 
who is res peponee. If this resolution does not pass——— 
Mr. KE I call the gentleman to order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming must be ip 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, report. 
that they had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 1436) relating to commutations of homeste: ad en- 
tries, and to confirm such entries Z commutation proofs were 
recei officers 


retin ae R. 1784) to in qrsase Win peisbin@?-@am Catherine 


ull; 

A bill (H. R. 5675) the construction of a wagon 
and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo.. 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 

ed make the natural guardians of 


for purposes; 
a to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
watka; 
relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 


A bill (S. 2499) to ements an act entitled “An act toi Beoorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Com >and 
A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the Deielat ive, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
. CANNON. I shall have to raise the question of considera 


tion = S that report. 

Mr. PO WERS. It will not take more than a minute. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. POWERS. It will not a minute. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will present the conference report. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will 
jon ong report. The deficiency bill ought to be gotten into 
co nce. 

Mr. POWERS. I withdraw it. 


a 


Ww 


will state it. 
informed by the Chair if remarks 
floor out of order are entitled to go 
oeeen I make the f ord 
. > int of order 
yet, and the peadieman is not 
connection with it until to-morrow 


oa to say that the question 
is somewhat of a disputed point. 
@ question of eon, and as a part of 
of the House ought ‘o go into the Recor». but 
the question has been Taled upon by the Chair 
the Chair thinks ought not to go into the Recorp 
Mr. KEM. Then I ihe Wank pack be atvlabon ont. 
oe eee abe news 
t enough importance. ughter.] 
The Chair will endeavor to his duty in 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the motion that 
disagree to amendment numbered 233 on the .«neral 


ion of the gentle 
amendment covers 
. The bill as peeenaed a a 

and gentlemen can send for t and knov 
consideration. I make this statement » 

of reading the amendment, whic 

of printed matter. 

The gentleman's motion will cover this am ond- 


ARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like very much to 
hear what these gentlemen are caso we Uo 
The The House will be in order. The gentleman 











from Tennessee makes the point that he can not hear what is be- 
ing said. ; 
: ‘ANNON. I can say to the House, if they will send and 
ae ha print of the deficiency bill covering the Senate 
Br endments that came here ay, and which they can get at 


the document room, they will find that amendment No. 233 of the | 


bere ences on 139 of the bill, and that it includes all 
ert follows, to the end of the bill, on page 214, covering, in round 
numbers, 700 items in one amendment. ; 
Mr. MAHON. Do you know the exact amount? 
Mr. CANNON, I the amount here. The deficiency bill 
as it passed the House covered $4,793,590.45. Gentlemen will rec- 
ollect that early in the session we an urgent deficiency bill 
that covered, in round numbers, $6,000,000. That and this bill as 
it passed the House would make about $11,000,000. The Senate 
ed to this bill $6,266,000, an extraordinary addition; and 


ae that, su y, the general deficiency bill as it 


House cared for the public service under the rules of 

ote I am within the limit of correct statement. 
This bill makes to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the ending June 30, 1896, and prior years. 
Mr. DINGLEY. [If ho aetieeen will pardon me, do I under- 


stand that the Senate has sent in one amendment seventy-five 
pages of claims to the House? 
ir. CANNON. Precisely. 
x ee oe pears ht of claims in one omnibus 
: c on 
Mr. D ‘eis pages 


vision, an House, without any investigation, to 
ediatel @ proposition of that kind? 
Mr. CANNO . Covering over seven hundred items. 
Mr. SAYERS. If the tleman will allow me, it not only con- 
s the claims and the Bowman Act war 


j French 
aan but it also contains the claims of Charles P. Chouteau, 
amounting to over $174,000, and other claims amounting to 
$11,000, that have nothing to do with these other classes of claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All in one omnibus amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. As I understand about that 
Chouteau claim, the Committee on War Claims of this Congress 


have rej that claim. : 
Mr. SAYERS. 1 am glad to hear it. 
Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman if these claims have 


not been adjudicated in the Court of Claims? When statements 
are made here that these claims have not been investigated it is 
not a correct statement, for they have been investigated in the 


court. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, and I may be 
permitted to have quiet and proceed in my own time, I think I 
can cover the statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is the most extraordinary 
eet of amendments ever proposed by the Senate of the United 
States in bags: pene during my service in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to general Gdliciency or any other appropriat.on 
bill. Now, that we may see just a minute wherein it is extraor- 
dinary, I ask the attention of the House. Gentlemen understand 
that it is necessary for the House and the Senate to make rules, 
to create committees, and make provision for doing public legis- 
lation, and to make touching legislation covering the 
claims of the private citizen. For that reason the House is divided 

into committees, and the jurisdiction of each committee 
is fixed by the rules of the House. You have the Committee on 
pr te pie You jealously by the rules limit the jurisdiction 
that committee to recommending provisions that will carry on 
the Government from year ie pursuance of existing law. 
That is as faras wecan go. It is as far as we should go on general 


. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
question? 


ANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not entirely within the 
of the Committee on Appropriations in the deficiency 
3 to make an appropriation to pay claims found due against the 


CANNON, It has been held universally that we can not. 
of New Hampshire. Did you not put them in this 


. Not at all. 
of New Hampshire. I can show them to you by 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has been long enough in his 
service in Congress to know that sitter these extraee@haery 
amendments he and I, knowing what the rules are and the dis- 
tinction claims under the rules and those not 
hevited, we can not deceive each other, and I know I do not and 

ought not to mislead the House. 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There are thousands of dol- 
lars of appropriation in this bill for the payment of simple find- 
ings of the Departments, while every one of these claims to which 
the gentleman objects are findings of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Speaker, it is a sorry case indeed 
which requires the eminent gentleman from New Hampshire to 
come and seek to muddy the water in favor of these claims be- 
fore I can even get a chance to state the proposition. I have not 
stated it, but if gentlemen will give me their attention I will 
state the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
how that jurisdiction has been exercised, and just what it is that 
the Senate of the United States seek to have us do in one of these 
amendments that they send over here in these closing days of the 
session. If you will look at Rule XI, you will find that all claims 
under the Bowman Act and all claims under the French spoliation 
act are to be referred to the Committee on War Claims or the 
Committee on Claims, and these matters that are placed in this 

eral appropriation bill by Senate amendment were referred in 
ouse and Senate to the proper claims committees. Much has 
been said about the Appropriations Committee usurping the juris- 
diction of other committees. 1 call the House ta bear me witness 
that we have tried zealously to conform to the rules, and when 
general appropriation bills are sought to be made the vehicles to 
carry through, out of order, the business of other committees, it 
is not a safe or wise procedure, and I stand to protest against it. 
Let me call attention for a minute to the rule which governs the 
jurisdiction of the House Appropriations Committee: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law or changing existing law. 

More; let me read the next clause, that you may see how sweep- 
ingly the House has provided for this class of amendments: 

No bill for the ment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other 
than the following-named committees: Pensi:»ns, Invalid Pensions, Claims, 
War Claims, Private Land Claims, and the Committee on Accounts. 

Now, this deficiency bill, strictly within the rules of the House, 
was passed by the House. ‘“ But,” says the gentleman from New 
ny “rome ‘* it covers claims that have been audited by the Treas- 
ury Department.” Yes; but the statute of the United States 
makes the pro officers of the Treasury Department a court 
to do what? Ss ome on legal claims against this Government 
arising under appropriation or positive provision of law, where 
the money has not been appropriated; and these audited claims 
that come here from time to time, certified by the Department 
under the law, are the judgments of that court, and have always 
been referred under the rules to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and have always been appropriated for just as we appro- 

riate for the payment of judgments of the United States courts. 
But it may be asked wherein do the Senate rules differ from the 
rules of the House in this respect? Notatall. They have sub- 
stantially the same rules there that we have. Yet that coordi- 
nate branch of Congress have made this and other amendments 
to the general deficiency bill and sent them with their compli- 
ments to us. It is not for me to criticise the coordinate branch. 
I belong to this branch of the Congress, and my duties lead me to 
insist upon legislation and appropriation, safe legislation and ap- 

ropriation, under the rules and usages of the House, and if we 
Lave to resist the encroachments of another body out of order, 
let us perform our function. It is not the first time the House of 
Representatives has had to take care of itself and the other de- 
partments of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what does this amendment consist of? It 
consists of these 700 items, part of them called the French spoli- 
ation claims. I am not going to discuss their legality or equity. 
It may be that they ought to be paid. It may be that a portion 
of them ought to be paid and another portion ought not to be paid. 
It may be that the claimant, or the descendants of the claimant, 
ought to be paid, and that the insurance company which took the 
risk and got the premium and met with the loss ought not to be 
paid. It may be that the assignee in bankruptcy who, three gen- 
erations ago, acquired some of these claims for a song ought not 
to be paid. Ido not know. Iam not going to discuss that now. 
But all these questions are involved in appropriations for the pay- 
ment of French spoliation claims,and the bare statement of the 
proposition shows the wisdom of the rule of the House that ap- 
propriations upon general appropriation bills shall be in pursu- 
ance of existing law. ‘“ But,” says somebody, ‘‘ has not the Court 
of Claims passed upon them?” Let us see. I hold in my hand 
volume 23 of the acts of 1885, when there was legislation touch- 
ing the French spoliation claims. It referred them to the Court 


of Claims. For what purpose? 
And they [the court] shall decide upon the validity of such claims accord- 
ing to the rules of law, municipal and international, and the treaties of the 


United States applicable to the same, and shall report all such conclusions of 
fact and law as in their judgment may affect the liability of the United States 
‘or. 


Report to whom? To Congress. What else? 
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Such finding end report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as 
to the law onl facts found, and shall not conclude either the claimant or Con- 
gress; and all claims not finally presented within two years shall be barred. 


Now listen: 

And nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States 
to the payment of any such claims. 

Congress by law made the Court of Claims like unto a com- 
mittee to examine these claims and report back its findings; but 
the reservation is expressly made that nothing in the proceeding 
shall commit the United States to the payment of the claims. It 
is merely advisory. That is the condition of these claims covered 
by this one amendment, embracing something like 100 pages. 
And yet are we to understand that in these the last days of this 
session these claims are to be taken by a Ceesarian operation from 
the committee of the —— from Pennsylvania and from the 
Claims Committee of the Senate, and when the child is taken 
forcibly from its legitimate mother, legitimate under law and rule, 
it is to be placed here as an illegitimate child on a general appro- 
priation bill, designed legitimately to carry on the service of the 
Government for this fiscal year? 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr.ADAMS. Has not Congress acknowledged the legitimacy of 
this ‘‘ child” by appropriating money in 1890 to pay all the claims 
that had then been reported to Congress by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. t does that prove? 

Mr. ADAMS. That these are legitimate claims; and even as- 
suming the gentleman's position that the Court of Claims in this 
matter acts the part of a committee, Congress has acknowledged 
the legitimacy of these claims by paying a part of them. 

Mr, CANNON. Iamnot ng of the merits of these claims. 
Some of these claims are e payable to the descendants of the 
men who are supposed to have been originally entitled; others are 
—— to the collateral representatives; others to assignees in 

cemeoters others to insurance companies that reaped their 
profit in the war premiums, and claim to be subrogated to the 

hts of the original claimants. 

r. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think that if Con- 

_— goes on ee to pay the debts of the country all those 
bts will after a while be due to “heirs” and ‘‘collateral repre- 
sentatives ”? i hter.} 

Mr. CANNON., The gentleman makes that inquiry; let me an- 
swer him. If the Court of Claims or any other court is to be 
invested with jurisdiction to render judgment, let us invest it with 
that jurisdiction, and then appropriate to meet the judgments. 
But because Congress fails to so invest it with juriedi iction, and 
honorable gentlemen like my friend from Ohio, when he asks a 
question of that kind in apology—if it is to be followed to its legiti- 
mate conclusion—for this class of legislation coming as an amend- 
ment on a general appropriation bill, he does not, in my judgment, 
perform duty as a conservative legislator as well as he does 
almost invariably at other times. 

But that is not all. There is a lot of claims here under the 
Bowman Act amounting in round numbers to half a million dol- 
lars. This amendment covers altogether claims amounting to 
about $2,600,000 or a little less in round numbers. Now, what is 
the Bowman Act? It was enacted in 1883. Let us see what juris- 
diction it confers: 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, 
wae involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee 
or House— 


Mark you! Either— 


may cause the same, with the vouch pers, proofs, and documents 
taining thorete, to be transmitted bo the Court of Claims of the Unt 
as 


and the same shall 
ee Oe nal mera mien bet ook the same to the 
the House by which the case was itted for its consideration. 

Gentlemen talk about these being “ judgments” of the Court 
of Claims. The Court is prohibited from ae judgment in 
these cases. Upon the request of a committee or o 
of a Department the Court makes the inv tion and returns 
answer as to its finding of facts, for the deration of the De- 
partment or of Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to say thet claims of this character are carried in the Senate 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. 
claims under the Bowman 
ice, war claims, and claims touching the construction of ships or 

boats during the war—a generation ago. In fact, I may sa 
passing, that these claims come substantially within the fol- 
lowing description: As —_, as 1864 claimants had a status 
afforded them by the Fo: of July act, including these 
claims, And that tribunal investigated and upon claims 
to the amount of six millions and a half of 


‘ 


the House or | $2,000 


Socharcag APM The Senate amendment includes | deficien 
c a 


, which have | the 
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been reported by the Committee on Claims year by year ay) 
propriated for. Then, under the Southern Clainss era 
act, cla to the amount of nearly $5,000,000 were inyest;. ited 
and paid. Nearly all the claims embraced in the present 4),,, nd 
ment have had their day in court and been rejected. But jj. 
come, and they can come. Like hope, they “spring etern,)» 
Under the Bowman Act these claims are referred for a findin. o¢ 
fact to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims finds the cts 
and reports them back for our consideration. , 

Mr. KERY. Have they been considered? 

Mr. CANNON. Have ae oeeres on the report of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, claim by claim? No. 

Mr. GIBSON. Every one of these claims has been repor}.j by 
the War Claims Committee. Every one of them has been jnyes. 
tigated and recommended for payment. 

. CANNON. Every one of theseclaims, the gentlemay cay; 
has been reported by the War Claims Committee. Let that coin: 
mittee perform its functions just as it did in respect to the gio. 
000,000 that was appropriated for similar claims under the fF i1;;) 
of July act and the act creating the Southern Claims Commission 
Mr. QUIGG. Does the action of the Court of Claims in report. 
ing its finding of facts establish legally a debt? 

. CANNON. No, sir. 


Mr. QUIGG. It simply brings the case to Congress? 
Mr, GANNON Previgel 


, y: 

Mr. DOCKERY. For consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. For consideration only. The act of Congrosg 
ernveeme gaovseed in the one case that it should not commit (on. 
gress to the payment of the French spoliation claims; and in the 
other that the enponts shail be merely advisory; that they should 
report their findings. In other words, that the Court of Claims 
should not enter judgment, but leave the whole matter open. upon 
the findi submitted by them, for the consideration of Congress, 

Now, if I have been able to place this matter before the House so 
that they can understand it, let me take another step forward. 

Mr. OX. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
there are not precedents for putting a riations on the general 
eS bills simply on the findings of the Court of Claims? 

. CANNON. I do not recollect any except in the Fiftieth 
> ; in which, my recollection is, by order of the House in 
the first instance, before the Committee on Appropriations was 
spans, the French spoliation people got their work in, by a res- 
ution which amounted to a rule, directing the Appropriations 
Committee afterwards—after it was appointed—to report to the 
House an item cov these claims. And I am informed, as 
my recollection is ed, that notwithstanding that order, the 
House Committee on Appropriations should report on a general 
= bill these claims, afterwards, when considered in the 
ouse, on — ruled out by a majority of the House and did not 
go upon the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. The objection was sustained on a yea-and-nay 
vote in the House. 

In the Fifty-first Congress—and I want to be exactly fair— 
the Senate of the United States, t its own rules, put the 
French spoliation claims on the bill in the closing hours 
of the session; and I recollect when that deficiency bill came over 
here, after midnight, with a House that was completely tired out, 
and with barely a quorum in attendance (ha to wake mem- 
bers as they reclined on the lounges around the s and in the 
committee rooms), the matter was considered, and the House 

with the Senate under those circumstances. And, if I rec- 
aright, the last night of the last day between 2 and 3 o'clock 
in the morning, this took place. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a caodinniiehenin. Gentlemen were pres- 
ent in the House on yesterday when this bill came over from the 
Senate. It had not then been These 700 items, aggre- 

in round numbers some 


these 700, aggregating 

the first time this morning 

which I discovered these amend- 

claims, not only the French spoliation 

the damages to shipmasters, as 1s 

over a generation ago, barred by the 

I find them like birds of evil 

to fasten on this general 
Government stop. 


trooping 

that must pass or P 

Does the gentleman mean to say that these 

in one amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. All in one. 
Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, that they are all poole!’ 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes. 
Mr. CANN 


ON. Precisely so. They are all grouped together in 


one t, covering some hundred pages of the bill, 100 








1896. 
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-eorent items, running alongitem after item, from $150,000 down, 
— ing about $2,000,000. : Ln 

Now, can an y claim that the Committee on Appropriations 
an, in these the closing hours of this session, turn itself into a 
aan committee, and even read a sentence touching the merits of 
each one of these various claims? It can not be done. 

“Ah! But,” sayssomebody, “they may claim that these represent 
a judgmentof the court and the adjudication of aclaim.” I deny 
it. The courtnever was given jurisdiction to render a judgment. 
That court was merely made a commission, or a committee if 
you please, to investigate and report its findings to the House of 
Representatives, and it is of no higher weight or sanctity than 
the reports of any other committee of the House. Each one of 
these cases, if it has merit, must stand upon its own merit. I 
think I am safe in guessing that a dozen volumes, of 500 pages 
each, closely printed, would not understandingly and conclusively 
discuss these 700 cla eK 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. — é 

Mr. LACEY. Can you give some suggestion as to the ground 
on which they claim that we — to pay the insurance compa- 
nies in these French spoliation claims? Is there any reasonable 

ion as to the validity of their claims? 

r. CANNON. Well, the gentleman understands the doctrine 
of subrogation. The insurance company took a risk on a vessel a 
hundred years ago, at avery high premium; the vessel was cap- 
tured, the insurance company makes a loss; but in footing up 
their whole business they make a great profit. Now, the in- 
surance company pays in part or altogether, as the case may be. 
This ion would subrogate the insurance company to the 
rights of the man who lost the vessel. So you may take the case 
where an in bankruptcy selis a man out, and the claim 
goes for a bagatelle, a cent on the dollar. It is insisted that they 
should be paid in full. It may be that they ought tobe. I am 
not discussing the merits of these claims. I say that the Private 
Calendars of the House and Senate have been aes against 
the rules of both bodies, and literally written upon this bill in the 
closing hours of the nm. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt, 
there are no insurance cases in this French spoliation list. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman speak from his own knowl- 


edge? 
Mr. GROUT. Well, from what I believe to be reliable infor- 


mation, there is no company provided for in this list of 
French spoliation claims. 
Mr. CANNON. I heard that in the Fifty-first Congress; and 


yet the insurance companies abounded all through that appropria- 
tion, and that is just what I complain of. y colleague from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] is an able and ee bas pe 
vigilant in the performance of his public duties. He and I serve 
upon the same . He rises in his place and says that 
he is credibly informed that there are no insurance claims in these 
700 items. y that I am credibly informed that there are in- 
surance claims in there. Now, the bare statement of the propo- 
sition, when two as smart men as my colleague and I disagree 
upon our information, ought to be sufficient to show the incon- 
sistency of thismethod oflegislation. [Laughter.] Is the whole 
House, that has not been c with the preparation of this bill, 
to open its mouth like a chicken and gulp it down, whatever it 
mike ono T The tl is speaking of 

. . gentleman is now g of insurance 
claims. I interrupted the gentleman he was ing 
about insurance companies. I do not say that there may not be 
Cnet Rome spoliation claims some cases of individual 


Look at page 146 and page 148. 
I do not say that may not be so. I say there is 
insurance company in this list of claims. 
OR. If gentleman from Vermont will al- 
aioe matter referred to by the gentleman 
ON. The gentleman from Vermont has not taken 
a to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
a I want to say that I have not yet read these 
100 ae on the committee [Mr. Nortaway 
calls my to fact that one paragraph of these 1 
pages prohibits the payment of appropriations to insurance 
seal kan I have not carefully read the items—I had no time to 
wasinformed, and am still informed, that, as the gentle- 


i 


man from New . Grout] has admitted, there are 
claims in favor of which are substantially and inal 
losers or their heirs—included in the , 

Mr. QUIGG. ee meeemen mean that if wo y these 
items we shall be paying a lot of heirs of 
i cae I am s0 informed. 


knows 1 had no intention to treat him with rudeness. 
passed from my mind that he desired to be recognized. 
now yield to him for a question. 


trator is a bad one. 





Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. CANNON. 


That is net in the bill. 
The gentleman says it is not in the bill. 


Let 


anyone rise in his place in this House who has read this amend- 


ment, which the gentleman moves that the House concur in, since 
it was printed this morning. 
Mr. MAHON. Every item in that amendment is an honest 


debt, no difference to whom it belongs. 


Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman read it? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. This morning? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. From beginning to end? 


Mr. MAHON. I have looked over it. 


Mr.CANNON, Ihave found one who says he hasread it. Let 
No. 2 stand up. 
Mr. ADAMS. Why should we read all the items? It is noth- 


ing but a list of claims which have been passed upon by the Court 
of Claims. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not intend to stand up to be shot at 


by a gentleman so utterly furious as the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr.CANNON. I beg the gentleman’spardon. The gentleman 


It had 
I will 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I wanted to call the gentleman’s attention 


to this fact: It was stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] that on page 148 he had found the name of an insurance 
company. 
and 
seventy-five years after the French spoliation claims were created, 
is the administrator, under the law of Pennsylvania, of an estate. 


I simply want to say that the Real Estate Insurance 
rust Company of Philadelphia, which was formed probabl 


I think that law under which that company can be the adminis- 
We have the same law in Ohio. That com- 
any, under that statute, is the administrator of one James Camp- 

ll, deceased, and as the administrator of James Campbell that 


company is prosecuting this claim, but not as an insurance com- 
pany, because there was no such thing. This company was notin 


existence when these claims were incurred. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not a fire-insurance company. These wild 
statements will all be answered in time. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the gentleman from Ohio through with his 
question? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (to Mr.Grosvenor). I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio if the James Campbell mentioned 
on page 148 is the same gentleman who is mentioned on page 149 
in connection with the Real Estate Title Insurance and Trust 
Company of Philadelphia, administrator? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In one caseit is the Real Estate Insurance 
and Trust Company of Philadelphia, administrator of James 
Campbell, deceased, and in the other case it is the administrator 
de bonis non. They appear to be two different claims. I want 
to say that I made an investigation, that I might satisfy myself 
that there was no insurance-company claim allowed in this bill, 
and then, when the gentleman from Iowa pointed this out, I 
thought it was fair to make an explanation. 

Mr. QUIGG. But the gentleman from New Jersey claims that 
this party had two administrators. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One is the administrator and the other is 
the administrator de bonis non, 
in that. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman from Ohio concluded his 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, for the present; and I hope the gen- 
tleman will stay on the earth on this question, so that we may have 
chance to ask him other questions. 

Mr. CANNON. I will stay on the earth; let no man get in the 
dirt on this proposition. If you turn to page 214 you will find 
this: 

The payment to the assigns in each case being at the request of the original 
claimants as found by the Court of Claims. 

That, I su , would include all classes of claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
claim found on page 212. That item is for $174,000 or more. 
That is an independent claim. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman any information respecting 
that claim? If so, I would be glad if he would inform the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know anything about it, and I do not 
know that anybody else knows anything about it. I know that 
it is for $174,000, and I know it had its origin, as it appears, in 
1864. Thatisall. Does anybody know anything about it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know of the gentleman, because 
it seems important to have some committee action, whether these 
700 claims incorporated in one amendment were ever considered 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations? 


There is nothing incompatible 
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Mr. CANNON. I understand not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then this amendment was put on in the open 
Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the way I read the Recorp. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Without the action of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Still, did not the Senate put it upon the 
bill on the report of the Committee on Claims, the report being 
made by Mr. Burrows of Michigan? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the fact to be that these claims 
were put on in theSenate. Theclaims were not reported, and can 
not be, to the Committee on Appropriations under the rules of the 
Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman, I know, wants to be en- 
tirely fair. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If he will recur to the RecorpD a minute 
he will find that Senator Burrows of Michigan stated in the open 
Senate that he reported these claims from the Committee on 
Claims, and reported them favorably. I am referring to the war 
claims. Now, will the tleman allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Has Mr. Burrows reported 700 claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He stated that he reported 348 of them. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me answer the gentleman and say, so far 
as I know, Mr. Burrows has not information touching these 700 
items, and I k respectfully, for he is an eminent man and 
statesman; and they have not been argued in the Senate or House, 
and this House has no knowledge touching their merits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Inaminute. Let me state one thing further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will allow me to 
recur to his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Inaminute. There are a lot of things float- 
ing around loose to convince our minds. I hold in my handa 
letter to Mr. HENRY, a Representative from Indiana. He brought 
it over to me a minute ago, and said that I was at liberty to use 
it. I did not intend to do so, and I will not now read the man’s 
name, because I do not care to do such a thing unless some gen- 
tleman should demand it. 

Dear Mr. Henry— 

Mr. Henry, I believe, says he does not know this gentleman— 

Dear Mr. Henny: Senate amendment to general deficiency bill to pay 
Court of Claims findings is O. K. 

The cases thereon were tried while I was one of the Attorney-General’s 
assistants,and I know the findings to be correct. 

The Democrats have negiected this appropriation, and by putting same on 
the deficiency bill now it can be charged to them, and properly so. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What of it? 

Mr. CANNON. Any action of the committee about that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The man says he has helped 
bas ag cases and knows they are O. K. 

. CANNON. Does my friend know who the man is? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I donot care who heis, He 
is fiving a statement of fact. 

“ CARNOM. Does the gentleman want the man’s name made 
public 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not care. 

Mr. CANNON. Was the gentleman concerned in the trial of 
these cases? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Myself? No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. How do you know they are correct? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because I have studied them. 

Mr. CANNON. Studied all of these 700 items? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know that the Court of 
Claims is accustomed to being right, and I am willing to bear my 
testimony to that effect at all times. 

Mr. CANNON. The Court of Claims under the law had no 

wer to render judgment in these cases,and has not done so. 

ow, I have said enough about this matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 


tion? 

Mr. CANNON. With Pe 
Pe semmmamal . 1 thought the gentleman was going to 

e me, 

Mr. CAN a . Ina minute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois whether we know these claims to be correct, I want 
to quote an authority to show that they are correct. 

r. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 

Now, one word— 

That is pretty familiar language— 

Now, one word in respect to the French spoliation claims— 

Me GRUB VERO ; French 

; SNOKR. The same class of claims; 
tion claims, = 


Mr. CANNON. These identical claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The same class. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman now is about to misrepr ose 
somebody, I do not know whom. [Laughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 

In a previous Congress I voted for these claims. After some carcf1! 
nation on my part and listening to the arguments with regard ; 
came to the conclusion that at least a certain amount of them were nd 
should be paid. ie teen, 

Mr. CANNON. Whatclaims does that refer to? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. French spoliation claims. 

Mr. CANNON. I have a em that I know, perhans, who 


nt 


language the gentleman is ng. Were not those claims under 
the Bowman Act? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This extract begins, “ Now, one word in 
respect to the French spoliation claims.” The authority w)io.) | 


am quoting is one JosepH G. CANNON, an honored Represey ts. 
tive from the State of Illinois. [Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that those were some ¢ aj, 
under the Bowman Act. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No; they were French spoliation claiqys. 
ar 
Mr. CANNON. Very well. Were they the claims that are jn 


this amendment—these particularclaims? Ifthe gentlem::.))).:.s 
me correctly, I said there that I had investigated the particuiar 
claims there referred to and that I believed some of them were 
_ and ought to be paid. I have no occasion to modify that 
guage. I suppose that some of these claims are just, |ui which 
one of the 700 is just I do not know and I do not believe any mem. 
ber of this House knows. I believe that God Almighty alone 
knows now. es 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the cen- 
tleman how many members of this House know of their own 
knowledge, derived from personal investigation, that one )ill in 
ten or one item in one hundred that is passed here is correct? 
a have to take somebody’s word, and to assume that he is 
mn 
Mr. CANNON. Yes; and eas the House, cre- 
ate committees, form rules, and adopt met of procedure for the 
transaction of the public business, so that when a matter comes 
here the House may know that the committee that reports it has 
investigated it and is responsible for it. All those safesuiris are 
given; they are all absent here. No committee of this Hono 
vouches for these claims. By force they are put upon a bill that 
I happen to have charge of, wrongfully, by a Senate amendment, 
and I know nothing of and can know nothing of them. 
Therefore I am against this method of legislation. Tivy have 
brought the Bowman Act claims and the Indian claims ani the 


iation claims and put them on here, not upon their 
separate individual merits—oh, no; but out of order, in on: ameni- 
ment, 700 items, $2,000,000 in amount. They have marin these 
claims one to another. If there is to be issue of that marriaye. | 
want to make prophecy to the gentlemen of this House tit it will 


be deformed, it will be corrupting in its action, and it will plasue 
its ancestors. [Laughter. 

Mr. ME . Itis y, isit not? [Laughter | . 

Mr. WELLINGTON: I want to ask the gentleman {rom Illi 
nois a question. What is there against the claims pres: uted on 

190, beginning with ‘“ ” on the nineteenth line, 
own to line 13, on page 194? 

Mr. CANNON. God knows. I never saw them until this 
morning. I have not yet seen them. I have had no op) riunity 
to see 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Is it not true that every one of those 
claims has been before the Court of Claims and has been favor- 
ably reported to a committeeof this House? And is it not furtvr 
true that that report was referred to the Committee on (as 
and that every one of those claims has been favorably repori: (i to 
the House by that committee? ‘ 

Mr. C ON. It may be true; but even if that be true there 
is no judgment. It was a mere finding — Court of Claims. 
The court had no authority todo more merely to make 4 
and report it to Congress for its consideration, and ‘he 

the report 


jurisdiction referred to the Court of Claims shows 
— ae It is the — t+ to take these separate claims, 
ne . seve practice, to put them w hole- 
aie do not belong, and which must pass, 


that I oa to. | 
Mr. GTON. I just want to add this: So far as these 
one of them, from the 


5 
i 
i 


men, or to their 
estates, for goods and taken in war time. They bave 
i before the Court of 

se teeneenmnsna, gman er 
they have been favorably reported; and I say that it is within the 


i 
; 
: 
: 
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jurisdiction of this House to pay these people the honest debt 


which the Go t owes them. 
Mr. CANNON, Well, that is a pretty long iin, but I like 
to yield to my friend when I can. e says he ks these claims 
under the Bowman Act are just. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Ido. ans 
Mr. CANNON. Has my friend examined the other claims in 
this amendment? 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Some of them I have, and some I have 


Mir. CANNON, Hold 
Has my friend 
for $174,000? ey 
Mr. WELLINGTON. Lhave not. I have taken it just as the 
ntleman took the other day the twelve-thousand-five-hundred- 
ar claim. 

vl 3 CAN NON. Oh, ‘‘the twelve-thousand-five-hundred-dollar 
claim!” I assented to that appropriation by Senate amendment 
at the close of a conference after midnight and after the Senate 
had receded on two or three million dollars; and when that item 
was submitted here in a conference report the House believed it 
unwise and rejected the report. Let the House follow suit in this 


—. WELLINGTON. But did not the gentleman know, or 
ought he not to have known, that this expenditure of $12,500 was 
not a just or correct one? — 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment—— 

Mr. WELLINGTON. And yet the gentleman objects this 
morning to the payment of cle 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Claims that are correct and just, and 
have been year after year rted to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I claim the floor. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I say that the Government owes these 
just debts, and ought to pay them to these people. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker,I desire to be protected in my 


rights. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I want my constituents to be protected 
in their rights. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maryland is out of order. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. er, it always affords me pleasure 
The SPEAKER. The House will come to order, and 
will take their seats. [After a pause.] The time of th 


on a moment; I want to get at the fact. 
into the matter of the Chouteau claim 
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with a note calling my attention to the remarks of the gentleman, 
and [ read what was marked. 

Mr. CANNON. But what the gentleman read was the language 
of Mr. Peters. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We will see about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Dlinois be kind 
enough to state the page of the Recorp that he read from? 

Mr. CANNON. Page 3807. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, What Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. It was in 1891—the Fifty-first Congress 

Mr. MAHON obtained the floor. 





Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Chair willallow me a moment, this 
| book was sent to me with a note calling my attention to a marked 
| paragraph. Looking at the heading, I saw that it appeared to be 
|a part of the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Can- 

NON]; and with that understanding I read a sentence or two. I 


find now it is the language of another member, who had inter- 
rupted the gentleman from [linois. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not the languaze of the gentleman from 
Tilinois? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not. I was misled in the hurry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, if the gentleman from Dlinois will 
yield to me—he promised to do so 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Ma- 
HON] has been recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I will ask the floor later. I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to what I under- 
| stood him to say and what the Recorp shows him to have said in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, it makes no difference what I said in the 
Fiftieth Congress. What is it decent and proper to do now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You said then that these claims were 
‘*decent and proper” and ought to be paid. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Ma- 
HON} has been recognized. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I advocate the amendment of the 
Senate to this bill not because I have any personal interest in it, 
or because the great State that I in part represent has much in the 
bill. There are but two war claims under the provisions of the 
| Bowman Act in the amendment in which that State is interested; 
two cases—small ones—one from Pittsburg, represented by my 
colleague [Mr. DALZELL], and another from the county of Adams, 





@ gentle- | where the great battle of Gettysburg was fought. It is not. there- 

man from Filinois has expired. fore, the amount that the bill carries for my own State that in- 
Mr. CANNON. Lask for a minute more. duces me to support the amendment; but I support it for a reason 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I move that the gentleman—— which is entirely satisfactory to me, and I propose, in the time I 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, I want but a minute—merely a part of the | shall occupy, to present to the House asa lawyer the cold, naked 
time that I yi to the gentleman from iaesioel. facts which to my mind should recommend this amendment to the 


Mr. SA J 
man as much time as he may desire out of my hour. 

Mr. CANNON. I want only a minute. 
what I desire to say about the merits of this question. 


to the gentleman Maryland, for whom I have respect, that 
he might ask a quate. In the colloquy back and forth he 
thought in the fancied hope that he would 
strengthen this am to refer to an irrelevant matter—an 


“turned down.” The House did not assent to that Senate amend- 


ment on the merits. I was not sorry then that it was turned 
When you settle bills carrying thirty 


down; I am not sorry now. 

or forty million dollars, a — = ae. 
in his zeal 

merits, did 

his 


. But it seem 
to try to strengthen these claims, 


had 


WELLINGTON. I should like to say just one word in 
tleman from Illinois, if he will permit me. 
moment I shall be through. Is the 
GROSVENOR) in his seat? 


am . 
. I find that lan which the gentleman 
read from a debate in the Fitty-first Congress and 
I find that it was the lan- 
, to whom I had yielded. 
Not at all; I did not make any mistake. 
well; it may be the gentleman is correct; 
Butif the language which the gentleman 
precisely like that of the gentleman from 
t my friend, of course, of any inten- 
book is here, and we will both ex- 


Very well. The book was sent to me 


KER 


J 


Sealine 
: ie 
i 


i 
: 


[ 


F 
g 


KE 





er, asa member of the committee I | 
shall be entitled, I presume, to an hour; and I yield to the gentle- 


I have already said 
I yielded 


rt on the sundry 
t that report was 


g of compromise | 
to me 


not do himself the credit that he ordi- 
direct way when he turned off and lugged in 
whatever to do with the provisions 


House for adoption. 

The gentleman from [linois [Mr. CANNON] says this takes away 
the functions and the business of the Committee on Claims and of 
War Claims of the House of Represertatives. 

Ihave no complaint to make against the gentleman from Tli- 
nois or any other member of the House as to the method of legis- 
lation adopted by this body. We have regular calendars for the 
business of this House. I| am not attributing it to any one or 
any two men, but the House has absolutely, during this entire 
session, permitted legislation that was in gross and open viola- 
tion of the rules of the House to be enacted on this floor. The 
gentleman from Illinois says: ‘‘ Why not stand to the rules of the 
House?” That has been my contention in the past, and is my con- 
tention to-day. The Bowman Act has resulted in presenting to 
this House and placing upon the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union a number of claims, legiti- 
mate claims, against the Government of the United States. ‘This 
Congress has been in session six long months and yet that Calen- 
| dar has never been touched for one single moment. The Calen- 
dars of this House are veritable graveyards in which the bills of 
the great committees of the House are buried, and buried ovt of 
sight. [Applause. | 

The gentleman speaks of the ‘‘ great committees of the Honse, 
fifty-seven of them, ‘‘organized for the transaction of its busi- 
ness.” If I had the time I could show him and convince this 
House that there are about forty-two of these committees that are 
absolutely and utterly ignored. The gentlemen composing these 
committees have spent their time during this session at arduous 
and hard work on their committees; but allin vain, simply because 
they were not permitted to come before the House with the busi- 
ness they had matured. Now, if the War Claims Committee 
wants to put life into any legislation, wants to give birth to any 
legislation and write it on the statute books of the country, it 
can accomplish it in no other way than in the way the gentleman 
from Illinois indicates, and that is to apply the knife—a drastic 
measure—and put life into it by the Caesarean operation, as he 
calls it. 

Mr. Speaker, four times in past Congresses in recent years has 


| 
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the Senate of the United States placed these amendments on the 
deficiency bills. Why isit nota pertinent and proper amendment? 
The reason the Senate put them on—and they represent the people 
as we do—the reason the Senate put them on in four Congresses, 
and have included them in deficiency bills, is simply because that 
is the only way the people can get any consideration in this body. 
Take, for instance, the great Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of this House. There are present to-day gentlemen who 
have served a long time in the House and are on that committee; 
and the sole work of that committee at this session was to report 
a resolution, and pass it through the House, appropriating the sum 
of $2,000 to fix up the kitchen in the House restaurant. [Laugh- 
ter.| So I might go through many of the great committees of 
the House and point to the fact that they have not passed a bill 
during this Congress. 

Now, this is a deficiency bill. If the Government of the United 
States owes these people, and the Secretary of the Treasury has 
no authority to pay them, we have aright to put the claims on 
the bill and appropriate the money for their —— 

I will now make a brief statement as to the French liation 
claim. It is along history. Perhaps members of the House are 
all familiar with it. You remember that when the colonies had 
declared war against Great Britain—when they had declared for 
their independence—another nation across the sea came to the 
rescue of the colonists. In 1778 a treaty was entered into by 
which the Government of France bound herself to help the United 
States colonists to secure their independence. They performed 
their part of that contract to the letter. They sent their men and 
ships of war, and the dust of thousands of brave Frenchmen is in 
the soil of this country to-day in recognition of the fact that they 
did perform their part of the contract with thisGovernment. But 
in 1790, or along there, the United States Government, in violation 
of that treaty, after they had secured their independence, went 
into another treaty, known as the Jay treaty, with Great Britain; 
and in that treaty the United States Government wantonly and 
knowingly refused to perform her part of the agreement with 
France, which was to protect her great West India possessions as 
well as to give her certain rights in the portsof thiscountry. But 
in place of standing with France, as she agreed to do, she turned 
from France to Great Britain, and what was the result? 

While there was no direct declaration of war between the two 
countries, France began at once to prey upon the commerce of 
the United States. So up until about 1800 this business went on. 
The result of it was that some 700 vessels of the pioneer merchant- 
men of the United States were ie by the French. Then 
the treaty of 1800 was entered into. Up to that time the French 
Government, in all her rs bodies and by all her public 
utterances, openly acknowledged that she was indebted to the 
e of the United States who had had their vessels a by 

er privateers. Thereis no question aboutthat. And the Frenc 
Government was ready and willing to pay them; but at the same 
time they held the United States Government bound to pay dam- 
on account of the violation or nonperformance of the treaty 
of 1778. So,in recognition of this fact, about the year 1800 a com- 


mission sought to settle this difficulty between France and the | released 


United States. How was it settled? It is a fact beyond all con- 
troversy that the claim of the French Government was much 


larger than the claims of the people of the United States—nearly | relinquishing all 


two to one. France agreed that she would abandon her claim, 
and the United States Government was to take care of the losses 
i merchantmen and relieve France from that respon- 
sl . 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state to the House that it 
is a matter of official record that —— agreement as that was 
ever entered into between the two Governments? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; that wasthe discussion, or understanding, 
if you will read it, 

r. SAYERS. I do not refer to the discussion, but to the 
agreement. The tleman stated that there was an agreement 
between the two Governments. 

Mr. MAHON. Does the gentleman from pene sone that 
mine me Government so understood it, and reling 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I know. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know there was a certain class of claims paid 
for depredations by the French Government upon American com- 
merce. That class of claims related entirely to ships that were 
seized in the of France. If myrecollection serves me rightly 
the French Government was then sadly in need of ions an 
supplies, and that character of claims was paid for by the French 
Government, but that as to the other character of claims, such as 
we have here now, and which relate to depredations upon the high 
seas, payment fer those claims was refused, 


the 
her 








— 


Mr. MAHON. Well, to be short, the French Govern) 


thro her commissioners, demanded that the Unite Sten 
should pay her claim for violation of the treaty for the re..,,,, = 
the gentleman knows, that France had not declared war ,, vaingt 
the United States and the United States had not declarm| w, 
against France. If the gentleman will go back and r:.,j the 
speeches of Clay and Webster, and men of that kind, in the 


Uni a 
States Senate from 1826, during the time they served in th»: bod 


he will find that those great statesmen recognized the ;, oa 
bility of the United States. : 

Mr. SAYERS. But the claims were not paid. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, to put it in a nutshell, the 
United States Government took the claims of the people who 
owned these American vessels, and with those claims sett]od with 
the French Government, and were released from their ob|ivationg 
to the French Government, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. When did the United States setti 
with the French Government for those claims? 

Mr. MAHON. In 1800. 

A Memser. When we bought Louisiana. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. With those claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; they took those very claims—— 
un yee of Nebraska, Will the gentleman cite us to the 

y 

Mr. MAHON. The claims which were passed in the Fifty-first 
Congress, to the amount of $1,300,000, and these claims which are 
included in this amendment to-day, and with those claims of the 
United States they paid to the French Government the obliya- 
tions which the French Government would have insisted on }e. 
ing paid by the Government of the United States; and if we haq 
refused payment we should have been compelled to pay at the 
point of the bayonet and in the mouth of cannon. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman can cite us to 
any such treaty he is entitled to it by every possible right of dis. 
covery. It is his. 

Mr. MAHON. I am not talking about the treaty. I am talk. 
ing about the agreement. 

om HAINER of Nebraska. There was no such agreement 
made. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will send to the Court of 

i : = hea get over long oe _—— 7 whole his- 
tory of the thing, an wing how urt of Claims uphold 
these claims 


Mr. MAHON. I have it here, and if the tleman takes the 
floor and denies the statement I made I 1 be ready to knock 
the pins from under him. I say there was an agreement made. 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. Made in some form. 

Mr. MAHON. It was re y declared by Webster, by 
Chickering, and other great statesmen whoin the past graced this 
Government with their great intellectual powers. Now, that is 
the way these claims originated. 

These very claims were used by the Government of the United 
States. In other words, the United States Government having 
the French Government, so that our ple could not 
make individual claims against the French Government, the 
United States Government, by that agreement or understanding 
claims the French Government, | repeat 
it, was using the claims of these people to pay its obligations to 
the French Government. Away back, from 1800 down to the 
present time, these have ever since justly and properly in- 
sisted that the United States Government should pay them back 
what they had lost at the hands of this Government. Now, Mr. 
rag 1826 President Adams sent a to the Senate of 

United States in which he set forth all the facts in relation to 
these claims, and if my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Hainer) will 
get that message and read it carefully he will find everything con 
tained therein to show what between the French 
Government and our Government. or to that time three ad- 
verse had been made against oe age of any of these 
claims; but after Mr. Adams, on May 20, 1826, placed the corre- 

between the United States Government and France 

from that time up to 1595 not 

a solitary adverse report has been made to the Senate or House of 

the United States ie these claims. The Congress of the 

1 made 58 reports, both in the House 

them in the strongest wed 
the payment of these spoliation claims. e following favorab 

reports have been made: 


the organization 
in: 


Every of the two Houses as the present. 

ry cesential fact a on question, and every consider® 

of the law, combined. a full development of the pre 
exposition of our cy —— treatin, ll in the agment 

an our , 

of committee, conclusively equity of claims, have 

from time to time, been laid before Congress. 








1896. 


In the House of Representatives there have been presented no less than 
14 reports, a8 follows: 


Session. Congress. By whom presented. | Committee. 









No. 
aa a.| Seventh .......---| Mr. Giles............- Select 
1 | Beem. | Ninth ......--- 71] Mr. Marion -.~-2222-- 
3 | First ...| Seventeenth -.-.. Mr. Russell.......... Foreign Affairs. 
4 “do ...| Eighteenth ......| Mr. Forsyth........- Do. 
5 | .do...| Twentieth .......| Mr. Edward Everett. Do. 
6 | Second. “erenp iin’ mow “4 eases coccececes Do. 
; — Twenty-fifth.....| Mr. Howard........- Do. 
9| First...| Twenty: ----| Mr. aN Do. 
10 | Second.| Twenty-seventh oe pabonss Seesaces- pe 
jl | Third ..|...-.do .-..-.-.--.-|--.--GO --.-....-.-. pees . 
* hth ..| Mr. C. J. Ingersoll... Do. 
3 ae eee cath... Mr. Traman Smith..| Foreign Affairs (ver- 
cool e 
14 |....do-..| Thirtieth.........|----- clin erenttcnsiaiiiane Do. 


ee see 
“hh the subject has undergone an investigation by the commit- 
io ba — manner y elaborate, and reports have from time to 
time been submitted to this y, as follows: 


a 
Mr. Clayton ... 
Mr. Morehead 


1 
2 
3 
‘4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
il 
R 
13 
4 
ib 





remarkable fact that there has not been a report adverse to these 
aa either House of since the President laid before the Sen- 
ate, by message of Ma *» 1826, the correspondence between the United States 
and renee relative to claims. or to that disclosure three adverse 
were made, to one in the Senate by Mr. Roberts, from the Com- 

on Claims, in 1818, and two in the House of Representatives, from the 


the first by Mr. Russell in 1822, and the other 
of which were far from being positive in opposi- 


ae the President in his me of the 20th of 

a flood of t on the subject; and since then every com- 

ha’ the matter in has been constrained to come to the con- 
that claims are just and equitable. 

This committee can only account for the unexampled delay which (in face 
of expositions of great by some of the most accomplished jurists and 
statesmen that have covupiel seats in this Chamber) has occurred by the 
mete of the claims, and the by draft which their allowance would 

on the Treasury of the United States. It would be difficult to find any- 
where a more striking illustration of the truth of the axiom that delay is a 
denial of justice.—Senate Committee Report No. 44, first session Thirty-first 


Your committee add the following list of favorable reports made since 1850: 













N Date Report. a 
0. . o 
bill. 
30 Select ....... Feb. 5,1850| Favorable .| 101 
81 Foreign Af- | June 14, 1850 |...-- Pa cnces 64 
fairs. 
® | Senate .| Mr. Tru. Smith.| Select ....... Jan. 24, 1851 |..... anne 101 
% |....do...| Mr. Bradbury-.|.....do....... Jan. 14, 1852 |.....do-..... 64 
3% |....do...| Mr. Hamlin -...|.....do....... Feb. 15, 1854 |..... BB vnens 36 
& Jan. 4,1855/_.... ais 117 
% |....do...| Mr. Pennington) ._-_. do.......| Mar. 3, 1857 |-...- Seti. 865 
87 | Senate .| Mr. Crittenden} Select --.-.-- Feb. 4, 1858 |__... Miia 45 
8 May 5,1858|..... GP cence 552 
% |....do_..| Mr. Royoe......}.....do .....- Mar. 29, 1860 |... Db cntien 259 
40 | Senate .| Mr. Crittenden | Select -_...- Junell, 1860 |... iscienl 428 
41 Jan. 13, 1862 |... do......| 114 






read just briefly, but I do not want to 


weary 
} I find Marshall, the great Chief 
J , Clay, Clinton, Livingston, Everett, 
W: Sumner, and many other distinguished states- 
American favored and speeches in 


favor of these very claims and 
their . If my friend from Dlinois [Mr. Can- 
bun} Wal been te eek Boonen 102 ies Wil Sk tio seasons 


XXVITI—364 
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Mr. Webster assigned why these claims should be paid. 
half a page, and it is too long for me to read. 
ground that these claims were just claims of the people of the 
United States against the French Government, and absolutely 
without the consent of the claimants the United States used them 
in payment of what they owed the French Government. 


It covers 
He puts it on the 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Read what Mr. Webster said. 
Mr. MAHON. Gentlemen ask that I read to the House what 
Mr. Webster said. If the House will bear with me I will read it: 


Mr. Webster, in his celebrated speech on granting indemnity to American 
citizens for French spoliations on American commerce prior to 1800, in the 
Senate of the United States January 12, 1835, says: 

“A letter appeared in a newspaper published at Albany, N. Y., in which I 
was char with having a direct personal interest in these claims. The as- 
sertion, like many others which I have not felt it to be my duty to take any 
notice of, was wholly and entirely false and malicious. Ihave not the slightest 
interest in these claims, or any one of them. I have never been conferred 
with or retained by anyone, or spoken to as counsel for one of them in the 
course of my life. o member of the Senate is more entirely free from any 
connection with these claims thanlam. The question, sir, involved in these 
cases is essentially a judicial question. It is not a question of public policy, 
but a question of private right—a question between the Government and the 
petitioners. And,as the Government is to be the judge of its own case, it 
would seem to be the duty of the Government to examine the subject with 
the utmost good faith and the most solicitous desire to do justice.” 

And in same speech Mr. Webster, commenting upon the statement made by 
Mr. Clay as Secretary of State, in May, 1826, in transmitting Document l(2 to 
the Senate, delivered the following remarks: 

* Before the interference of our Government with these claims, they consti- 
tuted justdemands against the Government of France. They were not vague 
expectations of possible future indemnity for injuries received, too uncertain 
to be regarded as valuable or to be esteemed property. They were just de- 
mands, and, as such, they were property. The courts of law took notice of 
them as property. They were capable of being devised, of being distributed 
among heirs and next of kin, and of being transferred and assigned, like other 
legal and just debts. A claim or demand for a ship unjustly seized and con- 
fiscated is property as clearly as the ship itself. It may not be so valuable or 
so certain, but it is as clear a right, and has been uniformly so regarded by 
the courts of law. 

“The papers show American citizens had claims against the French Gov- 
ernment for 615 vessels unlawfully seized and confiscated. If this were so, 
it is difficult to see how the Government of the United States can release 
these claims for its own benefit with any more propriety than it could have 
applied the money to its own use if the French Government had been ready 
to make compensation in money for the property thus illegally seized and 
confiscated; or how the Government could appropriate to itself the just 
claims which the owners of these 615 vessels held against the wrongdoers, 
without making compensation, any more than it could appropriate to itself, 
without making compensation, 615 ships which had not been seized. I donot 
mean to say that the rate of compensation should be the same in both cases; 
I do not mean to say that a claim for a ship is of as much value as a ship; but 
I mean to say that both the one and the other are property, and that Govern- 
ment can not, with justice, deprive a man of either for its own benefit, with- 
out making a fair compensation. 

“It will be perceived at once, sir, that these claims do not rest on the ground 
of any neglect or omission, on the part of the Government of the United 
States, in demanding satisfaction from France. That is not the ground. The 
Government of the United States, in that respect, performed its full duty. 
It remonstrated against these illegal seizures; it insisted on redress; it sent 
two special missions to France rene expressly, among other duties, with 
the duty of demanding indemnity. Dut France had her subjects of complaint 
also against the Government of the United State, which she pressed with 
equal earnestness and confidence, and which she would neither postpone nor 
relinquish, except on the condition that the United States would postpone or 
relinquish these claims. And, to meet this condition and torestore harmony 
between the two nations, the United States did agree first to postpone and 
afterwards to relinquish these claims of its own citizens. In other words, 
the Government of the United States bought off the claims of France against 
itself by discharging claims of our own citizens against France.” 


As Webster puts it is the whole question in a nutshell. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman state what he is reading 
from? 

Mr. MAHON. Senate Document 102. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, the gentleman has read the 

h of Webster; will he now point out the section of the treaty 

under which the United States Gechaneed these claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I refer the gentleman to history on this matter. 
I have not the time to cite it to him. He has an hour. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman can not find it dur- 
ing the course of this debate. 

r. MAHON. The gentleman can get Senate Document 102, 
and all the papers transmitted by President Adams, and you will 
get the whole history. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
ster did not tell the truth about it? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am not speaking about the truth- 
fulness of the statement. I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
his conclusions. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
of Daniel Webster. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I understand that, and I ask him 
to point out the section of the treaty. 

tr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been urged by some 
that these are stale claims. Old they are,butnotstale. They are 
not unjust simply because the Government of the United States 
has refused to pay these claims that she ought to have paid long 
ago. Since 1800 these people have been thundering at the doors 
of the Departments of this Government and Congress for the pay- 
ment of their claims. Now, Mr. Speaker, up to 1885—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, Will the gentleman allow me a question? I 


Do you think that Mr. Web- 


He has read from the speech 
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out while he was reading the speech of Daniel Webster, 
who favored the payment of these claims. Does the gentleman 
iow why it was that his colleagues did not vote with him to pay 


these claims? 
Because they were men who in private life 





Mr. MAHON. 
would pay the last dollar of their debts, even to the selling of the 
shirts off their backs, but when it comes to the question of the 
‘United States, are willing to rob the private citizen. [Loud 
—— 

- HOPKINS. Oh, no. Does not the gentleman know right 
there that it was disputed by leading Senators that these claims 
were just? 

Mr. MAHON. I donot care what leading Senators might think 
about it. These were just claims against the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does he not know that those gentlemen con- 
sidered that it was just a speculation, and for that reason they 
were disallowed? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from [linois will 
allow me—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 


-vania has the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. Notwithstand the fact that John Marshall, 
the great Chief Justice of the United States, approved these claims, 
notwithstanding the fact that some of the most brilliant j of 
this country —— them, notwithstanding the fact that after 
long and severe legal contests thecourts one after another declared 
that these were just claims of our people against the French Gov- 
ernment, and that they had been used by this Government to liqui- 


date claims which France had made inst it—notwithstan 
all this, up to 1885 Congress failed to take any action for thesettle- 
ment of these claims. 


Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 
to me for a moment, I will make a brief statement of historic 
facts for the information of the House, and especially in reply to 
the gentleman from Nebraska, who asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] awhile ago to point out a place in 
the treaty where these claims were involved. These French 
claims arose, as gentlemen will remember, prior to 1800. 
rose out of the Na ic wars, the wars of under 
the ublic, the Directory, and in the Consulate. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States on our merchants to send in 
statements of their losses. They did so, and a claim for them was 
presented by our Government to France. Our issi 
went over once on that errand, but the French Government 
would not receive them at all. went a second time, and 
finally they were received, and what is called a convention was 
entered into. As soon as the convention met the representatives 
of the French Republic ted claims against the United States 
for a breach of the treaties of 1778. 


claims were made was the treaty of alliance, so called, by which 
France to come and help us in the war of the Revolution, 
as she did, and by which we agreed in return to 

and defend the French possessions in America—the West India 


ica. The United States never lifted a finger to doit. One of the 
French ministers to this country made a great fuss about it and 
was finally sent home, because he became somewhat uncivil in his 


come uncivil when injustice is done. 
Mr. GROUT. Yes, and that is what ailed the French minister 


en. 
But to resume my statement. When our commissioners pre- 
sented the claims of ovr merchants for the destruction of our ves- 
eee eer eer on oe for 
igations. In Il of the treaty of 
t the claims of the two Governments 
convenient time. 


till a more 
Stet day of Fal Orel Sean ratify, and confirm the above 
iy > “hn 
with the alldition tnroe 


convention, ienperting thet the convention shel 
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object of the said article.” This is the vital point in the tr, aty 
relating to these claims, a that ‘the two States renoy 


a tive pretensions which are the object of said artic|..” ” 
en ratified this proposition of Napoleon, and it be... 


the treaty, and that is how these claims of our citizens were \,.,.| 
by the Government in settlement of a claim by the French (;,,,.. 
ernment of a claim against the United States, and the ());;..) 
States have not settled with the claimants; and this, briefly, ;. 
ground on which these claims rest. These claims thus coj|..;,, 
of France have never been paid to the claimants, though it i. 

that in 1819, when we bought Florida of Spain, we ded)\.;,.. 
$5,000,000 from the ,purchase for such of these clair. 4. 
arose from condemnations in Spanish courts. But these iy, :))\. 
bill are for vessels a condemned in French courts. 

Mr. HAINER of Does not the tleman know that 
a article was not in the treaty at all as finally mad: 4») 
ra 

Mr. GROUT. Thatis right; thesecond article, which pry ijod 
for an indefinite of the matter, was rejected. 4y) 
in the language of Napoleon, ‘“‘ The two Statesrenounced their po. 
spective pretensions which are the object of the said artic|..” |) 
other words, the United States gave up the claims of her y0r- 
chants, and France gave up her claim against the United Stato; 
for breach of the treaties of 1778. They quiteven. No one welj 
informed can for a moment claim but that the merchants’ ¢|:\)1)< 
were used to settle the claim of France against the United States 
for the broken treaties of 1778. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield further. Ther: 
can not be any controversy that the United States openly and fla- 
—— violated itstreaty with France. I will give the gentleman 

mm. 


ebraska my memoranda, by which he will be able i) {nd 

the Louisiana treaty and the other documents bearing up. this 

question. As I was saying when Mr. Speaker, the 
to 1885 


contention about these claims went on w 
Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I suggest 
present. We ought to have a quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro aes Mr. Divenry). The gentleman 
from Oi age se AHON] has the floor. 
Mr. ON. . Speaker—— -- 


Mr. KEM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER gentleman fro 


there is no quorum 


The tempore. The m Pennsy)l- 
ventie ons sont: tn tabem Seems tee iee by anything but a point of 
order inst words uttered by him and a refusal of tle 
House to allow him to proceed. 

a ara snes Cees ay. . 

EAKER pro — gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor, and proceed. 

Mr. MAHON. As I said before, the best 


\ iN. jurists, the ablest 
statesmen of this country and of France, ail or nearly all, were 
in full accord as to the justice of these and inthe House of 

tled to compensation from our Government, but like al! other 

i citizens, these were deferred from day to ‘ay 
year to year, and up to 1885 were still unadjudicated. 
j ims was admitted by the Con- 
referred the claimants to the 
i go there and establish their 
other words, to show that ee oe — — 
ost a vesse 


the property. Congress, I , under the act of 188), 

sent these claimants to the Court of Claiue and thereby put out 
to investigate them. 

Mr. Speaker, the Court of Claims did investigat«: an‘ 
the Fiftieth Congress (if I am not mistaken as to the date ).1 00g 
izi _ sighiocnmman-af See iems, aie 91,200; 
000 upon account of them. that a nere hat 
been any controversy as to obligation the Government to 
i prior to that time there had been any 10" 
‘or such a quibble as that with which the gentleman from !!))101s 
es) has undertaken to puzzle this House—all such «on 


e 


a 


versies ay 3 at that time when Coneress, 
by the of over a dollarson account of these «).1-, 
in a way that can not be the legality and jus- 
tice of these claims. If Congress at time paid $1 300,00) on 
account of these claims, upon what cam we refuse now t? 
pay this amount of $1,027,000 which have since been 
adjudicated by the of Mr. Speaker, that is all | 
have to say on the spoliation claims. 
Now I want to refer to the claims under the Bowman 


Hlinois has read 
the debate which took place when that act'was passed; but | wit 
to refer to that debate and Sein gg once ll say com: 
= oo the act. The rooms of the 

and claims into the 


not im its business 
Hence it 


4 











1896. 





what was known as the Bowman Act, referring to the Court 

of Claims these various lime what purpose? For the purpose 
ertaining certain gs. 

ig first question to be considered by the court under that act 
was the question, Was the claimant loyal? That was a jurisdic- 
tional fact which thecourt must find. If found against the claim- 
ant, that was the end of the case. If the claimant was found to 
be » loyal man, the question was, Did he furnish stores or sup- 
plies to the Army of the United States? And the next question 
wae, What were those stores and supplies worth at the time they 
were furnished? Those were the three things which Congress 
could not investigate, and which it wanted the court to 
investigate. case now rs. the court, after long and 
careful exami has found that the claimant is loyal, that he 
furnished stores and supplies which were used by the Army of the 
United States, and that those stores and supplies were worth a 
certain amount of money. This finding, I say, isconclusive upon 
Congress a8 to . The Supreme Court of the 
United States may render judgment for a million dollars ——— 
this Government in favor of you or myself; yet it can not be en- 
forced unless the oe of the United States sees fit to appro- 
priate money to pay judgment. The money or property of 
the United States can not be taken by attachment or execution. 
This Congress is the last resort. If there has been a judgment, 
whether a mere finding of fact or a final judgment, the parties 


ust come here to their money. 

a ew, sir, in the aoa Case, 93 United States, May, 1865, the 
Supreme Court of the United States was asked to review afinding 
of fact by the Court of Claims; and the Supreme Court held that 
“the Court of Claims has furnished the facts we are to consider; 
and we can not look beyond them. For the purposes of this case 
they import absolute verity.” The finding of theCourt of Claims, 
according to this decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, is —— both parties. If a claimant demands 
$600,000 and the of Claims allows him but $50,000, that is 
conclusive upon him and upon the Government. 

What is the Gevernment of the United States except the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial departments? I say that when the 
courts that have been created to ascertain the facts with regard 
to these claims have made their finding, it is binding upon the 
Congress of the United States; and we can do but two things: 
Either pay the amount found due or repudiate debts owing to 
private citizens of the United States. 

Now, must go into the merits of these cases? I was 
asked by the from Illinois whether I had examined 
these claims. Sir, I got a copy of this amendment from the Jour- 
nal Clerk yesterday afternoon in less than three minutes after 
the committee had made their report to this House. I spent 
neatly all the hours of last night in examining the amendment, 
and 1 west to say that every claim therein contained coming 
under the Bowman Act was before the Committee on War Claims 
of this House, and no claim could be favorably reported by that 
committee that had not been examined by the Court of Claims. 


I wish to say that claim in this amendment has been favor- 
ably by the War Claims Committee of this House, and the 
bills they have reported are on the Calendar. If the busi- 


ness of this House were run in accordance with the rules the om- 
nibus bills providing for these claims would have been considered 
four months because it is near the head of the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, a Calen- 
dar which the House has neglected, because it has squandered its 
time in consideration of cases brought up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. Have these bills been before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. ey an of them. There is not a bill in the 
amendment—no spolia claim and no claim under the Bow- 
man Act—that has not been carefully scrutinized by the Court of 


Claims. 
A Memper. You mean the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. MAHON. I mean the Court of Claims. We excluded 


every not been thus examined. The spoliation 
claims in this bill, amounting to $1,027,314.09, have all been before 
the Court of Claims and found honestly and justly due. The 
claims under the Bowman Act, amounting to $587,956.75, have also 


The Choutean claim, a claim for the construction of a gunboat, 
was the Court of Claims, and the court found that 
these parties were entitled to $174,445.75. It is true that the 
court, after finding these facts, held that it had no jurisdiction of 


the case; but nevertheless, in order to give the claimants a fair 
hearing, they reported it to gentlemen will refer to 
the recon will find that what I state is true. 


gentleman does not claim that the court 
had o jurisdiction to try that case judicially and render judg- 


No; simply found the facts. 
ae Saperted them back for the consideration 
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Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, the Court of Claims under 
the law acted in the same capacity that a committee of Congress 
would act. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. I want te be honest in this matter. 
This claim, which received a long and tedious examination at the 
hands of the court, was confronted by the Attorney-General of 
the United States with the plea of want of jurisdiction. Still the 
court, after having taken all this testimony, and in view of the 
fact that the plaintiffs had been subjected to this long and ex- 
pensive litigation, found as an absolute fact that the amount was 
due these people, but stated that they would have to go to the 
Congress of the United States and present their bill for that 
sum—an indebtedness which did not arise under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. LEWIS. Dol understand the gentleman to say that the 
Supreme Court held, in the opinion to which he has referred, that 
the finding of facts by the Court of Claims, under the circum- 
stances suggested, was conclusive and binding? 

Mr. MAHON. It found that the finding of the court was an 
absolute verity; and why? Because it was a competent court, 
created to do certain things, namely, to find the facts as to whether 
the claims were just and ought to be paid. 

Mr. LEWIS. Did they not hold that it was binding on the 
Supreme Court itself? 

Mr. MAHON. Thecourt held that it was binding on the Gov- 
ernment, because it bound the claimant, and therefore bound the 
Government. Now, this Government is composed of the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial branches. If it is binding upon one, 
itis binding upon all; and in all good conscience when your court 
so decides are you not bound by it? You are not bound to pay; I 
admit that. You are not bound to pay, even if the court held 
that you owed the debt to these people; and the gentleman will 
not deny that they do owe the debt. The only thing, however, if 
you refuse to pay, is to absolutely repudiate your obligations to 
the honest creditor of the Government. That is the only course 
left open to you. Are you willing to assume that course? The 
plea that the Treasury is empty has been used against these unfor- 
tunate people in the years gone by to prevent payment. ‘“ Let us 
not pay them, because the Treasury is not able to pay them at 
this time,” has been the cry for all these years. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that plea has no force. We can remedy it 
very easily. We can make, for instance, our river and harbor 
bill $50,000,000 instead of seventy-four million. We can do with 
one war vessel less. I claim that you had better pay the honest 
debts of the Government than to make expenditures that are not 
absolutely necessary at the present time. Pay the honest debts 
and curtail the expenditures of the Government. Why, I could, 
at this very session of Congress, if I had the power, take enough 
money, without hurting the public service, out of the general ap- 
propriation bills to pay every war claim and every spoliation 
claim and every Indian depredation claim in twenty-four hours, 
and adjourn Congress without making the appropriation bills 
larger by a single penny. 

Yes, we appropriated for war ships, and I voted for it. 
for the river and harbor bill, too. Iam not excusing myself; I 
am not accusing any other man. I am willing to go to the peo- 
ple of this country—the great mass of the people—with the record 
that has been made in that respect. Iam willing to make the 
Navy of the United States such as will command the respect not 
only of the greatest government on this earth but of the combined 
forces of all the world. This Government is great enough and 
rich enough to do that, so I do not excuse my vote on war ships 
or on the river and harbor bill. 

They talk of poverty! Why, do you not know that this coun- 
try is richer to-day than ever before in the history of the country? 

A Memper. And richer than any other country on earth. 

Mr. MAHON. Richer than any other country. We went into 
the war of 1860 and spent four years in a bloody contest, and the 
Government lost the business of the eleven Confederate States; we 
paid the expenses of the largest army of the world, and by so 
doing we accumulated an enormous war debt, and yet the busi- 
ness of this country went on, the prosperity of the country con- 
tinued; and from 1565 up to 1892 this Government paid two-thirds 
of that enormous debt, as well as meeting all of the current ex- 
penses of the Government, and yet people talk of being poor. If 
the Treasury of the United States is in trouble to-day, it is not 
because the Government is not rich and mighty and powerful, but 
because of the blundering of statesmen of past Congresses and of the 
gentleman who sits at the other end of the Avenue. [Applause.] 

Now, tlemen, you claim that we have reserved the right to 
review the findings of the court. If that be true, the passage of 
the Bowman Act was the sheerest nonsense. What possible ob- 
ject could you have in sending a claim to a court of this kind that 
would have no more power than one of the committees of the 
House? It is not worth the expense of keeping it up. Why were 
the courts established? Simply because it was absolutely impos- 
sible for Congress to go into the full investigation of these matters 
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as they ought to be investigated, and therefore you transferred 
that duty to a court. 

If the contention of the gentleman from Illinois is right, that 
the House should go into an investigation of all these claims, and 
he holds up as a bugaboo that there are 700 claims in this amend- 
ment of the Senate—yes, there are 700 claims; and it is a living, 
crying shame to-day that the Government of the United States 
has not paid them before. Each one has been adjudicated hon- 
—7 and fairly; but if you are to examine them in detail, then 
abolish your court. If Congress is to deal with the subject solely 
and alone, let us get rid of the expense of maintaining the court. 
What possible value is it? And the time has come in the history 
of this Government when Congress should either pay the findings 
of the Court of Claims or abolish the court altogether, repeal the 
Bowman Act, and the Tucker Act, and the act sending the spolia- 
tion claims to that court for adjudication. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, here are thousands of dollars in these claims 
that have beeninvestigated. I know of many men in this country 
who believed that the law would be observed when the claims 
were investigated and adjudicated by this court. I know of one 
man with a claim of $1,100. Having faith in the Government 
and the representatives of the people, he spent $800, moxtenas 
his little home, in order to get a verdict from court, which foun 
eleven hundred dollars in his favor, and he has been knocking at 
the doors of Congress for three or four years trying to get the little 
pittance due him. 

Now, in his old age, 85 a with the poorhouse staring him 
in the face, the Congress of the United States, in which he trusted, 
refuses to make the appropriation to pay his claim and keep him 
out of the almshouse. You serve on the War Claims Committee, 
and see the unfortunate men and women who are going down into 
the decline of life, with white hair upon their heads, appealin 
and knocking at the door of this committee for the just recogni- 
tion of their claims, and 1 tell you, if you were approached by 
these le who come to this Capitol endeavoring to get a 
their just dues, it would touch you and cause you to vote for t 
bill, ow, the statement was made here, when we had a war 
claim up a few weeks ago, that there were $400,000,000 of war 
claims pending before the Court of Claims. That statement was 
made in amessage by President Harrison, I believe. It was made 
under a misunderstanding of the facts. The Attorney-General 
of the United States at once proceeded to investigate and ascer- 
tain what the fact was. In his report of 1894 he says: 

Since my last report there has been completed a detailed examination of 
all the cases pending under the Bowman Act, something over 7,000 in number, 
in order to disti from others those w are to be as war c 
defined as those rowing directly or indirectly out of the late war for the 
suppression of the rebellion.” I am now able to report. asa result of such 
de examination, that up to the present time 9,162 claims of this descri 
tion have been referred b ip ond to the Court of s, the aggre 


bout $36,000, about 2,177 cases have been d . 
ting on the face of the claims the sum of $16,184,000—the amount found 


aggrega 
due by the court thereon oy | etry pore 
There remain pending in court claims of this character, which 

grogate upon their face about $21,500,000. regoing, sui’ 

are pending within either the general jurisdiction or jurisdiction conferred 

by special acts of based upon claims either directly or indirectl. 
ng te whereof, as stated the pe 
is about the sum of $2,600, , thus the 

claims pending in both jurisdictions about $24,100, instead of the $400,000,- 

000 stated to be pending in reports of my predecessor, presented in 1890 and 

1892, and in the message of President Harrison to the second sessi 

Fifty-second Congress. 


Mr. Speaker, that great bugaboo, that great bogie man, that has 
been running around through this House to frighten members, 
that statement about $400,000,000 of war claims under the Bow- 
man and Tucker and 4th of July acts, is cut down to $24,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, how many of these claims will the Court of Claims 
allow? I want to say to this House that the pick and choice of 
all these claims have been upon long ago. After careful 
investigation, by the help of the officers of the Court of Claims, I 
find that during the last thirty-two years, of all the claims pre- 
sented to the Court of Claims since the court had jurisdiction 
over them, only 8} per cent were paid, and the balance rejected. 
I will tell you the reason why. It was because the claimants 
failed to prove their loyalty, which was a jurisdictional fact, and 
they were kicked out of court, and that was the end of it. Now, 
during the t thirty-two years, if only that small percentage 
has been paid, it is safe for this House to presume that there 
will not be over 5 per cent of the claims allowed which are still 
et; WILLIS. What amount is carried in these claims that 
have been placed upon the bill by the Senate? 

Mr.MAHON,. About $1,800, I went to the trouble to ascer- 
tain all the claims that have been paid since 1865, and I ask the 
attention of the House to this matter, because this statement has 
been made to frighten ple,and perhaps persuade them not to 
vote for these bills. I have examined with great care and with 
the help of a gentleman who is an expert, and these figures which 
I now read are correct to a penny. Claims for quartermaster 
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stores furnished the Army of the United States by loyal citizens 
residing in the loyal States to the amount of $6,010,425.43 hay. 
been approved by the Quartermaster-General and paid to citizens 
of the several States by Congress under the terms of the act of 
July 4, 1864. 

Claims for commissary supplies furnished the Army of tho 
United States by — citizens residing in the loyal States +, the 
amount of $429,552.87 have been approved by the Commissary. 
General and paid to citizens of the several States unde 
visions of the act of July 4, 1864. 

Claims for the use and occupation of church and schoo! build. 
ings by the Army during the late war to the number of 2:31 Werg 
filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General of the Army under 
the terms of the act of July 4, 1864. Ninety-seven of these. 
gating eee. —_— —_ —_ or ao for payment 
in whole or in , an » aggrega’ 7,797.38, have 
been disallowed or not paid. ‘3 nave 

Claims for stores and supplies furnished the Army and the 
Navy of the United States by loyal citizens residing in States 
declared in rebellion to the amount of $4,636,920.69 have been 
approved by the Southern Claims Commission and paid by (op- 
gress to citizens of the several States under the terms of the act 
—— March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof. 

laims — ag under = — oe a = Act have been 
recommen or payment by , an mgress has paid 

—— of oe oe ) aay shee oe 
ngress appropria e wing amounts to pay clai 

allowed under the provisions of the Bowman Act, to wit oo 


r the pro- 


ese, aggre. 


Claims arising under the terms of the Tucker Act have been 
ores by the court and paid Congress to the amount of 

535. The total amount paid under these acts is $11,934 ,721.69, 

The total amount paid since the war closed under all acts for 
claims growing out of the war amounts to a little over $11 (00,00, 
or less than you spend in one year on your rivers and harbors, 
less than you spend in building and poe ye gd two men of war. 

Mr. Speaker, these are the facts, ese gentlemen will 
come in here and undertake to convince this that these 
claims will swamp the Government of the United States if we 
open the door to pay these le what we owe them. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to state, as I did before, that I 
have no personal interest in this business. I have endeavored all 
my life to pay every man whom I have owed, and I propose, asa 
member of this Congress, as long as I remain a member, to vote 
to pay every citizen of this country every dollar that I believe is 
honestly and justly due, and that has been found to be due by the 
courts created body, and I am willing to defer other appro- 

riations until these unfortunate people are paid. I hope this 

ouse will adopt this amendment and oe ple. It is the 
only way that they can get before this y, as I said before, and 
in order that a vote can be had, the Senate put this amendment 
on this appropriation bill. 

I want to say to gentlemen of this House who are interested in 
these people, who come from all your States, you will find them 
in every condition of life. If you vote against this amendment, 
do not come to this afterwards and complain that the 
leaders of the House have not given you a fair opportunity, a fair 
hearing, and a fair chance to have a vote on this matter. No ob- 
struction is placed in your way. Hereisa question that has been 
cas a shadow over for years past. You are now con- 
fronting it face to face. you want to pay your people the just 
debts that this t owes to them, if you want to sustain 
the hands of this Government, and to do what is right between 
man and man and enforce justice and equity, vote for this amend- 
ment. It is the only chance + rg will have. If you depend upon 
the House to act on this matter, the House, under the rules, will 
not allow you to it before the House. I am not as sensitive 
as some of my friends may be. As chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims I 5 dye to take this chance to have 
these claims : + committee will-never get a bill passed 
through this House unless we do it as we are doing. If we lesire 
oe ae to these ae we can — ond cana , ae 

y, Mr. Speaker, if t oe on, country will beco 
the greatest robber on the face thee earth, taking the property of 
herown le and it for her own and then refusing 
payment. iptied 
corncrib to feed his own stock and to pay for it? An 
honest man will pay his debts, even if it takes the coat off lis 
back, and an honest government, through its representatives, W! 
pay the people it owes, even if it hurts, and even if it has to bor 
row money or issue bonds to pay them. [Loud applause. | 


t would you say of a neighbor who emptied your 








YERS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 
Mr. 84 pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
ized in his own right for an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.8 er, I desire to say that I will yield of 

time ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. RICH- 
adit ten minutes to gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
YENOR] and five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CaNNon]. The rest of the time I will use myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman begins, I hope to be 
able—-and that is the reason I wanted five minutes, if the gentle- 
man has it to spare—at the end of the time the gentleman yields, 
to move the previous question and get a vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman’s time is yielded last. It is the 
understanding, then, that the other gentlemen shall speak first. 
If I can have order in the House I would be glad. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to occupy a very large portion of 
the time of the House, and will go directly to the proposition under 
consideration. It is , itis ees strange, that four classes 
of claims shall be grow ther in one amendment. In the 
pending tion we find these four classes, all different from 
one another, sandwiched together, and attached to the bill asa 
single item. Upon the authority of a distinguished Senator, one 
of long e ience in the matter of appropriations, I assert that 
this is the time in the history of general deficiency bills that 
we have fin under the Bowman Act i upon that bill. 

Now, why is it, Mr. Speaker, that these different kinds of claims 
are oseaae together in a leamendment? If they are as meri- 
torious as they are said to be by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Manon] and by other members upon this floor, whence the 
necessity of them, aggregating more than $1,700,- 
000, in one tion? It was because, Mr. Speaker, theseclaims 


could not stand upon their individual merit. Each must have 


support froin the in order to pass the House. 

‘or the information of members I will read them: 
French spoliation claims Dcbbidsdududdenncacas $1, 027, 314. 09 
Bowman Act war claims......................... 548, 922. 54 
Charles P. Chouteau claim .--_.................--.. 174, 445. 75 
Claims of E.N. Fish and others.................-.- 11, 214, 28 
Total...... ec cancmosccoscesecce 1, 761, 846. 66 


I believe the last-mentioned claims have grown out of Indian 
, and that the Chouteau claim is a relic of the late war, 
but not what is technically known as a war claim. 
Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 
Mr.MAHON. The reason why they have been put as an amend- 
upon this deficiency bill was because during the past year 
known that House would not give them any con- 
under the rules. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman assumes to speak 
tive of the Senate in consolidating these different classes of claims. 
Ican only look for its motives to the records of that body, and 
examination I find no expression that would justify the ex- 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. But why put all 
oe one et, so —— — one ae 
purpose, Mr. Speaker, of getting the votes of the 
each class in support of the other three classes, and in 
wa i measure through this House. What do we 
about claim of $174,445.75 due Charles P. Chouteau? 


a w floor explain it? 


know this, that it has been rejected by sev- 
Congresses. 


. SAYERS. About all we know of this claim is that it has 
heretofore ; and so have the other claims been rejected 


ttt 


HE 
z 
a 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
the French spoliation claims. These claims 
oo and again in this House. The first ac- 
th them was during the Fiftieth Congress 
of Missouri had charge of the deficiency bill, 
-first Congress, when the di i gen- 

. HENDERSON, was in charge. e have been 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout] that because 
Government of the United States yielded up 
its citizens to the French Government, there- 
ourGovernment became liable for the payment of these claims. 
ground, and the sole ground, on which the gentle- 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MaHon| and the gentleman from 


- } based their arguments for the payment of 
of 


2 
i 


a 
rf 
Hi 


i 
4 
i 


i 
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eR 
z 
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spate 
i 
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to the proceedings of the Fiftieth Con- 
Maryland, then an able Representative, 
member of the judicial bench of this 
payment of these claims. When the 


i 
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roposition was under discussion in the Fiftieth Congress, Mr. 
McComas said in reference to them: 


_The question, in my oon is whether war existed between the years 
17% and 1801 between the United States aad France. If there was war, l 
think that is an end of these claims. 


The issue upon which the validity of these claims must rest was 
plain. Did war exist between France and the United States be- 
tween the years 1794 and 1801 was the question and the only ques- 
tion. Now, how are we to ascertain whether there was war or 
not one hundred years ago or thereabouts? To what better au- 
thority than to the official records of our country and to the opin- 
ions of our Supreme Court can we appeal? I have before mea 
copy of a letter by the Attorney-General of the United States, dated 
August 21, 1798, in the very midst of the troubles of that time; 
written not fifty or a hundred years later, but at the very time, 
and addressed to the then Secretary of State. In this letter, dated, 
as I have said, on the 2ist of August, 1798, he says: 


Sir: Having taken into consideration the acts of the French Republic rel- 
ative to the United States and the laws of Congress passed at the last session, 
itis my opinion that there exists not only an active maritime war between 
France and the United States, but a maritime war authorized by both na- 
tions. Consequently France is our enemy; and to aid, assist, and abet that 
nation in her maritime warfare will be treason in a citizen or any other per- 
son within the United States not commissioned under France; but in a French 
= commissioned by France, acting openly, according to his commission, 
such assistance will be hostility. The former may be tried and punished 
according to our laws; the latter must be treated according to the laws of 
war. I have thought it my duty to make this communication in consequence 
of the information you received from Rhode Island of the intentions of a 
Frenchman, whose name I do not now call to mind, who is said to be some- 
where in this country_on the business of buying ships and military supplies 
for the West Indies. He should beapprehended and tried as a traitor, unless 
he has a commission and acts according to it, in which case he should be 
treated as an enemy and confined as a prisoner of war. 

I have the honor to be, etc., CHARLES LEE. 


To the SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Mr. Speaker, this letter furnishes the reason why France would 
not acknowledge the justice of these claims against that Govern- 


ment. It was use, and only because, they originated in actual 
warfare. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Do any of our standard his- 
torians give any account of such a war as that which the gentle- 
man is talking about? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ah, Mr. Speaker, is not the official opinion of 
the Attorney-General of the United States, written at the very 
time when all these things were transpiring, history? Is it not 
better than ordinary history? The historian oftentimes writes 
"Sacer and years after the events and occurrences which he narrates 
lave transpired, but here we find the Attorney-General of the 
United States, at the very time, in an official communication to 
the Secretary of State, declaring that war did exist between the 
two Governments. Butisthatall? If gentlemen will turn to the 
opinion of the Supreme Court—perhaps they will say that is not 
history—in the case of Bas vs. Tingy, delivered at the August 
term in 1800, they will find that court stating emphatically that 
we were then in acondition of war with France—during the very 
time stated in the communication of the Attorney-General to the 
Secretary of State, which I have already read. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Had Congress declared war? 

Mr. SAYERS. There may be war without a declaration by 
Congress. 

Mr. ADAMS. Had Congress declared war? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all; but may there not be war without 
a declaration by Congress? 

Mr. ADAMS. Nothing in the treaty of 1800 showed a state of 
war existing. On the contrary, both nations denied it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I take it the gentleman is a lawyer, is he 
not? 

Mr. ADAMS. 


one. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not the gentleman then abide the decision 
of the Supreme Court, the highest judicial tribunal of the land, 
upon the question whether there was then actual war or not? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will hand the book to the gentleman and he 
can read it. 

Mr. ADAMS, I will answer the gentleman’s question. The 
decisions of the Supreme Court, so far as they relate to this coun- 
try, are of course paramount, but when you come to treaties 
between sovereign nations, the decisions of the Supreme Court 
are not binding upon questions of international law. Therefore, 
when two nations make a treaty-——— 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is wandering into a dissertation 
upon international jurisprudence, 


I am, sir; but I am sorry to say not a.very good 








.. Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will permit me to answer his 
uestion—— 

. The SPEAKER ee tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas 

[Mr. icy lm further. 

Mr. SAYERS. I decline to yield further. : 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman, after asking a question, will 
not permit me to answer, all right. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman must be contented with the 
time he has already had. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman finds he is wrong, and backs out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I venture the assertion that no 
treaty a. can be shown by which the United States re- 
1 to France the claims of its citizens. But independently of 
any treaty stipulation between the two Governments as to the 
payment of these claims, the main proposition is—and it is a con- 
trolling one—that the French Government was not responsible 
for the payment of these claims growing out of a state of war. 
If the proposition with reference to damages incurred and prop- 
erty destroyed in time of war be not admitted, then all the prop- 
erty destroyed in the South during the late war must be paid for. 
If the French Republic was responsible to the owners of these 
vessels for the destruction of their property while these hostilities 
existed, then the Government of the United States is responsible 
to every Southern man that lost Pay at the hands of the 
Union soldiery during the late war. one proposition be good, 
the other necessarily follows. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If these claims were not valid 
against the French Government, why did the French Government 
pay valid claims for the relinquishment of these? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not understand that the French Govern- 
ment did pay any valid claims in order that it might be released 
from the payment of other claims. French Government and 
the Government of the United States were in a state of war. 
There were misunderstandings on both sides. The Government 
of France was involved in war not only with England but with 
Europe, and was anxious to make peace. The Government of the 
United States, soocgeioras, ne fact that France had been our ally 

w 


during the Revolution, when we were weak and in our infancy, 
— ; so desirous for peace; and in that way peace was brought 
about. 


Now, let me have the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania 
fora moment. I have inmy handa volume of the Supreme Court 


Reports, 4 Dallas. Here is what the court says in regard to the in 


existence of war at that time: 


Now, if this be the true definition of war, let us see what was the situation 
of the United States in relation to France. 


Mr. ADAMS. Read the definition. 
Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 


In March, 1799, Congress had raised an army, all intercourse with 
France, dissolved our treaty, built and of war and commis- 
sioned private armed enjoining the former a the latter 
to defend themselves e armed of to a them on 
the high seas, to subdue and take them as and to reca ves- 

found Herve, then, let me ask, what were the techni- 
an American and French armed vessel, com on the 
high seas, with a view the one to subdue the other and to make of his 


oree; nor were 
nal and authorized by timate 
they were not our enemies, I know not what constitutes an enemy. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, we have the reason why these claims have 
not been paid. The Congress of the United settled all the 
Revolutionary claims many years . The Congress of the 
Sastas,. Congyen aaah ovety year Gs talidine- pen ee saiataret 

. Congress met every year upon of 
the people, and while the participants in the Revolution were 
still alive and while the men who were present and took 
ee ee eee as Representa- 
tives in the of Congress these clai 
These Senators and RE were entirely familar with 
and patriotic. "Why, Mr. Speaker, aid' they 

otic. y, Mr. ‘ 
liquidation of these claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not Congress—and I speak now collect- 


ively, of course—are we not great men and wise men and patri- 
otic men—— 


Mr. SAYERS. I will answer ane i 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me first, and you can an- 
swer altogether-—— 
Mr. SAYERS (continuing). I will most cheerfully admit the 
tleman from Ohio to be a great, and a wise, and a 


, ‘ good man. 
wis fe use in consuming my time, therefore, in asking the 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I am referring to Congress now collect. 
ively. If Congress be an on of wise men and Sarton, 
men, why do we not pay the honest debts that the Governme; 


owes? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I refer to all honest claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ah! that is the trouble. When we begin ¢),. 
discussion of a particular class of claims, or one particular ¢|,j)) 
gentlemen will introduce into the discussion the nonpayme1: ,/ 
other claims not connected with the matter under consider, tj.) 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, to be rather late in the day for y; 
to undertake to pay one million dollars and over of these clai)),._ 
claims which our forefathers and their children refused t) ).\. 
We should not be considered dishonest because we refuse to). 
them—claims that are more than a hundred years old, claims {})) 
payment of which have been refused and again by Concress 
and once vetoed by a President of the United States and no eff); 
made to pass the bill over his veto. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is in the power of the majority to do «. 
I would say, however, to our Republican friends that they shoy\j 
not be overhasty in this matter. The claims have been discerns: 
again and again and have been oftentimes rejected. Wi)! tho 
es pay them now, presented as they are now presented, {yr 
different classes of claims grouped er in a single amend- 
ment, to be considered all together and as a single item? 

way sir, I heard a gentleman in the House say that if the 
Frenc spoliation claims were te and he would vote 
for them, but he would not vote for the other claimsthat are con 
nected with them. I heard another gentleman, who is friendly to 
the Southern war claims, say that if he could get a direct yote 
upon them, te and distinct from the others, he would not 
vote for the French spoliation claims. And yet, in order to cet 
all of these claims through, in order to draw sw from all sides, 
these four classes are combined in a single amendinent, 
and the friends of each class are asked to support them all. The 
friends of the respective classes are uniting, and arm in arm 
they are marching to the to pay claims which some of 
them believe ought not to be paid, and which, if presented s:ya- 
rately, would be rej by this House with scarcely a discussion. 


The idea, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the United 
States is an insurer of the p: y of its citizens in time of war 
is an absurdity. What were these people doing on the high seas 


Mr. W of Massachusetts. What business had they on 


the Le at any time? They ought to stay at home. 
Mr. SAY Possibly so, and I hope the gentleman will vote 


“eit, MAHON. ‘Will the gentleman yield to me f 
. . me for a question? 
Mr. SAYERS. In a moment. 
These people were on the high seas with vessels laden wit! t!«ir 
own commodities, in order to run the blockade which Pnelani 
thrown around the whole of Europe. They were trying to 
their goods into the European markets and to sell them «¢ the 


figh then ee See ee with artil- 
, in case they met the . to be the 
ees Se eedenaateet vessels. But 


ships they came to their own Grovern- 


ment and presented claims for compensation for the losses w)ich 
they thus sustained. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who wis)s 
to 5 oy 

Mr. ON. Was war declared between the United States 
and when these ships were taken and pene 

Mr.SAYERS. It was not necessary that it should have been 

The Court have decided thai it was 


warfare that war should 
if on Sg age who is a law- 
of the court in the case which I have 


, will turn to 

Jost cited. he will that I am sustained by high authority. 

Mi. SAYERS. ‘The case of Bae aguinst Tingy 

. . 

Mr. MAHON. What date? 

Mr. SAYERS. 1800, or about that time. it. 

Mr.MAHON. Have you read Chief Justice Marshall's opinion: 

Mr. SAYERS. a before he was a member of 
— N. I a“ want the gentleman to state the fact 
that the have that there was no such state of war 

Mr. SAYERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, they have held 


@ 
E 


. 
. WELLINGTON. Will the gentleman permit me ‘» ask 
a 


Mr. WELLINGTON. I would like to ask the gentleman why, 


Hs 
i 











war, as he contends, existed—why John Adams, 


ition of 
ifthe condorecidemt from 1797 to 1801, says something like this: 


mysteries of that period never was and never will be in 

To explain all the myequire volumes to give a simple history of it. * * * 
and neutrality of the country, and 
loss of my power and fame on both 


Oh, Mr. Speaker, I understand—— 
~ WELLINGTON. That is what the President of the United 
States contended and claimed at that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we have the letter of the Attorney-General 
of the United States in 1798, and the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in 1800—— . 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Thomas Jefferson in 1801 used this 


language: 


While we return thanks * * * we are bound with peculiar 
gratitude to be to Him that our peace has been preserved through 
so perilous @ season. 


e President of the United States ought to have known some- 

i about the condition of the country, ought he not? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to my friend that in what was said by 
the Presidentof the United States view was had to the course which 
he took in order to prevent a formal declaration of war upon the 
part of the Government of the United States against France; and 
the gentleman will not, I apprehend, find in any of the writings, 
either of Jefferson or of A: ,any assertion that a state of war 
was not then existing. The character of war to which these gen- 
tlemen referred was an authorized war under an act of Congress, 
followed by direct and open hostilities. 

Mr. WELLINGTON - Will the gentleman permit another in- 
terruption? 3 : 

Mr. SAYERS, Certainly, and I will endeavor to answer the 


tleman. 
= WELLINGTON. Would it be possible, if there were war 
of any kind exis between France and America, that when 
Washington died in 1799 the French people throughout the whole 
land would have put up crape and expressed their condolence 
with this nation? 
Mr. SAYERS. I should think so. 


Mr. IN. It is scarcely supposable that a nation 
at war with another would do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can see very well why they should. The 
French euaee were living under a =e and the United 
States was arepublic. The le of France knew that they 
had the of the people of the United States in their 
effort to reform Government and to establish a republic. 
ee those days sympathized with each other, wherever 

A Memper. And they do now. 

Mr. be = sqm yield for a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. inly. 

Mr. Ferien aa Oe pep on Se pert of Con- 
gress or on urt or on part of an 
other authority that we Seeualiy owe this money? . 

Mr. SA None that I know of. 

Mr. eens Has there ever been? 

Mr. SAYERS. None that I can now recall. 

Mr. DOVENER. I will show you one. 

a SAYERS. I hardly think 


80. 
show you such a declaration of the 


_ 


Court of the United States. 
. MAHON. Iknow want to be correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. 7, If there has been any such adjudi- 

lam not advised of it. I speak subject to correction. 
Mr. . You have just stated that these American mer- 
chantmen had no business to run the blockade. 
on wee That is what my friend from Massachusetts 
Mr. I want to read—— 
Mr. SAYERS, Oh, do not do that now You had an hour. 
Mr. MAHON. I want tocorrect you. I quote from Wharton’s 
International Law the letter, written by Thomas Jef- 
ferson to the merchants of the United States: 


Hi 
i 
& 

: F 
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Hi 
‘a 
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well-authenticated o- 
su adopted for their relief. x 
SAYERS. I to any further in tion. 
The SPEAKER pro "The oaiieanaes hedined to yield 
Mr. MAHON. If you object to a letter from Thomas Jefferson, 
we can go ahead. 


. SA 


a ie 


- Tam talking about Thomas Jefferson. 
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sires to reserve twenty-five minutes. 
five minutes remaining. 


GROSVENOR] prefer to proceed now? 
do so. 


ten minutes. 





gentleman should regard a decision of the 


o815 


The gentleman from Texas de- 
He has now only twenty- 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. SAYERS. That being the case, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 


gentleman from Tennessee { Mr. RicHarpson]. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Would the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 


If so, I will allow him to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that the gen- 


tleman from Texas has twenty-five minutes remaining, and he has 
yielded ten minutes to the gentleman from Tenne:s 


ec [ Mr. RIicH- 
ARDSON ]. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis very kind in the gentleman, but—— 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Ohio asked me for time, 


and I yield to him. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman. 
It was very generous in him to yield the time. I want, if I can, 
to get about ten minutes more time, in my own right or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHarpson] is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, under what principle is the 
time limited? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SaYERS], a member of the conference committee, took the fk 
in his own right, and that, of course, gave him an hour. He has 
used all but twenty-five minutes, and he yields ten minutes of his 
remaining time to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I will wait and try to get more than 


ten minutes. 


Mr.SAYERS. I would give the gentleman more timeif I had it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. I understand. I will wait until the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has concluded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] will not take his time now I should like ten minutes more 


coupled with my time, to make it about twenty minutes. 
M 


tr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. "I will ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended ten minutes more, in addition to the 
ten minutes yielded by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the gentleman from Tennessee can 
proceed and use his ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is yielded only 


Mr. RICHARDSON. When I asked for time to speak upon this 


amendment I hoped I would have more than ten minutes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the Chair recognize me in my own 


— 

1¢e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will simply say that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] had the floor and had 
twenty-five minutes remaining, and indicated an intention to 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. RicHarp- 
SON], ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Grosvenor], 
and five minutes tothe gentleman from Illinois. That would 
make his twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio 
that I hope to have a vote not far from 4 o'clock upon this bill. 
There is another conference report, on the sundry civil bill, that I 
want to dispose of yet to-night; there is an election case pending; 
and if the gentleman desires twenty minutes I will ask unanimous 
consent now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will not get that. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will recognize me in the time 
offered to me by the gentleman from Texas, I will ask for time for 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MAHON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well: the arrangement is all made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. When I 
asked for time I hoped I would have more than ten minutes in 
which to discuss this measure. In ten minutes it is impossible to 
do so. I wanted, if I had time, to recur to the two main proposi- 
tions—the war claims and the spoliation claims—and to have en- 
deavored, if I had the time, to reply to the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and that of the gentleman from Texas, in 
opposing the pending amendment. I will not have time to do so 
to my own satisfaction. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say first, in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, who opposes the French spoliation claims, that it occurs 
to me that the objection does not come with good grace from him. 
I sought to interrupt the gentleman when he was on the floor 
a while ago to call his attention to the fact that in a previous Con- 
gress the gentleman himself had favored an appropriation for the 
payment of French spoliation claims. I could not get the atten- 
tion of the gentleman then, and I only want now to recur to it 
briefly. He will find in the Fiftieth Congress, the second session, 
on page 2706 of the Recorp, the following. Mr. Sayers, of Texas, 
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had yielded to Mr. CANNON five minutes. 
other things, said: 

The bane of contention is this item of one and a half millions of dollars, 
known as the spoliation claims, —— years old. 

I want to be entirely frank and say there are two sides to this question. In 
former years, when most of us were boys, these claims met, after full diseus- 
sion an pessage in the House and Senate, with Executive veto. A year or 
two ago we did refer these ninety-year-old claims to the Court of Claims, not 
to render judgment, but to investigate and reporttothe House. Asone mem- 
ber of this House I have read wit great care the decision of that court. I 
believe from the best lights I can get the Government of the United States 
three generations after these claims are due and payable ought to pay them. 


iPeeneeee 
ow, that is what the gentleman then said. As a matter stand- 
ing alone,I do not favor payment of the spoliation claims, but 
there is no other way to get our little pittance of war claims. 

Mr. CANNON, ill the gentleman just yield to me one min- 


ute? 
one rer eiesaavat - The gentleman has time after I get 
through. 

Mr. CANNON, I will yield him one minute of the time 

ielded to me by the gentleman from Texas. I want to say that 

have no recollection of the debate. Further, you may find the 
language may be modified by all that Isaid. 1 want to say, fur- 
ther, that I have made no attack upon the legality of the French 
spoliation claims; but I make the attack that it is not parliamen- 
tary, it is not sound policy, it is not parliamentarily decent to put 
these claims upon a eral appropriation bill, some of which 
claims may be right, the most of which I believe to be wrong. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gen- 
tleman that he might make his explanation. I want to say that 
was not all that he said. He went on to say that it was then 
within fourteen hours of the adjournment of Congress, but that we 
ought to vote to pay these cl We are not within fourteen 
hours of adjournment. He can have ample time to examine all 
the claims in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman say that I voted to pay 
them or voted — pa them? 

Mr. RICHAR N. You said they ought tobe paid. There 
was no yea-and-nay vote, and there was no other chance of pay- 
ing them but on the appropriation bill, and they were so paid, as 
I understand it. 

Mr, CANNON, My recollection is that there never was a time 
when I advocated the 7 agama or voted to put wholesale claims 


upon an @ Pie ill, 

Mr. RI DSON. In view of the circumstances, it is im- 
possible to procure the consideration of these claims in any other 
way, and the gentleman knows it. How much time have the 
leaders of the House given to the Committee on Claims or to the 
Committee on War ims of the Fifty-fourth Congress to con- 
sider such measures asare involved in the Senate amendment? An 
hour and a half, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. re 
says. Now, when are re going to consider them? If you 
to do justice to these cl ere is no difficulty in the way of pro- 
tracting this session a week or ten days and allow the gentleman 
and his committee to investigate them fully. 

Mr. Speaker, they are brought here in a regular way, the only 
way they can be brought here. My friend from Texas says these 

oe he are all grou 


Mr. CANNON, among 


c together, and therefore they ought not to 
be considered. They were not posses together. They were con- 
sidered tely in the Senate. h one of these four proposi- 


tions to which my friend refers had separate consideration in the 
Senate. First, the French a claims were offered as an 
amendment. Then an amendment tothat amendment was offered, 
and that amendment to the amendment was agreed to. That was 
a separate vote. Then the Chouteau claim, as it is called, was 
offered as an amendment to the amendment and agreed to, and so 
with the other amendment, all being to in order. They 
were all separately considered. Anyone who will examine for a 
es oon = ten these mew gone to were — ee 
separa an se ; an one Senate amend- 
ment. erefore there t not in the point of the gentleman 
from Illinois or the gentleman Texas. Each one of these 
four separate claims te consideration by the Senate. 
— each had separate consideration by the Court of Claims, or- 
ganized for the express purpose of eving this House and the 
other branch of Congress from the investigation of the details 
necessarily incident to the claims. 

Why was jurisdiction given the Court of Claims to try these 
cases under the Bowman Act? I have the act before me. Its 
title is, ‘An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and 
the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de- 
mands against the Government.” The whole object in referring 
these claims under the Bowman Act to the Court of Claims was 
to relieve Congress of the labor of investigating the details of 
these cases. Yet we are told, after that court, organized for the 

urpose, has made the re that we must have time to 
vestigate them ourselves, only an honest investigation is 


wanted, we have ample time to investigate them, now that they 
are before this able Committee on Appropriations. We can «it 
here a few days and allow the committee to complete the inyes;;- 
gation, if they desire to enter upon it. But, Mr. Speaker, [ say 
that the Court of Claims having found the facts in each one of 
these cases, it seems to me that we ought to me their findings 
as final and conclusive and take action accordingly. If we had a 
month or three months or years for the investigation, we would 
= undertake to go into the records in these cases as that court 
0e8. 

How is that tribunal to proceed in these cases? Take the caseg 
referred under the Bowman Act. They are referred to the court 
which in its make-up is not partial to that class of claims, which 
are mainly war claims arising in the South. That is a Repub. 
lican court. Five members compose it, each of them a Repub- 
lican, and all from Northern States. Thevefore I feel justified in 
saying that the members of that court are not partial to this class 
of war claims, and yet they have found every fact that Concress 
required them to investigate in favor of each one of these 381 war 
claims, saying that they are just and proper and ought to be paid, 
Gentlemen say we have not time to investigate them, but I repeat 
that if we had a year or five years there is not a member who 
would go through the records with such detail and thoroughness 
as this court does. 

When I interrupted the gentleman from Illinois awhile ago [ 
made the statement that an able Senator who formerly occupied 
a seat on this floor, and with whom many of us served here for 
years, had reported these claims in the Senate from the Commit- 
tee on Claims of that body. I want to read what he said in the 
Senate when these Bowman Act claims were presented asa separate 
amendment. After the French spoliation amendment had } en 
adopted, this amendment was o cov these war claims, 
and the Senator I refer to, Mr. Burrows of Michigan, in answer 
to a question, said—1 will quote his words: 


I will say, in to the which has been made, that th 0 
carried by thts natondansn Ws BML — 
Mr. Harris. Can 


the Senator answer the question asked 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] as to the number of claims? I 
not the number in mind. 
Mr. Burrows. Yes: the number of claims carried in the amendment is 25, 
I became conversant with this matter because it was referred to me as a sub- 
committee, and I have examined it with a great deal of care and made the 
report in this case. 


the Senator 
d not; I have 


That is, Senator Burrows said that he, as a subcommittee of 
the Senate Committee on Claims, had investigated this matter; 
had gone over the findings of the Court of Claims covering the 
825 ies oushenseé tn tho werdetaeasanententes to this bill; had 
© 


¢c 

xamined them aa care, and had recommended that they 
be paid. The ttee adopted his report and made the same 
recommendation to the Senate, and they were put upon this bill 


asan amendment. There was nothing unfair or unusual about it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


fired. 
“Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish I had more time. 


Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 
The tleman from Ohio is rec- 
gentleman from Texas 


. SAYERS]. 
: Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. 8 , L desire to devote twenty 
minutes to the discussion on matter—ten minutes yielded by 


the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] and ten minutes yielded 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

I think if Congress on this occasion shall refuse to pay these 
claims, and particularly the so-called French seemetion ame, 
as passe 


they will never be From time to time Congress 
tha Deum soles alien It is said that 


have passed in 
one or both Houses of Congress -two times. the brief time 
which I intend to devote to thes I can y to only one or two 
of the arguments which have be.n made The gentleman 
from Texas oo a has the oft-told tale that there 
is a doubt whether there was 


and the United States at the time of the of these claims 


a war existing between France 
accruing 
for the destruction of the commerce of the merchant marine of 


7s has been settled by the action of Congress 
ongress It was settled especially by the Fifty-frst 
- face identical half dollars of these claims, 
= 2 of ong argument made by the tleman from 
. . I would like to ask some student of American lis- 
We live in an age of civil-service 
form now, and all our public servants are bound to know some 
about the history of the United States. When was that 

war? How did it begin? Who commanded the French troops: 
? What battle was fous)’ 
name of some officer who 
The Supreme Court of the United 











1896. 


tes in @ case which has been cited used an unfortunate ex- | their memory the losses they had suffered. The First Consul's ratification of 
i which was mere obiter dictum, and from that time to this | ee July 13, mr steer vee pe cheariy un- 
Pp 2 be the side of the re udiation of ‘ tg oo a © suppression of article 2 annulled all claims for inc emnity, 
everybody who wanted to be on Pp OF | ete. 

» claims has been turning over that utterance of the court in 
hie mouth as a sweet morsel. This war, if it happened at all, was 
in the year 1799. George Washington was alive for eleven and one- 
half months of that year. George Washington did not know that 
that war had any ce. coer) He never found it out. 
Living down here in quiet retirement on the banks of the Potomac, 
he never learned that his country was at war with its former 
a ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will it an interruption, I wish to say that while I am in 
favor of claims, and while I do not pretend to be a student 
of hieteny I have always understood that that war was known as 
the q 
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That is the language of Bonaparte, dictated to his scrivener dur- 
ing the last years of his life. 

So a complete bar was created by this stipulation against the 
prosecution by merchants of the United States of any claims in 
any court anywhere for damages or losses arising out of those 
hostilities, and in return for that the United States obtained a 
complete acquittance of all the claims that France held against 
us; and from that day to this, Mr. Speaker, those claims have 
been as solemnly due from the Treasury of the United Siates as 
though they were the note of hand or the bond of the Govern- 
ment. And I would as soon, Mr. Speaker—and I make no aspersion 
upon anybody else, either a member of this body or elsewhere— 
but I would as soon vote not to pay a bond of the Government 
when itis due as to vote, in the time of a possibility to do so, against 
the payment of what I regard to be these just and honest claims 
against the Government. 

I have no time to go further into the question of the French 
spoliation claims. I will now devote afew moments of the remain- 
ing time to the Bowman Act and the claims sent to the court un- 
der that act; and if my distinguished friend from Illinois will, in 
his own time, answer one or two propositions I want to put to 
him, he will disabuse my mind of some serious and unpleasant 
considerations in the matter. 

In the first place, I hold in my hand, and will incorporate at this 

yint, the law under which the French claims—going back to them 

or @ moment—are audited, if you may call it auditing, in the 
Court of Claims. It is in the following words: 


CHAPTER 25. 

An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801. 
(January 20, 1885. 23 Stat., 283.) 

1. Claims for indemnity on France | 5. Documents and evidence from 


war with France. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The‘quasiwar”! Well, Mr. Speaker, one 
of the judges of the supreme court of Ohio told me once that when- 
ever a lawyer wanted to a party into court, a corporation, 
and did not know exactly what its name was or where it was 
located, or how to describe it, he always spoke of it as ‘‘a quasi 
corporation.” ughter. } T hold in my hand the Memoirs of 
Na Bonaparte, dictated by himself after 1799, in the seclusion 
of the island on which he died. On page 116 he says this in regard 
to the death of Washington. It will be remembered that that 
death took place on the 15th day of December, 1799, while, accord- 
ing to the gentleman from Texas, war was raging between the 
Republic of the United States and France. 


death of Washington, which happened on the 15th day of December, 
sa eave the First Consul an opportunity of making known bis sentiments 
toward the United Statesof America. He put on moursing for that great 
citizen and directed all his army to wear it likewise by the following order 
of the date of the 9th of February, 1800— 


It took a good while to get the news over there in those days. 
The order is as follows: 


“ isdead! That great man fought nst tyranny, and estab- 
the berty 


lished of his country. His memory will always be dear to the for illegal captures, etc., prior to abroad to be obtained. 
French as well as to all m in both hemispheres, and especiall July 31, 1801, referred to court of | 6. Court to re ort to ‘Congress an- 
to Pres ers, who, like him and the soldiers of America, fight for equal- cl ae. Certain classes not in- nually. Claims not presented 
. clu . within two years to be barred. 
First further ordered that for ten days all colors and stand- | 2. Court may make rules. United States not committed to 
ards of the Republic should be hung with black crape. 3. Validity of claims to be determined. payment 


ings and evidence. 
4. Attorney-General to appear and 
resist claims. 


CLAIMS FOR INDEMNITY ON FRANCE FOR ILLEGAL CAPTURES, ETC., PRIOR 
TO JULY 3, 1801, REFERRED TO THE COURT. 


Be it enacted, etc. [SECTION 1], That such citizens of the United States, or 
their legal representatives, as had valid claims to indemnity upon the French 
Government arising out of illegal captures, detentions, seizures, condemna- 
tions, and confiscations prior to the ratification of the convention between 
the United States and the French Republic concluded on the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, 1800, the ratifications of which were exchanged on the 3ist day of 
July following, may apply by petition to the Court of Claims, within two 
years from the passage of this act, as hereinafter provided. 


CERTAIN EXCEPTIONS. 


Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not extend to such claimsas 
were embraced in the convention between the United States and the French 
Republic concluded on the 30th day of April, 1803. 

or to such claims growing out of the acts of France as were allowed and 


Hung with black crape for a distinguished citizen of a nation 
that was at war with ce, says the gentleman from Texas! 

But that there may be no ee about the matter, 
I hold in my hand a copy of a letter written by Washington less 
than a year before his death, in which he uses this language: 

The inclination of France to be upon good terms with the United States is 
so strong that it must be our own aiemamagement and disinclination to 
peace if matters with that country are not accommodated upon terms hon- 
orable and advantageous to this. 

Washington died on the 14th of December, 1799. By order of the First Consul 

was in or of his memory from all the standards and flags 
of apoleon in most glowing terms of him. A funeral oration 
in his honor was pronounced by M. de Fontrews in the Hotel des Invalides 
So the 


that there was war is an absurd one. We are to 
suppose that was a war that nobody ever heard of—troops 
commanded by nobody—muster rolls never filed in the Depart- 


H 


ment at W: myth—a Flying Dutchman of the imag- id, in whole or in part, under the provisions of the treaty between the 
ination! nited States and Spain concluded on the 22d day of February, 1419 


Nor to such claims as were allowed, in whole or in part, under the provi 
sions of the treaty between the United States and France concluded on the 
4th day of July, 1831. 


Now, let us see the basis upon which these claims arose origi- 
. Let me see whether I can condense it intoabout a minute 
and a half or two minutes. 

When the treaty between the United States and France, which 
was ratified by the United States on the 18th of February, 1801, 
was process of construction, each nation presen great 


E 


COURT MAY MAKE RULES. 


Sec. 2. That the court is hereby authorized to make all needful rules and 
one, not contravening the laws of the land or the provisions of this 
act, for executing the provisions hereof. (See rules 105, 106.) 


e 


claims—volumes of nst the other. Itis unimportant VALIDITY OF CATES TO BE SGSERMINED. 

what the French claims us were. They were for viola- | | Ske. 3. Tae ine Sent See Stee anf SComeeine the validity ond 
: : s amount OF @ © claims included within e description above mentioned, 

tions of treaties, breaches of concessions, and ot! er international together with their present ownership, and, if by assignee, the date of the 

complaints, France against the United States. The | assignment, with the consideration paid therefor. 

United States these identical spoliation claims against PROCEEDINGS AND EVIDENCE. 

France and yment. An article was put into the 


Provided, That in the course of their proceedings they shall receive all 
suitable testimony on oath or affirmation, and all other proper evidence, 
historic and documentary, concerning the same; and they Shall decide upon 
the validity of said claims according to the rules of law, municipal and inter- 
national, and the treaties of the United States applicable to the same, and 
shall report all such conclusions of fact and law as in their judgment may 
affect the liability of the United States therefor. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL TO APPEAR AND RESIST CLAIMS. 


Szc. 4. That the court shall cause notice of all petitions presented under 
this act to be served on the Attorney-General of the United States, who shall 
be authorized, by himself or his assistant, to examine witnesses, to cause tes- 
timony to be taken, to have access to all testimony taken under this act, and 
to be heard by the court. He shall resist all claims presented under this act 
by all proper legal defenses. 


DOCUMENTS AND EVIDENCE FROM ABROAD TO BE OBTAINED, USED, ETC. 


Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to procure, as 
soon as possible after the passage of this act, through the American minister 
at Paris or otherwise, all such evidence and documents relating to the claims 
above mentioned as can be obtained from abroad; which, together with the 
like evidence and documents on file in the Department of State, or which 


treaty providing that the treaty both nations should hold in 
reserve their respective claims. In the second article of the treaty 
this language was used: 
And with to the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties 
arrange these matters by ulterior negotiations at a suitable time; and 
RT eietaenD tacercen the tae nations shall be fee. 
ulated in the manner following. log 
That left to the future the settlement of both classes of these 
claims. But when the time came to settle finally that treaty by 
an agreement between the two nations that article was stricken 
With to that occurrence Napoleon says: 


vine. Stppression article at once put an end to the privileges which 
rao the treaty of 778, and annulled the just claims 
was exactly Eiteihad propased to hienssif in Sing these two 
poe aT other. Pivichoct this it would have been im- 


merchants of the United States, and to banish from 
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may bo fled in the Department may Sours’ before the court by the claim- 
ants interested n, or by the United States, but the same shall not be 
the files of the court. 


removed from ,. 

And after the hearings are closed the record of the proceedings of the court 
and =e documents produced before them shall be deposited in the Depart- 
ment of State 


COURT TO REPORT TO CONGRESS ANNUALLY. 


Su. 6. That onthe first Monday of December in each year the court shall 
reper’ to Congress, for final action, the facts found by it, and its conclusions 


Gackt iakoneccanee at chal taken to be ely advisory 
ach fin and repo: e CO’ mere v 
as to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the lemet or 


CLAIMS NOT PRESENTED IN TWO YEARS BARRED. 


And all claims not finally presented to said court within the period of two 
years limited by this act shall be forever barred. 


UNITED STATES NOT COMMITTED TO PAYMENT. 

And nothing in this act shall be construed ascommitting the United States 
to the payment of any such claims. 

January 20, 1835, 

My argument, it will be seen, therefore, applies now both to 
the Bowman Aci and to these French spoliation claims. We 
have provided this tribunal; we have enacted the law for their 
consideration, and what further can we do about them? The 
claims have come here from that court, oe Saree the juris- 
diction which we conferred upon it. They have followed our 
direction in the consideration of the claims, and have exhausted 
all their resources of examination. A t many of the claims 
were rejected; many of them were cut down, but.ultimately the 
forum which we have chosen made its under that law, and 
these claimants have no power to go s 

How, then, will the tleman from Illinois examine these 
claims? Can the committees of this Congress do it? Certainly 
not. The committees of Congress have remitted the jurisdiction 
of the examination of the claims to the Court of Claims, and this 
court has made its een and findings, and have sent the 
report to us clothed with ultimate and judgment of the 

rt 


court. 

The gentleman from Dlinois asked someone this morning, dur- 
heap ee . Certainl ee eemoees 

court were a ju nt. y nota j t in the 

gense that an execution can be issued under it. But let us see 
what the Supreme Oourt say in reference to the matter—as to the 
finality of the two great facts in the Bowman cases and the single 
fact in the other. 

In the case of Carver vs. The United States (111 United States 
‘Reports, page 609) the court says: 

aa tied tae Court of 
ckessenclustve upen both partion eke z 

And says the gentleman from Illinois, we must investigate; 
coum halt butane take taoens eon amet them after a 
conclusive i has been made by the court of our own choos- 
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uteats and after on as 

sion. Now they come here in a form thet, is ot iake _ 
i te demand upon the of 

I for one shall vote to pay both classes of these claims. [Applause.} 
Mr. MAHON. I yield ten minutes to my colleague {\(; 


AN ADAMS, Mr Speaker, I rise in 
B > e q my representative capac; 
first because the people in my district have been waiting on a 
ears to receive justice at the hands of the Congress of the [)):;,; 
tates, but more as a citizen of Pennsylvania who desires to... >. 
moved a blot upon theescutcheon of our fair country, and [ })<)\,.., 
that the time has now arrived so to do, or, as the gentleman {; n 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] has said, this will remain an ineff,....,),), 
stain on the jurisprudence of our country and upon Congres...) 
action. These claims are founded in justice. y have knocked 
at the doors of Congress for years, but owing to the congest: |<; ,+, 
of the business of this body they were referred to a court w))\c) 
was authorized to look into them and to report, as the act 1.) 
“from year to year” the findings. That court has from tine i, 
time a either for or against these claims. 

Mr. Speaker, the strength of our blic is the law, and whey 
you break down the faith of the in the law, either as ap 
plied to Congress or as adjudicated in the courts of our country, 
you do,in my judgment, a dangerousthing. This representti\, 
assemblage of a referred these claims to the courts «{ })o 
United States. e sent them there in good faith, and the suir- 
ors, under our instructions, went there in equal good faith. They 
came back here seeking payment after aelinn lowe expenditures 
in the employment of counsel, gathering the witnesses, and |\\)\:- 
ing up the proofs. Our own Government assisted them by sud. 
ing commissioners abroad to furnish all the obtainable evidence 
in the way of documents n 

claims reported back to House, and by the act of 
1890 Congress ad the findings of that court in judg. 
U States and i one million 

these It is too late now 

of this court or the act of Con- 


gress. 

Do you wish the people of the country to believe that you will 
pay one set of these claims and ee not pay another? 
eld oamenaiad ee tee to the Me nie Sat we 

ie \ say people that we 

show preferences as to suitors whose claims are founded in «ual 
force and upon substantial equality under the law? 

_ Morethan that, there is a stronger side tothis question. When. 

in the treaty of 1819, eles cnt ot anon from the Kingdom of 

out of that money to cover 


] aces claims for vessels had been condemned 
in ports. That was a trust fund held by the Govern. 


Now they are here. 


We 
ent, is g 
United States and 


s 


vn ee ae says peeuaniese se anal ae ment of the United States for the benefit of these claims. It lies 
the identical question which was submitted to the court, and whose | im the Treasury to this day, and with the of a million 
decision the Supreme Court say was intended to be conclusive on ee a ee the -first paar 
But let ine fuish the citation: Gene bictioer as atrust fund for maaamenee of these claims; 
semoving Crom the balls of Segisistion the - and I appeal to this —_— now to appropriate the amount of 
tions of relieving its committees of the in: money necessary to pay claims sentover by the Senate after 
tion of such matters to be tried only by a judicial tribunal, - | careful investigation. 

the full measure of the assistance contemplated by the act. Our country has always settled claims collected on 
Mr. CANNON. From what isthe gentleman reading? behalf of its citizens. the wars we filed our 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I read from the case of Carver vs. The claims, and in the treaty of 1831 we our and paid 
UDnited 111 United States Reports. them over to the Seumpalee Ghee ane bane e Two Sic- 
Mr. CANNON. When decided? ilies responsible onourcommerce. We took tho 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, judging by the number of the report, | money, ant, an honest Government, we paid it over to the 
I would 7 A omg recently. who had been damaged. These claims stand alone her: in 
ctw ON. Does the gentleman refer to the sugar-bounty of our country. Yet we refuse to pay this money that 
Cases we have for damages from a foreign country over to tle 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; thisisthe Carver case. This is under people who were damaged. ~~ 
the Bowman Act, for the citation says: And who are the pees seem claiming this money? They 
We have no doubt that Congress, in cases under the Bowman Act, intended | are the descendants or at law of people who, when the hich 
to establish, etc. seas could not be by our Government, took all the dan- 
’ And after five years the Court of Claims has been operating on | ger to establish commerce of the then blic, and 
these claims under our direction, and in other cases which I will ee es ene ee or the dam- 
cite, limited by the terms of that law, and we turn around now | age which they suffered in heroic endeavor they have nev«r 
and say we are not satisfied with the finding of the facts, that we | been compensated since. These are just and equitable claims. 
want more facts, and we will make a further investigation. ‘The money should be in the of the United States, ani! 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but to say, in with refer- | say here now, as to the cry of that whenever any 
ence to some of the claims in the amendment, that if I were called jecbinnate sunseeriation  wgeess you have no moncy 
upon I should certainly point out one or two claims as an Agtiee wipe Piedad ayes ne ss re 
atiginel quapeceins, 5 SUNOS O00 nee neers A if an | the salaries of the judges, the pay of the clerks, for it is ™- 
= ty shall come later on I will them out. But the | diculous to support courts of and then not liquidat» ‘he 

under the Bowman Act are claims agai 


this 
Government; just as legi as the bevds of the U: States. 
ee tee ned deen tall en aadaae After fighting the 
war claims for ten years, when they came 
committee or were offered under unanimous 


them off because I wanted them to come in 


: 


J 


a question? 
and oe been wait- 
in his re 


that these claims ted rooted ne consideration. 


ite 








, they have been considered in the Senate, have 
wa ine indoreement of the committees of that body; they 
e been debated; they have been carefully considered there. 

th French ae claims have been considered by our own 
committee. committee has not been able to get the matter 
pefore the House, but the claims have been considered and re- 
rted upon, and the statement that they have received no con- 
Prjeration is not an accurate statement. So with the Bowman 
claims; they have been considered by the Committee on War 
Claims; they have been reported es not only in this Congress, 
but for a dozen k. They have passed the 
House at one time or another. There has probably been no !egis- 
lation before the Co of the United States that has received 
so many reports and been eee so carefully by the different 

wesions of the respective Congresses. 

—s man can rise in his place and say that this amendment 
is tacked improperly upon an appropriation bill is past my com- 
hension. The facts I state here are correct. Other statements 

oe heen challenged on this floor. The gentleman from Nebraska 
. Harner] us Over and over again to produce the sec- 
= of the treaty of 1800 whereon these claims were founded 
by the convention between the two countries, and it was not 
until we poked the treaty under his nose that he admitted the 
fact. There have been other statements made upon this floor in 


t way. 
= HAINER of Nebraska. I wish to say to the gentleman that 
he has not stated the facts correctly. 
Mr. ADAMS. LIhavestated the factscorrectly. The gentleman 


defied me to produce the treaty. 
Mr. mn POTEET of Nebraska. And you have not done it yet. 


Mr. ADAMS. Ihave; and if the | ee eee has not been long 
enough in this country to understand the English language, I refer 
him to the French translation, on the other page. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You may be polite, but you are cer- 
tainly not informed. ; 

Mr. ADAMS. LIaminformed and polite. I welcome foreigners 
to our country; but when I rise upon the floor of this House to 
advocate the payment of claims, the justice of which has been 
established, for services upon which the commerce of this country 
has been built it comes, I say, with bad taste from the gentle- 


man to 

Mr. HALNER of Nebraska. If you will just allow me a min- 
ute—— 

Mr. ADAMS. These other claims have had consideration. 
Now, it follows that they will have to be acted upon by Congress. 
I appeal for justice toour oe have presented these claims, 
who have followed ad and sent them to the Court of 
Claims that you . That court has now reported and 
adjudicated them, now we ask that you shall keep good faith 
with the a our country as a legislative body. You first 
pointed out way in which they might establish their claims, 
ate The law is the strength of the Re- 
public, and if you do not enforce the law and keep confidence 
with the people, God help the Republic! [Applause,] 

The protempore. The time of the gentleman has 


hr CANNON. Mr. Speaker, what time have I? 
The SPEAKER 


tempore. The gentleman has five minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Par. Speaker, in that five minutes—— 
Mr. LEWIS. I only want to say—— 

Mr. CANNON, At the end of five minutes I want to ask for a 


Mr. CANNON. I have only five minutes. 
Mr. LEWIS. Ten minutes is all I ask; and I ask it in my own 


“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
not had a minute of the time of the House 

tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
The Chair will state that So teue has been Suck for 
the House shall order the previous question 
will be closed. The gentleman from Illinois has the 
Tinsist on my constitutional rights as a represent- 
protempore. But the gentleman from Illinois 
. I will ask the Chair if I will have time for de- 


question is ordered? 
pro tempore. Not after the previous question 


is 
[i 
z 


ae 
= 
F 
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_ Mr. CANNON. That was my understanding. And now, Mr. 
Speaker, when this is disposed of there is yet a conference report 
upon the sundry civil bill that I want disposed of, if I can, and 
send it to conference. 

One word in conclusion: 

Such findings or report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory 
as to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the claimant or 
Congress. 

That is the law as to every claim in these 100 pages of claims 
that have been wrongfully and against all rule and all precedent 
placed upon this bill by the Senate. Gentlemen can « 
the Senate if they choose, but I say this to those who are interested 
in appropriations for public improvements in their y is sections 
of this country: From the standpoint of patriotism you deny 


neur with 


yourselves authorizations and appropriations, and yet now, out of 
order, without investigation, you are asked to place yourselves 
$2,000,000 further away from those just appropriations by paying 


these claims, many of which, in my judgment, are stale, and no 
one of which any man here can rise and sayis right. The question 
is, will you doit? Will you set this precedent? Will you break 


down your general appropriation bills? Will you countenance 
this coming together and by this log-rolling scheme putting these 
claims on a general appropriation bill, claims as to which I believe 
the gentleman from Ohio knows that a portion of them are dead 
wrong, and which are made up, at least in one case, by an gllow- 
ance for interest and profits? Gentlemen, I ask you to turn down 
this method of legislation and keep clear of the scandal that I say, 
measuring my words, will, in my judgment, follew the action 
which you are asked totake. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
question. [Applause. | 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from M[linois asks for the 


previous 


previous question. 
Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. LEWIS. 


mitted on ordering the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. 


ognize the gentleman for that purpose. 
Mr. LEWIS. That is always the case. 
The previous question was ordered. 


Mr. LEWIS. 


I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 


vious question was ordered. 


I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The motion of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring with the Sen- 


ate amendments. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 97, 


For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
I desire to be heard before the question is sub- 


The Chair regrets to state that it can not rec- 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


not voting 148; as follows: 


Acheson, 


Eliett, Va. 


YEAS—110. 


Johnson, Cal. 


Poole, 


Adams, Elliott, 5. C. Kendall, Richardson, 
Anderson, Ellis, Kerr, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, R. 1. Fischer, Knox, Russell, Conn. 
Atwood, Fitzgerald, Kyle, Scranton, 
Baker, N.H. Fowler, Latimer, Shannon, 
Barham, Gardner, Leonard, Simpkins, 
Bartholdt, Gibson, Lester, Skinner, 
Bartlett, Ga. Gillett, Mass. Lewis, Spencer, 
Brown, Grosvenor, Little. Stahle, 

Buck, Grow, Lockhart, Stokes, 
Burton, Mo. Halterman, Long, Stone, C. W. 
Catchings, Harmer, Loudenslager, Strode, Nebr. 
Clardy, Harris, Mahany, Sulloway, 
Clark, Iowa Hartman, Mahon, Tawney, 
Cobb, Heiner, Pa. McCall, Mass. Underwood, 
Colson, Hendrick, McCormick, Van Horn, 


Cooper, Fla. 


Cooper, Tex. Hermann, McDearmon, Walker, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Meredith, Walker, Va. 
Crowther, Hill, Money, Walsh, 
Cummings, Howe, Moody, Washington, 
Curtis, lowa Howell, Neill, Wellington, 
Curtis, N. Y. Huff, Newlands, Willis, 
Denny, Hulick, Odell, Wilson, N. Y. 
De Witt, Huling, Otey, Wood. 
Doolittle, Hurley, Otjen, 
Dovener, Hyde, Phillips, 

NAYS—97. 
Aldrich, Ala. Cooke, Tl. Harrison, Layton, 
Andrew Danford, Hart, Leighty, 
Bankhead, Daniels, Hatch, Linney, 
Beach, Dayton, Henry, Ind Loud, 
Bell, Colo. Dingley, epbarn. Maguire, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Hilborn, Marsh, 
Bishop, Dolliver, Howard, McCall, Tenn. 
Blue, Erdman, Hubbard, McCleary, Minn. 
Burrell, Faris, Johnson, N.Dak. McCitire, 
Burton, Ohio Fenton, Jones, McLaurin, 
Calderhead, Gamble, Joy. McRae, 
Cannon, Graff, Kem, Milnes, 
Clark, Mo. Griffin, Kiefer, Minor, Wis 
Cockrell, Hadley, Kirkpatrick, Mondell, 
Connolly, Hager, Kleberg, Mozley, 
Cook, Wis. Hainer, Nebr. Lacey, Murphy, 


Henry, Conn. 


McCulloch, 


Van Voorhis, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Spalding, 

Stallings, 

Steele, 

Stewart, Wis. 

NOT VOTING—148. 
Leisen 

Aitken, oo 
Aldrich, Ti. Li 
Allen, Miss. 
en, Utah 


Apsley, 

Arnold, Pa. De Armond, 
Avery, Dinsmore, 
Babcock, Downing, 
Bailey, Draper, 
Baker, Kans. Eddy, 
Baker, Md. Evans, 
Barney, Fairchild, 
Barrett, Fletcher, 
Bartlett. N. Y. Foote, 
Belkna 


Foss, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
pesewre 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Hani 

miy, 
Hardy, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 


J 


Hooker, 
me 
Hull, 
Hunter, 


Hutcheson, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, 


. Lefever, 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DaLZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. Hunter with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. MrvEr. 

Mr. BouTrELLE with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. PickLER with Mr. MILEs. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. LEFreveR with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. Cortiss with Mr. Mosss. 

Mr. SNovER with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. Hutu with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. Wiu.iaM A. Stone with Mr. BLack of Georgia. 

Mr. Corrin with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Downrna. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HutcHEson. 

Mr. Royse with Mr. TURNER of Virginia (except on Tucker- 
Yost election case). 

For this day: 

Mr. Towne with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. Tracey with Mr. BaILey. 

Mr. BRopERICK with Mr. Suita of Illinois. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. OVERSTREET. 

Mr. Baker of Maryland with Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 

Mr. Tart with Mr. TaAYLER. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. PENDLETON, 

Mr. BULL with Mr. OWENs. 

Mr. BrumM with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. RussE.u of Georgia. 

Mr. Coppine with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. CULBERSON, 

Mr. LRISENRING with Mr. SWANSON. 

Mr. Sirs of Michigan with Mr. Dz ARMonD. 

On this question: 

Mr. Cowen with Mr. Crump, 

Mr. Brnauam with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Grovt with Mr. Hepsurn. 

Mr. FarrcHiILp with Mr. TRACEWELL, 

Mr. Evans with Mr. Hopkins. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Wooparp. 


Mr. WapsworTs with Mr. McCLELuLan, 
Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that m col. 
toagee, Mr. BARRETT, if he were present, would vote “ayo.” 

r. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. BinGHaM, but I have transferre th, 
pair to my colleague, Mr. Hau, and have voted. 

The SP R. On this question the yeas are 111 an the 
nays are 97; and accordingly the House concurs in the Senate 
amendments. ae 

Mr. MAHON. . Speaker, I move to reconsider the yote py 
which the House has concurred in the Senate amendments anjj 
to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the latter motion wij 


be—— 
Mr. KEM. I object. 


, . ee Objection is made by the gentleman from 


y ON. withdraw the motion to reconsider, \y 
Speaker. : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
MAHON] made the motion to reconsider. 
Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania haq 
better withdraw it. 


Mr. MAHON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not sure whether the Senate asked a cop. 
ference on this bill or pot. I believemy motion covered a request 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate did not ask a conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move that the House request a confer. 
ence with the Senate on the remaining disagreements on this bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION Bru.’ 


Mr. CANNON. I rise ’« present a privileged report. which 
send to the desk. , eer which 
The Clerk read as follows: 


the Giongrocing votes of the two Houseson 
the (H. R. 7664) making appropria- 
for the fiscal year ending 

after full and free confer- 

to their respective Houses 


Senate recede from its Oe on NOE Or Lie wee La aX & 40, 41, 
’ , AZ1, 130, 148, 149, 151, 
88, and 190.” . 

an aap ess pepemdments of the 

\ cs , 65, 66, 67,6 

95, 99, 100, 101,102, 105. 108° 108.110. in 

43, 144, 150, 155, 156, 157, 162, 163, 160,178 
same. 

the House recede from its disagreement 

bered 33, and to the same with an 

by said amendment 


Island t vessel, New York: For constructing, equipping, and 
outfi \ oa for service, a first-class steam light vessel, with steam 
fog $40,000; and the total cost of said steam t vessel, with a steam 
fog g signal, sae a contract which is hereby au therefor, shall not 
ex: ” 


And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the foll: ¢ 
“San Francisco ‘bor light vessel: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
, complete for service, nu all coe vessel with steam fog sig: 
000; and the total cost of said steam t vessel, with a steain fog 
under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shal! not ex- 


the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num’ 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered a and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the inserted by said amendment 

insert the ae ae a 
a light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 
for service a new steam tender for baoyage, supply, 
ht-house district, Massachusetts, $37.5); and 
under a contract which is hereby author- 


to 
39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
um! 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and to the same with an 
—. as follows: In of the matter inserted by said amendment 
“Tender for the and Eighth t-house districts: For construct 
ing, equipping, and outfi complete for service a new steam tender for 
buo supply. and in the Seventh and Eighth light-house ds 
and the cost of said steam tender, undera contract which 

therefor, shall not exceed $75,000." 


Senate agree to the same. ‘ 

ts numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagre nent 
° and agree to the same with an 

as follows: In lieu of the inserted by said amen: 

revenue steamers of the first-class, under the 
Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes 
under a contract which 
000 each’; and the Sen 


Senate recede from its disagreement 

oot 57, and agree to the same w't) 
revi 1g ae no Se ON pea te Phe , ae 
aie aode from ite disagreement 1 














Senate numbered 62, and to the same with an 

tas A ee Tn lieu of the sum grepesel insert ** $67,000’; and the 

Senate Fam | 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with an 

the indment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘*$110,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 


bered 84: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

see of the Senate numbered &4, and to the same with an 
ninendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $131,000"; and the 
— SL dy bered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
a the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


ingert the oy ‘of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and through 


council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Gov- 
its ment x the of the Interior, Sibley Island, an island in the Mis- 
scuri River, near said city of , for a public park: Provided, That 
nothing contained be construed to autho: the fellixg of tim- 


herein 
island for sale or consumption, nor shall any timber be cut save 
ber on said ahd or beautifying the grounds.” 


- mendmen’ oe 108: That. the House recede from its disagreement 
to the con an the Senate numbered 103, and ee to the same with 
an amendment an Soiowrnt In lieu of the sum pro insert “$15,000”; and 
eae aumberes 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 


t Senate numbered 133, and to the same with 
oe alee ae follows: In lieu of the sum pro: insert “ $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to 


the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “* $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the follow- 

: *» this sum to bein full of any authorization or appropriation under 
ing; joint resolution ”; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an 

as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


tothe Guilford battle grounds: Toenable the Guilford Battle 
Ground to repair the nds and public buildings of said com- 
pany on said Battle $1,000; said amount to be disbursed on the order 
Pr tho president of said company, and the United States shall be at no 
further expense in the future for repairs or other expenses relating to said 


And aeuatenepee +0 Se same. 

Amendment n) 160: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $2,470,478.75""; 
and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

Amendments numbered 164 and 165: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 164 and 165, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the amended 

ph lines 22 to 25, inclusive, on page 93 of the bill, and lines 
Pto 4 inclusive, ¢ paws 0 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


“For fees, and expenses of United States mars 
and Sepa to include payments for services rendered in 
behalf of the or otherwise.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 166, 167, and 168: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 166, 167, and 1 
andagree to the same with an amendment as follows; Strike out the amend 


consti lines 5, 6,and 7, on page 94 of the bill, and insert in 


the f. g 
SP seni tacks oboe wee 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num! 170: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of dhe pum proposed ineert ** $85,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 171: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, and to the same with 
Cia In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $220,000"; and 

Senate agree same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and to the same with 
eee In lieu of the sum insert “* $225,000"; and 

Senate agree same. 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and paseo the same with 
an amendment as : In lieu of the sum “* $533,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 174: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the numbered 174, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $1,066,000"; 


the same. 
numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement 
te the the Senate numbered 178, and t to the same with 
the Senne anes In lieu of the sum proposed * $150,000"; and 
187: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the ibered 187, and to th with 
2 ish ss af ts mctsrinsreel ty said namin 


oe 
ip 
£ 
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Survey in relation to the gauging of streams and to the methods of utilizing 
the water resources may be printed in octavo form, not to exceed 100 pages 
in length and 5,000 copies in number; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the of- 
ficial use of the Geological Survey, 1.500 copies shall be delivered to the Sen- 
ate, and 2,500 copies shall be delivered to the House of Representatives for 
distribution’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert, after the word “company,” the following: “To reimburse said com- 


pean Ser expenses incurred and paid in connection with the Government 
uilding and exhibit’; and the Senate agree to the same 
The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amend- 


ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 25. 28. 32 


G1, 91, 92, 9B, 94, 96, 97, 100, LLL, 112, 122, 123, 124) 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 140, 141. 148, 147, 


and 161. 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CANNON (when the reading of the conference report had 
begun). Iask that the reading of the conference report be dis- 


nm: = pa and that simply the statement of the House conferees 
re . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks to dispense 

Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 


objects. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 
The following statement of the House conferees was also read: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fi year 1897 submit the following written statement in ex- 
planation of the accompanying conference report, namely: 

The conference report as submitted differs from the conference report 
submitted on the 22d instant in respect to the following amendments only: 


On amendment numbered 115: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the Sen- 

ate, for the arsenal at Columbia, Tenn. 
amendment numbered 120: Strikes out theappropriation of $1,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a children's playground in East Washington 

On amendments numbered 138, 139, 142, and 143: Appropriates for river and 
harbor works under contract as follows: 

At Philadelphia, $600,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $480,000, as 
pro by the House; 

At Mobile, Ala., $160,000, as proposed by the Senate, with the provision that 
said sum shall be in full of any authorization or appropriation under the joint 
resolution approved March 16, 1896; 

At Point Judith, R. I., $300,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $240,000, 
on by the House; and 

t Humboldt, Cal., $225,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $159,000, 
as proposed by the House. 

in amendment numbered 144: Appropriates $2,058, as proposed by the Sen- 
G6. Soe purchase and use of land included in the military cemetery at Key 


On amendment numbered 145: Appropriates $1,000 for repairs to the Guil- 
ford battle grounds, with a provision that the United States shall be at no 
further expense in the future for repairs or other expenses relating to said 
battle grounds. 

On amendment numbered 183: Strikes out the appropriation of $12,500 pro- 

by the Senate to purchase from Gen. James D. McBride 2,500 sets of 
is ** historical publications.” 

The conference committee have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments, namely: 

On amendments numbered 2, 3, 4,6,7,8,9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, and 22, relating to 
public buildings, as follows: 


Boise City, I 0, increasing limit of cost from $150,000 to $200,000, and appro- 
pening $50,bov: 5%, 

Camden, N. J., increasing limit and appropriating $25,000; 

shoo Wryo., increasing limit from $150,000 to $250,000, and appropriat- 


¥ 
ortress Monroe, Va., for 


t-office building, $15,000; 
Helena, Mont., increasing 


it from $150,000 to $300,000, and appropriating 


Kansas City, Mo., increasing limit from $1,200,000 to $1,316,000; 
Little Rock, Ark., increasing limit and appropriating $43,000; 
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., appropriating $7” for bathroom and lavatory; 
Martinsburg, W. Va.,appropriating $5,.00 for approaches; 
—— Nebr., appropriating $100,000, instead of $70,000, as proposed by the 
‘ouse; 
St. Paul, appropriating $125,000, instead of $60,000, as proposed by the House; 
Savannah, Ga., increasing limit $100,000, and appropriating $25,000; 
b ery Lake City, Utah, appropriating $75,000 for site and commencement of 
uu. ; an 
New York City, post-office building, appropriating $60,000 for alterations. 
On amendments numbered 23, 24, and 25, reducing the sepecet ions pro- 
Ret by the House for work and improvements at the Marine Hospital at 
cago, $1,500. 


On amendments numbered 28 and 32, appropriating $30,000 for range lights 
in Sandusky Bay, Ohio, and $15,000 for a light-house on Swan Island, in the 
Caribbean ’ ae 

On amendment numbered 61, appropriating $250,000 for an additional fire- 
proof building for the use of the National Museum. 

On amendments numbered 91, 92, and 93, relating to the lighting of the Capt- 
tol Grounds by electricity. ; 

On amendment numbered 94, appropriating $55,000 for ventilation of the 
Senate wing of the Capitol. 

On amendment numbered 96, increasing the suprepeiation for surveys and 
resurveys of public lands from $250,000 to $400,000. 

On amendment numbered 97, relating to the reclamation of arid lands. 

On amendment numbered 109, appropriating $35,000 to enable the Govern- 
ment to take part in the International Exposition at Brussels, Belgium. 

On amendments numbered 111 and 112, relating to the editing of papers 
and archives of the Revolution. 
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On amendments numbered 122, 123, 124,125, 126,127, 128, and 129, relating to 
the price to be paid for and electric lamps in the public grounds. 

On amendments numbered 140 and 141, relating to the improvement of the 
Columbia River. 

On amendments numbered 146 and 147, relating to the su and medical 
treatment of destitute patients and to the Pro nce and Garfield hospitals. 

On amendment numbered 161, relating to the dis t of appropria- 
tions for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The Senate, by its amendments, added tothe bill $6,577,257.10. Of this sum, 
under the terms of the conference agreement and the action of the House 
when the bill was last considered, the House agrees to $2,487,628; the Senate 
recedes from $3,008,450, and there remains in dispute $1.086,179.10. 

J. G@. CANNON, 

E. J. HAINER, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the conference report as just read 

adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. I now move that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to the amendments still open, and agree to the 
further conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Terry]? 
Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a mo 

in Senate amendment numbered 9. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that motion would be in order. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the amendment relating to the court- 
house and t-oftice building at Little Rock, Ark. 

Mr.CANNON. Doesthe gentleman desire to discuss the matter? 

Mr. TERRY. Yes, sir; I should like to say a few words. 

Mr. CANNON. Will five minutes suffice? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know whether there 
are any other of these amendments on which a separate vote is 
asked. 

Mr. LESTER. I desire to move concurrence in amendment 
numbered 16. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to amendment numbered 22, and concur in that 
amendment. 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask aseparate vote upon amendment num- 
bered 12, on which I desire to move concurrence. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And I ask a separate vote on amend- 
ment numbered 3, : 

Mr. CANNON. I now move that = the remaining amend- 
ments the House further insist on its reement. 

The SPEAKER. That motion covers all the remaining amend- 
ments, except those numbered, respectively, 3, 9, 12, 16, and 22. 

The motion was — to. 

The SPEAKER. e first question now is upon amendment 
numbered 3. 

Mr. BLUE. What is that? 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


For public building at Camden, N. J.: For construction of building, $25,000; 
and the limit of cost of said duilding is increased $125,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I wish to say only a word touching this mat- 
ter. It may be = very Gauci thing to extend the limit with 
reference to the public building at Camden, N. J., $125,000; but 
after the action that the House took touching these public-build- 
ing items the other day, when this subject was fully discussed, I 
wiil oor say that I should like to have this question disposed 
of by the House one way or the other. If the House wants tocon- 
cur, well and good; but if it desires to insist on nonconcurrence I 
— the Senate in the next conference will recede. 

r. BLUE. Did we not vote to nonconcur in this amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. We did. 

a Why, then, is it brought back now and made an 


excep 
Mr.CANNON. It is a matter of difference between the House 
and the Senate. We report that difference; and it is in order for 
tlemen to move to concur. We have taken a vote now on all 
e amendments except five, upon which gentlemen have asked 
= votes, as they desire to move concurrence. This is one of 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. If the House concurs in this amend- 

ment of the Senate, let me ask the gentleman if it is not, in his 

_—. a plain discrimination against public buildings in the 
ar Western cities? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think the House understands about 
that. Gentlemen understand how many public buildings have 
eae Sinracuae = . pian Seana poe buildings 

one thing , we are no public 
authorized this session; and we are not to get them because 
the Senate does not take a hundred pu ee ae t them 
in one amendment and distribute them throughout whole 
— and then attach the amendment to a general 
tion bill. [Laughter.] If the Senate did that, I am the 


that the House concur 


House would concur. But they have not, and therefore w. . 
not going to get public buildings, and it is not for me t. .., 
whether the House wants to make an exception in any partic-y|,; 
case or not. I answer the gentleman's question in that way, _ 

Iam well acquainted with the honorable gentleman who 1}. py. 
sents that district in New Jersey; Ilikehim. Iam well acquai),;, 
with the Senator who resents that State, and I like }j,, 
{Laughter.] I understand that Camden isa large city; a or.y:\). 
city that needs this public building, and n it badly. Now 
the matter is with the House. If you see proper, under «|! ¢),,, 
circumstances, to adopt the amendment, I have nothing 1,0). +, 
say. Iam here merely, for the time being, as the servant «f ¢}, 
House on this conference; and it is for the House to determing 
what it will do. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. You have not yet answered my «ues. 
tion, with all deference, as to whether or not the adoption of this 
amendment would not be a plain anda palpable discrinj)at\,,, 
against the capitals of the Western States which have no jyn})\i, 
buildings at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Camden in that event would hay. th,» 
_ = and the others would not have the limit brokey. 
that is all. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. They would be left entirely on. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Then there is less merit in these 
otners, or more merit in Camden than in them? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not say that. There is merit in many 
other places. But itis seen to do much, if anything, in that 
line at this session. That is plain. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. § , it is not a question of liking or dis. 
liking, as presented in this amendment, and I do not think it q 

reason that Camden should be made an exception bec ans: it 

a very lovable ve on this floor. There are very 

many cities, in the Western country especially—and [ a1: more 
familiar with them than the East— are equally deserving. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. On the same Laughter. | 

Mr. BLUE. On the same ground, the gentleman froin Ohio 
suggests, and I accept the amendment. But they are also more 
deserving, or equally = least, on other grounds. 

The gentleman from Idaho made a very pertinent sugges- 

i inquiry to the gentleman from [!linois, 
which, I regret to say. my good friend from Illinois, the chairman 
of this committee, did not answer with his usual promptness and 


candor. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I aimed to be candid. I said the sitna- 
tion is this, and explained it. I had no intention, certainly, of cov- 


ering up anything. 

Mr. BLUE. Certainly not. I did not mean to intimate that 
my friend had done so, or to criticise , especially in such a 
matter as this. But possibly, under the im: of the moment, 
whether hypnotized or not by the lovable characteristics of tle 
member from New Jersey, I fear the gentleman who represents 
the committee is a little too much disposed to be lenient in this 


case. 
It seems to me that we ought to see, as a matter of common jus- 
tice to all, that i tions are not made in regard to these public 
ail 


in whi of the country are equally interested. 
Mr. CANNON. I yield three ante a gentleman from 


New Jersey [Mr. LoUDENSLAGER]. 
Mr. LO SLAGER. Mr. , in regard to the neces- 


sity for a public building at N. J., I desire to say simply 
and briefly, in Aw the remarks of the gentleman from Kansis 
. Buu}, that necessity does not rest on the likes or dis- 

of a member who New Jersey on this floor, but 
rests solely upon the merits of the case itself. 

The on Public Buildings and Grounds in the prev'- 
ous Congress, after ha had the under consideration 
and after a full inv on, decided that a public building for 
Camden was necessary, and that it was for best interests of 

and the located there. 

As I said to the House on a previous occasion when this matter 
was pending, and the from Kansas, if present, will re- 
member the fact, before a title to the site was obtained by the 
Government officials, so much delay had been occasioned t]:at the 
amount of aaa necessary for the construction of the buillinss 
a so as to be sufficiently commodious to accommo:late the 

ic business there, was not contained in the appropmation. 
amount was insufficient, and t . Secretary 
of the Treasury, the advice of the Supervising Arc!itec! 0 
the refused to contract for the building for the aount 


of funds at , 
has almost doubled itself in pop™!* 
at that place have more 
receipts when this 
about $23,000. They now 
there is located there an inter 

and a collector of the port. 

The site of this building, already obtained by the Government 








— 


\ that important , has been boarded up and is 
in the conten sn some while a part of the inclosure has 
a torn down in others and in some places entirely torn down. 
€ the buildings that were on the site has remained there 
= sieaee. Tt has been partially destroyed. The shutters have 
eve corn off, the window lights are out, the doors are open, and 
fhe building js a constant nuisance, right in the center of that 
= of 70,000 population. It seems to me that when a matter 
ale importanee, of such merit, is presented to the House, it 
aeht not to be decided upon a question of likes or dislikes, but 
ong ht to be decided upon the merits of the case. That city of 
— population ought to have a public building. The Federal 
Government, for the of conducting its Federal business, 
aires it, and I hope that the members of this House will give 
this measure fair, just, and honest consideration. — 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like about three minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. yield to my friend such time as he desires. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam very the gentleman from New 


Jersey has made the h he has, use it is exactly applicable 
to the city of Akron, in my district, a city of some 40,000 or 50,000 
inhabitants, where a public was authorized some years 
ago, and after p there was not money enough 


archasing the 
left so that the was authorized to enter into any con- 
tract. Weneeda r oe: and must have one. 
Mr. LOUD ER. Will the gentleman yield for an inter- 


ion? 
TT NORTHWAY. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If you will present that matter in 
the House I shall vote for your bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, but here is the difficulty: When I go 
to the proper committee to inquire about it they turn me down, 
as they have turned down all others, and I find no fault, because 
they have treated me as they have treated others; but if this 
House should authorize a public building for the city of Camden, 
N. J.. which is not yet commenced, I should like to know why 

should not authorize it for the city of Akron, in = district. 
Ti vote for one, why should I not vote for the other? you vote 
for one, why should you not vote for the other? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I will. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No exception should be made in favor of 
Camden. There are a good many other cities that desire the same 
thing. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
declined to listem or to consider the other cases at all, and why 
should we make an exception of this? I submit that it would not 
be fair to the other sections of the country. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not desire to make an exception. 
I shall gladly vote for the public building in the city which the 
gentleman refers to whenever the ne is presented. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But there are fifty other similar cases here. 
Mr. CANNON. I will — = friend that there is no amend- 

ing Akron in thi , 
Mr. NO! AY. No; because they would not put it on, as 
the Senate did in favor of Camden, N. J. In the House the same 
Committee on turned down both projects. 

Mr. HO! not Ohio represented in the Senate? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I should like a little time. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HENRY of In Tt seems to me the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NorTHway] has correctly stated this matter, and that 


the gentleman from ois only emphasizes it. If we make two 
or three as will be the case if we vote in favor of these 


amendments a ee requested, then 
all the rest of the country suffer. We are willing to suffer if 
we can all suffer alike, but we are not willing to suffer when some 
one else does not suffer. When an amendment is put upon this 
bill in the Senate, and it comes over here without any report from 
the Committee on Buildings and Grounds of this House, 
it has no sanction whatever so far as this House is concerned, and 
it has never received any consideration here. 1 am not calling in 
\ the truthfulness of the statements of the gentleman, but 
question has never received any consideration at the hands 
of this House. Now, would it be proper to make it an exception 
: these other cases out? Should all of these other 
Sant left out which have no public buildings and which are 


these amendments of the 
of the House and of the 


great need of Should my State and other States suffer, 
i enna “netasnate matin 
L course \ us follow the rule 

of legislation, and let us not coneur i 
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Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I am when they come in the proper 
way; but I am not willing to vote for a bill because it is merito- 
rious when it comes here in an exceptional way, because that is 
against the interest of all other similar bills which can not be 
reached in the same way. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
terest of the others. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. It certainly is, because you can not 
reach all these other bills in the same way. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. We have never had 
consider any of these bills in the House. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiama. We have had no chance to consider 
this bill, nor has it received any consideration in this Hou 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would say to the gentleman that I 
am. credibly informed that the matter has received consideration 
in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I am a member of that committee, 
and I am credibly informed that the bill has not received consid- 
eration at the hands of the committee. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It has been considered by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Ithas not received consideration that 
amounts to final consideration. 

Mr. KIEFER. It has not received such consideration as to be 
reported. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. No consideration amounts to any- 
thing except it be a final consideration. It has been talked about, 
if that is consideration; but it has received no action at the hands 
of that committee of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amend 
ment of the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 61. 

So the House refused to concur in the Senate amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk willreport amendment numbered 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For ecourt-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: Foradditional amount 
to construct an addition tothe United States conrt-house and post-office and 
enlarging judge's chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk of the 
cireuit district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield six minutes'to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, this is not a new project atall. It 
has received consideration. The Congress preceding this adopted 
& proposition to improve this building. It is urgently demanded; 
and the question now is simply as to whether this House will vote 
the amount of money recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his report sent to the Speaker at the present session. I 
hold the report in my hand in which is shown the great necessity 
for this work. So the point can not be made that it has not been 
considered and been determined upon. That has already been 
done. To show the imperative need for this work I will again 
call the attention of this House to a letter from the Federal judge, 
because it relates especially to the United States court building: 

DEPARTMENT OF JusTicr, Eranta Cracuir, 
Little Rock, Marc! b 


My Drar Srr: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. 

I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 
grown weary of the subject. My letters are on file in Washington protesting 
against la the foundations of the building under the limitations and re- 
strictions of the act making the first appropriation 

I said then, and time has verified the correctness of my judgment, that the 
building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inadequa 
accommodate the public officers and business expected to be provided for 
within its walls. I knew this was so so far as it related to the United States 


I do not think this is against the in- 


any chance to 


» 


eto 


courts. 

I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge's chambers large enough fora 
chambers court room, but allin vain. There is but one court room, and the 
judge's chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table, and 
two or three chairs. 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to 
hold two courts at the same time, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so 
except when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or we 
can get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 


-and of delay and costs to parties and witnesses. 


The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing condi- 
tions it is out of the question. 

[ know nothing about the wants of the other departments. I only know 
that the present building does not furnish adequate accommodations for the 


United States courts. ‘ 
Yours, truly, HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Cireuit Judge. 


Hon. W. L. Terry, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Now, gentlemen, here you have a proposition, the policy of which 
and the necessity for which has already been determined upon by 
Congress. It is a matter of such urgent necessity that a special 
recommendation has been sent in to the Speaker of this House, 
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asking that this appropriation should be made. The estimate is 
here and this proposition stands upon different ground to any that 
has been presented. Now, I appeal to the House that, in a spirit 
of justice and with a sense of fair play, it will concur in this 
amendment. Although the building in which I am interested 
may be beaten, I shall not stand here to aid in the dog-in-the- 
maager policy that some have advocated upon this floor, and sa 
that no man shall have a public building use I got none. y 
will vote for a public building where it is shown to be so urgently 
needed, or in a special case like this. I ask the House, in that 
spirit of fairness which I hope will control the vote upon this mat- 
ter, toallow us the poor privilege of having a United States court- 
house adequate to the public business, and not to put this great 
Government in the humiliating position of oe to depend -_ 
the courtesy of a county in order to have a building in which to 
hold its court. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 72. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for tellers. 

The nae was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight gentlemen have arisen—not a 
sufficient number, and tellers are refused. On this question the 
ayes are 41, the noes 72—— 

Mr. KEM. Now I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is raised too late, 
tellers having been demanded and refused. The noes have it, 
and the amendment of the Senate is nonconcurred in. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for a vote on the text. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion oi 
approaches, $5,000. 

Mr, CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from West Virgini 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the members of this House 
upon calm consideration of the circumstances at Martinsburg will 
certainly make an exception. at. It does not a r to 
me possible that members of ouse, knowing the situation 
and condition of things, will say that this case is similar to the 
other cases in regard to oe buildings. Surely it has not come 
to pass that this great Government of ours will haggle over the 
matter of clearing away the rubbish around one of its public build- 
ings so as to afford to those who have business to transact in the 
court-house at Martinsburg some other means of approach to that 
building than a pine plank. I do not believe it is possible that we 
are going to take such a position as that when the small sum of 
$5,000 is all that is necessary to get rid of the rubbish and put in 
order the approaches to the building, the structure itself bei 
completed and —— er when the present condition o 
the approaches to that building is in violation of the municipal 
regulation which requires the Government as well as other owners 
of pomuenty te put down sidewalks. I trust that members will 
not go to the extent of voting against this item ay teeny 
a ay ers not have their own appropriation or bills passed. 

. CANNON, Justa word, Mr. ee wom The facts about 

the public we at Martinsburg are these: For two or three 

ears past that building has been completed and occupied by the 

vernment for both court and ce purposes. There is no 

money to the credit of that building. The approaches from the 

street to a public building can not be constructed from the gen- 
eral appropriation for repairs. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. This building has sidewalks around 
it. has it not? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that there are tem side- 
walks there. It is for the House to say what they will do with this 
amendment. I only want tlemen to understand that this is 
not for any addition to the building—that this is a completed and 
occupied building. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. If I understood the statement of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayron] correctly, this ap- 
propriation is asked for to build sidewalks around the property 
of the Government. Am I correct? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is for the approaches to the building. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Is it for the sidewalks or for work 
on the grounds belo’ to the building? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is for the ene and for the removal of 
the rubbish that is on the ground. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then it is not for the purpose of 
building sidewalks? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir; sidewalks and approaches to the 
building. The building itself has been completel. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then, Mr. Speaker, the obje:; 
this is twofold. For fifteen years Congress not ome . ° 
allowance for streets and sidewalks around public buildi),.-. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, the Government jas 4) 
ways taken care of the wouter on which it puts its building. 
out to the p line of the street, making sidewalks 4); - 
proaches, but for many years past the Government has })0: ee 
paying for the macadamizing of the streets. . 

r. HENRY of Indiana. So far as walks upon the property jt. 
self is concerned, I think the gentleman from Dlinois is ¢, rect: 
but the regular sidewalk is a part of the street, and the ry}. has 
been as I have stated it so far as my examination has gone. [ ca, 
say very positively, so far as Indianapolis, the capital of my State 
is concerned, that there are now pending in this House before 
various committees to the amount of twenty-five or thirt 
thousand dollars for improvements of sidewalks and streets mady 
under laws similar to that of by the gentleman from West 
bie ay uiring the property owners to pay for them. 

.C. ‘ON. The gentleman is correct about the streets. 
but our public buildings, so far as I know, stand back from the 
property line. So far as I have knowledge or belief, the Govern. 
ment universally constructs en its own property 
and the side around its buildings and out to the property 
line, or to the street. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. In answer to that suggestion | would 
say that if there is acity in the United States that has the ordinary 
sidewalks which accompany our streets situated upon the prop- 
erty of the United States and not upon the street, I do not know 
of it. In the cases that I of sidewalks along the (joy- 
ernment pa are wi the line of the coenwray the same 
as they are along private property, and, as I understood the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, these sidewalks about the building 
in question are a part of the street, so that property owners are 
required by the local regulations or by the law of West Virginia 
to construct them. 

Now, certainly the local authorities there would have no right 
to order the Government to make sidewalks upon its own prop- 
erty, so that can not be the upon which this appropriation 
is asked. The local authorities would, of course, have no jurisdic. 
tion whatever over that question. Therefore there must be side- 
walks that are of the oe » parts of the street, the same 
as the roadway itself. Now. sels: as I understand it, has been 
past that no 


for at least fifteen given an appro- 


years 
— for the construction of such walks around a public 


uilding, unless it may have been put through by such an item 
as this. What I mean is that no fair, straight-out, honest appro- 
priation has been made for the building of a sidewalk along (ov- 
ernment property, The statement is sometimes made here that 
cities are — to have public buildings, and that, therefore, they 
qught to improve the roadways and the sidewalks. Now,! do 
not believe in that doctrine, but I say it is wrong to single out an 
exceptional case, put it on this bill by a Senate amendment, and 

fet it through in that way. 

a arg 8 After all, the question is ee the ~— 
man from West Virginia or I may say touching this matter. The 
item speaks for ae 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.— 


Now comes the operative language— 
For completion of approaches, $5,000. 


Mr. DAYTON. That is all of it. sa 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. If the gentleman from West Virginia 
says it does not include streets or walks—— ! 

r. CANNON. If the intention were to include streets or side 
walks the money would not be available under the language | 
have just read. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I will say that I have no informa 
tion on this subject except the statement of the gentleman from 
West ben eg the other day, and have based my objection 0 

en 


ted these grounds yes 

the ground was cov- 

graded. object, as I understand, 

of this ————s is to clear and improve a walk of probably 
40 or 50 feet the building to the street. The sidewalk 
ront of the grounds—only about 8 feet wide and 100 feet long— 
is entirely outside of the matter of in this appropriation. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Will it take $5,000 to grade the lot 
and make the necessary improvement which the gentleman 


it would, on account of the size of 
not even graded; there are deep places 
which have to be filled up. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that th« House 
recede from its t to Senate amendment num! «red! 
and concur in the same. ; 

Mr. KEM. I again make the point that no quorum is pres? 
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The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and | Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott.” 


3 members are present; not a quorum. 
(ony CANNON. It is now nearly half past 5 o'clock, and I 
move that the House adjourn. iS? : 
The motion was — to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


(Report No. 2035.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 122) entitled “An act granting an increase of pension 
to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D, Stargis.” 
(Report No. 2027.) e 








’ aa : Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

eae Mees to tick ne Panne a — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
he Co : ) eas wranf a hil) | Lollows: 

bills Nos. ¢) to change the tims and places for the district and | , BY Mr. STRAIT (by request): A bill (H.R.9221) to create a 
(H. R. 9 } f the northern district of Texas acncmamenied py | 2ational money system by which the Government will receive and 
circuit comm Se acts eeid Mill and re cont ‘wane = oneal . not pay interest; increase the volume of legal-tender money on a 
a report (No. * of i Whole House on the re te of th U : © | real-estate and gold and silver basis; secure all the national reve- 
the Committee e . jo Va nues without bonds, tariffs, or income taxes; obtain all the gold 
and silver that may be required by the Government without other 
cost than that of their coinage, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9225) empowering and directing 
the Secretary of War to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon 
to the Grand Army of the Republic Post of St. Johns, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 9227) to provide 
for the assembling of Congress on the 4th day of March instead of 
the first Monday of December—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9228) to provide for the publi- 
cation of a periodical which shall be known as the ‘‘ Congressional 
Closure”—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 192) relative 
to the expenditure of the appropriation heretofore made to the 
Choctawhatchee River in Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from comunittees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2880) entitled Ve. act granting a pension to Charles 


; .” (Report No. 2008. 
The bill (S. 2438) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Wil- 
liam F. Gowdy.” (Report No. 2009.) ; 
The bill (S. 2758) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Hiram 
er ? 


H. , gl No. 2010. 

The bill (S. 2820) entitled “An act granting a pension to Mary 
F. Hawley. (Report No. 2028.) 

The bill (8. 205) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mary 
O. H. Stoneman.” rt No. 2031.) 

























( 

The bill (S. 1621) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Joseph- 
ine I. Offley.” (Report No. 2032.) ; 

The bill (S. entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob P. Fletcher.” (Repert No. 2033.) 

The bill (S. 1117) entitled ‘“‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Cornelia De Peyster Black.” (Report No. 2034.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

bill (S. 2529) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Sarah E. 
Cotton.” ( No. 2011.) 

The bill (S. ) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Silas 
B. Hensley.” (Report No. 2012.) 

By Mr. of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (S. 2645) entitled ‘An act granting a pension 
to Jane H. Vandever.” (Report No. 2013.) 

Also, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. R. 5544) 


granting a ion to John Heniff. (Report No. 2030.) 
_By Mr. KPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions: - 

The bill (8S. 152) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Abel S. 
Chase.” (Report No. 2014.) 

The bill (8. 3004) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Jacob 
Saladin.” No. 2015.) 

The bill (S. 2535) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Elender 


Herring, of Elsmore, Kans.” (Report No. 2016.) 

_ The bill (8.890) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John N. Landon.” (Report No. 2017.) 

The bill (8. 1809) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Joshua 
Parker.” No. 2018.) 

By Mr. . from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1694) entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. 
Julius H, Stahel.” (Report No. 2019.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8.759) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Carrie A. 
eS No. 2020.) 

a , , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

: bill sae) entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to zs y.” (Report No. 2021.) 

_ The bill . 2812) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Wil- 
liam T. ” (Report No. 2022.) 

The bill (S. ) entitled “An act granting a pension to W. L. 
Faxon.” Re No. 2023.) 

By Mr.S WAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Wein bill (S. 2729) entitled “An act granting a pension to Emma 


-” (Report No. 2024.) 

The bill (S. $9 entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline B. Bradford.” (Report No. 2025.) 

The bill (S. 2983) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Ida 
at invalid daughter of the late Thomas 

0. 2026. ) 
The bill Bs) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
The ” (Report No. 2029.) , 

bill (S. 2220) entitled ‘An act to increase the pension of 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 389) 


| providing that the clerk of the Committee on Pensions be con- 


tinued on the roll during the recess of the present Congress—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 390) au- 


thorizing the Postmaster of the House of Representatives to em- 
ploy four additional annual messengers—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 


By Mr. DRAPER: A memorial of the general court of Massa- 
chusetts, relative to an amendment to the Constitution enabling 
Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the gen- 


eral court of Massachusetts, relative to an amendment to the 
Constitution enabling Congress to enact laws regulating the hours 
of labor—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 9229) to increase the pension 
of George E. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 9230) for the 
relief of the estate of Virginia Rosson, deceased, late of Dickens 
County, Tex.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9231) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Col. Benjamin Beach, of Muscatine, lowa— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to Abigail 


E. gart, of Norwalk, Conn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 9233) granting a pension to 
Andrew C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9234) for the relief of Elijah 
Rowe—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9235) for the relief of Theophilus H. Stees— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to James W. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9237) for the relief of Edgar G. Abbott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R. 9238) for the relief of the 
estate of Catherine Crittenden, deceased, late of Culpeper County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 9239) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Grennell, stepmother of Frank W. Grennell, late of 
Company G, Fourteenth Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9240) to pen- 
sion Louisa Donath, dependent daughter of John G. Donath, at 
rate of $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following pemienn and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 
and Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of railroad commissioners, opposing the repeal of 
section 10 of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Division No. 122, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Boston, Mass.,in favor of House bill No. 6119, 
for the appointment of an impartial committee to investigate the 
labor problem and suggest remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Plainfield 
and Winneconne, Wis., praying for favorable action on bill to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter and bill to 
reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. HITT: Paper to accompany House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Abigail E. Bogart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of A. E. Redstone, 
secretary State Settlers’ League of California, in behalf of settlers, 
miners, and stock raisers ot California, favoring the passage of 
Senate bill No, 2118—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petitions of citizens of Spencer and Co- 
Inmbus, Ind., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Penns ren Paper to accompany House 
bill to pension Louisa Donath, dependent daughter of John G. 
— at the rate of $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of citizens of Warsaw, New Carlisle, 

rt, and South Bend, Ind., for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 888 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of citizens of North Vernon, 
Ind., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitaurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Lop@g, and by unanimous con- 
sent, thd further reading was dispensed with. 

ACCIDENTS TO NAVAL VESSELS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of April 17, 1896, a list of accidents furnished by the 

us of Construction and Repair and Steam Engineer: salibw- 
ing the principal accidents that have occurred to nava vessels 
within the period mentioned, the causes thereof, and the damages 


resulting therefrom; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
—e to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Dusors, Mr. Greson, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Bate, under the resolution of 
May 12, 1896, as the committee to attend the celebration of the 
one hundredth anniversary of the admission of the State of Ten- 
nessee into the Federal Union, to be held at the city of Nashville, 
Tenn., on the ist day of June next. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quacken- 
bush, late a commander in the United States Navy. 

Mr. HALE. i call for the order 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
Petitions and memorials are in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. McMILLAN ee. Dodge and 
116 other citizens of t, Mich., who earn their living in Can- 
ada, remonstrating lar the passage of the McCall 
immigration bill, on the ground that it may necessitate their re- 
moval to Canada; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

a... DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
lis, Minn., praying for the Government ownership and control 
the telegraph : which was referred to the on 

Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of St. Paul, 

Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation extending aid for 


May 28, 


@ governmental exhibit at the transmississippi and internat .,,,, 
exhibition to be held at Omaha, ening in 1898; which was re{¢rreq 
to the Committee on A: 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the legislature .; the 
State of Utah, praying that an appropriation be made fo ;; 
support of the Shebit Indians; which was referred to the 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the R 
as follows: 

House joint memorial. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State «; 1 
respectfully ask your favorable action in the matter herein s»: 
Washington County, this State. are a few families of Indians, kn 
Shebits. Some years , through the action of your honorable. 
the Commissioner of Indian Aff. rs,a small appropriation was s» 
these I s and disbursed, under the direction of Hon. A. W 
Washington County, in providing farms, houses, mules, wagons, » 
utensils for general farming. —, I at once settied down a): 
work and have been eee oe ily ever since, their progress | 
gratifying, ax.d there having been calving of an increase of their) 

But through constant use and the lapse of time some of the mules 
the inyplements are in ney cases broken down or altogether worn «::; 
further assistance is need 

The testimony of those who have had opportunit re observe is t 
ante nner, spent on these Indians was well spent, and they are pr 

ilization —_ a a on as rapidly as js 

"has memorialists, in remises, would therefore ask : 
appropriation of $10,000, to hn for the relief of thes» | 
oe the direction of some reputable citizen of Washington (. nd 
hoping your im: te and favorable ion thereon, wo will over. pray. - 
GEORGE M. CANNON. 

President of th 
PRESLEY DENNY, 
Speaker of the Iouse. 


HEBER M. WELLS. 


Governor of Utah. 


Approved April 3, 1896 


Srate or UTAn, Department of State, ss: 
I, James T. nena secretary of state of the State of Utah, do ly 
ary 4 a teagan and seseenees of mouse joint m 
mor oO. a rov r as Any vem mn my off 
In <euttanony ohnereot T have beveun hand affix: l the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 2ist a ae D. 7. HAMM 
o & 2 INI 


Secretary « ste, 

Mr. WHITE. I present a memorial, forwarded to me by te! 
graph, of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal.. 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and | Senate 
bill No. 2967, pees to amend section 10 of the interstate-com- 
merce law. I move that the memorial be referred to the Con- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of Sena 
No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. |°!, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Brie County, Ohio, praying for the enactinent 
of a service-pension law: whic ‘was ordered to lie on the tabi. 

He also presented petitions of the Ohio State Grange, of sundry 
citizens of Ohio, and of the Ohio Cheese Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the of the so-called 
filled-cheese bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3188) to ratify an agreement with 
_ ron of the ete Wind a into eo! wy . 
and making an appro to same into e ect, estab 
lishing the Wyoming Hot Springs Reservation and making an 
appropriation for the survey thereof, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3167) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal (‘0m- 
y of Arizona the eed way through the Gila River Indian 

i an amendment. 


on, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam Mnnoted by the Committee on Finance. 
oe was referred the bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the de very 
eS pera not exceeding $500 in value, to 
ae it with an a ent in the nature of a substitute. | 
give notice that I shall ask the Senate at an early day to proce:d 
to the consideration of the bill. ; 
PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


Affairs, to whom 

e construction of 

north veled road ant 

the os — ot Cache Stee Coanty. iil., " 

Suumtss I near y, in Pulask 

en ill., and rooape Sngeemearet submitted an adverse re! nort 

cane” which was agreed to; and 1 to; and the bill was postponed indeti- 

Mr. ‘BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine 

Dock Company, it without amendment, and submitied 4 
report thereon. 








1896." 


Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helf- 
enstein, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
On else) from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of Israel 
White, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereol. 

— PASCO. from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael Seguro, 
of Iberia Parish, La., the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to certain lands in said parish of Lberia, reported it 
without amendment, and submiited a report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control | 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution sibmitted yesterday by Mr. CHANDLER, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

solved, That the expense incurred by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
os ‘Naval Affairs in visiting Bethlehem, Pa.,in pursuance of the duty 
imposed on said committee by resolutions of the Senate dated, respectively, 
December 31, 189%, and February 13, 1896, be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment, who were authorized by the resolution 
of March 23, 1896, to investigate and report upon the adininistra- 
tion of the civil-service law in the Government Printing Office, 
etc., to submit a report thereon. I ask that the report be printed 
inthe RecorD. , oe ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. y 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, paving 
sideration the following resolution, which was adopted by t 
23d day of March, 1896: ; : 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, and 
is hereby, empowered to fully investigate and report upon the administra- 
tion of the civil-service law in the Government Printing Office as affecting 
the separation from service of the 35 ex-employees referred to in the printed 
vmeenanans furnished the Senate under Senate resolution of January 
2, 1896 "— 


had under con- 
e Senate on the 


report as follows: Your committee have examined all the parties who de- 
sired to be heard in the matter, and herewith attach a copy of the statement 
of each individual who appeared before the committee. There were oniy 
two questions ari before the committee for consideration, to wit: 

When did the er of the President placing the Government Printing 
Office under the civil service go into effect? 

Second. Were the es emp) 
the adoption of the order entit 
eligibles? 

Your committee deem it unnecessary to state any conclusion in regard to 
the questions suggested, and therefore submit to the Senate the statement 
of the witnesses, without recommendation. 


to be classified and placed on the list of 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3234) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon bails to the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
Erie County, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
omneente pavers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, KY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3235) to regulate 
labor and business on Sunday in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice 
District of Colum 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3236) to remove the charge 
of desertion <tom Patrick H. McCall, late an enlisted man in the 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3237) granting a pension 
to Annie Fowler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3228) to amend the military 
record of Silas Graham; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 

. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 153) authorizing 
he compilation of the United States customs laws and regula- 

tions thereon, the decisionsin relation theretu of the Federal courts, 


F 


the the United States general appraisers, 
and the opinions of the Attorneys-General; which was read twice 


IMPORTATIONS BY EXPRESS COMPANIES. 


submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported 
and packages not exceeding $500 in value, imported by 
, Or other duly incorporated inland carriers; 
was ord to be printed. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING ADULTERATED BEER. 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
him to the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also epceing 


ed on the temporary roll at the time of 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the | 
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a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 


| exportation of filled cheese; which was ordered to be printed, 


| 


j 





WITHDRAWAL OF 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 
Ordered, That the adverse report in tl 
withdrawn from the files of the Senat» 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN 
On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 

Orilered, That the } 

the Secretary's offi 


PAPERS, 


» cnse 


of Williat 
under the rules of 


1 B. Matchett bo 


AND REFERRED, 


tition of Fernando I 


Moreno be taken from the 
and re ms 


files in 
rred to the ( imitte n Cla 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to call up the conferen 
on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I object to the con 
at this time. It will lead to quite a pr debat 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose if the question of consid 
is raised it will be submitted to a vote of the Senate, a1 
desire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Dakota 
move to procged to the consideration of the report? 

Mr. PETTIGRE' ’. Yes; Ll move that the report be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of tho 
Senator from South Dakota, that the Senate proceed to the con- 

ideration of the conference report on the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 24, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ILask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the use? The “ ayes” have it. 

_Mr. PETTIGREW. There was ne quorum voting on the diyi- 
sion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. , 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota |Mr. Hansproves]. He has not 
voted, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. HARD}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRstTon},. 
vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to announce a pair between the junior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] and my colleague [Mr. 
MANTLE]. I make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Linquire if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMitTH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with that Senator, but will transfer 
my pair to-the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] and vote. I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 13; as follows: 


BILL. 
e report 


sideration of that report 
tracted | 
q ration 
id that I 


Lam paired 


BLAN 


i am paired with 
Otherwise I should 


YEAS—41, 
Aldrich, Dubois, Mills Sewell, 
Allison, Elkins, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Berry, Gallinger, Morgan, Shoup, 
Burrows, Hale, Morrill, Teller 
Butler, Hawley, Nelson, Turpie, 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, Vest, 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Warren, 
Chilton, Lodge, Platt, Wilson. 
| Cockrell, McPride, Proctor, 
Cullom, Mc Millan, Quay, 
Davis, Martin, Roach 
NAYS—13. 
Bacon, George, Mitchell, Wis. White. 
3ate, Gorman, Pasco, 
Brown, Harris, Peffer, 
Chandler, Kyle, Walthall, 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Allen, Daniel, Irby, Squire, 
Baker, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 
Blackburn, Frye, Lindeay, Thurston, 
Blanchard, Gear, Mantle, Tillman, 
Brice, Gibson, Murphy, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pugh, W olcott. 
Clark, Hoar, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 


The bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes, which became a law August 28,1894, was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

_ HARRIS. I believe the conference report has been taken 
up 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. So soon as the conference report is disposed of 
I shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to allow me to 
report tke bill that has just been referred to the Finance Commit- 
tee. That committee, having anticipated the reference, considered 
the measure this morning. Ishall report the bill back as soon as 
the pending matter is disposed of,if I can get the floor, and will 
ask the Senate to allow me to make a statement of about two min- 
utes and a half, when I shall appeal to the Senate for unanimous 
consent to consider the bill this morning. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, nesttve dhe that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to lend 
to the mayors of the cities of East St. Louis, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., 
and vicinity, a sufficient number of tents to temporarily shelter 
such citizens as may have lost their homes by the tornado of yes- 
terday, and to render such other relief in the premises as he may 
deem necessary; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


SUFFERERS BY TORNADO IN ILLINOIS AND M§SSOURI, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution jast received from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to lend to the mayors of 
the cities of East St. Louis, [ll., 8t. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, under such reg- 
ulations and restrictions as he may deem proper, a sufficient number of tents 
to temporarily shelter such citizens of said cities as may have lost their 


homes by the tornado of yesterday, and to render such other relief in the 
premises as he may deem necessary. 


Mr. PALMER. The Senate is fully advised of the terrible ca- 
lamity which has befallen St. Louis, and more particularly East 
Louis, [l. I ask for the immediate consideration of the res- 
olution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, of course it would be a very ungra- 
cious and ungrateful proceeding, perhaps, upon my part to offer 
any opposition to the resolution. Yet I am compelled to say that 
I do not think there is any necessity for its age. Recent ad- 
vices, telegrams received within the last hour, show that the 
accounts of this great disaster, which is a t one, have been 
oe exaggerated, as is always the case in the first hours of a 
calamity. 

I wish to say for the city of St. Louis and the State of Missouri, 
without boasting, that that city and that State can take care of 
their people under these or any other circumstances. I have myself 
received no information that tents are needed. No harm can be 
done by passing the resolution, but I wish to express my dissent 
from the custom which has obtained in all instantes of States 
and communities which are entirely capable of meeting any exi- 
gency themselves rushing oars to the seat of the Govern- 
ment of the United States at all times and asking assistance. I 
myself do not like that practice. But, of course, if the Senators 
from Illinois, speaking for their constituents, want to have the 
resolution passed, I shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to t whether the resolution ought 
not to be made a joint resolution instead of a concurrent one. I 
hardly think it safe to pass it as a concurrent resolution, as it is 
evidently in conflict with existing law. I shall interpose no ob- 
jection, but Iam in full sympathy with the views expressed by 
the Senator. 

Mr, PALMER. I did not quite understand the suggestion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. My suggestion is that the resolution should be 
made a joint resolution instead of a concurrent one, inasmuch as 
it changes existing law; and I will say to the Senator, the House 
ha passed the resolution, that if such an amendment should 
be e 1 do not think it will involve a delay of two hours, be- 
cause I think the House, which passed the resolution, would con- 
cur in such an amendment at once. 

Mr. PALMER. I am impressed with the s tion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, and I will move the amendment accord- 
ing oe suggestion. I move that the resolution be made a joint 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be amended by inserting the resolving clause of a joint reso- 
lution iastead of a concurrent resolution. The joint resolution 
will be considered as having been twice read, and is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that this is a House reso- 
lution, and while I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vxst]} that there is probably no occasion for its passage, because 


Iam very much gratified to learn that the loss of life and »;, 
erty there is not so great as = reported by the papers this )) * 
ing, and that our respective St&tes will be able to take care .¢ . 1] 
the interests of our people on both sides of the river, yet as ;j\ 
— has passed it I suggest it might be well for us to agree 
O it. z 

I desire to state further that Iam very much worried over tho 
reports which come from the Illinois side of the river. The ja. 
report which was shown me a moment ago stated that the Jvc. 
life was much greater on the east side of the river than 0) tho 
Missouri side. ut on whichever side the greatest suffering }),, 
occurred, I have no doubt the officials of the States will take cara 
of the people. Ihope the joint resolution will be passed, inasiy 1. 
as it comes from the other body. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, ang 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution author. 
izing the Secretary of War to lend to the mayors of the cities of 
—_ Louis, [1l., and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, a number of 

nts. 


h 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the committee of cop. 
ference will be read. 


The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Sengresta votes of the two i 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.6249) making 
riations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Departm ud 
ulfilling treat een om with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, ha met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and dorecommend to their respectiya 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 66. 

Amendmen’ sxumbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the saime with amend. 
ments as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“That said Commission is further authorized and d to proceed at 
once to hear and determine the application of all persons who may apply to 
them for citizenship in any of said nations, and after such hearing they shall 

‘ht of such applicant to be so admi and enrolled: Pro- 


determine the 
t such be made to such Commissioners 
passage of this act. The said Commission shall 
ys after the same a be made. 
all respect all 
_, not inconsistent with the laws of the 
ted States, and all treaties with either of said nations or tribes, and shall 
ve due force and effect to the rolls, [arene end customs of each of said na- 
ons or tribes: And provided further, That the rolls of citizenship of the sey- 
eral tribes as now existing are hereby confirmed, and any person who shal! 
claim to be entitled to be to rolls asa citizen of either of said tribes 
and whose right thereto has either been denied or not acted upon, or any 
within three months from and after the ge of this act 
a to the legally constitu court or com- 
ribes for such citizenship, and such court 
rmine such application within thirty days from the 


In the perteemence of such duties said Commission shall have power and 

authority oaths, to issue process for and compel the attend- 

ance of witn and to send for persons and papers and all depositions and 

evidencdé in any form whatsoever heretofore taken 

said testimony are dead or now residing beyond 

Seach den Ue aemene a Guaeeiinine the tients of person 

or purpose 2 ts of persons 

rotect any of said nations from fraud or 

be hereafter held and consid- 

entitled to the rights of citizen- 

ship in said several tribes if the tribe or any person be 

aggrieved with the of the tribal authorities or the Commission pro- 

for in this act, it or he may appeal from such decision to the United 

States district court: Provided, however, That the sepa! shall be taken 
six a hall 

es pte vey d months, shall cause 

a nations to be made up from their 

and add thereto the names of citizens whose right may be conferred 

, made rolls of citizen- 

determination of the 


as provided herein. 
Commission nerouy reauares to file the lists of members as they 

ee ly approve them with Commissioner Indian Affairs, to remain 
eee judgment of the duly constituted authorities. And 
ission shall also make a roll of freedmen entitled to citizenship in 

mot, 088 et ae their names in the lists of members to be filed 

_ Indian And said Commission is further 

to of leases, tribal 

of the property leased and 

whom and from whom said property 

detailed report as to the 


useR 
pro- 


ippr 


nited States to establisha 
the many inequalities 
and afford needful pro- 
of all residents thereof. 
: That all the interest due the sisseton 
1896, is ted to be paid at 
interest on the permanent fund of 
amount expended for education. shall be 
November of each year. 
. Secretary of the Beerior be, and he 
ascertain and report to Congress « d= 
the leases made and entered into by the Seneca Nation 


lands the Allegany In- 
New York, en e an itemized statu ment of 














oh lease now in existence or force, with the date and terms of 

wae a amount or amounts due on each lease.”’ 

te agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 64, 69, and 70 the committee of conference has 
agree. 


been R. F, PETTIGREW, 
H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. 8. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
GEO. C. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill and who submitted this conference 
report, before the rt is accepted, to what seems to be the main 
feature, or the only feature of the report, aside from further dis- 
agreements: 

Tit Se Ue ecen te the pase withemendmente as follows: 
Senate numer of anh amendment the following— 

Which is a complete and carefully drawn and extended provi- 
sion of new lawas it has just been read fromthe desk. The basis 
of thatamendment I find in the bill is amendment 37, which is re- 
ferred to, and which reads as follows: 

salaries of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 
ona ee h 3, 1893, and March 2, 1805. to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of $40,000, to be im- 
mediately available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exercise 
of the authority already conferred upon them 
complish the o 
time to Congress. 

That, Mr. President, is a clear, plain provision recognizing ex- 
isting law, in no degree departing from it, making an appropria- 
tion to carry it out, and directing the Commission so to carry out the 
provisions of can ep Ido not see that any point of order 
can be made upon that amendment or could have been made at 
the time it passed the Senate. It is such a provision as is proper 
in appropriation bills, and is the provision that went to the con- 
ference. 

I find, further, as to the great body of the new law proposed and 
reported here from the conference—which was never considered 
by the Senate and was never adopted in either House, but which 
is absolutely new—I find, on looking at the debates which arose 
in the course of the progress of the bill, that nearly identically the 
same proposition which the conferees have now reported was, upon 
April 28 last, submitted as an amendment, discussed for days and 
days, and at last ruled out of order by the Presiding Officer, 
thereby it from the consideration of the Senate; thereby, 
under the rules, declaring that it was not a proper subject for con- 
i ion in on an appropriation bill. The ruling of 
is f on page 4312 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
session of April 23. 

. President, for the of asking the Senator in 
bill, a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
large ence in this and the other body, what 
thority the committee of conference had to enlarge 
amendment that is found in the bill which I have read, 
it provisions of law that had been before the Sen- 
under its rules, and also, as I am informed, as to 
of the amendment, to ingraft provisions which had 
been before the Senate. 
nestion with some considerable earnestness, because 
fortune to serve upon the Committee on Appropria- 
I have been a member of this body. there is 
be observed with most sacred obligation 
of committees of conference to subjects-matter 
one body or theother. The line is asclearly 
two Houses in this Capitol. The 
of the two Houses is the fundamental proposi- 
conferences are ordered. Without such disa- 
no conferences would be ordered or needed; and the 
which committees of conference must always come 
domain. It is the subjects-matter that are in con- 
between the Houses. It is subjects-matter that one House 
ouse to, and one or the other 
within the limits of the subject disa- 
conferences can ever report. 
a tradition, but it is the experience and the 
on A priations on the part of the 
——- upon this rule. Mr. President, if this rule 
conferees can put new matter into their report 
body with the privileges that conference 


Mr. HALE 


by law and endeavor to ac- 
heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to 
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reports have of being always in order and that they can be made 
2oytton ofthe Senate hat haa such power abe ta privilege 

such power to abuse its privilege 
as conference committees have. 


Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Maine whether I un- 
derstood him to say that the provision reported by the conference 
committee was substantially the same as the amendment proposed 
it was before the Senate and ruled 
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Mr. HALE. The two provisions are long. I have read them 
both, but have not had time to compare them. I do not say that 
they are the same, but I understand that they involve— 

Mr. TELLER. They are not the same. 

Mr. HALE. No; I he not suppose they are. 

Mr. TELLER. They are quite different. 

. HALE. I understand they involve the same subjects- 
matter; that other things have been added to them, and that the 
subject-matter which was ruled out on a point of order is again 
introduced in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. President, I do not know the merits of this controversy. I 
was not here when it was debated. When the Senator submitted 
the report and it was printed in the Recorp and I examined the 
RECORD and saw this long amendment which had been reported 
from the committee of conference, without consultation with any 
Senator I went tothe Recorp, hunted up the original amendment, 
and hunted up the debates, because it occurred to me at once that 
there must be some reason why so great a body of law had been 
reported here, if the committee had not exceeded its authority. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations ought to be 
very sensitive about these matters. There is no committee that 
is so trusted by the Senate as the Committee on Appropriations. 
It submits its final reports, in many cases, during the last week of 
the session, when there is no opportunity for critical examina- 
tion. It submits its amendments agreed to, disagreed to, and 
amended, generally by numbers, and nothing more than the num- 
bers and amendments are read. Senators know the Committee 
on Appropriations realize that there is no opportunity for full 
examination and investigation. The highest duty that is imposed 
upon the members of the Committee on Appropriations in confer- 
ence on appropriation bills is to hew to the line of the rule and 
rigidly refuse to put in any new propositions, no matter how benef- 
icent they are, no matter how desirable they are, no matter if 
they be consented to by every member of the Senate. The initia- 
tive point of the wisest legislation is never with a committee of 
conference, and it never ought to be there. 

It is, therefore, as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that, having the gravest doubt about this matter, I have called 
the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill—if it can be 
fully explained, that it comes within the rule and is not new mat- 
ter. As I said, I know nothing of the merits of the controversy, 
but Iam interested that the committee should not in any way 
exceed its authority. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maine please explain, if he 
is familiar with the report, what was the amendment numbered 
37, to which the new matter is now proposed to be added? 

Mr. HALE. I have read it once. I will read it again for the 








Senator. 
Mr. HILL. I was not in at the time. 
Mr. HALE. It is very simple. 


For salaries and expenses of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1893— 


Which I have here— 
and March 2, 1895— 

Which is only a continuation of the appropriation and provid- 
ing for two additional Commissioners— 
to negotiate with the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum 
of $40,000, to be immediately available. 

That is simply an appropriation for the salary under those acts, 

And said Commission is directed to continue the exercise of the authority 
already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to accomplish the objects 
heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to time to ongress. 

As I said while the Senator was not in his seat, that is a very 
simple provision. It is giving money to carry out the existing 
law, and in a monitory way, and no further, suggesting to the 
Commissioners that they proceed tocarry out the law. That has 
been reported by the conference committee, as I have said, as pro- 
visions embodying a wide scope of legislation, and I am informed 
a portion of it was ruled out in the Senate, and that another por- 
tion was not considered either by the Senate or the House. I 
want the Senator in charge of the bill to explain why it is that 
this departure has been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make a point of 
order as to whether a conference report containing substantially 
a provision that was ruled out as not being in order when the bill 
was before the Senate is now in order as a part of the conference 
report. I desire to make that point of order, and tostate to the 
Senate the reasons why I believe it to be good. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that in making the point of order heis assuming that this 

rovision has been ruled out by the Senate. That is incorrect. 

t is an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a much stronger provision. It con- 
tains additional provisions which would have made it much more 
amenable to the point of order if this had been the amendment 
that was ruled out of order instead of the one that was ruled out. 

Now, I desire to state the reasons why I think this amendment 
is not in order. A conference report of this kind ought to be out 
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of order under the rules of the Senate, whether it is or is not, 
because if a long and important amendment making alterations 
ix. existing law can be deliberately ruled out upon a pointof order, 
and then can be inserted almost bodily in a conference report, it 
will be necessary for the Senate to be constantly watching the 
reports of conference committees. 

r. JONES-of Arkansas. I should like to present a 
mentary inquiry to the Chair, and that is whether a pomt 
can be made to a conference report? My understanding is that a 
conference mae has to be accepted or rejected as a whole, and 
that points of order can not be entertained in connection with 
anything of this kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the very point Iam arguing, if the 
Senator from Arkansas will allow me to proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is hearing the discussion 
on that point. The Chair has not ruled upon it. 

Mr. © DLER. The very point Iam 
conference report, the vote upon which must either yea 
or nay, 80 that one vote disposes of it, can, according to the rules 
of the Senate as they ought to be construed, contain a long provi- 
sion of law that was once deliberately ruled out by the Presiding 
Officer and his ruling acquiesced in by the Senate. 

Mr. President, that is the point of order, and it seems to me that 
the Chair, and if not the Chair, then the Senate, ought to decide 
that it is not in order for a conference committee to do what this 
conference committee has done. 

in the Senate on the 23d day 


The amendment as it was 
= April provided $40,000 for the salaries of the members of the 


lia- 
order 


the provisions in reference to the duties of the Commission were 
attached to the amendment ting $40,000 for continuing 
the Commission and paying salaries, and the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hatz] has stated the result. After a long debate the 
Vice-President decided that the amendment was out of order, par- 
ticularly sponiaees oe powers of a court that were given to the 
Commission. whole amendment went out, not only the pro- 
vision for the salaries to the Commission, but also the legislation 


Serene law and providing for a census of the tribes and 
the allotment of land. 


Before the bill was disposed of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Visas} moved an amendment contained on page 4316 of the 
RecoRD, which was a mere appropriation of $40,000 for continu- 
ing in existence the Commission and directing them to go on and 
negotiate with the Indian tribes in accordance with the provisions 
of existing law. 

That provision, which was adopted (it was the first part of the 
amendment that had been ruled out of order), did not c ex- 
isting law in any manner. It simply provided for the salaries of 
the Commissioners and for continuing them in the work which the 
previous !aw authorized. All the rest of the amendment was 
ruled out of order. Noappeal was taken; nocriticism was made. 
The Senate acquiesced in the ruling, and, as ex gratia, subse- 
come consented to the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 

n simply continuing the Commission with its exi 
and the Senate one and all understood that so far as this 

that was an end of the question of dealing with the 
Civilized Tribes by an amendment an appropriation bill. 
‘What do we behold? We behold conference committee do- 
i the thing which had been held to be out of 
o ing substantially what the Senate unanimously acqui- 
esced in as bei 


— an something which could not be done upon the 
ay 
will see by glancing at the amendment. The amendment is as 
long as the other. It is on the samesubject-matter. It provides 
nally with the other amendment for a census of these Indian 
tribes. But I admit that it and i 
oe Co 
at, if possi it may recei 
which had ence been refused 
If it can be done in this fo 
be done in 
maintain 


question, 
ruled out 


new 
deal with, 


Sua 
bee Gana. 
committee 
whether or not it is the same amendment that 
ruled out? Is it not new matter? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Beyond all 
Mr. HALE. And upon which 
tween the Houses? 
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ing is whether a | 


and we have the long provision that the Chair |. 


was no disagreement be- 


Mr.CHANDLER. None whatever. a 
‘was ruled upon by the Chair has never been between | 


May 28, 


the two Houses, because it never so passed one House that it...) 
be disagreed to by the other. ora 
There is the broad guestion whether the Senate wishes : 
rove of this attempt to legislate upon a conference report 
if it is in orderto Goso. There is the narrower question w), 
am arguing, whether itis in order to submit to the Sena‘. .,, 
compel the Senate to vote upon a conference report whic|, ..... 
tains a provision of this kind. 
Not only do we have the whole subject of dealing with t})o Pj, 
Civilized Tribes about which theSenate did nothing, about \\},;,., 
the House did aa ren of by an amendment to « ¢». 
ference report, but we have two other inary provisions. ¢» 
which the Senator from Maine has also alluded. There is ;},. 
following clause on the second page of the report: 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Siss>: 
Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 1 
: cash per capita; and oe 
coal per capita on the ib-day ot 
I do not know how much money appropriates fro 
the Treasury of the United States, but I do know that that ela. 
was not in the House bill; it was not a Senate amendmen;: 7) 
_ a a oe to usurp to themselves 
unction nen i inserting this provision whi), 
never was heard of in House, which never was heard of in t)). 
, until the conference report was presented. 
_Another thing, Mr. Curiously enough, there is a pro- 
vision about the Seneca Nation of Indians: 
Seneca Nation of Indians: That the Secretary of the Interior be. and hoe 
is, authorized and directed to nd report to Congress a de. 
and entered into by » Seneca Na- 
of ae in the Allegany 


nN and 


is hereby appropriated to be paid at «,.... 

on the t med of said 
shal! be ald iy 
of : paid in 


That is an entirely new provision. It does not appropriate any 
ar. is legislation pure and simple. er it is impor- 
tant tion or whether it is unimportant legislation, it has no 
place whatever upon a.conference report when the subject-iuatter 
never was mentioned in the original bill, and never was prvjosii 
to the Senate or discussed by the Senate or voted on by the Senate. 

This is the most parliamentary proceeding | have 
ever witnessed during my nine years’ service in Congress. 
more than Ihave ever observed or heard 


r eo ae” I know not 

concep powers mt it is a pro- 

ceeding which, if it is in order to t it to the Senate a it 

a me = <—— a ope no way of dis- 

of it except to joing absolutely to revolu- 
tionize the methods of doing business £ this body. r 

The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate has enou h to 

carry. It has had difficulty hitherto in dealing with the 

fad aifftculty cnoweh i the sabochian off te cont eshte 

in erence committees 

which have at the last hours of the session been in the ha!)'t of 

dealing with the various appropriation bills. It has had difficulty 

seaman while the Committee Sa, so far as | know 

and have observed, have at all times conformed to th: 

fundamental rule of the Senate in connection with conferenc 

i ithout to constitute themselves legis- 

in new ion in the closing 

ae If the power to do this 

om 7 if the owe to do it is 

vigorously, the whole character 

changed, and tastend of geocesdins in a safe, 

way we shall have adopted methods of lrs- 

open. the to all manner of raids 


through conctied paragragi conference reports, and 


damaged by the new prac- 


the Senate against 

rejected roposition,; 
character, no ant af which 
there are two clauses 

im either the House or 

until they are presented by 
therefore the conference report 
The committee of conference 
matter again and to pro 

by the Senate, and to do 
committed to them by the 


it has not been disputed 
to ttem 37 as re 

original legislation. 

ing votes of the 

y without the 


will 
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When the Indian appropriation biil came from the other House 


there was no provision in it for the Dawes Commission. There | 
was nomention of the Dawes Commission. That Commission was | 
not referred to directly or incidentally in the bill as it came to us 

from the House. When the bill reached the Senate an amend- | 
ment was here appropriating $40.000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, prescribing duties for the Commission which did not be- 
Jong to it under the law that provided for its organization. That 
amendment led to protracted debate, in which some eight or nine 
Senators icipated, and it extended through the whole of two 
davs. The Senate decided that that amendment could not be en- 
grafted upon an appropriation hill without an open violation of a 
standing body. It must not be forgotten that the 
Dawes Commission appeared for the first time in the proposed 


amendment in Senate, no provision of any kind or character 
having been made, and no reference having been made to it in the 


bill as it came to us from the other House. 

The Senate, asI have said, after full debate decided that no such 
provision could be ingrafted upon the Indian appropriation bill 
without a direct breach of one of its own standing rules. After 
that decision was reached the Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. VILas] 
offered an amendment appropriating $40,000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, and directing the Commission to proceed with the nego- 
tiations for which it was organized and the only purpose for which 
it was i To that amendment no objection was raised, 
although the ion for the Dawes Commission had gone 
out on a point along with the balance of the amendment. | 
But when that harmless provision was proposed no objection was 

to it. 





After that wasdone, what does the conference committee do? | 
The conference committee to invest the Commission not | 
only with duties which did not belong to it before, but to invest 
it with power and authority which were positively, after long 
debate, denied to the Commission by the action of the Senate, and, 
what is more, which had never been asked for by the House. 
Therefore there were no di ing votes between the two Houses, 
and there could not be. © provision originated here. It was 
not asked for by the House. It was defeated here upon the 
ground that we would violate one of our standing rules unless it 
was ruled out, 

Mr. President, the proposed legislation, originating with the 
committee, is wholly gratuitous. It is directly in conflict with 
the action of the Senate, and is not responsive to anything that 
has been proposed on the part of the House. For one I desire to 
protest such unauthorized and most questionable exten- 
sion of their own powers by this committee of conference or by 
any other committee of conference. 

That isnotall. It is said that the amendment is not identical 
with the amendment which went out on a point of order in the 
Senate. It is not identical, but it is exactly the same character of 
legislation. It is legislation upon an appropriation bill, 
and upon exactly the same subject, with many of the same pro- 

i it contained in amendment which the Senate de- 
cided should not go upon the appropriation bill and could not go 
upon it without an open violation of astanding rule of the Senate. 

I call attention to one other matter. The committee, not content 


with originating its legislation and building it — the amend- 
ment providing an appropriation of $40,000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, go further and say: 


itis declared to be the of the United States to establish a gov- 


in the Indian Territory which will rectify t ies and 
now in said Territory ont sdiond aeadeel protection 
to the lives and property citizens and residents thereof. 

The honorable committee proposes a po#cy; it proposes to put 
into the form of law its idea of the duty of the United States 
upon a most and difficult problem. With as much 
pretense of authority it might just as well have 

of the United States shoul upon the 


id be 
qnestion. With the same riety it might have de- 
clared what the policy of the United akeuib an 
ence to the Cuban 


i 


tates should be with refer- 
, or with reference to the tariff, or any 
not connected with the matter with which they 


were 

ina may be said ae Ra tetesenit Soe batesnede 
porpeditien submnitted the commi as compared wit 

what is known as the Platt amendment, which the Senate re- 


jected, this I suppose the conference committee will concede and 
admit, that it has no right in this form to lay down a line of duty 
state verument upon ® question which has vexed the greatest 
statesmen of our day for years—the Indian problem. The Senate 
amendment provided that the Dawes ission should go on 
under the law under which it was organized. The committee says 
shail ne Policy of this Government with reference to the Indians 
shall be so and so; as as I said before, to its duty and proper 
function as if it had what the policy of ent 


FL 
4 


to ask Sipleadiastsem Mitacieteet whether 


Py 
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there is any doubt that the authority with which the Dawes Com- 
mission is invested by the amendment is entirely distinct from its 
present authority by law, and an enlargement of its scope of duty 
and of action, and entirely beyond what was contemplated in the 
original law? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Every word contained in the long amend- 
ment in relation to the Dawes Commission is new; every word in 
it is an addition to the duty devolved upon it under the law by 
which it was organized and referred to in the amendment which 
the Senator from Wisconsin offered. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
add one other statement? It is not only that, but it is in the most 
flagrant violation of existing treaties with the Five Civilized 
Tribes, upon which ground it was opposed in the Senate during 
that long discussion. when the bill was before the Senate, of which 
the Senator from Mississippi has spoken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be 
good enough to explain where and how it is in direct violation of 
the treaties? That is a pretty broad statement. 

Mr. VILAS. That can be done before the debate is ended, if 
necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
difficulty in doing it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The question was up before, and no matter 
who was right about it the Senate determined that it was one of 
those questions which could not be disposed of in an amendment 
to an appropriation bill. 

But that is not all of this most remarkable report. After declar- 
ing what the policy of the United States is upon the Indian ques- 
tion, they go on and anes of some Indian interests with which 
the Dawes Commission have never had any connection whatever, 
direct or indirect. As I said, the Dawes Commission dealt with 
the Five Civilized Tribes and no other Indians. This report says: 

Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 18%, is hereby appropriated, to be paid at 
ence in cash per capita; and hereafter all interest on the permanent fund of 
said Indians, after deducting the amount expended for education, shall be 
paid in cash per capita on the Ist day of November of each year 

Having relation to a tribe of Indians that the Dawes Commis- 
sion have no connection with; that the Dawes Commission was 
not instructed to negotiate with. Butthat is not all. The report 
says further: 


I think the Senator will have some 





Seneca Nation of Indians: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to ascertain and report to Congress a de- 
tailed statement of all the leases made and entered into by t ca Nation 
of Indians, with all persons or corporations, of all lands iz legany In 


dian Reservation in the State of New York, giving an itemized statement of 
each and every lease now in existence or force, with the date and terms of 
each lease, and amount or amounts due on each lease. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask the Senator in charge of this confer- 
ence report if either the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians or the 
Seneca Nation of Indians cut any figure in any way in the matter 
which this conference committee had to deal with? As I said 
before, the Dawes Commission had no connection with them, and 
no duty was imposed upon that Commission with reference to 
those Indians. Their duties were limited to negotiations with 
the Five Civilized Tribes, and this conference committee, after 
conferring upon the Dawes Commission new powers which did 
not belong to it, most of which the Senate had refused to give to 
it, and after proposing legislation indicating what the duty and 
policy of the Government should be in reference to the Indians, 
travels outside and deals with two tribes of Indians that the 
Dawes Commission had no connection with. 

Mr. President, it will not be denied, I take it, that this is entirely 
original legislation, and that it is not responsive to anything pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives and rejected by the Senate, 
and that it does not arise either directly or indirectly out of any 
disagreeing votes between the two Houses. 

I think, Mr. President, that this kind of legislation is reprehen- 
sible in the last degree. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the point of order raised by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] can not be well 
taken. I understand the proper way to deal with the subject, if 
the report is not agreeable to the Senate, is to reject the report, 
and that is the only way it can be disposed of. If the Senate is 
not satisfied with the enlargement of the Senate amendment, 
which was disagreed to by the other House and which put the 

rovision in conference wnd gave to the conference committee 
jurisdiction, the Senate can so declare by voting it down or de- 
clining to accept the report, and that is the only way it can be 
done. That is the proper way to deal withit, and that is the way 
I shall consider it. 

There has been a good deal of indignation and a good deal of 
loosestatement made about conference reports. The Senator from 
New Hampshire declares that nothing of the kind has ever oc- 
curred in the extended public service that he has had here. Why, 
Mr. President, in the twenty years I have been familiar with this 
body there has not been an appropriation bill passed which did 
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not contain more or less of this ‘‘reprehensible legislation” of 
which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] speaks; and 
the objection nowis not that it is reprehensible. That is not what 
disturbs the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from 
Mississippi, but it is that they are opposed to this kind of legisla- 
tion, whether it is in an appropriation bill or whether it is in any 
other bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator has no right to say that as 


to me, 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator says it is not true, of course I 
retract it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator has no right to say that. I 
discussed the proposition when it was here before distinctly on 
the point of order and declined to take any position on it except 
in reference to the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. If I am mistaken, the Senator can correct me. 
I understand the Senator considers that he is acting under instruc- 
tions of his legislature on this subject. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do not think the Senator should say that, 

Mr. TELLER. The legislature of Mississippi has taken action 
on the subject as to what should be the action of this Government 
with reference to these Indians. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. President, I think it is due to myself 
and to the Senator that he allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam under no instructions from anybody. 
My attention, as I said when the question was up before, was 
directed to this subject by reason of a memorial from the legisla- 
ture of Mississippi. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I understood. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That induced me to look into the subject; 
and I said then, and say now, that the legislation is not proper 
upon an appropriation bill. That is the extent to which I have 
gone on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. It may be true that it is not proper on an ap- 

ropriation bill, and yet some of the most beneficial and valuable 
legislation on the statute books we have got on appropriation 
Mr. HALE. But not originated in conference committees. 
Mr. TELLER. Yes; originated in conference committees, 

—_ —_ I will venture to say that the Senator is mistaken 
as to that. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not going into details. I make the state- 
ment, and Senators who have been here a long time will bear me 
out in it, that we frequently change measures in conference and 
that we make material changes. 

Mr. HALE. And introduce new matter? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, new matter. 

Mr. HALE. That has not been done so far as I have been con- 
cerned as a member of the body and as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. If it has been done, it has always been 
done sub silentic, no attention being called to it; and that is the 
reason whenever a subject does come up that the committee ought 
to take notice of the violation of the rule and see that it does not 
occur again. I can not say that in years past something of this 
kind may not have been done and no attention called to it, where 
a matter has been without objection; but never have I 
known in any conference I have been where absolutely new mat- 
ter was projected and initiated by the conference, and I think the 
chairman of the committee will bear me out in that statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I never knew but once to my knowledge of 
new matter being placed on any ————— bill by a conference 
committee, and then it without the Senate knowing it. 

Mr. HALE. It was found out afterwards. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was discovered afterwards; and I want to 
say for myself, as the matter is up, because I do not want the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to rest in the belief that conference commit- 
tees have ever put new matter in a conference report, that I never 
have done it since I have been on the Appropriations Committee 
for twenty-taree years but once. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not take back that statement, but to that 
extent I will admit—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator from Colorado to give any 
instance, except the one to which I have referred, in twenty-three 
years in which that has been done on a conference report. 

Mr. VEST. It was done in 1883 on the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not an appropriation bill. Iam speak- 


ing of a riation bills. 
ft. VEST. Oh! 
Mr. TELLER. But it is a conference report, all the same, 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it is. 


Mr. TELLER. And it is just as objectionable on one confer- 
ence report as on another. I am speaking generally of conference 


. ALLISON. I can have no controversy about this matter. 


I venture the statement that there never has except in one 


instance, any new matter inserted on an ap ropriation bill, es. 
ially nothing containing legislation, which this amendment 
if I am not mistaken, certainly does contain. 7, 

I do not wish at this stage to engage in this debate, but whey 
it is said that itis acommon thing on appropriation bills, or other 
bills, to inject new matter in the conference, I wish to say tha; I 
think it never has been done except when explained to the Sey. 
ate, and unanimous consent asked, which probably may have }yooy 
done in some instances. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not intend to go into a general discussion 
of this question. 

Mr. LISON. I want to say—— 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word, if the Senator will viys 
me a chance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, I will ore the Senator a chance, 

Mr. TELLER. When I get through, the Senator can be heard 
I want to a that conference committees within my experience 
have changed the phraseology of bills repeatedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. And cheanel the interpretation, changed the 
meaning, and have done that from time to time. Sometiines | 
think the changes have gone to such an extent as to be objection- 
able, because they perhaps went beyond what would be germane 
and proper, where the objection could be made that it was levis|,- 
tion. Ido not claim because that has been done that it follows 
that it is correct; but I want to say that the question should be 
here now, not whether this isa customary thing, but whether this 
is proper legislation which ~~ be put on any bill. It may be 
objectionable to say that you shall not legislate in an appropriation 
bill; and yet the most important legislation of this session is in an 
appropriation bill which has now me a law, or, so far as we 
are concerned at least, I believe it has been to. We have 
thereby torn up a system which has existed in this country for one 
hundred years, and we have done that on an appropriation bill; 
and we defend ourselves in that because we said it was an impor- 
tant question, that it was a very important thing to be done now, 
and that it could not be done otherwise because of certain ob jec- 
tions which would be made to a general bill. We have changed 
the whole system of marshals, of district attorneys, and of com- 
missioners. 

Mr. HALE. That was not initiated in conference. 

Mr. TELLER. That was not initiated in conference, but one 
of the objections now is that this is on an priation bill. 

Mr. HALE. So far as I amconcerned I did not raise that point. 
My point was that it was an alarming instance of initiating new 
legislation, which the Senator does not deny, in conference com- 
mittee not behind the general subject of | g On appropria- 
tion bills, That is not the grievance. The grievance is the other 


thing. 
Mr, TELLER. Iam to that; but both seem to be griev- 
tor from Maine has not made 


ances to Senators, and if the 
that a grievance some other Senator has. 

The trouble here now is, I think I may say, that if this had been 
legislation which was agreeable to certain Senators there would 
have been no objection made. This oe. which I admit 
ought not to pass here in any shape without a full and free dis- 
cussion, is very much controverted. There probably never has 
been in the history of this Senate and the House of Repre*snta- 
tives such an active lobby against this class of legislation as there 
is here to-day. There never has been since I have been in public 
life an evil of such magnitude which ought to be taken hold of, 
and as to which, if there is any justification at any time for a vio- 
lation of the Senatorial rule, it it to be excused in this case by 
those at least who are familiar the necessities of legislation 
and the deplorable condition which nearly half a million of Amer- 
ican citizens are in to-day for want of some such legislation. 

— contend that this is in order, and if the Senate 
Geld Souk Sedintae tetas tedieperting fror i 
wo j ing from its 
, it is to vote down this report. 
know what they have to do. 

sa eae ene cae 

time since—to put u a w air he 
to be out of enter. The Senate did not vote on it as I understand, 
but it was declared to be out of order under the rule. This isa 
an however, from the one which was ‘e- 
order, for that was a onsen which al 
all of these provisions and very much more. It contained a pro 
vision for the allotment and the distribution of the lands of the 
mag er tener hes pee least = Bags a meee ot comelt 

w. This does any existinglaw. This provides simp!) 
that a Geman Oona ve have ted and to which we 
have given certain powers may have wers, and that 
is all is of it. It is simply an extension of the authority 
already given to them, in the statute now. I will ad- 
mit that it is an extension and that it is a detailed statement of 
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what they should do or what they might do without that detailed 
statement if they saw fit. The law creating this Commission I 
have before me and I will read it. 

sec. 16, The President shall nominate and, by end with the advice and 


consent of the Senate, shall int three Commissioners to enter into nego- 


a 
tions with the Cherokee Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw Na- 
tion, the M 


(or Creek) Nation; the Seminole Nation, for the purpose 
of the extinga ent of the national or tribal title to a ge within that 
Territory now id by any and allof such nations or tribes, either by ces- 
e same or some part thereof to the United States, or by the a)lot- 
ment and division of the same in severalty among the Indians of such nations 
or tribes, respectively, as may be entitled to the same, or by such other 
method as may be agreed upon between the several nations and tribes afore- 
said, or each of them, with the United States, with a view to such an ad- 
‘nstment, upon the basis of ustice and equity, as may, with the consent of 
om nations or tribes of Indians, so far as may be necessary, be requisite and 
suitable to enable the ultimate creation of a State or States of the Union 
which shall embrace the lands within said Indian Territory. 


Then it goes on to give power and authority to the Commission- 
ers to appoint a stenogra her, etc., and provides how they shall 
discharge their duties. I have not read it all, because it is not nec- 
essary. Then it proceeds: 


Such Commissioners shall, under such regulations and directions as shall 


be preseribed by the President, through the Secretary of the Interior, enter 


upon negotiations with the several nations, of Indians as aforesaid in the In- 
dian Territory, and endeavor to procure, first, such allotment of lands 
in severalty to the Indians belonging to each such nation, tribe, or band, re- 
eee TE aeeniey of nat for bis of be accde te pack cael ait 
eibution and apportionment as may be found just and suited to the circum. 
stances, etc. 

For which $50,000 is appropriated. 

This provision is contained in ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with Indian tribes, for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894.” 

r. HALE. Approved March 3, 1893? 

Mr. TELLER. ved March 3, 1893. Then it provides that 
the Commission report. 3 

There is a most extensive authority given to this Commission— 
authority to deal with these Indians on every subject, to buy their 
lands, to allot their lands, and to negotiate with them as to their 
condition with reference to statehood, etc. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is any power under the original act given to 
these ers except the power to negotiate to make con- 
tracts or agreements? Is anything that they do binding on any- 

ex agreement with the Indian tribes? 

: I su not. I supposed the object was to 
negotiate; as I said, with the Indians, and I suppose any agree- 
ment w they made with the Indians which was subsequently 
disagreed to would not be an agreement with the Indians. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment, among other things, I see, pro- 
that the decision of the Commissioners in all such cases shall 

Mr. GEORGE. To what is the Senator from Maine alluding? 

Mr. HALE. To the amendment which is proposed. 
<a GEORGE. That the action of this Commission shall be 

Mr.HALE. Yes. I do not understand that there is an at 
controversy between Senators. The Senator from Colorado him- 
self has been very frank about it, and he does not claim that this 
is not [eT of the powers granted to the Commission. 

Mr. Lhavesaidso. I havesaidit is an enlargement 
which could only be justified by the exigencies of the case. 

_ Mr. HALE. Senator does not contend that the power which 
fe this amendment is in any way contained in the orig- 


Mr. TELLER. I think very much of it is. It is not such an 
enlargement as Senators have professed; but it is somewhat of an 
enlargement, I admit. It is not so objectionable, however, it 
seems to me, as the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from 
New seem to think. 

Mr. the conference committee got jurisdiction of this 


ees by amendment numbered 37 of the Senate, which is as 
Ws: 





Pi 


of the Commissioners a) nted under acts of 


Congress I March 3 1803, and March 2 189. to n te with the 
Five Civilined Feit She Tndion Terri the sum of akoone to be immé- 
diately availabe; ent ane Commission ie directed to continue the exercise 
conferred upon them by law and endeavor to accom- 

prescribed to them and report from time to time 


That is legislation on an appropriation bill undoubtedly, and 
when conference—I suppose I am not greciaded from 
in conference—when it came into confer- 
= the conferees on the part of the House, the House having 


this provision in another measure, said they would ac- | 


this substantial amendment 


that 
here should be added. There is where 
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Senate believed that it would be better for all concerned that we 
should agree to this provision, which is substantially a provision 
which I think has already passed the House of Representatives. 
At all events, it was taken out of a House bill which had been 
considered by the House of Representatives. 
saying it passed the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think the House bill has 
eg the Senate, but this conference report has been agreed to 
»y the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. This provision is in a House bill, though it may 
not have passed the other House. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think it has ever been taken 
up, but I am not sure about that. 

Mr. TELLER. But it met the approval of the ¢ ‘ommittee on 
Indian Affairs, and was taken from a House bill at the request of 
the conferees on the part of the other House, with perhaps soma 
slight amendments and changes of phraseology. 

I make this statement simply to show, Mr. President, that the 
Senate conferees have not gone out hunting for something extraor- 
dinary and that we have done what is frequently done, when one 
part of the conferees say, ‘‘ We will accept this with some amend- 
ments,” and the amendments are made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator states what I suppose undoubtedly 
to be the fact, that this subject-matter originating in the other 
House was embodied in a bill there which perhaps had been 
reported by the same committee which has charge of the appro- 
priation bill—the Indian Committee. 

Mr. TELLER. The same committee—the Indian Committee. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in all fairness, if that committee, or any 
subcommittee of that committee, expected to bring this matter up 
before the Senate on an appropriation bill, ought not that com- 
mittee to have put it onto this appropriation bill, which origi- 
nated in the other House? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, they ought to have done it, but they did 
not. 

Mr. HALE. Therefore is it not objectionable, after they have 
failed to do that and thereby given us notice when the bill comes 
in that then it should be put on in conference, as I understand 
they insisted that it should be put onin conference? I understand 
the pressure came from the House conferees. I think the Senator 
himself sees, as a member of the committee, some embarrassments 
that we are under by the House taking this course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 
me to ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the position as- 
sumed by the Senator from Maine in the question that is now 
submitted. Does he assume that whatever is done by the Senate 
must of necessity go without concurrence on the part of the House? 

Mr. HALE. No; not at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have made an amendment to 
this bill by putting on the Commission, and the House simply 
reply that they will agree to the Commission provided we limit 
its authority in a certain method. 

Mr. TELLER. And instruct it to do certain things. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Precisely. 

Mr. HALE. Provided you put on in effect what a House bill 
contained, but which the House did not put on the appropriation 
bill. I say the Indian Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, if it expected this legislation to pass on an appropriation 
bill, ought to have put it right on the Indian appropriation bill 
and passed it through the House of Representatives and sent it to 
us, so that we could have considered it; but they declined to do 
that. They failed to do that, and it comes here on a bill with the 
ordinary clause giving money to the Commission under its old 
power, and then that committee comes in and insists on putting 
on their amendment, which they could not and would not put on 
an appropriation bill. I do not believe that is right. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to go into any criticism of the 
other House as to what they failed todo. It is enough for us to 
know that the conference committee came here with our measure, 
and they suggested that they must have some addition to it, and 
that we allowed. 

I want to go to the question for a moment whether there is any 
necessity for legislation at all here, and whether, after all, there 
is any such great outrage committed as the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi and the Senator from New Hampshire seem to think there 
has oe upon the Senate. It was not expected that a matter of 
this kind would escape the attention of the Senate. We knew 
very well that when this report came before the Senate it would 
be thoroughly discussed. We knew that with the great lobby 
which was hanging arcund this Senate, with nearly all the attor- 
neys of this community employed, there would be some objection 
made to the report; and therefore we kept it as near as we could 
within the rule that we thought had been sometimes recognized 
as acceptable and not objectionable where there has been enlarged 


Am I mistaken in 


conferees of the Senate were met, and the conferees of the! and extended in conference what has been done by one of the 
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Houses, with the consent or at the demand of the conferees of the 
other. 

Mr. President, [ do not intend to waste much time upon this 
subject, but I wish to say that we have im the Indian Territory a 
question which has got to be settled in the interest of good gov- 
ernment, which has got to be settled in the interest of the In- 
dians, which has got to be settled in the interest of the at 
mass of the Indians and the mass of the white people who have 
been allowed by the Indians to invade that Territory and to make 
that Territory their home. 

We agreed with the Indians that we would keep from their set- 
tlements white goat if they objected, and to a very great extent 
the Government of the United States has maintained that agree- 
ment. We have kept ont of the Indian Territory the class of peo- 
ple as a rule that they objected to. There have been some excep- 
tions; but there is to-day within the Indian Territory a very large 
— by the consent and at the request of the Indian - 

ion—a population that has made the Indian land and the 
SS a — deal more than it would have been. There 
are in Indian Territory now, I think I may say without exag- 
geration (probably more than I shall name), at least 300,000 citi- 
zens of the United States who are as foreign to the eweneaes 
the Indian Territory as they would be if they lived in the Island 
of Cuba, where every right of citizenship is denied to them, where 
they are compelled to raise their children im ignorance, where they 
can not have the benefit of schools, which are denied to them by 
the Indian population and the Indian government, who have de- 
clined, at the request of these white people, to open their schools 
and allow them to have the advantages of the schools under any 
terms whatever, and who have treated them as if they were for- 
in a foreign land. 

re are now at least five white people in that Territory to 
every red man. I need not say to the Senate of the United States 
‘that that condition of affairs is an unnatural one—one that can 
not be continued; and that if the Indians will not make some ar- 
rangement and take some by which the citizenship of those 
people can be recognized they be given an opportunity to 
educate their children, the Government of the United States must 

To do aot ~ a c — to laws 

o t we com ns existing or 
treaties with those tribes. And why should we not? Of this 
Indian population of sixty-odd thousand, or somewhere, probably, 
an the nei ood of 75,000, I will say not to exceed 10 per cent, 
although i do not believe itexceeds 5 per cent (I think, perhaps, 
one man out of ten in that community; I do not believe that is 


Q 
, 


PB SS, 


ment pay it, because if itis mot paid that way we do not go j, 
We had just before that made to those people in purchase 0). 
land a great grant of money that was supposed to be distri), ,,;,. 
per capita amongst all the people alike. e were told of a wo 9) 
who came up there to her money which was in the h») 

the Indian officials. She brought her family certificate s},, 
that she was entitled to $800. When she went up to the ; 
who were by their tribe charged with the distribution of the), ..., 
she was told that the United States Government had not p. \| ;.;, 
money and she could not have it, but if she would wait a fo)... 
she could get it. Returning on the street she met one of ;),..., 
confederates, who with effron 
buy your certificate of $800.” t woman froin tho 
brush said, ‘What will you pay?” He said, “I will give \,, 
$10”; and he paid her $40 for that which he had only to w,:)\; ;, 
the office to get the Goverment money that should hay 
paid to her. 

That is a sample of the the leading Indians in that ©. .)t;y 
manage the affairs of the tribe to the exclusion of the grea; mon 
of them and to their own enrichment and dizement. And 
it is not to be wondered that they are around the corri- 
dors of the Senate and i that there shall be no violation 
of treaties—that they shall be maintained. These Indians hays 
never maintained a treaty that they made with the United States. 
Their treaties them to give to all the Indians benctits, .),) 
equal benefits. do not pretend to do, and nobody pre. 
"Mr. President, because of any knowledge that thi 

‘ident, of my. is condition of 

exi was willing myself to stretch the rule wit) refer. 

ence to the authority of the conference committee and accede ty 
Siouse demanded, and what I thought they rightfully 
demanded, if we were to further ite upon that subject at a'/, 
and the conference the shape itisin. [| haven 
more interest in it than anybody else, and Ihave no feeling a))out it, 
renee 0 Teo eeateimetadinies ae 
ing. i irs existing there is an 

anomalous one, an unusual one, and one that exists nowhere ely 
under the sun, [ believe. It may be true that we should wait and 
let this matter go on year after year until we can pass, in soe 
general law, legislation that shall rectify these wrongs. But as | 
have seen on other occasions a bills made use of for 
such a purpose, as I have seen the t session an appro- 
priation bill made use of for the purpose of accomplishing bene 
ficial legislation, I am m in favor of this amendment 
in the appropriation and enacting it into law, whether it is 
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PERT is 


walked up and said, «| will 


been 


correct, for I think the number is less), are participating in the 
advantages and are aggregating to themselves all the benefits of 
the acts, very liberal acts, which the Government of the United 
States has passed from timeto time, not for a few Indians, but for 
all of them. The great mass of Indians are denied as absolutely 
the right of perty in that Territory as the white men are 
denied it, and a sprinkling, a few men who control that 
tion, are the nabobs and the lords who realize the profits the Gov- 
ernment of the United States intended that the whole tribe and 
all the peopleshould have. A few families alone are aggregating 
to themselves all the benefits and all the wealth to the exclusion 
of the greut mass of Indians, as well as to the detriment of the 
great mass of whites who inhabit that section of country. 

Mr. President, the common Indian in the Indian Territory has 


‘an income of §200,000a year from rentals, while the average Indian 
was not occupying more than 10 or 15 acres of that vast a 
which the Government intended should be owned by all the In- 

dians, and not by a few. : 
Mr. President, that is the condition, and that is the condition 
i continued in this country. The com- 

; the aristocratic Indians 
great 


consistent with the rules of the Senate or whether it is 1.1. 
lam not afraid of the precedent. I am not afraid that the Sen- 

ne am leans wiry ggg ag an improper 
rovision in an -opriation bill, to reject i question here 
or the Senate ea oe te there such a condition of affairs 

now in the Indian Territory as will ify the Senate in passing 

this kind of legislation? If there is, we will be justified if we shall 

this report. 


President—— 

Mr.HALE. Will theSenatorfrom Wisconsin allow me t)1make 

a suggestion relative to the order of business? 
. VILAS. . 

Mr. HALE. (Me to make a mate the Senator from 
New Hampshire . CHANDLER]. I see difficulty of enfore- 
ing by a point of order the views which have been expresse | lier. 
It is a. grave question whether it can be reached in that way. | 
suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that he withdrw 

point of order and that the sense of the Senate upon this wh 
matter can be taken by the vote on accepting the report. 

Mr. GRAY. In other a. it is a question that _—— the 

oes not ex 


Senator from New 


y 1s not 
as to justify the departure, then,of course, the report ouz!' to!» 
voted down. That is the way to mest it, andnot anmply by a ques- 
tion of order. 
° the suggestion to 
% to be a rule, 


own vote. 
. of order being withdraw®, 
is upon concurring in the report of the committee of 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 
Mr. VILAS. I believe I have the floor, 













VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is en- 
titled to the floor. The Chair will state to the Senator from Wis- 
consin before proceeding that the hour of 2 o clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
ill be stated. ‘ es y 
ba GECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. | ask unanimous consent that the pending 
order be temporarily laid aside that we may proceed with the 
consideration 


The 


of the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous co that the unfinished business be laid aside 
temporarily for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the conference rt. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEORGE. 7 nd are several objections over here. 

° B o > . . . 

The CUE PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 

of the Senator from South Dakota. 
ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask leave at this time simply to submit a 
7 am directed by the Committee on Finance to report back favor- 
ably without amendment the bill (H.R. 3282) to repeal section 61 
of an act to redace taxation, to vide revenue for the Govern- 


t, and for other purposes, which became a law August 18, 1894. 
ioeport it in order fiat it may go upon the Calendar, and I give 
notice that after the reading of the Journal to-mor- 


row morning, if I can get the floor, I shall ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to consider it at that time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what was the notice which was 

iven? 

Mr. HARRIS. I gave notice that I would to-morrow morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, if I can get the floor, 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider at that time 
the bill which I have just reported. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not yield consent. 

Mr. PLATT. Itis merely a notice. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The notice I care nothing about. I wish 
to state that at the earliest possible moment I shall try to call up 
again the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill and 
— of it. I will not make the motion now, however. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House nate, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, annou that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of 
the House authorizing the Secretary of War to lend to the mayors 
of the cities of East St. Louis, , and St. Louis, Mo., and vi- 
cinity, a number of tents. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houseson the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
3279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(8. 1247) to establish and for the maintenance of a free 
public library and reading room in the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
_ The message also announced that the S 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 193) authorizing the 
of War to lend to the mayors of the cities of East St. 
, and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, a number of tents. 
REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 
The Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

THE ENDLESS CHAIN. 

Mr. President, we are told that there is an end- 
Treasury. There is also an endless chain in the 
-down process of a contracting currency, which pulls down 
the farmer, the merchant, and the manufacturer, presently 
the and italists who must rely 

interests for their own. 
prices, -_ trusts failing, they 


manner ive, mechan- 

in orm ill and with the 
the cn ee commences to fall. 
in New York black Fridays in Lon- 


of the House had 


: 
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don; railroads go into the hands of receivers,and while ruin is 
rampant even the Treasury of the United States passes into the 
hands of receivers with foreign connections, who kindly take the 
great Republic, with all its boundless resources, under the shadow 
of their wings. 

THE SOPHISM THAT “THE QUANTITIVE THEORY MONEY IS EXPLODED.” 

There are certain sophisms used by the so-called sound-money 
men—who are in fact gold monometallists and national-bank- 
extension advocates—to uphold their schemes. One of these is 
that the quantitive theory of money, to which I have referred, is 
exploded, and the distinguished Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
CAFFERY]| fervently so declares in his able speech of recent date. 

But in the very moment of his declaration he showed that he 
realized the quantitive theory, for he was opposing free coinage 
on the ground that, while within a certain limit silver dollars were 
not cheap, they would become cheap if freely coined. The fact is, 
the whole theory of monometallism and its purpose to keep money 
dear is based upon the idea that by keeping it small in quanity it 
will be kept dear and strong in purchasing power. ‘The great 
thinkers of the world have, of course, universally admitted and 
illustrated the quantitive theory of money. Montesquieu, in his 
Spirit of the Laws, teaches that— 

Prices are fixed in a ratioof the whole of the commodities to the whole of 
the me (oe and silver) combined with a ratio of the whole of the com 
modities in the channels of trade to the whole of the signs in these channels. 
The establishment of prices depends always fundamentally upon the ratio 
of the total of commodities to the total of signs. 

Darvanzati, the eminent Italian, taught three hundred years 
ago that— 

_All commodities which serve to subserve the wants of man are by conven 
tion equal in value to all the gold, silver, and copper. The parts are subject 
to the same rule as the whole 

So Hume taught in his Essay on Money: 

_The policy of the good magistrate consists in keeping the money of the na 
tion, if possible, still increasing, because by that means he keeps alive a spirit 
of industry and increases the stock of labor, in which consist all real power 
and riches. Accordingly we find that in every kingdom into which money 
begins to flow in greater abundance than formerly everything takes a new 
face—labor and industry gain life, the merchant becomes more enterprising, 
the manufacturer more diligent and skillful, and even the farmer follows his 
plow with greater alacrity and attention. 


So Hamilton taught in his report on the mint in 1791: 


Bat, upon the whole, it seems to be most advisable, as has been observed, 
not to attach the unit exclusively to cither of the metals, because this can 
not be done effectually without destroying the office and character of o1 
them as money and reducing it to the situation of a mere merchandis« 
accordingly at different times has been proposed from different and very 
respectable quarters. but which would probably be a greater evil than occa 
sional variations in the unit from the fluctuations in the relative value of the 
metals, especially if care be taken to regulate the proportion between them, 
with an eye to their average commercial value. 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is toabridge the quantity 
of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise from a 
comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

Daniel Webster declared that a contraction of the currency, 
even if not sudden, contracts business, discourages enterprise, and 
restrains the commercial spirit; and that these circumstances 
were aggravated by sudden contraction. (SeeShucker’s Reply to 
Garfield, page 8.) 

Jean Baptiste Say, the great French economist, reviewing the 

riod of resumption and contraction in England, closes by declar- 
ing that the privileged classes, the public functionaries, the pen- 
sioners of the State and the fundholders, had profited by the re- 
sumption act, but that it had laid a burden upon the masses of 
the people and upon industry which only so rich and industrious a 
nation, so admirably administered in all respects, could support. 

The difference between contraction and expansion was admir- 
ably stated by Hon. Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, in 1877, wherein he 
said: 

No greater wrong can be inflicted on a people by government than a con- 
traction of the volume of currency to which their values are adjusted. The 

rices of commodities, whether land, product. or labor, are determined abso 
tely by the effective volume of the currency. An increase of the volame 
raises the price of all commodities. but if not carried beyond the wants of 
business does injury to only a compuratively small class, whose wealth o 
dependence is chiefly in money securities, fixed rents, annuities, or salaries 
Yet. while it injures them in one way it helps them in another; it lightens 
the burden of taxation, promotes industry, stimulates exchanges, multiplies 
opportunities for safe and profitable investments, and thus indirectly com 
sates them for the diminution of the relative valueof theirmoney. Thus, 
during the war of the rebellion, so great were the general benefits from the 
increased volume of the currency, and so many the new epeotenities for 
successful inyestment, that even the small creditor class suffered little by 
the decrease of the purchasing power of money.—Speech of November 22, 1877, 
in House of Representatives. 
HISTORIC ILLUSTRATIONS. 


In a speech which I had the honor to make against the uncon- 
ditional repeal of the Sherman law, on the i4th of September, 
1893, I attempted to show that the monetary panic which was 
then raging had begun to creep upon the commerce of Great 
Britain in 1888 and bad burst forth in the summer of 1890 upon 
the announcement of the failure of the Barings. I pointed out, 
furthermore, that so far from the Sherman law being the cause 
of the panic that it had come at a time when money was so much 
needed in this country that the printing presses were put actively 


OF 
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to work to meet the demand for them in printing Sherman notes, 
and so eagerly were they sought that they were printed in hun- 
dred and thousand dollar notes, the famishing money market not 
being willing to wait for small bills. I pointed out also that in 
1890 the Bank of England, upon the failure of the Barings, went 
to work to supply more money, and secured from the British 
Government the right to issue £7,000,000, provided the same was 
used to assist that firm. I believed then, as I believe now, that 
it was more money, and not less money, that was needed, and 
that we could not possibly by contracting the currency in such 
an emergency restore confidence or revive business. 

In 1825, after England had forced the resumption of specie pay- 
nents that had been suspended in 1797, a period of momentary, or 
rather apparent, prosperity began, and the King congratulated 
the people that ‘‘the country was reaping, in honor and repose, 
all that had been sown in courage, constancy, and wisdom.” 

In December of that year, owing to a drain of bullion from the 
country and a contraction of the currency, a fearful monetary 

anic was in full blast. How wasit met? The Bank of England 
in four days inflated the currency by an issue of $25,000,000 of 
notes. And it is said: 

This audacious policy was crowned with the most complete success; the 

nic was stayed almost immediately. All contemporary evidence proves 

hat it was this profuse issue of £5,000,000 of paper in a few days that stayed 
the panic. If the bank had persevered in ite restrictive polley three days 
longer, it was said the totai- and entire destruction of commercial credit 
would infallibly have ensued.—Shuckers on Panics, page 17. 

In the crisis of 1847 a similar policy of the British Government 
had equally beneficial effects. In October, to relieve the pressure, 
the Government recommended the Bank of England to enlar 
its discounts. Ten minutes after this policy was announced its 
effect was produced: 

The panic vanished like a dream. Mr. Gurney stated that it produced its 


effects in ten minutes. No sooner was it known that notes might be had than 
the want of them ceased. 


Ten years after, in 1857, another panic came agen England. 
The Government again authorized the Bank of England to inflate 
the currency by extending its issue, and the beneficial effect was 
instantaneous. 

In 1866—with singular periodicity—still another panic came. 
Again the Government suspended the bank act, which restricted 
the issue of currency; again the favorite English remedy of infla- 
tion was —. and in, as said hy Gebbart in his work on 
Banking, ‘‘ it operated like a charm.” 

THE SOPHISM THAT ‘“‘ FINANCE IS A MERE QUESTION OF FIGURES.” 

In reversing the wise precedents and in stopping the coinage 
of money when it was most needed we have reversed the effect 
and have brought distress and hardship upon the country. Some 
of the sophists tell us that “finance is a mere matter of n 
An eminent gentleman in public life said to me lately, ‘ ce 
is a mere matter of figures; there is nothing in your free-silver 
business.” Said he, ‘‘ Let me illustrate. fter the war I as- 
sessed all of my property and it was worth $130,000. Soon the 
currency was contr ; silver was demonetized. I reassessed 
the same Lark send and it was then worth $30,000, and,” he added, 
**T lost nothing, for ew was all there.” ‘* Yes,” 1 re- 
plied, “ the war was ere; but let me put another case to 

ou and see if the matter does not a a different light. 

a that when it was assessed at £130,000 a buyer had ed 
and you had sold it to him for that price. Su he had paid 
you $60,000 in cash and given his note for the balance of $70,000, 
running through a series of years tocome. He defaulted in pay- 
ment. You then had the property sold and bought it back at 
$30,000, which was its then value. At the end of the transaction 
the buyer had lost his $60,000, he was $40,000 in debt, and you 
had the Lata gg Rr started with and $60,000 to boot and 
$40,000 due you.” , when contraction of thecurrency and ee 
erty take place, was it a mere matter of resenting dol- 
lars that ruined the one and enriched the other? is process, in 
different d and in different shades, is what has been trans- 
piring in country in recent years. 


THE WORLD-WIDE MALADY—DISLOCATION. 


Within this recent period not only the United States but the 
world is suffering from a world-wide malady. There has been a 
displacement and de ment of one of the factors of civ- 
ilization—hard, bimetallicmoney. Oneof the foundation stonesof 
money —— which three thousand years of civilization had been 
built up has been — by the massive force of governmental 
power. The law been employed to uncouple gold and silver 
and to confuse their relation and to discharge one of them from 
the monetary function, and the effort is now being made to require 
indebtedness accrued upon the double standard to be 
according to a single standard, and that represented by the dear- 
est metal. It is imagined by some that this question will soon be 
dismissed from public view and soon be settled by the productive 

wers of an active and energetic people. They reckon without 
their host—that is, unless the question is rightly settled. The 


people are just beginning to realize thoroughly the terrible o(f, 
upon all the workers of the world of this derangement and ( = 
traction of the currency, and if the projections of those wi. ;, Wor 
the contraction shall be realized, we are destined to wallow in th, 
slough of despond for many years tocome. They propose a fur. 
ther contraction. 

PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN OF 1892, 

Let me now review briefly the political events with referencg 
to our currency of the past four years. In the Presidenti,| cam. 
paign of 1892, which resulted in the election of Grover Cle, eland 
the Republican, Democratic, and Populist parties differed i), many 
things, but all of them agreed in the necessity for the restoration 
of silver money. 

The Republicans declared in their platform: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimeta||« 
the Republican y demands the use of both gold and silver as x: 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be do: 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of th 
two metals, so that the purchasing and debt- ng power of the dollar 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at equal. The interests 
of the producers of the country, its farmers and its working men. (jo; 
that every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall }.: a. good 
asany other. We commend the wise SS steps already taken } 
soenas will tpeaea a pacity of value between Pos pee po ed 
ures as W ge as 
throughout the world. * pees many 

The Democrats at Chicago said in their platform: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard moncy of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discriminating 
against either metal or aoree for =e but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic exchangeable value. . 

The Populist party in its platform said: 

We demand free and unlimited of sil and gol e 

> Comm i Sve pte coinage  aiver gold at the present 

The President who was elected, in accepting his nomination, 
accepted all the am which his party made in behalf of its 
nominee. He said: 

I find much relief in the reflection that I have been selected merely to 
stand for the and purposes to which my party is pledged and for 
the enforcement and su of which all who have any right to claim 
Democratic fellowship must constantly and persistently labor. 

Again, in the same speech, he said: 

I shall not attempt. to at this time other objects and aims of Dem- 
ocratic endeavor which inspiration toour mission. True to its history 
and its creed, our Lap Bet respond to the wants of the people witiin safe 
lines and guided by htened statesmanship. 

The election came, and the Democratic party found itself in 
full possession of the executive and legislative departments of 
the Government. In the House of resentatives and in the 
Senate it alike had a majority, and in the Presidential chair was 
the present Executive, who had been elected by a popular major- 
ity and by a majority of the electoral college as well. 

Over thirty years elapsed since the Democratic party had 
been in pe. A new generation had grown up since it had been 
driven into retirement. It was composed of veterans who had 
a gray in its service, of recruits from the opposition who 


d grown of its extravagance, and of fresh and buoyant 


m, and 
andard 


rmined 


licies reversed which 
been so disastrous and detrimental to the country. The chief 
issue of the Presidential election, by the common consent, was the 
tariff, but as soon as the President was inaugurated the outcry 
against the McKinley bill grew fainter and fainter. I was then 
in favor of an extra session of ao and so declared myself 
in a public letter. The iron was hot; then was the time to strike. 
But the weary months wore on. The robber barons were left 
unvexed by any attempt to relax their extortions. Presently, like 
a thunderbolt, came a message from the President convening Con- 
gress in extra session. 
THE PRESIDENT'’S CHANGE OF BASE AND HIS MISTAKEN DIAGNOSIS. 
A new revelation seemed to have dawnded upon the Presidential 
— ke cuaiaue — the — was not the — — 
on upon e an to our prosperity that it 
been represented to be, but our silver currency, which we had 
promised to uphold, was the trouble. 
When the was delivered, I felt that a great mistake 
had been made. physician, in my opinion, had made a false 
diagnosis of the disease. The demanded the uncondi- 
tional repeal of the Sherman law of that and no more. 
ggle ensued. Desiring to keep the Democratic party t 
as ered upon the floor of the Senate to meet with my 
tic brethren in caucus and to abide their judyment. 
This was indignantly refused by the leaders of the oppositon. 
Various compromises were proposed, and one was agreed upon, 
nearly all ee their names thereto, the Secretary 
of the Treasury h —_—— it. 
was 


yomns men who looked forward to see the 


At the last moment this 
, unconditionally, of the 


Sherman law was a blican tion. It had been made 
; it had defeated by the Democrats 


by the Senator : 
in the Democratic President was invugt 


F » 1893, 
rated. It was not called for by the Democratic platform, vi 
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— } 
had demanded in lieu of the Sherman law ‘‘ the free coinage of 
oth metals without discrimination against either.” Under no 
litical promise or obligation to vote for the unconditional re- 
Pa | declined to do it. It was urged that after the repeal there | 
Laat be silver legislation, but I knew that then a Presidential 
aan would be all-powerful, and it would be difficult to agree upon 


a measure. 
THE FALSE PROPHECIES OF THE REPEALERS. 


Now, let me ask what considerations urged in favor of the un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman law have been substantiated? 
What prediction of the repealers has come true? Not one; not | 
one. It was urged that it would prevent the further export of 

jd from the country, but the gold has flowed and flowed away. 


t was urges that it would prevent the raid upon the gold 
nue Behold the result. Two hundred and sixty-two millions 


of gold borrowed to keep it up, and yet it remains an organized 
appetite without the power of satisfaction. _ 

(2) It was urged that it would induce foreign capital to invest 
here,and there would be a flow of money toour shores. The flow 
has been in the other direction. 

(3) It was urged that it would stop the sale of our securities by 
foreign investors. More securities were thrown upon the market 
the day after its repeal and more and more. 

(4) it was urged that it would restore confidence and prosperity. 
«Confidence, confidence,” was on every lip, and a bountiful supply 
of it was predicted to pervade the Jand just as soon as the law was 


re ed. a ’ 

The President said in his message: 

Our unfortunate financial plight is not the result of untoward events nor 
of conditions related to our natural resources; nor is it traceable to any of 
the afflictions which preqecntty check national growth and prosperity. With 
plenteous crops, with abundant promise of remunerative production and 
manufacture, with unusual invitation to safe investment, and with satisfac- 
tory assurance to business ente se, suddenly financial distrust and fear 
have ng up on every side. Numerous moneyed institutions have sus- 
nd 
Fre demands of frightened de 





because abundant assets were not immediately available to meet 
itors. Surviving corporations and indi- 


viduals are content in a@ the money they are usually anxious to 
loan, and those engaged in legitimate business are surprised to find that the 
securities they offer for loans, though heretofore satisfactory, are no longer 

‘ Values ou to be fixed are fast becoming conjectural, and 


loss and failure have invaded every branch of business. 
1 believe these things are principally chargeable to Congressional legisla- 
tion touching the p’ and coinage of silver by the General Government. 
The Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, in a speech made for the repeal, de- 
clared on October 17, 1893, with radiant and roseate inspiration: 
In the t condition of affairs there is no money to buy cotton or corn 


or wheat for f consumption. ; 
Break down the barrier now maintained by the Senate of the United States, 
check this viper called obstruction to the will of the majority, give the Sen- 


ate free power and play, and— 
Now mark the sunburst that was to come— 


and in ten days from this time the skies will brighten, business will resume 
its ordinary course, and the clouds that lower upon our house will be in the 
deep bosom of the ocean buried. 


Horace White wrote in the Forum for August, 1893: 

What wuy.be affirmed with positiveness is that our present scarcity of 
money w' certainly be relieved by the surplus of Europe but for the silver 
seare, 

What prompt and bountiful relief was thus vouchsafed to us. 

PROFESSIONS OF LOYALTY TO BIMETALLISM. 
(5) Associated with these alluring predictions were declarations 
of undying loyalty to bimetallism and assurances that after un- 
repeal was accomplished legislation would be effected 
that would restore silver to its accustomed place in our financial 
system. Many su to be on intimate terms with the Presi- 
dent shook their heads wisely and said he would duly be heard 
from in behalf of silver. Indeed, in the very statute of repeal 
new —_ of friendship were sealed by solemn —— the 
himself becoming a — to those vows by approving 
statute, which declared: 
declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
use of both gold and silver as money and to coin both gold and 
of intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
agreement, or by such safeguards of legis- 


the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of 
the two 
an omotel and pan geen, power of every dcllar at all times in the markets 


A bill for coining the seigniorage Con- 
ee. the President and was vetoed. e fish had 
hook in his mouth; nothing was done. Nothing can be done; 
proposed. 
WHERE IS THE PROSPERITY PROMISED? 
President, what kind of precpnty is this 
first quarter of 1896, as stated in the 


any: Losses 


3° 


in 1895 were ter than those 


of failure on. While the masses are 
thus suffering the dividends of the national banks have decrease 


fifty-one millions in 1898 to forty-six millions in 1895. 





| Commercial Chronicle, 


| in the hands of receivers. 


| their nature? 








LOOK AT OUR RAILROAD SYSTEM 


Let me read a little extract from the Financial and Commercial 
Chronicle of April 4. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of what year? 

Mr. DANIEL. Eighteen hundred and ninety-six. 

Railroads: Decrease of gross earnings in 1894 as compared to 1893 — $142,- 
313 wih 11.64. Dividends decreased $10,000,000. 

We show a deficit in March (1896) of $1,804,000. This is not large, but to us 
it is a disappointment, though, as stated a month ago, it was to be expected, 
for no other result was p sible with business unloading.—The Financial and 
April 4, 1896, page 616. 

(The Manufacturer, March 28, 1896.] 

This country has about one-half of the railroad mileage of the world. At 
the present time, according to report, two-thirds of the railroad mileage are 
_A few weeks ago the great Baltimore and Ohio 
system went overto the majority. On Monday last receivers were appointed 


| to take charge of the Central Vermont Railway Company. a corporation 


having 800 miles of track. On Monday, also, the Glendon (Pa.) Lron Cx mpany 
failed. Not longago it was one of the richest and most successful concerns of 
the kind in the country. 


: t The list of wrecks grows larger 
heaps higher and higher. 


J , The mass of ruin 
What is the matter? 


The potentiality of wealth 


| in this land is beyond computation. The soil is rich; the people are industri- 
| ous, intelligent, enterprising. The Government no longer purchases silver. 


The credit of the public Treasury has been fully established 
ard is me. A tariff for revenue only is in full operation. Why should 
the clouds grow darker and the commercial situation more hopeless day by 
day? What else must be done to bring back again the good times? Nothing 
is more nearly certain than that the extension into practice by a Government 
of wrong theories must work toward evil. Would it not be well for the 
wealth producers, who suffer from the conditions as they are, to consider if 
indeed some of the theories now in practical operation are destructive in 

Mr. Cleveland represents the present tariff and the existing 
financial system; has he suggested any method of reaching good times w hich 
can commend itself to men of sound judgment? 


The gold stand- 


POSITION AND PROPHECIES OF THE BIMETALLISTS AS TO THE UNCONDI- 
TIONAL REPEAL OF THE SHERMAN LAW. 


At the time when I was resisting the unconditional repeal of 
the Sherman law I undertook to analyze the situation and to state 
my judgment as to what would occur if Congress should yield 
unconditionally to the Executive command. = 

(1) I showed that the repealing statute did not put back the 
law as it existed before the Sherman law was aamek for then we 
had the Bland-Allison Act, which put forth a minimum of two 
million of silver dollars every month, and unconditional repeal 
meant no free silver at all per month or per year. 

(2) I acknowledged that some temporary benefit might flow 
from the repeal ‘‘ under the momentary influence of declarations 
so vociferously made that prosperity would come,” but expressed 
my opinion that this momentary effect would soon wear off; that, 
“existing mostly in the emotional nature of man, though toa 
degree promoted by a scheme to contract the currency, it would 
soon dissipate its influence,” and that people who were persuaded 
to expect great relief would ‘‘ere long stand confronting the mer- 
ciless conditions of a contracted currency without a correspond- 
ing contraction of either taxation or debt.” Let the course of 
afiairs of the last three years bear witness to the truth of that 
prophecy. 

(3) I undertook to show that silver would further decline in 
value. It had declined under the demonetization in Germany and 
the United States twenty years ago. It fell perceptibly in India 
but a few years ago; and I asked, ‘‘ Under demonetization would 
not history repeat itself if we follow these examples now?” We 
followed the example, and history has repeated itself. 

(4) I predicted an increase of taxation; that present assessments 
of real and personal property would be reduced, and, meanwhile, 
the property holder compelled to pay a tax no longer represented 
by corresponding value of productive power. This prediction is 
verified by the very bills now before the Senate. 

(5) I showed further, Mr. President, that as soon as the Sher- 
man law was repealed monometallism would be strengthened, and 
that those who in America had masqueraded as bimetallists would 
unfurl the flag of monometallism. I declared that it would be 
heralded over the boards of exchange and urgently boasted by all 
the organs of the money power that this country had deliberately 
discarded silver and turned the prow of the ship of state toward 
the mainland of monometallism. Hear the present clamor of the 
single gold standard! Seehowthe masks are being cast aside from 
those who danced at the masquerade ball of the Sherman silver 
repeal bill and witness the somersaults of the political changelings! 

redicted further that as soon as the avmin law was re- 

pealed it would be immediately claimed that all our silver money 
was a mere subsidiary money to be redeemed in gold. I pointed 
out that our stock of gold in the Treasury was then about $103,- 
000,000, and was then charged with the redemption of $412,000,000 
of uncovered paper money; that in addition to this there was 
$600,000,000 of certificates and silver dollars, making over a bil- 
lion of subsidiary money, resting upon a gold basis of $100,000,000, 
or an inflation of a billion of paper money on the unbankable basis 
of 10 to 1, provided the theory upon which the Sherman law was 
repealed was carried to its intended projections. 

Yow, here comes the Director of the Mint, the avant courier 
of further contraction, and two years later fulfills my prophec 
that the withdrawal of outstanding currency would be demand 
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GOLD RESERVE. 
[The American, February 29, 1995. ] 

Mr. Preston. the Director of the Mint, is authority for this statement. In 
his annual report for 1885, page 184, after speaking of the $346,681,(116 of on- 
backs and the $141,002,280 of Treasury notes outstanding November 1, 1805, a 
total of $487,773,296, which he assumes to be redeemable in gold, and of the in- 
sufficiency of a gold reserve of $100,000,000 to insure their convertibility at 
all times, he p s: “ Bot this heavy task is not the only one imposed on 
our gold reserve of $100,000,000. As under the laws of February 12, 1878, July 
14, 1300, and March 3, 1881, $423,289,209 in full legal-tender silver have been 
coined, against which $333,455.236 in certificates were outstanding November 
1, 1895, and as the act of July 14, 1800, has declared it to be the established 
policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with each 
other upon the pronsue legal ratio or upon such ratio as may be provided by 
law, we have a total superstructure of $421,229,532 resting on the frail basis 
of a gold reserve of $100,000,000."" 

A gold reserve of $100.000.000 is indeed frail to support a superstructure of 
eight times as much. The Bure m banks of issue, taken as a whole, hold 
$1 in gold to $ of paper in circulation. 


I then showed, Mr. President, that with these conditions we 
would have two alternatives presented to us, that is, either the 
withdrawal of the nback circulation of $346,000,000, or the 
issue of bonds for the taking upof all our paper money. In order, 
if I may quote myself, I said: 

To gold tosave the Treasury, there should be a rush of silver or 
green for redemption, the issue of bonds would be proposed. 

And I asked— 


Will confidence then be restored when the already overtaxed 
are thus assuiled? On the con 
who have been urging the 
to provide 


in its ruin. 


y gold resources 

, confidence will be weakened, and those 
President to order or recommend the issue of bonds 

will renew their demand, and it must be granted or the at- 
will collapse and fall and bury the honor of our country 


ae prediction which I then made, Mr. President, has been 
fulfilled. Twohundredand sixty-two million dollars of bonds, the 
greatest public debtever contracted in time of peace, have been piled 
up t the people, the increase of taxation has been demanded, 
and the end is not yet, for the only remedy we have a 
from the Presidential chair is that we shall proceed to further 
contract the currency by the withdrawal of the greenback circu- 
lation, and that would inevitably result in appalling disaster. 
THE CAUSE OF FALLING PRICES. 

Tt is alleged that the dislocation of silver is not the sole cause of 
falling prices in this and other nations; and that this is shown 
by the fact that the fall began in 1865, not in 1873. I admit ail 
this, that the fall began in 1865. It was natural that a fall in 
prices should come about in 1865, for two reasons: 

(a) Because then over two millions of men who had been en- 
gaged in the work of war and destruction returned to peaceful 
pursuits—ceasing to be destroyers and consumers of other men’s 
productions, and becoming producers themselves and vastly in- 
creasing production in all the avenues of labor. 

(b) Because a curre that had been used only in the Northern 
and Western States to diffuse and divide itself among the 
Southern States, who had little or no money of any kind, and 
whose productions were now opened to the world’s markets, in- 
creasing their stock. Such a period as this, the period just after 
the war, is generally the opportune occasion seized by those who 

fit by — dearer and commodities cheaper to get 
their work. eat Britain seized such an occasion after the 
overthrow of Napoleon at Waterloo and demonetized silver to 
enhance the value of her securities; Germany did likewise after 
the fall of Napoleon III at Sedan, and the U States followed 
suit after cn pom and the like results followed in each case. 

It is argued that the demonetization of silver in 1873 could not 
have been the cause of falling prices for two reasons: 

1, Because in pear! ern nm ae a Selisieoaundniad 

i ty-five average was about 
the same as that which has taken place since 1873. 

Admitting the fact, it is evident that the pri 
very much the same causes that have prevai 
of a century. 

Remember— 

(1) Great Britain demonetized silver in 1816. 

(2) Great Britain resumed specie payments in 1819. 

(3) The Spanish-American wars cut off the world’s supply of 
the precious metals. 

Commenting upon the decreased production of the precious met- 
als from 1810 to 1829, Jacobs, in his work on the Precious 
says: 

We when a and sudden took 
wos neces of tae nleeeed pNtuad iran Atece pense arc tion 
three cen du the whole of which there had been imerease 


w 
of the quantities o and each 
on than the similar number of 


porti 
Fontana 
which they yielded 
nt. 
But it is Seas by = ae 
5} ; a... eo 1 : 
marked first by a tremendous and then 
price of commodities—the price of silver 


This is put forward in support of the idea that silver “ he|,) .),, ' 
from other commodities when it had free access to the 1,;,,.. » 
and was impotent alike to prevent the fall or promote tho :;... of 
prices. 
I reply that in that period, though silver had legally free .,. 
to the mints, its production kept much of it fro», ... 


ting there; whereas now the mine turns it out and the min;:. .., 
it out—the same result being reached by closing the mines ;,, ,.... 
case and closing the mints in the other. 
Let anyone read the little volume of Sir Archibald A}}j<.,)) ,....; 
tled Engiand in 1815 and 1845, or a Sufficient and (Co 
Currency, and he will see displayed with the clearne: 
master mind the effect on prices produced by a pol 


points out that the period from 1797 to 1815 was the most «) »;,,.. 
and taken as a whole the most prosperous, which Grea: |)... 
had ever known; that agriculture, commerce, and manu‘s::.,, 
had increased in an unparalleled ratio; that the landed py, 
tors were in affluence, and that wealth to an unheard-of ¢;,..; 
had been created among the farmers. He shows that wit) +). 
arrival of peace with its sudden contraction of war expendityres 
there was of necessity great temporary distress and extrioyjiy). 
difficulty cupertenced in industry finding out new and syeris, 
channels. He shows that the Empire continued to grow ric), 
although for decade after decade there was never a ere... 
amount of financial embarrassment experienced by Govern... 
or more widespread or acute suffering endured by the peo) jo. 
That is just the condition of this country now. “And now. 9. 
then, it is largely due to the same cause. While wealth ya; 
po ereeey Allison says, to = unparalleled extent among tho 
commercial classes, suffering and distress generally ensued aon cy; 
the rural inhabitants. : —— 
THE PREDICTED FALL OF REVENUE. 

There was one prediction, Mr. President, which I took occasion 
to make, and that was that there would be shrinkage of revenue, 
I pointed out that the British commission on the Indian currency 
had shown that the fluctuation in relative values of gold and si- 
ver had so increased the liabilities of the Indian Government in 
comparison with its revenues as to make it necessary in th abseuce 
of other remedies to impose fresh taxation. This shrinkage of 
revenue is now a sad realization; this increase of taxation has 
only been avoided so far by the $262,000,000 of public debt. 

ow comes the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. the same 
who told us in 1893 that the patient would be well and prosper- 
ous in ten days if he would take his repeal bolus. He comes 
again—the pulse is low and faint, but the physician has lost no 
confidence in himself, and he is ready again to tell us all about 
the sick man and his troubles. He says that the whole mat- 
ter is want of revenue—that is, the man is dying for want of 

breath. He says put up high taxes again and ail Will be well. 
- Want of revenue is indeed a malady of the Treasury visible 
enough, and the present Secretary of the Treasury has been as far 
nee in his ictions as his predecessor from Ohio, wii is his 

model. 
_ In 1892, while the McKinley law and the Sherman law were both 
in operation, we had still a small surplus revenue, although the 
revenues were much reduced by their passage. They were both 
in 1890, when we had a us of $105,344,469. This fell 
to $37,239,762 in 1891, to $9,91 in 1892, and to $2,541,674 in 
1898. Now, on November 1, 1893, the Sherman law was repealed, 
while the McKinley law remained, and in 1894 the deticit was 
$72,000,000. In 1895 the deficit was $40,000,000 under the W ilson- 
Gorman bill, and in 1896 it was $25,000,000. This analysis shows 
t deficit nyo ae the repeal of the Sherman |1w with 
yet in force. 

What is the cause of this want of revenue? The Senator from 

i it is the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill. Certainly, ont for 
in that bill in the Senate the deficit would be 

much greater, and it is gratifying to observe that while the Pres- 
dent would not sign it in 1898 his subsequent reflections Lav led 


based upon the denial of the right of th: 
avenues to our "s cheap living or ese” 
their comfort and contentment, for the sake of according especial adv antax'* 
to favorites, and which well encourages our intereourse nad trade with other 
nations, recognizes the fact that American self-reliance, thrift. and ingen"! 
can build up our *s industries 
than enervating 


and develop its resources more aay 
But here is the deficit to deal with. What caused it? 4 fall- 
ing off in the volume of trade. Yes. But whatcaused the incTea* 


ing falling off of trade? I answer its shrinkage and its p0'!)*'s 
from the accursed falling of prices, which unsettled all busines 


yi 
PALLING PRICES AND SHRUNKEN VOLUME OF BUSINESS THE CAUSE OF 
FALLING REVENUES. 


Let me read an extract from a recent issue of the Financial 
‘ews: 


recei ted in 
1806, the Intter year’s expores would have Drought $1,700,001 5 in='cad of 












know that the merchandise balance of trade in our 
sea By 1873's prices, would have been in 1895 $616,508,997 
AVOF of $75488.208, which they actually were? Yet such are the facts. 
instead ©! form ng study for the farmers of this coun- 
These Oe think of it, farmers and laborers, a falling off of more than one- 
* of the vale of the productsof your labor within twenty-two years, or 
NIST3 to 1895! The same products that were exported last year would have 
from vit, had the prices of 1873 been realized. just 3961,523,419 more than they 
rote t is just what laborers and producers lost by this falling off in 
did oo. Now, we may What is the cause of such an immense contraction 
Prices? Not because of overproduction, for actual facts go to prove that 
of Pencrense of the world’s ae is greater in proportion than the 
the mice of the necessaries , and they also show that people are not 
— roportionately as much as they did twenty years ago from the very 
wane et they have not the money with which to buy. Then what can be 
fact ase? ‘Thore is butone reasonable answer. and that is that silver (which 
Geociways been used by almost every nation of the world except England as 
a ~ ry money) was demonetized im 1873 by the United States, Germany, 
ea the other nations fo the Latin Union in Europe, and has since been 
ant ) only as subsidiary coin these nations. Every man knows that the 
fa wt ihe products of the has ever been measured by the value of sil- 
2 and we w that ever since the United States and these nations of 
Euro e have been degrading silver money that the value of all the products 
a farmer and the laborer have in like manner been getting lower and 
lower, until DoW the expense of producing many of our staple products is 
more than those products will for on the market. 


Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will permit me, the line of sugges- 
tion as to the cause of the falling off of revenue which the Sena- 
tor has made is veryinteresting. He says truly that the apparent 
cause, the ap i cause, of the falling off of revenue is the 
falling off of business, the falling off of those transactions of daily 
life which make trade and imports, upon which revenue is paid 
and internal taxation coll I wish to know whether he at- 
tributes the falling off in business activities to the unsettled state 
and the want of confidence which has been produced by the agi- 
tation of the standard of payment in the matter of silver and 
gold, for if, as I believe—I am not going to argue the question—it 
js true that the paralysis of business which so largely prevails in 
our country is due to that cause, then it deserves some considera- 
tion. Returning to the suggestion which the Senator made as to 
the business conditions, not to interrupt him again, I will add 
further that he would also have to account, it seems to me, in 
dealing with this cause which he asserts. for the fact, as stated in 
British trade journals, that in the year last past in the trade of 
Great Britain, which has not been assailed by the disturbing in- 
fiuences of a disputed standard and a troubled currency, there 
has been a most eee iricrease in every direction, and in the 
profits of the British people resulting therefrom. 

Mr. DANIEL. No doubt, Mr. President, the British people are 
getting along very well on our paying them two for one. 

I will try to answer the Senator’s question with entire frank- 
ness. I have no doubt that any agitation on any large question 
of currency or taxation which is in an acute condition, independ- 
ent of the right or on either side, is calculated to depress 
trade; but I wish to the Senator's attention to one thing. 
This agitation had been going on for twenty-five years; and when 
in 1578 it had agitated a silver Dteosinesp bill through both Houses 
of Congress, which was compromised by the Bland-Allison Act, 
which poured $2,000,000 more silver into the currency each month, 
the agitation, mstead of having a depressing effect, stopped the 
course of the panic, increased prices, and started the country upon 
a career of prosperity. It is the agitation for the gold standard, 
and the partial success of it, which is depressing the conditions of 
the country, and your success will be more depressing than your 
agitation. Our success relieves, whilst yours re If the 
Senator is right, why is it that the a,itation of 1878 and its partial 
success did not depress prices? I will give the Senator time to 
reflect in order to invent an answer. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want time to invent an 
. Idonot want to give any answer that is not apparent, 
result from conditions of the question; but the 
ited to call the Senator’s attention to and have him ex- 
n the last part of my question was this: oe is it that a 

and kindred thought and blood during 
ition of what he calls gold monometal- 


any 
E . 
i 


lism, aoe stable standard so far as any assault seine 
made upon its own people is concerned. should have enjoye 

this prosperous year which ended in January, 1596, 
while we, who have such intimate intercourse with that people, 
2 bana eguaw in the depths of what the Senator has descr! as 
8 and extended and all-prevailing in this 


of the community? Is there any 
in the condition of the two countries which will 


f 


epee for this different result, except that in the one case they 

ened wuble standard and in the other they had one that is threat- 
te: and instability? 

his q. DANIEL. Mr. President, my worthy friend has shifted 
Mr. GRAY. I pardon. 

dia PANTEL. first he asked me was this: If I 

of tie Pelieve that the agitation of the silver question was one 
Mr. GRAY, is quite “ight; I did. 
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Mr. DANIEL. And I answered the Senator with precision that 
any agitation was depressing, but that whenever our agitation 
had been successful it had elevated conditions and had not been 
depressing; and I pointed to him the result of the passage of the 
Bland-Allison Act in 1878. 

The Senator now asks me another question. 
is it that Great Britain is prospering? I wi 
answer, for I am not prepared to answer fulls 


He asks me, Why 
L give him a partial 
without an analvsis 


of all the conditions of British trade. It is because the gold stand- 
ard plays into her hands and out of our hands and the double 
standard plays out of her hands and into our hands. It is be 


she is buying American cotton cheaper than she ever bought it 
before by the gold standard. It 


is because she is getting more 
corn and oil and wine and iron and wool and cotton, dollar for 
dollar, under the gold standard than she conld get if we had 


double standard, and what she is gaining is just to the same « 
our loss, 

Mr. GRAY. She need not have a monopoly of this stable con- 
dition unless we choose to give it to her. 

Mr. DANIEL. Weare largely the producers of the bread stuffs 
and raw materials and Great Britain is the consumer, and if the 
buyer is constantly putting down the prices of the seller, will 
not the buyer get rich and will not the seller lose? It dep 


xtent 


nas 
upon which side of the counter you are buying. If I were an 
Englishman, especially if I were a rich English capitalist, my 
selfishness might prompt me to be a gold-standard man, but, in- 
stead of being an English capitalist or their representative, Ll am 


an American and the representative of American interests, and 
that is the reason I am for the double standard. [Applause in 
the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGer in the chair). 
The Chair will admonish the galleries that it is a violation of the 
rules of the Senate to show evidence of approval or disapproval. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator has sought to answer 
my question with an appeal, not to the reason of the thing, but to 
the supposed patriotism involved in his position. I do not deny 
the Senator’s patriotism; but I should like to know from the Sen- 
ator, to return to the question I just put, how it is that a stable 
condition of currency based upon the gold standard, unassailed by 
popular agitation, snould be fruitful of results so beneficent to 
the British people, and that the like condition should not produce 
the same results in our own country; and, further, to ask him 
what other difference there was to account for this difference of 
condition, except that in this country there is this intense agita- 
tion and threat made against the stability of our monetary stand- 
ard, to distinguish ourselves from the people who have a stable 
standard and abounding prosperity under it? The Senator 
answers, true it is, that England, with her stable-money standard, 
has reached beneficent results fromit because she has been buying 
from this country cheaply with her gold-standard money, and is 
enabled thereby to’ ke a profit from her traftic with the people 
of this country. Nw, I ask the Senator from Virginia, how will 
she buy at higher prices, or any less cheaply, if we go upon the 
standard of 16 to 1 on a free-silver-coinage basis? Willnot England 
have to pay the same price for our corn and our wheat in gold 
that she pays now, even though there is nominally a higher price? 

Mr. DANIEL. She would have to pay more. 

Mr. GRAY. Would she have to pay more for it? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 

Mr. DANIEL. Because the entire monetary volume of the 
world will be swelled up, and there being more moneyin the world 
money will be cheaper and property dearer. That is the reason. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 would ask the Senator, would every bushel of 
grain raised by an American farmer and sold abroad have to be 
settled for upon gold prices? Then, if it has tobe settied for upon 
a gold price, the merchant abroad who buys it will buy it upon 
the same terms he does now. The only thing you can argue is for 
the benefit of the farmer that you translate the gold price he may 
get into a silver price here; and whether that silver price will be 
worth more to him when it has less purchasing power, is a ques- 
tion I have not heard answered yet. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Delaware has diverted me 
from the trend of my remarks, and has anticipated much to which 
I had expected to refer before | got through; but he wants to know 
now, as my answers to his other questions do not seem to have 
brought him contentment, whether or not the prices of American 
produce in English markets would be increased by the double stand- 
ard in America or otherwise. If the Senator had read the debate 
in the House of Commons on the 17th of March last, he would have 
seen that resolutions were unanimously passed by that body favor- 
ing a return to the double standard, and he is very much mistaken 
if he imagines that there is not agitation for the double standard 
in Great Britain. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no evidence of it in their press. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have an extract from the London Times be- 
fore me, and can show the Senator the entire paper. 
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Mr. GRAY. In regard to those resolutions? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I recollect the resolutions very well. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then there is agitation, and agitation sufficient 
to get a unanimous vote from the House of Commons for the res- 
toration of bimetallism by international agreement. Now, I ask 
the Senator not to ask me another question until I get through 
answering this one, 


THE BRITISH WANT MUCH OF OUR PRODUCTS FOR LITTLE OF THEIR GOLD. 


The resistance in the British House of Commons to the whole 
theory of bimetallism was based upon the proposition which the 
Senator from Delaware is now denying. It was based upon the 
pa that it would make Great Britain pay higher prices 

or all the produce which she buys from other nations. I will 
read the Senator a portion of the speech of Sir W. Harcourt, who 
addressed the House of Commons on that subject. He said: 


There has been something said about agen as the creditor country, and 
nobody who heard it will have forgotten that remarkable speech which was 
made by Mr. Gladstone in this House when he last spoke upon this subject, 
when he held up to the scorn of mankind the proposal that the great creditor 
country should go. hat in hand, to beg the world to pay 10 shillings in the 
and. iieugh rr.) That is practically the result t the bimetallic sys- 
m would bring about. [‘‘Hear!” “ Hear!) Of course it is said we receive 
moreforourmoney. The factis, weare not paid in gold, as everybody knows, 
but in commodities. These are the commodities upon which our le live 
and therefore we are to goround the world to beg them in return for the gold 
we have lent them to send fewer commodities. Is it possible to conceive 
idiocy going further thanthat? [Laughter and“ Hear!" “ Hear!”] We, who 
have lent 2£100,000,000, perhaps 21,000,000,000, to foreign nations, are to beg 
them to give us less in exchange for that money than they do at present. 
tr Hear!” “ Hear!"] Itis really hardly ible to state a case of that kind and 
smegene any person would adoptit. I know they say that under the bime- 
© system silver will really be exactly worth as much as gold. If you be- 
lieve that, will you show the sincerity of your belief by giving an option to 
the creditor as well asthe debtor? [" Hear!” “ Heart}, 


Sir, there is my answer to your question. The declaration of 
the British gold-standard men, the open and declared pur to 
buy from us all that they get cheaper, and the appeal to Britons 
to stand by them upon the ground that it would be idiocy for Great 


Britain to be wanting to pay more—and while I would not use 
such a term as ‘‘idiocy,” or use any term which might reflect 
upon honorable gentlemen who debate with me on this subject, 
I do say that it is the most singular piece of fatuity that I have 
ever seen for the great debtor nation of the world and the great 
a nation of the world to be constantly laboring in its 


egislative bodies to increase the burden of those debts upon the 

ple, and to —— the standard of them in order to pay Britons 

i ahee they owe $1, and bear down the prices of their wheat 

and their corn and their iron and their wool and their cotton in 
the markets. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. What I started out to say to the Senator was 
that these conditions of alleged: prosperity, perhaps I might say 
conceded p rity, which obtain according to the financial 
chronicles of Great Britain in that country were by reason as I 
thought of the only differentiation I could make between them 
and this cunaniap--tee there there was no substantial agitation of 
the currency question, there was no attack threatened upon the 
stability of the monetary standard, while here the situation was 


' entirely different. But the Senator takes issue with me upon the 


fact that there is no agitation in Great Britain just now, and in 
roof of it reads resolutions by the House of Commons, 
the debate upon them,and the comments of the London Times. 
All I want to say in regard to that is that since those resolutions 
passed and since that debate the whole question so far as I kaow— 
the Senator may differ with me—has fallen entirely fiat in Great 
Britain,and there is by general consent an abstinence from any 
raising of a question of changing the standard of exchange or of 
value in that country. It may be that reasons such as were 
— in the speech in the British House of Commons which was 
by the Senator from Virginia were given, but what I con- 
tend for is that the same conditions which make prosperity there 
will make prosperity here, if they are allowed to work out their 
legitimate results without the constant threat made that there 
is going to be a change in the standard of value in order to pay 
debts contracted in the gold standard in cheapened silver. 
ans nnn Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to say 
a word? 
Mr. DANIEL. I am trying to make a speech, and I hope Sen- 
ators will be good enough to make their speeches in their own 


time. 
Mr. GRAY. I have interrupted the Senator, and I beg his 


on. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me to introduce a state- 
ment from the London Statist which answers the question of the 
Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have that statement here, and shall come toit 
directly, but I shall be glad if the Senator from Georgia will send 
it to me now, because | want to take one idea after another. 

Mr. BACON, I send it to the Senator marked. 


Mr. DANIEL. Iam very much obliged to the Senator fo; hi 
ove. us 

Mr. President, I have answered all the questions which ¢),, 
ator from Delaware has asked me, and he now comes wit}, 
stract proposition which he does not ask me as a questi 
enanciates it as a relief to himself. 

Mr. GRAY. And as a comment upon your answer, 

WHY THE GOLD STANDARD IS NOT GOOD FOR AMERICA. 

Mr. DANIEL. And as acomment upon my answer the Sey 
ator now declares that if America would only come to {}). gold 
standard, as the an standard has an prosperity to Great 
Britain, it would bring p rity here. I beg leave to sa) i iie 
Senator that if he has read the views of the leading financiers o¢ 
Great Britain, as expressed in the international monetary (op. 
gresses, he will see that Mr. Rothschild declared that while ;), 
gold standard was a good thing for Great Britain, if the res: ,+ the 
world were to try to come to a gold standard it would produce 
widespread panic and ruin. Mr. President, one man may liv. on 
bacon and another on beef. There may be enough bacon for ong 
man to grow fatand hardy upon, and there may not be enough for 
two men to grow fat and Lertty upon; and the trouble about the 
gold standard is that there are not enough rations to go around 
and that you can not go to a gold standard without reducing the 
prices of wages in the United States, without reducing the prices 
of produce and land in the United States, and without paying to 
Great Britain double the quantity in produce and labor that we 
are now paying in order to discharge our debt to her. 

Mr.GRAY. You recognize that we are on the gold standard 
in this country? 

THE SOPHISM THAT WE ARE ON THE GOLD STANDARD Now. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not recognize that we are 
on the gold standard in this country; and if we are upon the gold 
standard in this country, the Democratic party carried the last 
Presidential election by a false pretence. It elected its President 
upon the declaration that, ‘We hold to both gold and silver as 
standard money of the country, and to the coinage of both metals 
without discrimination.” "We could not hold on to it if we did not 
have it, and there was not a political party in the United states, 
neither Populist, Democratic, nor Republican, nor was there a 
Democratic Senator upon this floor. who, prior to this session, ever 
pretended that we were upon a gold standard. 

Now, I ask the Senator a question which I hope he will not re- 
spond to with a speech, unless he makes it in his own time. | ask 
pve ha ~ United States is to-day upon a gold standard, when it 
got there 

Mr. GRAY. I can answer, without making a speech, that the 
United States is on a gold standard just so long as it maintains 
all the silver money and all the paper money of the United States 
on a parity with gold, the bullion value of the silver money not 
being equal to gold. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have just as much right to say that we are 
upon a silver standard because we maintain gold at a parity with 
silver. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; butsilver bullion is not equal to gold bullion 
in commercial value. 

OUR LAWS SHOW THAT WE ARE NOT ON THE GOLD STANDARD. 

Mr. DANIEL. I look to our laws to find what standard we are 
upon; and, in reply to the Senator’s question or assertion. | say 
that we can not destroy the gold standard, because we are not 
upon it. Our original mint law made the silver dollar the unt 
of coinage, and in providing for the coinage of both metils |a-ed 
our currency u the double standard in the year 17‘. It's 
true that we did not coin but 8,000,000 standard silver dillars 
prior to 1873, and it is also true that on the 12th of February. |‘. 
we stopped the coinage of these dollars, and on June 20, 1si!. by 
os at yes mg org we made the silver ag . oo d St ates 
a tender for payments not ee 5. But it has been 
tr : stated that, while this mad 
to 187 


e silver dollars coined priot 
legal tender only in sums not exceeding $5, it was ¢\" 
dently an oversight, and that this error was eliminated by tue 
Bland-Allison Act of 1878, which provided for the restoration of 
the full legal-tender quality of all of the silver dollars thercet)‘ore 
coined by the United States of like weight and fineness to thos 
whose was provided for under tact. So that now all 
the silver dollars of the Government which ever poss ==" the 
a feature it to an ualified extent. ! take 
sentence from excellent book of Mr. Armistead ©. (or 
don, of Staunton, Va., on onal Currency, and there should 
be added to it “‘unless otherwise stipulated in the contract. . 
My contention is that we are upon the double standar'! inal 
transactions except when otherwise stipulated in the con't 
and if = in a contract to pay on ey thet tee 
the gol ; if you stipulate to pay silver dollars, (hot ” 
on the silver standard; if you simply to pay dollars. a¢ 
cording to the general usages of and as in the vast Tass ( 
= 2 aac you are upon the double standard, and may )*Y 


Sen- 
an ab. 
mn, but 








1896. 


Mr. President, if we were to go to silver coinage we should not 





y any gold If we were temporarily thrown upon 
—— ms silver, as soon as the spasm of alarm was over the 
jd and silver would mingle together and gold would be brought 
ra by the rising prices of our products abroad. We are upon 
the mixed stand of gold, silver, and paper, of limping, hump- 
backed bimetallism, th a supplement of paper money. It is 
the mass of legal-tender money that constitutes the standard. If 
we appropriate money to build ships,in an appropriation bill in 
this ear if we appropriate for the salary of an officer, if we 
estimate for the cost of a Navy, we make those estimates and 
assessments in the double standard of gold or silver, supplemented 
by paper. We can not be upon the gold standard, nor has any 
political party in the United States as yet so imagined or so de- 
clared. 

7 SILVER MONEY IS SUSTAINED BY GOVERNMENT CREDIT 

ret OR REDEMPTION. ; 

Mr. President, in this connection, and as cognate to the ques- 
tion which the Senator from Delaware asked me, in reply to those 
who declare that our silver money is sustained as a subsidiary 
money in this country by the credit of the Government, as is often 
stated—and the undertone of such a suggestion lies in the asser- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware that we are upon a gold stand- 
ard—I will say that in 1894, in the canvass in the city of Rich- 
mond, I was met by the same suggestion by some of my critics; 
and in order that I might be possessed of official documents to 
answer it, I wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury, and I have 
here a copy of his letter, of the letter which he sent me, which I 
publish to show the ingenuousness and sincerity and veracity of 
my statement. He says: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1894. 

Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th 
yo , in reply to first, second, and third questions 

here is no statute or practice of this Department 
under which any of the standard silver dollars coined by this Government 
can be con into gold at the Treasury. 

In answer to your fourth question, as to whether there is any method b 
which gold dollars may be converted into silver dollars at the Treasury, 
have to state that there is no established method, but that the Department 
would not refuse to receive gold dollars in exchange for silver dollars, when 

nested to make the exchange, if at the time of such request there should 
be in the Treasury a sufficient amount of silver dollars above that required 
to be held for silver certificates and Treasury notes outstanding. 


; oe , J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. Jouy . DANTEL, 
Lynchburg, Va. 


So that the silver dollars of the United States toag stand upon 
their own bottom, not looking to any redemption, but fighting 
and achieving their own way throughout the world by the de- 
mand of the people for their possession and by their equal func- 
tion of debt-paying, tax-paying, and purchasing power. 

THE SOPHISM THAT SILVER WILL NOT CIRCULATE. 


It was suggested by one of the Senator’s colleagues who is in 
near unison with him upon this subject, the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Vias], that our silver would not circulate; and we 
have often the sneering finger of the monometallist pointed to 
the Treasury and to the heaps of silver piled up there, with the 
declaration that our dollars will not circulate. I have here the 
statement of the , dated the ist of April, 1896. Since 


then it has not varied, but that was the day upon which I made 
my figures. If you will examine that statement you will see that 
nore silver dollars in reten and their representatives are in 

e United States than gold. Here is the 


circulation to-day in 
statement: 


Total: 


Neen ee .. ncecccccecess 





142, 831, 047 
In circulation: ; 
Neen eT ene oe ecececccccasenecs 445, 912, 256 
UUM... ...-0ccecccnonee 43,230,249 
; 489, 151, 505 

Total: SILVER. 
Cn . cecccencccetucce <=. 426,289,916 
Subsidiary Cee coesneucuseoeede 78, 216, 677 
en nnn eneen eee 122" 187" 206 
626, 693, 590 
In Treasury: nernaeranm 
ee ee Des i Sad alt See” B71, 497, 164 
UI se cccccececceee 426,908,874 
386, 743, 538 
Sliver certificates. ee eeh eevee neeeee ececee 122,187,206 
608, 990, 744 
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In circulation: 
Coin . 


Satcialiiientiaitiiietitininineeatteentanaemesiastatttaen heute eeiadibaiidintnnam $4, 702, 753 
eel 70, 308 
ERE EAS S37, OR, 426 
Treasury notes of 1800............ 108, 728, 966 





558, 524, 447 

Thus it will appear that of our whole stock of gold—that is, 
$617,797,966—there are $489,151,505 in circulation; and that of 
our whole stock of silver—that is, $626,693,899—there are $558,- 
524,447 in circulation. 

Let no one be deceived by the fact that so many standard silver 
dollars are in the Treasury. They are represented, every one of 
them except a few, by an outstanding silver certificate. 

There are $386,743,538 of silver coins in the Treasury and there 
are outstanding $440,763,492 of certificates. Sotherearenot enough 
silver dollars there to meet outstanding demand upon them. 
There is more money based on silver in circulation in the United 
States by over $50,000,000 than there are silver coins in the Treas- 
ury, and more by about $70,000,000 than there are standard silver 
dollars in the Treasury, and far more silver proportionately in 
circulation than gold. Yet we are met upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate with a bald assertion that ‘‘ silver will not circulate” and that 
we are on the gold standard. 

THE SOPHISM THAT CHEAPNESS IS A BLESSING. 

Mr. President, as the Senator here is so heartily at work to put 
down the price of American land and American produce, I know 
he feels that he is bent upon a benevolent and patriotic service. 
He is one of the gentlemen who believe that cheapness is a bless- 
ing. I should like to analyze the proposition of cheapness a little 
and see upon whom it dispenses its fruition. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] a few days ago took 
up the same song. 

Is it an evil— 

He asked— 
which mankind should defend against that the prices of those things which 
make for human comfort and joy should decrease? Is it lamentable that the 
family which depends for bread, clothes, and education on the toiling father’s 
wages should be able to buy now for one day of his labor many times 


is much 
of all the means of happiness as he could have thus provided in past genera- 
tions? * * * 


Falling prices!— 
He exclaimed— 
May they continue to fall until everything of excellence shall be within 


the reach of all deserving men; till mankind shall revel in abundanc« Fall- 
ing prices means shorter hours of labor, longer hours of enlightenment t 
is the hope of the good and wise that looks to a coming time when all the 
earth affords for the needs and happiness of those man loves and toils for 


shall be so abundantly and oy provided that the curse of toil may van- 
ish in the blessing of labor, which is only beneficent. 

Such is the stream of eloquence which is poured forth from the 
lips of the eloguent Senator from Wisconsin, and which I have 
heard time and again from the eloquent Senator from Delaware. 
Let us argue a little. To putall the comforts and luxuries of 
life easily within the reach of man is a laudable undertaking. 
But to make one set of things dear and another set of things cheap 
by operation of law is to place society into two classes and is to 
organize class legislation. 

The millennium day, which the Senator seems to behold ina 
vision, will be slow coming, I fear, under a system which is mani- 
festly working out this evil. The people who are to buy cheaply, 
and whom the Senator has in sell must get money to buy with. 
They were not born with silver spoons or with gold dollars in 
their mouths. They must first get money in the process of evolu- 
tion of the purchase of work and by selling the produce of their 
labor. If their produce gets cheaper and cheaper, how in the 
name of sense are they to get anything without great cost of labor 
and without great volume of production? The trouble with the 
Senator's idea is that it is only one-sided. If bonds were cheap, 
we would all buy them and liveon their interest. If money were 
cheap, we would all get it easily and with littlelabor. The trouble 
is that the system which the Senator advocates makes money and 
bonds dear by the constant appreciation of money, and labor is 
made cheap and its produce cheap, so that those who have the 
money and bonds are constantly getting richer and those who have 
labor to produce are constantly getting poorer. There is nota 
usurer upon the face of the earth who grinds the faces of the poor 
whose heart would not thrill with delight to hear the Senator’s 
praise of falling prices. The mortgages are not falling, the bonds 
are not falling, the taxes are not falling, but it is the labor and 

»xrices that are falling. Only the means of meeting them and re- 
Sicusoer them are falling, and with every new weight of burden 
that is put on the toiler’s back the Senator claps his hands and 
shouts with joy and says, ‘‘ How prices are falling”; and the pro- 
ducer is going down. Rothschild rejoiced at the Brussels confer- 
ence at the cheapness of wheat. What did that mean to the 
American farmer who supplies him and his country with it? 
Where are the farmers and where are the laborers who are rejoic- 
ing in the cheapness of all they produce and sell? Can the Sena- 
tor point me to any constituency of that kind clamoring for the 
gold standard or tell me who is sustaining it out in the country? 
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THE LONDON TIMES REJOICING IN CHEAPNESS FOR BRITONS. 

Mr. President, the Senator still keeps in pleasant chime with 
his admirable English friends. The London Times not long since 
had this remark: 

It seems impossible to get bimetallists to understand that there is quite a 
large number of us for whom a general rise of prices has no charms what- 
ever. We like them low, and the lower the better. If they all went down to 
half their present figures we should rejoice— 

That is, we Britons, Englishmen, people who are buying— 
because we have nothing to sell and a great many things to buy. 

So the London Times answers the question which the Senator 
put to me as to what was the difference between Great Britain 
and America, and he shows you why Great Britain is getting rich— 
**because they have nothing to sell and a great many things to 
buy”; and the reason why we are getting —- is because we 
have so many things to sell that we are selling to them cheaper, 
cheaper all the time. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator does not believe any such statement? 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe it is a little extravagant, as the Sena- 
tor’s assertion and as many of our assertions are, but it is a rough 
draft of a great truth. 

WHAT CHEAPNESS IS. 

Cheapness is a low degree of commercial value, commercially 
aking. It is that which requires but little labor. It is a rela- 
tive term. There is no such thing as positive, absolute, invari- 
ble cheapness, as there is no such thing as positive, absolute, 
invariable value. Time, place, circumstance, demand, and sup- 
ply must settle what is cheap, as they must settle what is valu- 
able, in a commercial sense. If the price of an article falls with 
relation to other articles you call it in a condition of cheapness. 
For instance, if a peace is declared arms are cast aside. They 
have all the intrinsic qualities that they had in war, but they be- 
come cheap because no longer needed. The bicycle is invented; 
the demand for horses lessens, and they become cheap. Spring 
dawns with warm suns; and winter clothes become cheap. The 
question of cheapness or dearness depends in its interest to you 
upon which side of the counter you are on. Being upon the 
American side of the counter, where an active and industrious 
and working nation is pouring the fruits of its toils into the 
markets of the world, I want them to be dear that we may get the 

British gold for which they would then sell. 
THE PRESIDENT ONCE MOURNED ——— LANDS AND INCREASING 


Nor, sir, have I always been without friends amongst those who 
admire and who share the Senator’s philosophy. Let me ask the 
Senator to turn to President Cleveland’s message of 1888, and he 
will perceive that a flash of the truth that Iam now preaching 
went across the Presidential mind: 


Our farmers, long-suffering and patient, struggling in the race of life with 
hardest and most unremitting toil, will not fail to see, in spite of misrepre- 
sentationsand misleading fallacies, that they are ob’ to accept such prices 
for their products as are fixed in foreign markets, where they compete with 
the farmers of the world; that their lands are declining in value while their 
debts increase; and that, without compensating favor, they are forced by the 
action of the Government Se the benefit of others such enhanced 

rices for things that they n that the scanty returns of their labor fail to 

urnisy their support or leave no margin for accumulation. 


The President of the United States, eight years ago, deplored a 
condition which was forcing down the value of American land and 
American produce, but ay his defenders and champions upon 
this floor exalt the glory of cheapness and rejoice that the millen- 
nium of falling prices has come. 

HOW THE BRITISH ARE WORKING US. 

I do not know that I have the same piece from the London 
Statist which my friend from Georgia referred to, but I could read 
all day from the London = and from the London propaganda 
of the gold standard the doctrines upon which they rely in their 
commercial conquest of the world. I will read a little piece from 
it of January 11, 1896: 

Jn 1895 we purchased— 
Says the London Statist— 


15,688,000 hundredweight of raw cotton, against 16,013,000 hundredweight in 
1890, a diminution of $45,000 hundredweight or 2 per cent; but we paid for our 
raw cotton supplies £12,327,000 less in 1895 than in 1890. Had we purchased 
the same quantity in both years the benefit to this country from the fall in 
the price of cotton would have been £11,500,000. In 1895 we purchased 100,- 
hundredweight of wheat and flour, as 76,247,000 hundred weight 
in 1890, an increase of 23,871,000, or 31 cent, while we have actually paid 
about £2,451,000 less in 1895 than in b the value of our wheat and fiour im- 
ports in 18% having been £32,207,000, against 1,000 in 1890. In other 
words, at the 1890 level of prices we should have paid £42,880,000 for our wheat 
flour sw in 189, whereas we have ae y £30,207, a 
benefit from lower price of no less than £12,600; Our imports of wool 
for 189% exceeded those of 1890 by 142,000,000 pounds, or 22 per cent; but in 
'y paid £830,000 less than we did in 1890—that is to say, we have 
paid £26,221,000 for wool in 1895 which at the 1890 level of ee ere 
cost us £53,100,000, a benefit of about 000. In 1895 we imported 81,157,000 
hundredweight of . as nst 000 hundredweight in 1890, an in- 
crease of 5,464,000, or rcent,and with 
we have actually y eae ,000 less i gar 
pase in 1895 having been £17,685,000, as against £18,075,000 in 1880. At the 
level of prices we should have en oy imported in 1895, £21,870,000, 
ee a it from the fall in price of over 
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London is rejoicing and pressing its policy and propagatiy.. 
gold doctrine because they say, behold how the ail mea t a 
and the riches of the earth are flowing into our hands uni), ; this 
British gold-standard process. 

THE SOPHISM THAT GOLD IS THE MONEY OF CIVILIZATION. 


Mr. President, we are sometimes told that gold is the jon, 
of civilization. I reply that silver is also the money of ¢; vilize. 
tion, for thereis not a civilized country in all the world ¢)),; ieee 
not use it, and not one that proposes entirely to abolish it. We 
are then told that the civilized nations are making gold th. st. 
ard of value and simply using silver as subsidiary coin. 
that the masses of the plain people in these civilized natio. = 
pees very dearly for their whistle, and that America, w)\i¢); },; 

ree idea, more so than any of them, should lead them, and 104 },, 
led by them. All the great civilized nations of the world, Groat 
Britain, France, Germany, Russia, Italy, and so on, were 
under the rule of monarchs when we declared our national indo. 
pendence. We set the liberty ball in motion and have had great 
influence in liberalizing other institutions as well as our owy 
Their conspiracy of kings was organized when Monroe taught 
them by his doctrine that America was no longer a field for their 
exploitation. What they sought toaccomplish by steel, the kings 
of the earth are now seeking to accomplish by gold—by the most 
subtle art of gold. There is not an autocrat of Europe who is pot 
firmly fixed upon his throne to-day through the work of America 
in foolishly following his policy. Napoleon was wont to declare 
that British gold was often the more potent factor in deciding the 
destinies of the E nations than the largest armies led by 
his ablest generals. It is British gold that has reversed the goy. 
ernments of liberty; and stanch American principles ought to 
resist it just as they would resist British bayonets upon our 
shores and British ships upon the ocean. Civilization has always 
moved in cycles. Herbert Spencer, indeed, teaches that all mo- 
tion is undulatory and that all civilization has certainly been so, 
sagging down — oe then ty. Hlothing bee then blooming 
out in long peri of prosperity. othing has so impeded the 
progress of this age as the disorganization of its money system 
and our sagging down and giving way from virile American prin- 
ciples; and if it shall be persisted in it will not end until standing 
armies are invoked to stamp out the ho ach a of the people. 

Mr. President, I have another speech before me that was made 
in the British House of Commons on the 17th of March last by 
Mr. Balfour, who in that address set forth the same theory that 
Sir W. Holdsworth set forth in his remarks at the Brussels con- 
ference, and who went on to show his British brethren that the 
=— was not going very long to submit to it, in his opinion. He 
said: 

The whole trend of civilized opinion is in the direction of a double standard 
{eries of “ No!” and cheers}; and I confess that I look forward to a period 


when it will be accepted not merel A great commercial nations of which 
I have been speaking, not merely by great manufacturing classes of Lan- 


nd. 
Lr ply 


also by the t body o! 

E pine. [Cheers.] . 

THE SOPHISM THAT WE MUST SUSTAIN THE CREDIT OF THE GOVERNMENT 
BY GOLD PAYMENTS. 

Mr. President, we are sometimes taught that we must sustain 
the credit of the Government, with an implied intimation that 
there is some one on this side of the Chamber or some portion of 
the American people who are not sensitive to the obligations of 
their Government, and who are faltering in rendering it the due 
and loyal sup it should have from every citizen. 

An axiomatic principle like this declaration I will take no issue 
with. I think the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry | spoke 
truly and rightly when he said that the honor and credit of this 
Government should be as sacred as asoldier'sgrave. But | resent 
the imputation that I am d an or would do anything or 
am capable of thinking or d an that would be against 
the honor and credit of the — lic, one of whose sons 

What is credit? Credit is 


great commercial center of the 


hire, and by the vast jority of the resentatives of agriculture, but 
f opinion within this 
m 


Tam. Ichalle specification. 

faith. What is faith but a reliance that a promise which has been 
made will be observed? It is not an assurance that something 
else than the promise will be done. What is the greenback prom- 
ise? Here it is; readit. Let your are Court interpret it to 
me. Let the intelligence and the world sit in judgment 
upon it, and I will abide there. Our Supreme Court have said 
that the greenback is redeemable in silver dollars, and yet some 
of us are to be reproached because we comply with the honest 
text of the paper and with its fair exposition by the judges whe 
are called upon to interpret it. 

THE SOPHISM THAT FREE COINAGE Is “ONLY FOR THE MINE OWNERS’ 

BENEFIT.” 


Mr. President, this great cause and its advocates are sometimes 
attempted to be belittled by the declaration that they are 1) 
fighting for the mine owners’ benefit. The Senator from 010 
[Mr. SierMaNn], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriit|, and 
many of their confreres are continually urging us to do somthing 
for the sheepowners’ benefit by levying taxes upon those w! weal 
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woolens. The New England men in this body never tire in their | to pay dollars of one metal of certain specific fineness, he can not 
endeavor to regulate taxes and commerce to favor their fishermen discharge the debt by paying any other kind of dollars. 

4 their manufacturers. Louisiana men have manifested no 
atire indifference to the sweetness of sugar. All States are up 
i. arms to protect—by which they mean to tax others to protect— 
their wage earners and their pockets by national legislation. But 
the silver-mine owner is not one of the elect amongst the great pro- 
tected classes. If it were true that the mine owner wanted protec- 
tion and the whole silver movement was a mere movement of | of speculators. 

rotection, tell me, ye mtle shepherds of Ohio, and Vermont, and It is at the root of our disordered currency. for it enables the 
nnsylvania, and of the Western pastures, and all the Eastern speculator and usurer to corner our metal at any time he pleases 
factories, tell me why the mine owner is not as rightly entitled to | and force it out of circulation. 
protection as your flocks and your production. Furthermore, let The idea of our Constitution in reposing in Congress the power 
me ask, is it not just as well to protect our American mines as to | to coin money and to regulate the valea thereof, and that no State 
rotect British gold mines? ,the value which we have taken | should make anything but gold and silver legal tender, was to put 
y our policy out of the silver mines of the West we have simply | the two metals into a legislative melting pot, and to have the dol- 
transferred, as through a legislative pipe, into the gold mines of | Jar as an ideal composed indifferently of either; and when the 
Australia and South Africa and all other parts of the world. court parted the two metals in legal association it laid the ground- 

Look at the statement of the production of tho Witwatersrand work of disintegration, and with $1,500,000,000 of money in circu- 
mines in South Africa. See how bec have developed—494,869 | lation, there is not a whole, solid dollar in the whole mass that 
ounces of gold in 1890, and are annually increasing the output as | will discharge any debt or any tax which may become the burden 
follows: In oa —- in a, 1,210,868 on in es of a citizen. 

78,473 ounces. m the Sherman law repeal struck in anc i “ ‘ oF : ba ; sa 
tiosed the American silver mines. Ships were loaded with new | ™™® S°P#ISM THAT “ Pantry op urns uur nx SUSTAINED BY GOLD PAY. 
ee ee ar = ae ae ; We are told in this connection that ‘all the units of our cur- 

: rency must be at parity.” We are told that all our monetary units 
2,024,159 ounces were produced, and the Englishman took the must be at parity with each other. So say we all—that is, just s 
f his gold mine that we had destroyed in the American | 720°" 9° & Parity re oe 
profit out 0 far as the lawcan make themso. Greenbacks and gold have been 
silver mine. at a premium recently. Silver dollars were at a premium of from 
PROTECTION FOR THE MASSES IN FREE SILVER COINAGE. 


] , _ 3 to 5 per cent at the very time when the Sherman law was re- 
The great injustice of the protective tariff system lies in the : : : 


s ( pealed. We can not makeacurrency system embracing hundreds 
fact that it does not and can not protect allalike. In making | of millions of dollars, operating throughout the commerce of 70,- 


this analogy or comparison between silver and other products I | (00,000 people, operate with the nicety of a stop watch. But 
did not mean to say that I advocated that systera or gave my ad- | one thing is clear, that we can never maintain the unities of the 
hesion to it. The question of silver is not one of protection, as | yolume of currency at a parity with each other without giving to 
presented to my mind, for the mine owner, but one for the com- | all the units ‘‘ unity of function,” without giving to each unit all 
prehensive and entire benefit of all the American industrial classes | the functions that we give to another unit. It isthe functions that 
of every kind—farmer, merchant, manufacturer, and taxpayer in | the law imparts to money by which it gains its power. Money 
every State, in every county, and in every community of the | has a threefold function: First, the power to pay debts; second, 
United States—and if if be a protection it is one in which every | the power to pay taxes; third, the power to purchase. The dollar 
— re some greedy usurer will have equal stock | of debt is also the equivalent to the dollar of debt or taxes that 

equal benefit. has to be paid, but the purchasing power, which is largely derived 
THE SOPHISM THAT “WE MUST HAVE MONEY GOOD ALL THE WORLD over.” | from its functions, can never be a fixed and unvariable force. 

We are told that we must mint money from our mints that is Two things are absolutely certain. First, that it is not by any 
good all the world over. In a certain sense I do not dissent from of the shifts of the Treasury that we now maintain the parity of 
this, but the money of different nations circulates but little beyond | 0UF silver money. Not one of the dollars issued under the Bland- 
their borders. We never see English money in America, nor sel- | Allison Act of 1878 has ever been redeemed in gold, and the Sec- 
dom see American money in Europe. It is but asmall proportion | etary of the Treasury has no discretion to redeem any of them 
of the money of Eu t comes here and asmall proportion of | i” gold, nor can he either exchange a gold dollar for a silver dol- 
our money that oars. Obligations are settled by exchanges | lar. Notwithstanding all this, silver dollars and silver certificates 
and commodities, and it is in goods that they are mostly paid, | ar now and have ever been at par, sustaining themselves as such 
Money that would be in America would be good all over the simply by their debt and tax paying power and by the purchasing 
world, for here there is more demand for it than anywhere else in | POWeT of the silver dollar ng mee such legal-tender function. 
the world, and at any other place tke difference in value could Second, the pretense that the Sherman certificates and the green- 
only be measured by the cost of transportation. backs which are payable by law either in silver or gold must be 
aacel iE a.~s enn eee moune in SEB WORLD.” maintained at parity by giving the holder the right to demand 


them in gold is a mere pretense and nothing more. The Bland 
Mr. President, we are told that we should have the best money | certificates and dollars are just as good as they are without any 


inthe world. This leads me to inquire, What is the best money | such pretense existing in respect to them, and it is plain that to 
in the world? eer of three thousand years of civiliza- | transfer to the holder the option which the Government possesses 
tion is in favor of both gold and silver as constituting the best | by law to demand either gold or silver is to stand the pyramid 
money in the world. The fact that they are the best money in | upon its apex and to reverse the whole system of bimetallism. So 
the world is attested by the further fact that all civilized nations long as the holder does not know whether he will get silver or 
in all times have so regarded them, and that no one proposes | gold if he presents his greenback or Sherman silver certificate, he 
wholly to exclude silver. The question now raised does not con- | has no motive to exalt silver or gold the one before the other, but 
cern the value of a specific silver coin, but concerns the quantity | the moment that he is informed at the Treasury that he will be 
of the coin, and as to the method of employing them, and as to | paid gold if he demands it he is given the motive to demand it 
their paloue . The dearest money in the world is | whenever he fancies it is better than silver. Thus the demand 
thoug’ —? nation, and by no people, and by no person that I | for the dearer metal is increased at a time when, to preserve their 
know of to be the best. ere this otherwise, we should coin | equilibrium, demand should be centered upon the weaker metal. 
money out of some metal dearer than gold. The best money in | Thus reenforcement is given to a raid upon and the desire for 
the world is that which the world has been long accustomed to; | gold at the very moment when they should be resisted. The two 

made or employed in its outstanding contracts | hundred and sixty-two millions of debt which we have already 
that which in its nature shows that it is titted piled up is a monumental warning against a policy so professedly 
for the uses of the world, and is eagerly sought by all classes of | illogical and so obviously ruinous, and should be a warning to 








It re- 
sults from this decision that if a man promise to pay greenback 
dollars he must pay them and them only; if he contracts to pay 
silver dollars, then he must pay them only, and if he contracts to 
pay gold dollars, he must pay them only. This decision has un- 
dermined our bimetallic system. It has overturned our Consti- 
tution, and has put the metals that make the dollars at the mercy 





gE 


sae in the world all the world over. other ages against the inventions of modern sophistry, against the 
any ito bllgaton, publ is that money Me or will mee see experience of ages. 

ebt or. blic or private, of the country whic ; Seiitinel a ss 
creates it, This ‘caather definition which I give of the best THE SOPHISM OF “THE HONEST DOLLAR. 


money in the world; and we have no such money here in the | They say that the silver dollars of free coinage would not be 
United States to-day either of silver or gold, for the Supreme Court | honest dollars. I answer, the reverse of this proposition is true. 
of the United States, that marvelous body of mystics which makes | It is dishonest to deny to those who have contracted debts the 
and unmakes constitutions, and has recently discovered that it | right to pay them in dollars that conform to the contract, and 
has been for a hundred years—the Supreme Court has de- | dishonest to prevent them from paying them by stopping coinage, 
Gided § weless as ouch money. so as to enhance the difficulty and increase the burden of paying 

by this declaration? I mean this: That the | it. Thereis downright wickedness in moving to the gold standard 
Supreme Court has decided that if a man enters into a contract | and leaving outstanding to be paid on it obligations solvable in 
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the double standard—the wickedness that the Master denounced 
when He said, ‘‘ The love of money is the root of all evil.” 

The moralists of the stock exchange turn in abhorrence from 
the idea of a debtor paying a cheap dollar to his creditor. Atthe 
same time they rejoice in compelling him to pay a dearer dollar 
than he contracted to pay. hat sort of morality is this? We 
can not measure great matters in apothecary scales, but Justice 
walks in the middle of the road without diverting its footsteps to 
the one side or the other. It would not clip the dollar and let the 
debtor pay less than he contracted to pay, neither would it pad 
the dollar and make him pay more than he had contracted to pay. 
Free coinage is right because it acts without discrimination upon 
both the dearer and the cheaper metal; because it walks in the 
middle of the way; because it is the nearest proximity to justice 
on all sides that can be attained. 

Wherein the silver dollar is dishonest is not discernible to the 
naked eye of a clear conscience. It was provided for by the first 
coinage act of the United States. It was recommended by Ham- 
ilton and Jefferson, and approved by Washington. It is the same 
dollar in 1896 that it was declared to be in 1792, containing as 
many grains of silver, maintaining its parity with gold, filling its 
office with as perfect functions as any — of machinery in the 
economy of States, and passing everywhere, without discount or 
discredit, for exactly what it purports to be. It has fought in 
every war of the Republic, and has been the vade mecum of the 
people through all the days of peace. 

I would like those who are prating of ‘‘ honest” dollars to read 
Balfour’s speech in the House of Commons on the 17th of March 
last, and see the clear statement of an honest Englishman. He 


I will tell the right honorable gentleman why. The right honorable gen- 
tleman tells us, and tells us truly, that the debts of this country are paid in 
commodities which are estimated upon a gold basis, and that the result of 
the appreciation of gold, which has gone on during the last twenty years, is 
thet the creditor country paid in commodities gets a very much larger pro- 
— of commodities than on the original gold value of the commodities it 

the slightest right to. Does the right honorable ean think that 

creditor argument is one which commends itself to those who have got 
to pay debte in this country? What they ask and what we ask is that some 
standard of debts which could be valid over a long period of years should be 
adopted not only between individuals but between countries. We hold—and 
this is held by the best scientific economic opinion of every y all over the 
world—that this would be more effectively secured by the bimetallic system 
than by the monometallic system. [Cries of ‘‘No”™!) Ido not say that that 
opinion is right but I dosay that it is the opinion of all economic authorities. 
(“Nol No!”} ie foreign countries hold, as they do hold, that the a 
ard has the result of artificially increasing the burden of their debts to this 
country, they will think, and think traly, that the right honorable gentle- 
man is not so much occupied in main ing what is called an honest cur- 
rency as with the object of obtaining a currency which will get more than 
their just debts from our debtors. 


THE SOPHISM THAT “ DEMONETIZATION or SILVER WAS NOT INSPIRED BY 
GREED. 


It is said that the demonetization of silver in 1873 was not in- 
— “ the greed of capital because silver was then a dearer dollar 
gold. I may answer, first, that the fact that it was a dearer 
dollar than gold—worth a 3 per cent premium as proved—does not 
show thatit was not demonetized, as so many contend, because it 
was a cheaper dollar. It was worth a premium because France 
was free coining silver at 154 to 1 while we put 16 of silver to1 of 
gold in a dollar. I reply, second, that the demonetization was in- 
ired by greed if we may believe the popular declarations of the 
lish propagandists. It mattered little to them, originally, 
whether they demonetized silver or gold. They selected silver as 
the metal to be dishonored for two reasons: First, becanse great 
mines of silver had recently been discovered in the West in Amer- 
ica and they anticipated from them a great outflow of silver into 
the mints; and just as Eu organized a raid against gold when 
gold was discovered in California, so now it on a raid 
against silver because it had been discovered in large quantities 
in America. 
OF EQUAL INTRINSIC VALUE. 
We are also told by the same school of sophists that all the 


units of money must be of equal intrinsic value. I will reply 
first by the phrase, “If you will put the dollar in the silver bullion, 
a will find the intrinsic value in the dollar.” I reply further 


value is not a substance. It is the relation of substance and 
of function to demand and to use. That word “intrinsic” and 
that word ‘‘value” are used in most misleading and deceitful 


senses. 

It is an admitted fact that the action of law is a factor in fix- 
ing the value of money. This is demonstrated by the fact that 
all agree to the proposition that the consensus of nations, ‘‘inter- 

agreement,” as it is called, could establish a ratio between 
gold and silver atid maintain that ratio. So universally is it 
admitted that the law is a factor in determining money value that 
I deem it needless further to argue it. 

But it is said the United States can not alone determine the 
value of gold and silver so far as to fix and maintain a ratio 
between . Ishall not insist that it is certain that the United 
States can do so. 


Here is a United States dollar coined at a ratio of 16 of si|y. 
lof gold. We are told that it will buy two Mexican dollar. 


T to 


of them containing more silver than the United States do!),; a 
it is argued that our dollars will go down to the value of }\..;; 


can 
liffer-. 


dollars if we have the free coinage of silver. I draw very. 
ent i ae ae fe (1) It conclusively answers th, 
argumen e value of money is proportioned to its intriy.;,. 
qualities—or ‘‘ value,” as these qualities are sometimes c.)), x It 

ows to me that the demand for money to pay debt and tx. is 
so t in the United States that it gives to the dollar fully ono. 
half of its value; (2) it shows to me that the demand for money 
in the United States is at least twice as great as the dem. {;; 
money in Mexico; (8) it shows that the mere function im) rteg 
to the bullion by the United States mint gives that bullion 3) per 
cent of its w in exchange. 

THE SOPHISM THAT “LAW CAN NOT CREATE VALUE.” 

And yet we are told that law can not create value; that only 
Deity can create it. If value were a material thing this wo 111d jj, 
true; foritisafact, asstated by Edward Atkinson, that © inan cay 
create nothing; he can only move something.” Yes; men can 
think and men can move things, and his change of the relation of 
things by their een, oo aay is what creates value. Meissonior 
pose a ee brush, a eee of oO @ little canvas 
an , eir tions es @ picture of Napoleon 
which sells for $75,000. Who will say that he did not cae 
value? An artist and a chisel convert a marble stone into 4 
Venus de Medici, and the nations vie for its image. 


8 not th 
value? Bell takes a wire and a tube, and there is a telephone 
Are not the machines that spring from his thought value? \Vajye 


is not a simple idea. Itisacomplex one. We can conceive of g 
single horse, of a single tree, of a = of sand, of a single 
lump of gold, of a single lump of silver, but we can not conceive 
of any value inherent in any one of these things by itself. We 
can conceive of two horses, two two grains of sand, two 
lumps of gold, and two lumps of silver, but no reduplication of 
objects in our vision gives the idea of value. We must 
conceive first of the thing, and then of the m, and third of the 
use or desire or need that a person has for the thing and what 
he is willing to do or give for it before the idea of commercial 
value enters into the d. Valueis therefore a relation between 
(1) @ person, and (2) a thing, and (3) the desire of the person 
for the thing, and (4) the labor or whatever the person with the 
desire will do or give for the thing demanded or desired; and 
what a m is willing to do or give for the thing demanded or 
desired is the measure of value which he attaches to it. 

A mind that can not fuse into a composite idea these four ele- 
mental ideas can not conceive of commercial value, and takes 
refuge in some vague notion that it is only a divine gift. 

That the law can create value is an axiom of political economy. 
It is a self-evident fact. Protectionists know that the law can 
create value, and are therefore in favor of putting a high tax on 
the entrance of foreign articles into our a in order that do- 
mestic articles of like character may y the demands of our 
oo and have a higher value a to them by the exclusion 
of foreign competition. By concentration of popular demand on 
the domestic articles they increase their prices. Free traders and 
revenue-tariff men know that law creates value and diminishes 
value. They know that if a farmer has $500 to spend and can 

t his goods at 30 or 40 per cent less than he is paying for them 

y free trade you have created that additional value to his com- 
_ = the that —— it. a law 8 — 
an ver by giving it privileges of coinage or taking 
away. A piano is a musical tastnament, but it is not music. 
commodity nor money is value by itself, though bot! are 
instruments of value and valuation. When the piano comes into 
relation with a performer, who touches its keys, the product of 
the mechanism of the performer and the mechanism of the instru- 
i When the wy ge venom, Bs comes into rela- 
Gerad in te pron aed to sepply te Sing aes i 
in person ing es the value 

of their relation to each other. 
THE DOUBLE SOPHISM THAT FREE COINAGE OF SILVER “WILL CONTRACT 


THE CURRENCY BY DRIVING OUT GOLD” AND “WILL DELUGE Us WITH 
CHEAP MONEY.” 


But we are told, and told for the thousandth time, in the face 
ef the contradictions of our , that if we have free coil- 
we will contract our er dri out our gold, and 
with the words yet warm upon of him who utters this 
statement we are told that we will be del with cheap silver 
dollars. We can not havea drought and a deluge at the same (me. 
We can not expand and contract at the same time. We can not 
One of these sepeeiens might possibly 

be true, but both of them can <—- y betrue. I do not be 
lieve that either is wholly true. It is obvious that the free «nage 


ge 
ee 


of silver would cheapen for when two things can be used for 
the same of one, it takes the demand from t!e one 
and di it amongst the two. Gold would come down and 
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in value. The silver dollars would not be 
cheap, and the gold dollars would not be so dear as they are now. 
The two would be brought together by the magnetic influence of 
an equal function in the anes of debts and taxation. 

They say that free co drive out gold. Out of what? 
Out of the country? such be the case would not the volume 
of gold going into other countries increase the currency there? 
Would it not y increase prices there? Would we not 
therefore get more for the hundred million dollars of products 
which we Would this not strengthen our balance of trade 
with foreign nations? Would not this pour wealth back into our 
coffers? Itis evident that it would. But do they mean that it 
would simply drive it out of circulation and into hoards and safes 
and banks? If so, just as soon re a to rise as the sil- 
ver volume flowed in it would yield to that temptation which 
always brings money from its hiding places. It would leap forth 
toget an advantage of rising prices. If it were toretire for alittle 
while it would come forthagain. But the fact is, the free coinage 
of silver in this country has never driven out gold. It was said 
by the di Senator from Ohio — SHE! MAN) that fifty 
millions of silver would drive away gold, but the Bland-Allison 
Act was and we had $50,000,000, and now we have $500,- 
00,000. Never yet has it driven away gold, nor has gold gone 
away for other purpose than to discharge our debts and to 
meet a demand in Europe toany demand we made. After 
the Sherman law of 1890 was enacted gold continued to come to 
us, nor did it leave until the ic in Europe compelled the sale 
of securities and carried it Money attracts money the world 
over. ‘To him who hath shall be given.” 

WHERE THE GOLD GOES NOW. 

In the New York Journal Mr. George Rutledge Gibson, a well- 

known financial authority, shows that for five years Europe has 


loang’it, From 16 


silver would go 7? 


gold, besides the gold we have mined in those years. The Jour- 
nal gives Mr. Gibson’s figures, and they are very interesting read- 
ing in the face of the education which is being carried on by the 
= ° have witnessed a struggle f 1d h 

s o t tions, 
ate ve years ive a ggle for gold among the nation 


Europe possession of the new supplies of the yellow metal 
coming from the and besidesa part of our Treasury and bank reserves. 


The gold of European banks covered by monetary statis- 
tics at end of each year, beginning with 1890, is as follows: 


$970, 990, 000 


1, 122, 400, 000 | 
eccecescce |, 20u, 000,000 | 


1, 217, 000,000 


1, 400, 000, 000. | 


«---.-.- 1,532,000, 000 
Here is an almost continuous increase in the gold resources of these banks, 

while the gold holdings of our 

Treasury holdings have declined during this period as follows: 
December 31, 1890: 


sroensd banks of New York, specie, mostly gold... . 


ee eee oe ewe ene ee ne ee ene ewww eens 


48, 972, 000 
77, 812, 000 
——— $226, 784, 000 


, 1895: 
Associated banks of New York, specie 67, 114, 000 


130, 376, 000 


Thus we see that in the race for the 
the have increased their holdings from $970,900,000 in Decem- 
000 in 1895, ora gain of $561,000,000, while our chief deposi- 

rope not only relieved us of this amount of 

uring that period within our borders not 


hc of gold in the United States in 
d according to Wells, Fargo & Co.'s esti- 


atale of bbing in Europe, distrust there of Ameri- 
their cee tee in vast quantities, of immense sums 
it abroad by tra Americans, large pa ents to foreign shipowners 
freight, and of the utter lack of any power in the Ameri- 

Treasury to attract and accumulate gold. The scramble for 
monomania in Europe, is doubtless the result of the 
for war by the great state banks, particularly those of 


Russia. 
anyone will-read the following statement he will see, first, 
Act of 1878 did not drive gold from us as 

it would. On the contrary, the year of its 

year that gold began to flow to us, and we 

im 1878 over four millions. In 1879, over a 

millions; and in 1881, ninety-seven 

until 1884 and 1886 the tide flowed the other 

1887 and 1888 gold flowed to us again and continued 
monetary disturbances of that year 

flow backward. In 1889 nearly fifty 

because of the increasing disturb- 

since then it has continued to flow 

the demand created by European nations 

and by reason of the widespread 
ina to Australia and Great Britain. 
continue to go from us and pay inter- 


while the United States has been steadily | 
1890 to 1896 Europe has gained $561,100,000 in | 


associated banks of New York and the net | 


possession of gold within this period : 


est to foreign investors on American stocks and securities, and 

we may not be able to prevent it by any system of currency here. 

The trouble is that if it goes away and we do not have si!ver to 

take its place it will leave us bereaved and naked and poor indeed. 
Here are the figures as to our imports and exports of gold, and 

they are worthy of study: 

Value of gold coin and bullion imported and exported from 


) 1846 to 1895; also 
annual excess of imports or of 


exports, 


— ¥ 
Year | Excess of— 

ended De Seren : - — = 
June mes- rts. | Exports | Imports 
‘ ; Total. 


Exports. 


30— tic. * Foreign. over im r exe 


ports rts. 





Dollars. Dollars. Dollars. Dollars 
423, 851 P10, 413 | 
62, 620 . sccccceceee! £1,574, 981 
2, 700, 412 370, 785 i............| 98,408, 755 |. 
956, S74 , O15, Bie 4, O68, 647 
2,046,679 | 2,513,048 |............| 1,776,708 
19, 580 S| 3, 569, 090 
37, 387 +, 658, 050 |... 
, 535 2, 427, 
3.081, 964 
, 082, 802 
990, 305 
656 
3, O88 


Dollars 


356 





, 305 

3, 851 

799. S70 

, 1 

5, 562 

JA, O24 

, 558, TO6 

27, 466 

229, 676 
158 

2,776 

, 609 

, 678 

7, 02 

2, 088 

: 5, 486 
Bb) 543,545 
29, 431, 747 
22, 359, 101 
, 6, 570 

, 145, 085 
, 775, 89 

, 026, 307 

, 408, 625 

, 220, 909 

3H, 204, 204 
. 741, 558 

S2, 766, 066 
705, 304 
560, 084 
, 980, SR 
3, 408, G32 
, 989, 551 
, 221, 361 
, 068, 153 
, 487, Sh 
, 890, 295 


, 27, O10 76. Te 80. 484. RAS 
- 2, B27 | =, j as 51, S82, 805 
9, 843 , 197,300 | 8,196,261 | 63,001,048 
. Hl | 30,026, 627 | 2 Ol. THI 
. 186 | 72, B86, Bee | 68. 658. 901 
|, 722 | 36,008, 498 71, 870, 860 
55, 353 | 33, 635, 962 > 056, & 21. 579. 012 
, 530 | 66, 686, 208 | 5, 802. 647 
71, 258 9, 548, 760 | 40, 88). 308 
“ , 856, TLS : a6, 174, 268 
54, 042, 420 9, 505, 137 14, 538, 283 
6, 980,977 | 1 i 53, 284, 184 
81, 177, 23, 184, 341 
26, 590, 37 
9, 204, 455 
, 87,6 


3, 630, 025 


18, 250, 
22, 208, S4&: 
3, 995, 883 waned 
5, 816, 150 
5, 021, 953 
3, 870, 859 { 
1, 423, 108 | 68, 130, 087 | 
6, 873,976 | 50,195,327 | 49,600, 454 | 4005 
6, 612, 601 {108,680,844 | 21/174. 381 | 
12, 490, 707 | 76,978,061 | 72, 449, 
10, 240, 888 | 66,131,183 | 35,146, 734 


* Gold and silver can not be separately stated prior to 1864, but it is prob- 
able that the greater portion of the exports was gold. 


THE SOPHISM THAT “SILVER MONEY WOULD BE FIAT MONTY.” 


We are also put down amongst the creatures of the air who are 
for fiat money. I answer that all money is fiat money. Gold is 
fiat money to-day. There is such a thing as natural food for 
man—the roots of the earth, the fruits of the trees, the grain of 
the field, the domestic animals; there is natural drink for man, 
such as water and milk and the juices of natural products. There 
is natural shelter for man, but there is no such thing as natural 
money. The wampum beads, made of shells or other commodities 
of ornament, have been used by nations as a kind of circulating 
medium. They facilitated exchanges and acted in a crude way 
as money acts, but they werenot money. The law said, “let there 
be money,” and there was money, and without it there can be 
none. 

As money is the only commodity created i law, so it is the only 
one which a man is compelled to possess by law. 

There is a fiat of law in creating money; there is fiat of law in 
compelling its possession. 

Money is the one species of property that all civilized govern- 
ments compel its citizens to possess under heavy pains and pen- 
alties. 

Government is sustained by taxation. Taxation consists in the 
levy of a compulsory contribution from the citizen by govern- 
ment. This contribution, according to our usages, is required to 
be made in money. If a man owns land heis not permitted to cut 
off a piece of it and accede it as his contribution. If he owns 
flocks and herds, mines, goods, wares, merchandise, or what not, 
he can not requite his contribution by giving a portion of them. 
He must have money. If he has not got it he must convert his 
property into it by sale, and if he does not do this, government 


2, 910, 6 
3, 934, 917 
, 284, 
2,943, 342 
232, 567 





| 49, 667,42 
4, SA, 


SES 


| 4.528, 942 |-___- 
| 80,984, 449 |... 


PT 
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confiscates and sells enough of his property to get the money that 
it has called upon him to pay. 

No matter who he is, or what he is, he must be taxed, and the 
tax must be paid in money, Money is therefore the one species of 
property that law compels the citizen to possess; else to suffer 
confiscation. 

As Government thus imposes upon the citizen the duty to pos- 
sess money, at the forfeiture of his property, the Government isa 
robber if it does not itself produce enough money to afford him 
the opportunity to contribute it without the sacrifice of his prop- 
erty and his home; and the trouble in this country to-day is that 
with the most wideawake and progressive nation in the world, 
there are revenue bills and billion-dollar Congresses which exact 
from the people contributions of money, and do not furnish the 
volume of currency to supply the demand without driving the 
— into cruel hardship and into enervating and crushing sac- 

ce, 
THE SOPHISM THAT “THE POOR MAN'S DOLLAR MUST BE AS GOOD AS THE 
RICH MAN'S.” 

Ah, Mr. President, we are told by the samt school of sophists 
that the poor man’s dollar must be as good as the rich man’s dol- 
lar. It goes without saying, and is so much matter of course 
that to say it carries insinuations, 

It is a fact, however, that the poor men of our country hardly 
ever see a gold dollar. So far as the mints and our legislation are 
_ concerned, we have long since stopped coining the gold dollar piece, 
and the metallic dollars which go in circulation are nothing but 
silver. Let us see what the law does with the rich man’s do , 
which are in gold coins or certificates of large denominations, and 
the poor man’s dollar, which can never be anything but silver, be- 
cause no longer are gold pieces produced. Let the rich man drop 
his dollar intoa fire. The law insures its life. He mer ick it u 
an unsightly lump and carry it to the mint and it wil turne 
back into a new dollar for him. But let a poor man drop a silver 
dollar into the fire or have it crushed by some heavy vehicle run- 
ning over it, and the life of the dollar has gone, and it has gone 
forever, for he may take it to the mint, which will only refuse to 
do for it what it does day in and day out, year in and year out, for 
the rich man. 

I am for treating all of these dollarsalike. Let theman who has 
the silver take it to the mint and have it coined as from 1792 to 
18738, and if it loses its life by accident, let the Government insure 
it by reimparting its dollar character to the disfigured metal. 


THE SOPHISM THAT “OVERPRODUCTION OF SILVER HAS DEPRECIATED IT.” 


Some say that overproduction of silver has caused its deprecia- 
tion. They have not read history, or else have not digested it. 
They do not know the A BC of money. They have not used 
their reason, else they could not think or say so. It will be ad- 
mitted that when there is a bountiful supply in proportion to 
demand of the perishable articles which must be consumed in the 
season which produces them, such as fresh fruit and vegetables, 
such as wheat and corn and rye, the value will go down just in 
proportion asthe supply exceeds the demand. But silver and gold 
are not the perishable products of thespring or summer, nor are they 
an ice crop of winter, that melts whenthe sunreturns. The silver 
money which existed a thousand years before Christ is as good sil- 
ver to-day as if it were minted a emery and so the gold. The 
silver and gold that are plucked from the ruins of Troy or from 
under the lava of Pompeii are just as good as if they came yester- 
day from Colorado. A larger production of silver or gold for one 
year or for ten years or twenty years is but asmall addition to the 
stock of gold and silver accumulated through centuries and centu- 
ries. Hence the so-called overproduction for a ticular period 
can not affect the market like the overproduction of green gro- 


ceries. 
One of my distin ea) ewes upon this floor, a scholar 


and thinker, Hon. R. M. unter, once a Senator from Virginia, 
said in a valuable report which he made on this subject: 

It seems that for fifty nara, Sats 1750 to 1800 (see Document No. 117, 
50, first session Thirty-first Congress), the quantity of silver raised was fo 


that of gold as 40 to 1, and yet during that period the value of gold was not 
more than fifteen Gases an Great as tent-of One ; naz 


The amounts of gold and silver money actually in existence are 
estimated as follows: 


Gold. Silver, 


£120, 000, 000 
150, 000, 000 
700, 000, 000 


£260, 000, 
400, 0, 


So, again, we see it was no overproduction of silver money 
led to demonetization in 1873 or to any derangement in the par 
the metals. 

From i831 to 1840 onl 
silver. That ie nearly two to one of silver to gol 
Prices, page 331. 


ced and £52,000,000 
~-Schoenhoff on Boney 


Yet mark the fact that during this period gold and silver j:ep¢ 
close tapether on coinage. ~* 

I read a sentence from Schoenhoff, an author quoted a few day. 
ago by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]: rs 

From 1850 to 1880 the v o i etir 
world produced ae than § Sen eines he ro rt h 

Yet it was during this period that silver was demonetiz..| 5, 
the ground, as alleged by the sapient expounders of monom¢t:!);s;, 
that silver was overproduced. = 

There is no authentic table as to the production of the ty, 
metals that does not show that it has not been the overprodne. 
tion of the one or the other that has created the divergence ) 
tween them, but it is plain that it took place immediately , |), 
instantaneously, under the process and action of the law. 

THE SOPHISM THAT OVERPRODUCTION OF COMMODITIES BY INVriy TION 
HAS DERANGED PRICES. . 

We are told that the overproduction of commodities throug, 
the mechanical inventions that have stimulated the energies 91;4 
enlarged the powers of man is the cause of their cheapness, Tho 
steam engine — into New York from over the land, and they 
into Liverpool over the ocean, the wheat crops of the Dakotas, 
The reaper and mower make a Briareus of every farmer, and jt js 
true that mechanical invention has greatly increased all the pro. 
ductions of the earth and supplied them for the use of man. )js 
accounts for their plentifulness, but it does not account for their 
continual cheapening, for mechanical invention has moved on an 
equal line in bringing gold from Alaska and Australia, and in 
opening the mines uth Africa. If we were to stop the pro- 
duction of commodities by law, does not everyone know that they 
would become dearer, because mechanical invention could not 
longer multiply them? Now, we have stopped the production of 
money by law; we have put a ligature upon the mint, and saij 
you can not coin a silver dollar. We areas @ stopper in the 
silver mine, and said no matter how much silver you produce you 
shall bring not a dollar to the mint for coinage. By leaving ine. 
chanical forces free to produce marketable commodities, and by 
stopping them from the equally free production of metallic money, 
we have increased the supply of the commodities and lessened the 
supply of the money. Hence, that which has been lessened has 
become dearer by the inevitable law of supply and demand, and 
that which has multiplied has become cheaper by the same law, 

THE SOPHISM THAT GOLD HAS NOT APPRECIATED. 

But we are told that gold has not appreciated. Not so thinks the 
honorable gentleman who now occupies the position of Secretary 
of the Treasury, and not so thinks his honorable predecessor, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who once filled the same chair. 

Let me read to the Senate two articles from each of these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen. In the Treasury ent in 1878 the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, who is now a Senator from Ohio, 
went on to explain how at one time he had been deluded into 
the adv of the single gold standard. He says, under date 
of July 15, 1878: 

During the monetary conference in Paris, when silver in our country was 
excluded from circulation by being undervalued, I was strongly in {favor of 
the single standard of gold, and wrote a letter which you will find in the pro- 
ceedings of that conference, stating briefly my view. 

Having made this confession, the Senator then went on to an- 
nounce his conversion back to the double standard, and to state his 
reasons therefor. 

At that time— 

Said he— 
the wisest of us did not anticipate the sudden fall of silver or the rise of gold 
that has occurred. 

Mr. President, the trouble with all these gentlemen who are 
advocating the single standard is that they do not ever seem to 
have anticipated anything that happened after the country was 
deluded into taking their advice. 

This uncertainty— 

He went on to say— 


of the relation between the two metals is one of the chief arguments in favor 


of a monometallic system, but other arguments, showing the dangerous e#° 


industry precio from the standard of 
value, wes my iterated objestien te the bimetallic system. 
Mr. President, an ounce of experience is worth many — of 
theory; and in view of the sad experience, ruinous and disastrous 
beyond all the nes those whom this country has been 
beguiled and deluded to follow, shall we not accept the wisdow 
of the Senator from Ohio, thus so sententiously and so powerfully 
stated? Shall we not renounce those who have led us alimos' back 
to the door of the gold standard, and allow our experience to 0" 
weigh all the theoretical and sophistical objections to the bimetar 
lic system? 
SECRETARY CARLISLE’S EXPOSITION OF THE EVILS OF APPRECIATING 601): 
The fall of silver and the a on of gold were the text of 
this sermon. Now we have another, sir, from the mature and 


clear and able mind of the Fae make tleman who is now 
Secretary of the Treasury. I sake no fling at him because 


The 


or 


ithe 


ost 





1896. 
O 


he has changed his opinions. It is the privilege of everyone to 
hange his opinions; andany honest mind that undergoes a change 
a opinion will always be courageous and open enough to announce 
+. It is not to his opinion but to his reason and to his judgment 
- an expert and as a man of knowledge to which I now appeal. 
[ read a little extract from his speech made in the same year the 
Senator from Ohio renounced the gold standard and announced 
himself as reconverted and rebaptized in the waters of bimetal- 
lism. Said Mr. Carlisle: 
. ¢ enter into an examination of the causes which have combined 
t leas the relative value of silver and to appreciate the value of gold 
it ce 1873, but Iam one of those who believe that they are transient and tem- 
ae in their nature, and that when they have passed away or have been 
Pemored by the separate or united actions of the nations nost Cary inter- 
ested in the subject, the old ratio of actual and relative value will be rees- 
tablished on @ firmer foundation thanever. I know that the world’s stock 
of precious me’ is none too jarge, and I see no reason to apprehend that it 
will ever become so, Mankind will be fortunate indeed if the annual produc- 
tion of gold and silver coin shall keep pace with the annual increase of popu- 
lation, commerce, and industry. According to my view of the subject, the 
conspiracy which seems to have n formed here and in Europe to destroy 
by legislation and otherwise from three-sevenths to one-half the metallic 
money of the world is the most gigantic crime of this or any other age. 


So thinking, Mr. President, I shall decline to join the criminals. 
Said Mr. Carlisle, farther: 
umma scheme would ultimately en oO isery 
upon the human same thew all he wars, pestilence, and ‘amine that ever oo 
curred inthe history of the world. The absolute and instantaneous destruc- 
tion of half the movable property of the world, including horses, ships, rail- 
roads, and all other appliances for sarezing on commerce, while it would be 
felt more sensibly at the moment, would not produce anything like the pro- 
longed distress and d ization of society that must inevitably result 
from the permanent tion of one-half of the metallic money of the 
world. 

With the opinion of these able and experienced men, I do not 
think it necessary or desirable that I should elaborate the fact that 
gold has appreciated. 

THE SOPHISM THAT SILVER WOULD REDUCE US TO THE LEVEL OF INDIA, 
MEXICO, CHINA, AND JAPAN. 

Mr. President, our pride as a-nation and our pride as men is 
appealed to. I am afraid it is a species of vain pride that goeth 
before destruction; but there are those who tell us that we must 
scout and reject silver money because it would reduce us to the 
level of Mexico, China, Japan, and India. I reply to this sophism 
that we have been already reduced to the level of India. By 
behest of our British financial masters the free coinage of silver 
in India was suspended in the summer of 1893. And it was in 
response to their behest, and by the voice of a propaganda that 
was organized against America simultaneously with that against 
India that the Sherman law was repealed in America a few 
months afterwards. The fact is that there was but one move- 
ment directed 
America soon followed that of Great Britain’s other province on 
the other side of the globe. 

But, Mr. President, as to Mexico, China, and Japan, what is 
there in the cry that we should refuse silver money because they 
are emplo it? Ihave before me the article of the minister of 
Mexico, who shows how Mexico is thriving upon her silver. We 
have recently seen the astonishing exploit of J apan in war and 
are witnessing it equally manifested in manufacture, and are we 
not old enough and wise enough and experienced enough to judge 
these questions upon their own merit without being diverted from 
the weight of the argument by any such catch phrases as being 
reduced to the level of Mexico or India or China or Japan? 


THE SOPHISM THAT WE HAVE $21.65 PER CAPITA OF CIRCULATION. 


We are told that we have some $21.65 per capita in the United 
States, and that this is more money per capita than we have ever 
had before, and the deduction is drawn from this fact that we do 
not need more money. In point of fact we had $25.57 per capita 

, when we repealed the Sherman law, and 

ever yet discovered by which we can 

per capita a nation needs, so diverse 

ces which must solve the ques- 

tion. Butit does not follow, because we have $22, or $24, or $25 per 
pita, that therefore we have enough. 

There is more for money to do in this age than there ever 
has been for money to do before. We were never burdened by so 
many debts or by more exacting demands of taxation heretofore. 

Second, Mr, t, it must be remembered, in comparison 
with former years before the war, that for a long time foreign 
coins were money in the United States, and that fact is not taken 
pee in estimating the per capita volume of our cir- 

. Third. Tt to be remembered that the State bank circula- 
that of the States is left totally out of consideration, and 
t when the civil war commenced there were $212,000,000 of 
= bank circulation that was doing service for the people. 
ourth. It is to be noted that our present estimated per capita is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


nst the two countries, and the subjugation of | 


~~ 

oSA7 
a very unreliable one at best. We count in it all the dollars 
which we have minted from the beginning of the Government. 
and which are unaccounted for by any knowledge of what was 
done with them; those which have been burned, those which have 
gone down in the sea, those which have been lost amid the myriad 
casualties of life, are all counted as part of our volume of per 
capita money. We are told that in some places all the dead men 
on the registration lists are voted, and in the per capita circula- 
tion of the gold monometallist all the destroved and dead and 
ruined dollars are still doing work for their cause. 

Fifth. It should also be noted that much of our gold is held as 
reserve by national banks, and can not fairly be counted as ‘ 
culation.” ; 

And I may observe, too, that in 1860 there was $1 in circulation 
for every $37 worth of property; that is to say, with $45,407,252 
of money, we had $16,159,616,068 of property, but now we have 
but $1 to every $45 of property, showing that our ratio of money 
to property has much decreased, and if we take the ratio as com- 
pared to the taxes and indebtecness which the dollars must 
redeem, it is much greater. 


clr- 


THE SOPHISM THAT THE PRINCIPAL DEBTORS ARE NOT 
BUT THE CORPORATIONS. 


But we are told that the principal debtors in this country are 
the great corporations, not the poor people. It is contended that 
the chief persons who hold the obligations of the country are the 
railroad companies, the banks, the life insurance and fire insur- 
ance companies, and other associations. It is the very rich men, 
it is claimed, who would derive some temporary advantage from 
the free coinage of silver; but the moderately well-to-do people, the 
widows and the orphans and the laboring classes, would be those 
who would suffer from its free coinage. The banks and other loan 
associations and insurance companies undoubtedly are largely in 
debt, but they have more due them than they owe to their custom- 
ers, otherwise they are insolvent to begin with. It would be well 
for those who are seeking to curtail our volume of currency to 
realize what an immense body of debt there is upon the American 
people and how little prospect there is of its payment if you take 
away the opportunity of the people to get money for their prop- 
erty and labor wherewithal to pay. : 

I have before me a tract issued from the Department of Labor, 
known as House Document No. 33. In that it is shown that the 


THE POOR PEOPLE 


minimum debt of the United States, public and private, is $20,- 


227,170,546; that the annual interest upon that debt alone is 


mighty sum of $1,166,101,303. 


the 
In other words, it will require 


| every dollar of gold, every dollar of silver, every dollar of green- 


banks, and every national-bank note we have to be used to pay 
one year’s interest upon the accumulated debt of the people of the 
United States. If this astounding and startling fact does not 
arouse the attention of the gold-standard men to the dread deed 
they are seeking to accomplish, then I believe they would not be 
convinced even though one should rise from the dead. 

THE SOPHISM THAT LOW INTEREST INDICATES ABUNDANCE OF MONEY. 

We are told that the low rate of interest which is commanded 
by money in the central market of exchange is an indication that 
money is plentiful. Let me read in reply What the Royal British 
Commission not long since said on that subject: 


The rate of interest on permanentinvestments is also declining, for reasons, 
it is urged, similar to those which have been described above as affect ] 
rate of discount. When gold is scarce and commercial activity is che 
the resulting fall of prices, the demand for permanent investments i as 
and the price of such security rises. Owing either to the actual « pre- 
hended scarcity of gold there is a tendency to invest in securities bearing a 
fixed interest seven in gold, which raises their price and reduces the net 
return obtainable from them. 


ing 


The very fact that money is piled up in the vaults and is being 
loaned out at such a lowrate of interest is the sign of the distrust 
of the capitalists in all property and in all industry, and it alone 
is a species of congestion which ought to warn the patient of his 
diseased condition. 


THE SOPHISM THAT BUT 5 PER CENT OF BUSINESS IS TRANSA‘ 
MONEY. 


rzED ON 


But we are told that we want but very little money; that only 
5 per cent of the business is done by actual money payments, so 
vast is the nse of checks and clearing-house certificates to offset 
one debt against another and to carry balances to the creditor's 
account. If it be true that only 5 per cent of the business of the 
country is done by money, then the displacement or loss of a 
single dollar must produce a vast disarrangement and displace- 
ment of business, for if every dollar is carrying a credit of 319 in 
the amount of business the loss of a dollar in cash is the pro- 
portional loss of $19 in business credit. The cessation of the 
coinage of $4,500,000 per month or $54,000,000 per year under the 
Sherman law therefore eliminated the superstructure of $85,500,000 
per month of business or $1,026,000,000 in volume of business per 
year. 
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THE SOPHISM AS TO AMOUNT OF OUR SILVER COINAGE BEFORE DEMONE- 
TIZATION. 


We are often told that we only coined $8,000,000 of silver be- 
fore 1873; but let the whole truth and not a part of it be told, for 
we coined at the same time $77,000,000 in other denominations 
than dollars. The exact amount of legal-tender silver in the 
United States from the opening of the mint until silver was 
demonetized in 1873 was $84,709,000, and these figures can be 
found in detail in the Report of the Mint for 1894. At the same 
time it ought also to be remembered why it was that we were 
coining so few of those dollars. The reason that we did not coin 
more silver was because the silver metal could go into European 
mints, the French and other mints, at a less ratio than in our own; 
and in swelling the volume of international money in Europe it 
left our mints open to be occupied by gold; and whether the one 
species of metal went to one mint or another, there was an unin- 
terrupted flow of both metals into money and into the swelling of 
the world’s currency and the sustenance of the world’s prices. 


THE SOPHISM THAT JEFFERSON STOPPED SILVER COINAGE. 


We are told that Thomas Jefferson stopped silver coinage. 
This is another half fact which should be told in connection with 
the otherhalf. IfSecretary Carlisle may be believed, he has stated 
in a recent speech that in May, 1806, President Jefferson stopped 
the coinage of the silver dollar, but not silver, which was still 
coined in small denominations. 

Mr. STEWART. And was a full legal tender. 

Mr. DANIEL, And was a full legal tender, as the Senator from 
Nevada says. 


THR SOPHISM THAT “JEFFERSON AND HAMILTON WERE FOR FREE COINAGE 
OF BOTH METALS AT THE COMMERCIAL RATIO.” 

It is true as a fact that Jefferson and Hamilton tried to fix the 
coin at the commercial ratio of the two metals. But at that 
time there was a commercial ratio in the value of the two metals, 
and that was 15 to 1, which was adopted in our first mint law. 
Now there is no commercial ratio between the value of silver bul- 
lion and gold bullion whatever. Gold bullion has a coinage value 
fixed by law, and silver bullion has no coinage value fixed by law. 
The law has destroyed the ratio, and silver bullion bobs up and 
down on the market like any other commodity. In 1792 the ratio 
of 15 to 1 existed because free coinage of gold and silver existed in 
the great European nations. When the United States divested 


silver of its coinage a in 1873 it divested it of its legal and 
commercial ratio to gold. 


We can not reestablish a ratio between the metals without re- 


establishing free coinage in the United States—coining both metals 
‘‘ without discrimination.” If we mustc the ratio of 16 to 1, 
it should be done after and not before free e. 


THE SOPHISM OF THE SILVER DELUGE. 


That the silver deluge is a mere fancy is too obvious to those 
familiar with the subject to need much notice. Mr. Windom 
showed, when he was Secretary of the Treasury, that there was 
no accumulated stock of silver in the world. 

Edward Atkinson, who was sent to E by President Cleve- 
land in his first Administration, showed in his report that Europe 
was much more afraid of an avalanche of silver, from our dis- 
continuing the use of silver and throwing our discarded stock 
upon its market, than of any other course we might take, and it 
has been demonstrated that the great body of silver in the world 
is in use in the coinage of other nations, which they can not afford 
to part with. 

THE SOPHISM THAT OUR STOPPAGE OF COINAGE WOULD SQUEEZE EUROPE. 


Ten years ago we were urged to demonetize silver on the ground 
that it would create such a tight money market in Europe as to 
compel the European nations to sue to us for an international 
agreement. The objection to the ent was that while we 
were squeezing the bear, the bear might, perhaps, take it into his 
head to squeeze us, and that we would feel the squeeze in all 
probability much more severely than the bear. But finally, in 
1893, we entered into the squeezing business, The bear has Soon 
squeezing ever since, but has not yet cried ‘‘enough” to our 
squeezing. It is highly probable that if we continue to squeeze 
for eight or ten years and go through contracting greenbacks, de- 
stroy the rest of the silver we have, and keep up the panicky feel- 
ing in Europe as toward silver, that the world will at last become 
so outraged and indignant that there will be a restoration. So 
astute and bright a man as Cernuchi predicted such a final result 
in his little tract entitled Monetary Diplomacy, in 1878. He urged 
the United States to stop coining silver, and declared that “ the 
United States will have a grand revenge to take on England with 
the United States coining no more silver. Let them repeal the 
Bland bill and England wi!! be in consternation.” 

Ten years ago, Mr. President, these were the arguments which 
were used in the House of Representatives and were 


through the press of the United States against any attemp: +, 
storesilver; and Mr. Cernuchi’s pamphlet, which hn at tha + om 
very much circulated, added this prediction: —_ 
The day whe: of in F 
or the Unhad Rinter moxbuctatin wil tah powericas ead ih? Pe 


rless, de 
own on the Thames that it will draw its last areatn oT 
transition from monome to bimetallism in England The 


tallism ; ae 
without the slightest difficulty. will be effected 
THE RESULT OF THE SQUEEZING PROCEss. 


Mr. President, we have tried the squeezing process; wo rudel 
cut off silver by the unconditional — of the Sherman law 
The bear hasnot cried ‘‘ Enough!” and I am afraid that on oy; part 
it is not a success. It may be that if Europe and if Americ, are 
continually squeezed and squeezed that some future generativ) \y()] 
come which will rise in the fire of revolution, and that under jts 
inspiration silver may be restored. I wish to avert this hard ang 
rigorous process and this fatal consummation. It is by the «| 
and patient step of reiterated argument, it is by the const: 
peal of truth and justice to the unrighteous judge, that right ang 
justice and truth go to their final triumph in this world; and [ haq 
rather see that triumph won by and moderate methods 
than by forcing the world into a fatal catastrophe. F, 
HOW GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED STATES ARE OPPOSITELY AFFECTED 

BY THE GOLD STANDARD. 

But meanwhile, while we are waiting for Great Britain to cry 
“Enough!” and for monometallism to die, according to Cernuchi's 
prophecy, upon the banks of the Thames, it would be well for us to 
remember that such are the different attitudes of these two creat 
nations that Great Britain can afford to support the gold standard, 
and that we can not. Great Britain has been, is now, and dowbt- 
less will be for years to come, the leading nation in attempting 
to force the world from a bimetallic to a gold basis. Her object is 
plein: her object is proclaimed; and her object is threefold: 

irst, to enhance the purchasing power of debts due her as the 

t creditor nation; second, to enhance the value of gold mines 
in British ions and owned by British subjects; and third, 
to lower the price of the produce and raw material which other 
nations sell and which she buys and consumes. 

For her to succeed in the consummation of her object is to 
strengthen her autocratic institutions at the expense of popular 
institutions, to establish her commercial supremacy in al! (juar- 
— [ to make herself, in short, the primate nation of the 
wor 

She is a t creditor nation and the United States is a great 
debtor nation. Great Britain has in her colonies large gold mines 
and few silver mines, and we have large silver mines and gold 
mines alike. The United States is the largest silver-producing 
nation in the world. Great Britain does not produce the wheat, 
the corn, the cotton, or anything of the kind which she consumes. 
The United States is a large ucer of all those articles, and 
sells much of them in the Bri market. The issue is, therefore, 
an international issue between Great Britain, chiefly, upon the one 
side, and the United States on the other; an issue in which British 
interests seek to increase the value of British credits at the ex- 
pense of American debits, to increase the value of British gold 
mines at the expense of American silver mines, and to decrease 
the value of American mining and agricultural produce for the 
benefit of the British consumer. 

BRITISH CAPITAL VERSUS AMERICAN LABOR. 

The issue, broadly stated and summarized in a sentence, is, Brit- 
ish capital against American labor; and I take the American side. 
For Briton or for American—that is the question; and that ues 
tion ramifies into all our internal and domestic concerns. Like to 
like, the wide world over. The creditor sections of the United 
States draw es to the side of the British creditor. 
The sections w produce no silver show a tendency to minimize 
the subj question. The American capitalists 


bject to a mere m‘ ' 
tend to the side of the American bankers who 
bankers tend to their side. 


are largely pressure from 
The great cities with congested Ben a tend also to dear 
money and cheap produce, because have 


ionately more 

money,'and only manipulate what others uce, instead of being 
themselves producers of raw materials and provisions. ()n the 
other hand, the instinctive intelligence of the country peop!’ pus 
them on the American side as the side of their interest. Th: in- 
stinctive intelligence of the industrial classes in cities as well 4s 
in the country puts them also largely on thesame side. Thowsht- 
and reading commercial men see that the ultimate effect 0! the 

is to contract and reduce their business, and to make 

British interests, and many of them tend to the 

, just men, everywhere resent the injustice of the 

; mt lovers of free government see in it the most 

subtle enemy of freeinstitutions. T yers nearly 

that it means depressed prices for property aod 


Ow 
int ap- 
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increased burden of debts and taxes. 


Wage earners know by sad 
ee industry and curtails the number of 
employees as well as wages of those who are employed. 

. President, I have thus attempted as best I could in the 
hours at my command to state plainly what I conceive to be the 
true bearings of this question. I know that those of us who ad- 
yoeate the money of the Constitution, the money of the fathers, 
and the money of the plain people face a battlefield which will 
require men of mettle to stand up to its duties. With a full com- 
prehension of the power of our enemy, knowing that fashion and 
wealth and caste and office are all against us, I yet, sir, would be 
untrue to my duty as an American citizen and to my manhood as a 
man if I did not thus declare the truth as I see it, and pray God to 
give me the strength to vindicate it. Whatever may betide, I take 
my place in the ranks of the plain masses of the American people 
who appreciate their institutions and intend to defend them at 
whatever cost. [Applause in the galleries. } 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, at this late hour, I think if I am 
not interrupted I shall probably conclude what I have to say 
in about thirty or forty minutes. I would not have taken part 
in the discussion of this bill at all had it not been that some 
things have been said which I think demand my attention. I will 
come to those things after a short time. 

The discussion t has followed the introduction of the bill 
has taken a very wide range. Silver in all its phases has been dis- 
cussed ably. ld monometallism has been treated with con- 
siderable ability. Both sides of almost every economic question 
have been considered. But the only argument which has been 
presented in opposition to the passage of the bill was that of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLL], which was that it isa 
Populist measure. 

It appears that the time has come in our history when in the 
American Senate the merits of a measure are to be determined by 
the polities of the Senator who proposes it. I ask if that is De- 
mocracy, if that is mblicanism, that because a Senator who is 
the equal of all his colleagues introduces a bill trenching upon a 

jicular line of party politics it must be discarded, it must be 
leoabel and beaten and abused and ridiculed without touching 
the merits of the subject involved? 

I assert, Mr. President, that in all of our eventful history no 
President before the year 1894 ever undertook or proposed to un- 
dertake to sell a Government note or a Government bond without 

——- of Congress before that time enacted. 

iL sepeat, in all our history, never until 1894 were Government 

bonds or notes issued or sold without express authority from the 

i for the cular act. Every one of the American 
—— ae a they were —_—— or silver coin, pre- 
pared, paper money. e seven years’ war of 
the Revolution was fought to successful conclusion on paper 
money; and our new Government began the issue of paper before 
it was three old. Bank notes were issued in 1791, and Treas- 


co! 


7 notes followed quickly after the first bank charter expired in 
1811, notes were issued in 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815. 
The second United States bank was established in 1816, continu- 


ing twenty , to 1836. Treasury notes were issued in 1837, 
1838, 1840, 1841, 1842 (two issues), 1943, 1846, 1847, 1857, 1960, and 
1861. For every one of these issues there was express authority 
previously granted. 

During our great war there were many issues and sales of bonds 
and notes of the Government; and afterwards, down to 1877, there 
were many million dollars’ worth of bonds issued and sold, every 
bond ae y authorized by law previously enacted. 

In 1875 grant of authority to issue and sell bonds was 
given in the resumption act, and that was for a purpose plainly 
ae in the nid namely, cao a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury ort emption in this act author- 
ized on veuaioed.” ee : 

It was not a measure for the purpose of maintaining specie pay- 
ments; it was a measure simply to provide funds in order that the 


resum yments might be effected. 
to read the nw ocseee 


of 
w 
ence of the Senate. 


But even allowing all the force that is given to that act by the 
friends of the present custom of bond issues, three years later, and 
before the resum: was to take effect, Congress 
positively . ing the withdrawal and the cancellation of the 


The resumption 


law has been obsolete seventeen years. 
mean 


T say 


unnecessary 


absolutely 
my words, if we give it all the force that is claimed by the friends 


of the present bond-issuing custom, still it has no effect at this 
“oem the purposes for which bonds are now being issued. 


I will not stop | 
it has been repeatedly read in the pres- | 


: I that that it has no force either in law or in | 
act; that it served its purpose; and that the act of 1878 made its | 
further application But even, repeating | 








we have never lacked in that respect, having all the time had 
plenty of coin on hand and millions of dollars to spare. 

But the President goes back to an older law than that, the act 
passed in 1862—a law that served its purpose and passed into 
oblivion long, long ago, and was never recalled until the Presi- 
dent of the United States has revived it for the purposes of this 
Administration. That act was passed for a particular purpose, 
and that particular purpose was clearly expressed in the language 
of the law. I will read that act, for I have observed that no Sen- 
ator has ever yet referred to it in the discussion of this subject, 
whether upon the present bill or when some other subject was 
pending. 


It is an act of Congress approved on the 17th day of March, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase of coin, and for other 
purposes.” Itiscomposed of four sections. I read the first section: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin with a f the 
bonds or notes of the United States, authorized by law, at ch rates and 
upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the pu interest: 
and may issue, under such rules and regulations as he may pre ertifl- 
cates of indebtedness, such as are authorized by an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of indebtedness 
to public creditors,” approved March 1, 1862, to such creditors ¢ uv d a 
to receive the same, in discharge of checks drawn by disbursing supen 


sums placed to their credit on the books of the Treasurer, upon 1 ns 
of the proper Departments, as well as in discharge of audited and settled 
accounts, as provided by said act. 

That section is one entire paragraph; it is one entire se: 
and only one. There is a division at the word ‘int ‘the 
division being marked by a semicolon. I will now read to that 
semicolon, repeating— 


ence, 


rest 


That the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase « 


oin with any of the 
bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at such rat and 
upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the publ rest— 


Semicolon. It so happens that that sentence was incorporated 


| into the Revised Statutes of 1874 as a complete paragraph and a 
complete section. It is known as section 3700. The President of 
the United States,in contracting through the Secretary of the 


Treasury with the gold syndicate in the beginning of | , 
referred to this particular sentence which I have just read as his 
authority for making the contract. 

Mr. President, I insist that section 3700 of the Revised Statutes 
has no more force in the connection in which it has been used by 
the President than would a passage of law authorizing the fund- 
ing of the national debt; that it has absolutely no connection 
whatever with the transaction; that it gives no authority for the 
sale of bonds in 1895. It was not intended for that purpose, but 
for a wholly different one. It served its purpose in 1862, and has 
never been of any force from that day to this. 

An act was passed March 1, 1862. I read its title: ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of in- 
debtedness to public creditors.” 

There is no mistaking the meaning of that act. It is to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of 
indebtedness, and it says so. 

I turn to the next preceding act, the act of February 25, 
and I read its title: ‘‘An act to authorize the issue of United 
States notes, and for the redemption or funding thereof, and for 
funding the floating debt of the United States.” 

There can be no mistaking the meaning of that act. 

I turn to the next one preceding, which was approved February 


ist year, 


(962, 


12, 1862. entitled ‘‘An act to authorize an additional issue of 
United States notes.” 
So wherever you go, through all the acts thet were passed dur 


ing that terrible period, you will find that the title in every in- 
stance expresses the object for which the act was enacted. 

In this case the act of March 17, 1862, provides for the purchase 
of coin and for other purposes, and in providing for the purchase 
of coin provision is made as to the manner of purchasing coin, 
what sort of proceeding shall be had, and it is this: 

With any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law. 

Such notes, such bonds as had already been provided by law. 
They are the notes and they are the bonds, and they alone, that 
the Secretary was authorized to issue for the purpose of purchas- 
ing coin to pay interest on the public debt and other coin obliga- 
tions, not for a reserve fund, not to maintain specie payments, or 


| to provide for specie payments, or anything of that kind. 
ed an act | 


Now, coming back again to this particular act, if it were proper 
that section 1 of the act of March 17, 1862, which I have read, 
should in 1874 be incorporated in the Revised Statutes for pur- 
poses in future, the whole section ought to have been copied. 

3ut it may be said that I am estopped from questioning the pro- 
priety of the transaction for the reason that Congress passed upon 
the compilation and the revision after it had been made. I am 
willing to concede all of that, but that does not authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or the President of the United States or 
any other official to violate the plain letter and spirit of the law 


for any purpose it is only to maintain a coin fund and which they and the law officers of the Government, if they were 
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consulted, certainly ought to have known was enacted ay 
for an altogether different purpose, and that it must certainly have 
been an oversight upon the part of tay in 1874, for at that 
time there was no expectation of there being any trouble in the 
future uiring that bonds would have to be issued for any 
nrpose whatever. The bond-issuing period at that time had 
n passed and it was presumed then that nothing further along 
that line would be required. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 5o’clock p.m.). Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I see the Senator from Tennessee is rising. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will be 
inclined to yield for a motion to adjourn, or if he desires to pro- 
ceed now? 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on for another hour. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am entirely willing to leave that matter to 
the comfort and convenience of Senators, so far as I am personally 
concerned, 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas leaves it to me, I 
shall move to adjourn, but I will not do so of course without the 
consent of the Senator. 

Mr, PEFFER. I think it would be better that I should go on 
and conclude my remarks this mes Senators are willing to 
remain; and if they are not, I shall be left so that I can make the 
motion to adjourn when [ conclude. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. PEFFER. The point that I make upon this section is that 
it is utterly valueless for the pu for which the President of 
the United States has called it into action. Lest there may be 
some mistake, I read from the message of the President of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1895, as follows: 


In the judgment of those especially charged with this responsibility— 


The President was speaking at this particular point of the 
troubles we were experiencing in our financial affairs. He 
says: 

In the judgment of those especially char with this responsibility, the 
business intemen is so critical and the Seaibetive situation is so wapeenie. 
ing, with the omission thus far on the t of Congress to beneficially en- 
large the powers of the Secretary of the Treasury in the premises, as to 
enjoin immediate Executive action with the facilities now at d. 


The President plainly intimates between the lines that the au- 
thority under which he and the Secretary are acting is of doubt- 
ful validity, and nothing but the uiescence of Congress and 
of the people of the United States could under any circumstances 
justify it. Now, he proceeds: 


Therefore, in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, the de- 


tails of an ar ment have this day been concluded with es abun- 
dantly able to fulfill their Lg crag) Nghe bonds of the United States, 
authorized under the act cf July 14, 1575, payable in coin thirty years after 
the torest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, to 


te, with 
of a little less than $62,400,000, are to be issued 
amounting to a sum htly in excess of $65,000, 
ury of the United States, which sum, added to the gold now heldin 
vur reserve, will so restore reserve as to make it amount to something 
more than $100,000,000. 


The President uses section 8700 of the Revised Statutes, which | 


was an act originally passed for the purpose of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase coin to pay interest on the 
— debt, and to pay other little coin demands that were then 
force against the Government. 
Here is the contract. I shall not stop to read it, but I will have 
it inserted as a sort of supplement to the message: 


This agreement entered into this 8th day of February, 1895, between the 
Se the es of the United ss, of the first t,and Messrs. 
Au mont & Co., of New York, on of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild 
& of London, pagent and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & Co., 
of New York, so of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., of London, and them- 


ves, second t. 

Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (section 8700) that the Secretary of the Treasary may purchase coin 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interests; and the Secre of the now deems that an 
omoreeny, exists in which the public interests uire that, as hereinafter 
= coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States, of the 

ption hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “‘An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” a ved 
January 14, 1875, being bonds of the United States di bed in an of Con- 
gues roved July 14, 1870, entitled ‘An act to authorize the of 
e atonal debt.” 
ies of the second 


bt. 
Now, therefore, the said ay to sell and 
deliver to the United States 3,500,000 ounces of stan aaa < coin of the 
United States, at the rate of $17.80441 per ounce, payable in United States 4 
per cent thirty-year apes or red bonds, bonds to be Feb- 
ruary 1, 1895, and payable at the pleasure of the United States after thirty 
ears from date, under the acts of Congress of July 14, 1870, January 
, 1871, and January l4, 1875, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum, A quarterly. 
oe. uch purchase and sale of gold coin being made on the following 
ms: 
(1) At least one-half of all coin deliverable hereinunder shall be obtained 
in and eeepet from Europe. but the shipments shall not be required to ex- 
oe , Canons per SRORER, unless the parties of the second 





(2) All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasu , 
logal depository ofthe United BEA ton thetaarag 

elive rece ear 
old per dollar, if within limit of Seer nt 8 grains of 
delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accor } 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the secon ..,.. 
™ Jenoull Weald was Lentiecy of the ‘Tresiniy 4 a 

md. Shou e re uw esire to OF sell ay 

bonds of the United States on or before the lst day of October isnt er 
first offer the same to the of the second part; > : ull 


; but thereafter he os 
be free om every such obligation to the parties of the second pact be shall 


lig. 

e Secretary of the Treasury hereby reserves the right, wit}\;,, +. 
date receive authority Fromm’. ~ oo = 

tates, bearing 3 per cent 
specifically payable in | 
sitedel bo, onsh 6 per comk honda to te abeneted ln te rere, ene! herein 
ui r cen acce’ ° i eeaneed 
oe). 5 planes 

. No oO ah 
either of them, ex in payment for coin from time to ee tenet = 
under; whereupon the Secre' of the Treasury of the United States «), 
and will deliver the bonds as herein ided, at such places as shal] be 
part. Any expense of 


di ted by the parties of the lelivery oy 
of the United States shall be assumed aud paid by’ the parties of tu 22,% 
Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of tho soo. 
ond etitable love of bring! d from Europe h Bier et? ctpense 
and ine le loss D ereu * and. as far, 
lies in their power, will omns a ie fal meee et, 28 


mence and will make al! Jevit;. 
mate efforts to protect the T of the United States against the with. 





drawals of gold pen com: performance of this contract. 
In witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1895. 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


AUGUST BELMONT & Co. 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and Themse)ves, 


J. P. MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., London, and Themselves, 

This bill has been treated by Senators as if it were the first of 
the kind ever proposed. But that is error. We—and when I 
use the word ‘* we” I do not use it editorially, but I mean those 
of us who are foe with the paternity of bills of this kind— 
have not been derelict in our duty. e Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], coming here nearly two years after the 
bond-trading business , Very properly seized the first oppor- 
tunity to press the subject on the attention of the Senate, and it 
is pans to his credit that he has been able toaccomplish so much 
this soon. I allude to the matter only for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact that early, even before the first sale was 
made, immediately, the next wr Rani cae eeeuon to sell was 
made, I offered a resolution reciting the and asserting as the 
sense of the Senate that the whole proceeding was in violation of 
law. The next day I addressed the Senate on the subject. A few 
days later the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] delivered a 
forcible argument to show that such issue of bonds is illegal, and 
we have not lost an See from that time until the present 
to denounce the who ae as a grievous usurpation of 


wer. 
a the 18th of January, 1894, I offered a resolution, which be- 
came Miscellaneous Document No. 39, Fifty-third Congress, sec- 
ond session, which reads as follows: 

. he 17th day of Ji ba f the Treas 
sgh toma Oat anuary., ee eeeiary « e Treasury 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Se Washington, D. C., January 17, 1394. 


8 “By virtue of ee nee pat peget seniors to provide 
‘or the resu on eer Soneety , 1875, the Sec- 
retary the Treasury Soret) clleentor subscription an issue of bonds 
of the United States to the amount of in ei registered or cou- 
pon form, in denominations of $50 and up redeemable in coin at the 

easure of the Government after ten from the date of their issue, and 


interest, payable quarterly in coin, at the rate of 5 por cent per 


“Proposals for the whole or of these bonds will be received at the 
Treasury a of the Becretary until 12 o’clock noon on the 
Ist day of Fe : Proposals state the amount of bonds de- 
sired, or cou Se the subscriber 

heme tein that the bonds shall be deliv- 
ce, that of the Treasurer of the United States or an 


t treasurer of the United States, where it will be most convenient lor 
the subscriber to deposit the amount of his su . Failure to specify 


the above particulars may cause the rejected. 
“ llotment 
As soon as practicable after the 18 day of Pebraary, 1894, the a aor » 


no proposal wi 
than 117.223, which is the equivalent of a} per 


bond and proposals is her sby ex- 

owen saontek e bide wtitied bo Ss it exceed the bonds to 
a : 

“ Notices the date of dalivecy of the bonds will be sent to the subscribers 


gold cot date of such notice soon as practicable, and within ten (avs 
to the oe of ts are ma a as be a a in United States 

a Guskguated: Or pu “Ss 
ted = ; and if not so paid the proposal may be re 


1894, and when payment is made 
and 


mium from 


prem 
we AL Re iat tho rate of interest realized to the 
eral on bis faveatmont wil add ee the Treasury, Wash- 
es fa | be distinctly marked ‘Proposals for subscriptions 
“J. @. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


| 
| 


a 


mY. 


A a A ee eee ay 
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“And whereas there is nothing in said notice to show that there is immediate 
rospective need for the sale of bonds to accomplish the object sought by 
oon ress in the enactment of the resumption law of January 14. 1875; and 
ConVhereas the Secre of the Treasury has no authority to issue and sell 
ponds for any other purpose than that set out in said resumption act: There- 


fore; solved by the Senate, That in the opinion of this body the Secretary of 


has no la authority for issuing and selling bonds as pro- 
te rata neic atoroa 

Some time afterwards I offered a resolution instructing the 
Committee on Finance to report a bill repealing all laws which 
authorize the issue and sale of bonds, if there were any such au- 
thority. That is known as Miscellaneous Document No. 128, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, and reads as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to repeal all laws author- 

















































I have here a statement showing the amount of net gold in the 
Treasury at the end of January of each year since 1878. Begin 
ning with 1879, it was $116,000,000; coming on down to the largest 
amount in any one year, it was $202,000,000 in 1888, and in Jan- 
uary, 1894, the amount was $65,650,175. That was when the first 
issue of the last three issues was proposed and the sale was made, 
There was then $65,000,000 of gold in the Treasury. 

It may seem almost revolutionary, and I have no doubt that if 
my good friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. H as 
were here he would regard it as revolutionary, as infamous, an¢ 
anarchistic, but I yet insist with all candor, with all earnestness, 
and with a patriotic devotion which I do not believe any Senator 
will doubt, that there was no other demand upon the Treasury at 
the time when the bond issues were made except, and except alone, 


4 


the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds or other | {70m the speculators in Wall street, New York, and their con- 

eS tions of the Government, me to prohibit any oma all | freres in the city of London, on the other side of the Atlantic. I 

och femme in future without express authority by act of Congress first had | have asserted again and again that the United States Goverment 
oO ned. 


has been forced into partnership with these men, that we are in 
fact the silent partner. We are expected only to tax the people 
and raise the money that these men want. 

The only need that the Government has for money is to pay its 
debts. We promised to pay our debts in coin, and I have shown 
by the figures that we had an abundance of coin to do it. 

Here is a tabulated statement showing the net gold in the 
Treasury on the last day of January in each year, from 1878 down 
to the time when the compilation was made, showing the gold, 
and the silver, and the amount of each and the amount of both 
that was on hand at the time: 


Later on I offered a resolution instructing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to inquire whether there was any lawful authority for 
the issue and sale of bonds ay the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
is Miscellaneous Document No. 3, Fifty-third Congress, third ses- 
sion, and is as follows: 


“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire and report whether the acts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
in issuing and selling United States bonds in the months of February 

pa December, 1894, were authorized by any act or acts of Congress then in 


” 


i 


The resolution was referred to the committee, but no report has 
been made by the committee. A similar resolution was re- 
to the House Committee on the Judiciary with exactly sim- 

ilar result. 


Statement showing the amount of net gold in the Treasury at the end of Jan- 
wary each year since 1878. 














On the 4th day of December, 1894, the very day when Congress Year. Amount. | Year. | Amount. 
met, I introduced the bill (S. 2330) to repeal that part of the act of o abe a a ae 
Jommany 3 1875, commonly known as the resumption act, which i | gone. 955, 194 
autho the sale of bonds. It provided: re 194. 655, 264 

148, 062, 809 || 1800 _... a ala ae 177, 386, 285 

That so much of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the | 150° 972 569 || 1801 141. 728 O97 

of nts,” approved January l4, as provided for + > te ~ elegant 9’ R74’ O08 
tke slo of bonds of the United Stafceis horeby repealed. “| Tans 60% 708 |) dens 2222722222222] oa a 
| 125, 187, 505 canine ele 65, 650, 175 

On December 3, 185, I introduced a bill to repeal all laws au- tan one’ up || inee 44’ 708 08? 
thorizing the issue and sale of bonds ee Ee | HH -....-.----------00---- 

That so much of the act of Congress entities ae ont bo yeovide | for the —— 
ikeanse of ben Seaton! Hof the Revised Statutes: and all fownor Statement showing amount of silver bullion in the Treasury at the end of Jan- 
parts of laws that authorize the sale of bonds of the United States, are hereby uary each year since 1878. 

On the 7th day of January, 1896, I proposed an amendment to Year. | Amount. | Year. | Amount. 
House bill 2904, to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, | __ : dptnrnnssnien eae aiiei aee, 
etc. It provided: Sr ee a cscn conden | $10, 219, 546 

That all lawsand parts of laws authorizing the issuance and sale of bonds of | 4,888,086 |) 1880... n------| 10,608,677 
the United States are hereby repealed. | SRS We | tee ........--.----------- | 21,587, 700 

So we have not been sleeping on our oars. 18 8, 761, 68 |) Tsiee 22-2222] B70, 8 

Not ouly have the bonds been illegally issued, but there was no | jss5°"7-"--7-727777-<2202-] Rois See |) iaoe Lect] ain 
necessit; their issue, because there was an abundance of funds | jxag_ eee | 124° 852) 679 
in the Treasury at the time of the sale of the bonds to pay every | 1587.....-.-..------.-.----. | 4,877, 030 
debt that was from the United States, whether we paid it in I Ey BS 
gold orin silver. There was an abundance of coin in the Treas- Se ee 
7 which to redeem all the greenbacks which had been See ee ere ne Se SUNY. 

ered at that time, so that absolutely and positively no necessity January 31, 1898........-..----------s-0eeeseeseeeeeseenee soeene eoeees $11,346, 52 

; i aii ee eatin we GhgnSuense cose coccesecceoe sacces cece coce 5, O82, 847 
for the issuance of bonds existed, except only to accommodate on a sPepemwdnemroses cone ere 
the speculators and the gold gamblers in New York and 


London. 

In proof of that—it is not a mere idle assertion—I took occasion 
ina —= delivered by me January 15th last, to collect the fig- 
ures from the : Itap that, beginning in 1879 with 
$128,060,000, we go on down to 1884, when there was $154,000,000. In 

889 there was 000,000; in 1890, $249,000,000, the largest amount 
in th $51,000 005 Then we come down to the last of January, 1895, 
with $51,000,000. On the last of January, 1894, when the first of 
the last three issues was made, there was $65,000,000 of gold coin 
lying in the Treasury. 






ii atherhdndpeeds densagweccce cccaceccce 
1804 .. we 
1895 -. 


$111, 629, 484 
145, 148, 018 
143, 334, 266 


st 


I am frequently asked what are we going to do with individual 
persons a corporations who have promised to pay their indebt- 
edness in gold, and whose debts are due on the other side of the 
Atlantic. My answer is that it is none of our business about the 
contracts of private individuals or a If they have 
made contracts to pay their debts in gold, it is their business to 
getthegold. Itisnot the business of the United States to supply 
them with gold any more than it is the business of the Govern- 
ment to supply me with flour, or sugar, or coffee, or a pair of shoes 
when I happen toneed them. If these men have promised to pay 


Statement the amount coin (excluding bullion) in the Tr 
on the day of Teeard ones eae since ona tastedee 1879. re 









SIRE ER a 220, 942. 686 | Change. 
1808 ...... -..-2+----------- That is one of the legitimate functions of banking, but the 
ee et aoe ¢ no 319 | Government of the United States ought not to be called upon to 
ES PRE PSC 343 furnish gold for these speculators and traders. 
Scant 7 A good deal of talk has been indulged in here about revenue. It 


is insisted that our trouble all comes from the lack of revenue. 


in gold let them procure their gold just as I would procure wheat 
U0. .-s--aseeennnserennceee ate tee eanene sa neeee nes call pantantey going out into the open market, where those articles 
De ae Bh Sane 7-00 oon oonnn asornes are for sale. The banks have gold to sell. They have it to ex- 
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But Senators surely know that there is very little gold being col- 
lected now in the way of revenues, whether it be from customs du- | tensely than I do the flag of our country. The great body of ¢) 
ties or from internal taxes; that silver certificates are just as good | Populist in the Northern and Western States were R.. ~ 
as gold for the payment of duties on im United States | licans only a few years ago, and there are more old Union eclaic . 
notes, although the law provided that they should not be used in | in our party to-day in proportion to the aggregate mem}; — 
the payment of customs duties nor as interest on the public debt, | than there is in the of Republicans. 7 
are used for those purposes. They were so used in 1878 by direc-| I resent that imputation indignantly. It is unworthy of ;) 
tion of the Secretary of the nan and very properly, | think. | Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLxy] and the other <.., _ 
All of our paper money is now in the payment of customs | tors who have uttered the sentiment upon this floor. | - 
duties and in the payment of internai-revenue taxes,so there is no | said, and I donow say, that you men who are insistin upon this 
gold being collected in that way. policy will drive the people to repudiation in the end. [ wonlq 
Now, we may pile up our money derived from revenues moun- repudiation; I would stop all dishonor; I would stop all y..,. 
tain high, and, as the President says, it will not cure our troubles | lution, by taking from the hands of the usurpers the power th. a 
because it is not in gold. are improperly exercising. That isthe object of the bill. te 
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country. There is nothing that I venerate more highly, more in- 


I have 





Here is what the President says about it in his message on 
January 28, 1895: 

Tt will hardly do to say that a simple increase of revenue will cure our 
troubles. The apprehension now existing and constantly increasing as toour 
financial ability does not rest upon a calculation of our revenue. The time 
has games when the eyes of investors abroad and our people at home were 
fixed upon the revenues of the Government. conditions have 
attracted their attention to the gold of the Government. There need be no 
fear that we can not pay our current ex with such money as we have. 
There is now in the ury a comfortable surplus of more than $63,000,000 
but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our difficulty. 


The whole trouble—and the President of the United States is 
right about it—comes from the demand for gold, and it is not be- 
cause the people of the United States demand gold—I mean the 
great body of the ae of the country. They are not asking for 
gold, They care nothing about gold coin. ey hardly ever see 
a gold coin. Probably ninety-nine ont of every hundred would 
be unable to distinguish at first sight between a maa eagle and 
a half “—_ in gold coin. The demand for gold comes from one 
class exclusively, and that is the speculative class—the money 
changers, the bankers, and, it is an ugly term to use, the gold 
gamblers. I can not think of a better word to use, because it is 
warabling, the same as gambling on a stock exchange or a race 
course, 

The President in his message of December 20, 1895, and again 
in the one I have just read from,speaks about the folly of men 
either in this country or in any other aot re or ques- 
tioning the solvency of the people of the United States. The 
whole trouble, the President insists, and the Secretary with him, 
is the lack of gold, and then when we buy gold and get $100,000,- 
000, 350,000,000, and $100,000,000, it goes out almost as fast as it 
comes in. It was about six months, I think, before all of the gold 
on account of the next to the last purchase was delivered to the 
Treasury, and it went outabout thatfast. "We see now the reserve 
is nearly down to the one-hundred-million-dollar mark, notwith- 
standing the fact that it was up to $130,000,000 a short time ago. 
We are pouring the gold in with the sale of bonds, and in a little 
while we are pouring it out in the laps of the speculators, and so 


this revolving goes on. 

The object of the pending bill is to stop that kind of work, to 
tie the hands of the President, if he can not use them in accord- 
anee with the law which he has held up his hand and sworn be- 
fore God faithfully to execute. We—perhaps I had better speak 
for myself-—I denounced it — this floor as a usurpation of 
authority for which, if it had been trated in the better and 
earlier days of the Republic, the guilty one would have been 
im for high crimes and misdemeanors. I heard a dem- 
— Senator say on this floor, ‘‘Why do you not impeach 

? ” 


This is not the place to im him. At the time the bonds 
were issued the President was Democratic, the Senate was Demo- 
cratic, the House of Representatives was Democratic by a 
majority, and there is place to begin impeachment p - 


ings. 

But it is said, and that comes chiefly from this side of the 
Chamber, from old veteran a that this bill is i 
up the avenue to repudiation, that it meansrepudiation. Ia 
Ss Denatens, expecta  BepebRonte, a class of men with w 
mary of the best years of my life were spent, and not until the 
last six or eight years did I feel it to be my duty to seps from 
them on account of the tendency of that organization toward 
the policy we are now ming. They me, and they charge 
the rest of us in this ber who are Populists, with attempted 
repudiation. No, Mr. President; the l ture that sent me to 
this body was composed almost wholly of men who had been Repub- 
licans within two There were 95 ulists in the house of 
representatives. ery one of them voted forme. Out of the 95 
Populists 83 had been active, earnest Republicans up to and after 
the year 1888. They and 1 all voted for jamin Harrison. Out 
of those 83 old Republicans 41 had spent from two and one-half to 
three of the best years of their lives in the Union Army, in our 

struggle to suppress the most tremendous rebellion known 
human . All of my ambition is to serve this great 


in the 
are thi the 
the coin of the contract. I procured fre 


. F. Tillman, a of the matter on the face 
of the bonds that are now being issued. Here is his letter and 
certificate for a bond: 





I have 
said upon the public platform, in the presence of the people. a. | 
say here in the Senate, that ae is not only ues 
authority of law, but it is one of most roceedings 
the most dangerous exercise of power that has ever befallen the 


American people. 
But it is utterly im ble, certainly impracticable, to pay our 
e have now out bonds running froin toy 


. tions in gold. 

y amounting to $747,277,300, and notes paya})jc 
on denaek and to be reissued and kept in circulation to be 
again redeemed ont nae, issued, and so on interminably, to tho 
amount of $490,347,296, bonds and notes making a total (elt of 
$1,237,624,596, all payable in coin—gold and silver—and our stock 
on hand is utterly inadequate. 

This bonding of the people of the country in order to procure 
gold and then letting the gold go out again, at the rate be about 
$100,000,000 a year, will drive the people of this country into reyo- 
lution. We have not lost the courage of our ancestors, a1 al! 
this noise that we hear and all this tumult that you see—these 
quarrels and confusion, this commotion that we see in the polit- 
ical conventions that are being held over the country in re- 
gard to the question of silver coinage—there is something sti!] 
deeper, far deeper than the silver question, that even the silver 
men themselves have not yet taken hold of. It is the beyinning, 
the rum in the distance of a revolution that will shake 
the throne when the time comes if these usurpations are not 


manent 

It been argued, and I think wisely, that the Secretary of the 
redeem all the outstanding 
i When 


the House of Representatives a or more ago called the Sec- 
before the Committee Saotion Could ther the Secretary wes 
asked this question: What ob; on could there be to having the 


option of redee either in silver or gold lie with the Treasury 
instead of the mote aldo? 
The answer was this: 
Secretary CARLISLE. If that had been adopted at the beginning of 
ose Iam not saying this for the par porsot feriticising the atin 
eCeS8SO0! or an. of reserving to 
at, may ree te ybody else— cy rvin 


the of resumption, the of redeeming in 
gold or silver all its Seented, T believe it have worked benefi- 
and there woul hove beaxad teeulle out of it, but the Sec- 


retaries 
of the Treasury from the beginning of resumption have pursued 4 
poary, «fans gold or silver, at the option of the holder of the paper. 
afterwards to change that solley one 
or gold upon @man who wante 
at such a critical period as 
we have had in the two years, my {udginent is it would have been very 
disastrous. There isa vast difference esta a Policy the 
ed, and espe- 


That means it would have been ae in the beginning— 
owed as Populists have been asking time since they have 
organized—that the notes should be redeemed with silver 
whenever it was more convenient to the Treasury, more conven- 
Government, and not with gold. But the Secretary 
says inasmuch as a bad or unwise was begun, that there- 
n The Populist wants to stop this policy, 
the Populist wants to go back to correct principles, to go back 
where we began, mo bean ep fae Chanan, mipave we droype: it, and 
— our ege. 

r. President, I quote again some matter which [ incorporated 
a ee oe It shows what our people 
coin redemption urposes means 

the Regis 


ter of the 


TREASURY Orrics THE REGISTER, 
— Washington, D. C., January ', 139. 
Str: Your letter of the 27th of Dosey ee cee eet SS NonorableS ~ 


the Treasuret 


having been 

, [have honor, econ request, of 
Sesser 
alates the back of a provisions 
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will observe I have the text of a $1,000 bond. The only differ- 
enna ta be found between text and that other denominations of the 
same loan, lies in a change of the wording relative to the denomination of the 
bond. That is to say, on a $100 bond the words “ one hundred dollars" would 
appear wherever the words “ one thousand dollars " appear in the copy sub- 
itted. 
ae Respectfully, yours, J. F. TILLMAN, Register. 
Hon. W. A. PEFrer, 
¥ A Gaited States Senate. 
[FACE OF BOND.] 
1877 1907 M 


FOUR PER CENT CONSOLS 
OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Principal and in- 


terest payable 
in coin 
PICTURE PIcTuRE ONE 
OF 4 or 4 M 
THOUSAND 
LINCOLN, Unirep STATES TREASURY. At the Treasury 
of the 
United States. 
Washington, July ist, 1877. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Qeqceessocses) ( eaeeee ecccae) 
BS Bie eentsdcccccccnccecccecccccece ce anedion Ghatwoces ---.-0F assigns 


In the sum of 
ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS. 


This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Co 


entitled “An act to authorize = refunding of the national debt, approved 
an ap 
United 


roved January 2), 1871, and is redeem- 


ta after the first day of July, A. D. 
coin of the standard value of the United States, on said July 14, 1870 


able 
1907 
with interest, im such coin. from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 
‘our 


per per annum, payable quarterly, on the first day of October, 
“Aprit, and July in each year. The prince and interest are 
yment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as 

tonnlien in any form, by or under State, municipal, or local 


Register of the Treasury, 

Mr. , in addition to quoting the matter appearing upon 

the face of the , [have matter which recites the history of 

interpreting the meaning of the word “coin,” which 
the Senate and House of Representatives in 1878. 

it seems strange that there can be now, or that there ever 

should have been, any question on this point. But because there 

seems to be now some bt about it, I have dwelt upon the sub- 

a ee otherwise warrant. And I 

done it. There is some official interpretation of 

the language and some authoritative construction of the law re- 


present senior Senator from Ohio {[Mr. SHERMAN], when he 
, raised int, and asked the 
ttorney-General of the United States as to 
the coinage act of 1873 in any way affected the terms of 
in coin. I read his letter: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1877. 


: 
3 
e 
[ 





In answer, the Attorney-General wrote this letter: 
DerarrMent or Justice, Washington, April 26, 1877. 


to your letter of the 2ist instant m 
ra ie 


t r of the re act of J 

‘Gan stipulate im the body the per cont bonds about to be issue 
, ' . 
eat te of the ee ree ts ‘the dete of the law? I 


standard vaiue.” The word “present” undoubted! 
date to the time when the act was passed, and not tot 
were thereafter issued. It contemplated that a long period would elapse 
before it would finally be carried into effect, and that changes in the coinage 


refers as a matter of 
time when the bonds 


of the aes ae occur during that period. 

Whatever c ges in the coin should occur, these bonds were, however, 
to be redeemed in coin of the standard value as it existed at the date of the act. 
By this provision the holder was guarded against any depreciation that 
might take place in the value of the coin, ona the Government would not 
be compelled to pay the additional value should the coinage be appreciated. 
All the bonds issued under the act were to stand alike, no matter what was 
the date when such bonds were issued. Each was to be redeemable in coin 
which was included in the authorized coinage of the country at the date 
referred to, it being of the standard value as it then existed. Since the law 
was passed no change has taken place in the standard value of the coin. Itis 
understood that there has been a certain change in the coinage of the coun- 
wy. and that silver dollars have now ceased to exist practically as coin 

t has been further provided by the statute of February 12, 1873 ( Revised 
Statutes, sections 3585, 3586), that “the silver coins of the United States shall 
be a legal tender at their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in 
any one payment.” 

otwithstanding this pone cal change in the coinage of the country and 
the passage of t act regard to legal tenders, the form of bond to be 
issued by you should not be changed so far as the mode in which it is to be 
redeemed is concerned. It was not intended that this should be varied ac- 
cording to the changes which might be made in the coinage, because a defi- 
nite rule was given by reference to the coin of aparticulardate. That which 
will pay the bonds heretofore issued under this act will pay the bonds which 
you may hereafter issue. 

It can not be authoritatively said that the words “payable in coin” or 
e able in gold” are equivalent to the words used by the statute. Even if 
this ves open for discussion the question whether bonds issued under this 
act are or are not redeemable in silver coin of the character and standard 
which existed July 14, 1870, it is not a doubt which it is in your power to 
see by the use of words in the bond other than those which this statute 
provides. 

While I comprehend the difficulty suggested in your letter and the conven- 
ience that there might be in removing any question upon this matter, I am, 
therefore, of opinion that it would not be safe to issue the bonds except as 
redeemable in coin of the standard value of J uly 14, 1870. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS. DEVENS, Attorney-General. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


This correspondence took place during April, 1877. Mr. Secre- 
tary Sherman, seeing that the law officer of the Government con- 
strued coin the same as it had always been construed in the United 
States, and desiring to make the bonds more salable by making 
them a more desirable investment for men who make a business 
of lending money in large amounts, asked Congress to authorize 
him to make the bonds redeemable in gold coin. The request is 
in the form of a recommendation in his report under date Decem- 
ber 3, 1877, in these words: 


If, therefore, the public interests demand the issue of silver dollars—a sub- 
ject hereafter discussed—it is respectfully submitted to Congress that an 
express exception be made yoqusens that gold coin alone shall be paid for 
principal or interest on bonds issued to public creditors since February 12, 
873, the amount of which is $502,990,700. These bonds have entered into the 
markets of the world. If the market value of the silver in the new coin is 
less than the gold dollar, a forced payment in the new coin is a repudiation 
of a part of this debt. 


The point that was suggested by the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Sherman, was that in case at the time the bonds were 
to be paid the amount of silver in the silver dollar should be of less 
value than its coin value, and creditors were forced to take it, it 
would be to that extent the repudiation of the debt. 

Congress did not act on thisrecommendation. One would sup- 

this fact to be notice, if any were necessary, to the officials 
of the United States that Congress did not agree with the Secre- 
tary in his interpretation of the case, whether upon the law or the 
facts. Congress did not see that either the law or the equities re- 
quired any readjustment. Congress knew, as all men knew, that 
the bondholders had taken very good care of themselves already, 
and had in 1870 provided for full, and more than full, payment by 
the passage of the provision for payment in coin of either metal. 

Quoting from page 260 of Senator JonEs’s admirable speech of 
1893— . 


People who buy bondsdo not buy them from altruistic motives. They bu 
them for their own profit and advantage. They buy bonds of the Unitec 
States as they buy all bonds, only after careful scrutiny of the terms on the 
face of a and of the laws by authority of which these bonds have 
been issued. 


And I have read the words printed on the face of the bonds. 


They look nae to the figures which show the dates of payment of princi- 

pal and interest, but above all, and rising beyond all other considerations, 

hey look to the medium, or, as they term it, the standard in which the pay- 
ment is, by the terms of the bond, to be 2. 

To suppose that such afeature is neglected would be to suppose that public 
creditors, the keenest of men, had lost their cunning. Every bond ever is- 
sued has, in plain terms, stated on its face the authority for its existence. 
It contains a clear citation of the law or laws which constitute the reason for 
its being. These laws are open to public inspection. No classof persons bet- 
ter than public creditors so well understand the limitations which the laws of 
all civilized nations upon the functions of executive officers with respect 
to issuing bonds or rring debts or obligations on behalf of their country. 
They know that the duties of those officers in connection with loans are 

in the laws by which the loans are authorized to be effected. Hence 
t loans are examined as with a mental microscope to see that no doubt 
exists as to the authority of the officer who executes the securities, and as to 
all other particulars concerning payment of the o' tion. If they did not 
observe on the bond the plain printed statement that it was payable in the 
standard coin of the United States of July 14, 1870, they must have been blind 
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I have never heard a denial by anyone having knowledge of the legislation 
under which the bonds were issued that it is the legal ht of the United 
States to pay those bonds in either gold or silver coin. It is said that at the 
time of the negotiation of the bonds silver aneer was out of use in this 
country. The sufficient answer to that is that gold was equally out of use. 
It is said that the bonds were sold to citizens or subjects of countries in 
which silver was not recognized as money. This was certainly not true of 
Germany, in which country early and considerable sales were made. 

Germany was on the silver standard until December, 1871, and had consid- 
erable silver in its coin for a long time after that. Besides, our bonds were 
not, either by their terms or by implication, payable in foreign countries or 
in the money of those countries. They were payable within the United States, 
and it was distinctiy affirmed on their face that they were payable in dollars 
of the United States. 


While Congress took no action on the recommendation of Mr. 
Secretary Sherman, it did take action of itsown motion. In order 
to place the matter beyond ibility of doubt or peradventure, 
this whole question as to whether the bonds of the United States 
were lawfully payable in either gold or silver, at the option of the 
United States, was thorough] dean by the representatives of 
the people in both Houses of Congress in 1878, prior to the passage 
of the silver-purchase law of that year. On the 16th of January, 
1878, the Hon. Stanley Matthews, then a Senator from the State 
of Ohio, in view of the claims of the bondholders and their repre- 
sentatives in Congress that the bonds were legally payable in gold 
alone, submitted to the Senate a concurrent resolution designed to 
call forth the views of the members of the House and Senate nine 

ears after the passage of the act of March 18, 1869. That was 

e enough for second thought. The preamble of the resolution 
recites the condition of existing laws relating to the payment of 
United States bonds. I read it just as it was presented: 


Whereas by an act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 
ved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States, except 
in cases where the law autho: the issue of such obligations had previously 
peeve that the a might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
or silver; an 
Whe all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” a 
oved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 
n coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such t and . 
Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under an 
act entitled An act to provide for the resum wan at Goose payments,” ap- 
ed Jan 14, 1875, are required to be of the ption of bonds of the 
nited States descri in the said act of Co approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of national debt”; and 
Whereas at the date of the of the said act of Congress last afore- 
said, to wit, the l4th day of July, 1 the coin of the United States of stand- 
ard value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412; grains 
each the act approved Jan 18, 1837, entitled “‘An act sup- 
entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating 


plementary to i act 
e coins of the United States,’” to be a legal tender of payment, according 


to their nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein) 
4 That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Con hereinbofore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the cco of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coi such silver coins as a 


legal tender in ent of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tian of the publie fal eae: 


th nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

An effort was made by Senator Edmunds, of Vermont, to have 
the resolution modified in favor of gold payments when demanded 
by the creditor, but the amendment was voted down—yeas 18, 
nays 48—and the resolution a the Senate by alarge majority. 
It was at once sent to the House, where in like manner similar 
amendments were defeated, and the original resolution passed 
by 189 yeas to 79 nays. 

Mr. dent, in the face of the situation that now confronts 
us, in face of the fact that the President himself is not clear about 
his authority to issue bonds and avails himself of every oppor- 
tunity to cast the responsibility u Congress, where it eety 
belongs; in view of the fact that the gold which is purchased wi 
the bonds of the peopie is going out of the Treasury just about as 
fast as it is coming in; in view of the fact that the people of the 
entire country from Maine to Washington and from Minnesota 
to Florida are exercised as they never were before upon this great 
question, I ask who, in the face of this condition of things, can 
oppose the passage of this bill, which proposes to take away from 

e Executive one of the highest and most important P tives 
of the legislative department of the Government? ask Repub- 
licans, they who revere the memory of Lincoln, Seward, and Chase, 
are they willing to turn over to an executive officer of the Govern- 
ment the power to sell bonds ad infinitum, and to tax the people 
for their payment in the years to come, when most of us will be 
gone to our reward and our children will have these debts to pay? 

I regard this proceeding, Mr. President, as not only dangerous, 
but as the stepping stone to monarchy, authorizing the President 
; — = to ae one of the su eo = 

e people to Congress, an: a y. Democra 
who revere the name of Jefferson and Jackson, how they can face 
the people if they vote against this bill, and how they can explain 
their conduct? 

Mr. President, now come to the only ent which has yet 
been made against this bill, that is, that it is a Populist measure, 


and I want to detain the Senate a few minutes while I talk to them 
about this Populist party, how it came into existence, what j;, 
creed is, and what it papews to do. F 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would not the Senator just as 
soon do that to-morrow morning? It is getting a little late. 

Mr. PEFFER. I shall leave it entirely to the convenience of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to transact a |it+|, 
business before we adjourn. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam sure what I have to say will no 
more than fifteen minutes, if I am not interrupted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to go on now or in the 
morning? 

Mr. PEFFER. I had rather finish now; and, asI have already 
suggested, if Senators do not remain, I shall be here to move to 
nee [ Laughter. 

r. President, about twenty years ago the Southern farmers— 
the cotton farmers—were in trouble by reason of exorbitant 
charges which were made by merchants for supplies furnished 
on credit to them, and by reason of the exorbitant charves of 
warehousemen for storing cotton, and by reason of high rates of 
interest for the use of borrowed money. They organized them. 
selves into what they called the Farmers’ Alliance. That was in 
Texas, in 1875. Their object was to relieve themselves from those 
extortions, and they | mont to effect this reform through the 
establishment of public warehouses in which they could store 
their cotton, and use the warehouse certificates as local currency 
for 80 per cent of the market value of the cotton deposited, the 
currency to be canceled and destroyed when surrendered and 
mo cotton removed. This was the origin of the ‘‘subtreasury” 
plan. 


The Alliance d th h all the Southern States, and finally 
came Suethnieat. snathnd taianin Nebraska, and Colorado, and 
grew to a tremendous membership of about four million in 18%), 

In 1889, at the city of St. Louis, met in a delegate assembly. 
Delegates were present from the hts of Labor, from the 
Farmers’ Mu Benefit Association, and from the Grange or 
Patrons of Husbandry. They adopted a declaration of principles, 
jer — the name of the Farmers’ Alliance and In- 

nion, 

The next year at Ocala, in Florida, they met and adopted the 
following platform, which I shall read: 


ORIGINAL OCALA PLATFORM, 1890. 

1. (a) We demand the abolition of national banks. 

(6) We demand that the Government shall establish subtreasuries in the 
several States, which shall issue money direct to the le at a low rate of 
tax, not to exceed 2 per cent per ann on nonperiahabie farm products, 
and also upon real estate, with proper upon the quantity of land 
and amount of money. 

(c) We demand that the amount of the circulating medium be specdily 
increased to not less than $50 per capita. 

2. We demand that Congress pass such laws as will effectually pre 
vent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical productions: 
providing a stringent system of procedure in trials that will secure prompt 
con d imposing such ties as shall secure the most perfect com- 
pliance with the law. 


3. We condemn the silver bill recently passed by Congress,and demand in 
lieu thereof the free and unlimited A of Savee. 

i emand the of laws tingalien ownership of land, and 

action to devise some plan to obtain all lands now 

tes; and that all lands now held by rail 

excess of such as is actually used and needed 

y them be reclaimed by the Government and held b ual settlers only 

5. Believing in the doctrine of equal rights to all special privileges to 

none, we — 
(a) That our national shall be so framed in the future as not to 
of another 


seting heavy tariff tax from 
ties t the [pel our land must have. 
(c) We further demand a just equitable system of graduated tax on 


es. 
(ad) We believe that the money of the country should be kept as much as 
ble in the hands of the and hence we demand that al! national 
and State revenues shall be to the necessary expenses of the Govern: 
and honestly 
honest, and just State and national govern: 
the means of public communication and 
this control and supervision does not remove the 
demand the Government ownership of such means 


communica 

7. We demand that the Congress of the United States submit an amend. 
ment to the tion provesng Sao election of United States Sen 
tors State. 


Mr. President, that is the much-talked-of Ocala platform a‘lopted 

by the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union at Ocala. !t was 
ted, I think, in December, 1890. 

next spring, in May, a conference of the labor organ!7a- 

of the ‘at Cincinnati. I had the hono: of 

bly. There ‘were between 1,40) and 

the Union. After a free and full 

our committee ao 

it was proper that the 

into the People’s 

appointed a com- 

ered that month, 


t occupy 








next , 1892. Theconference met on that day and organ- 
1 Peete, as they were authorized to do by the resolutions 
adopted at oo They appointed a time for holding a na- 

ional convention. 

The national convention was to be held July 4, at Omaha, Nebr., 
and it was held. At that convention a platform was adopted 
which slightly modifies the Ocala platform. There was a very 
long preamble—a sort of stump speech—as is usual on such occa- 
sions, which I shall not read: 
THE OMAHA PLATFORM. 


declare the union of the labor forces of the United States, this 

aa = permanent and perpetual. May its spirit enter into all 
hearts for 
Second. 


salvation of the Republic and the uplifting of mankind. 
Wealth belongs to him who creates it. very dollar taken from 
industry without an equivalent isrobbery. ‘If any will not work, neither 
shall he eat.” The interests of rural and urban labor are the same; their 
enemies are tical. 


Third. We believe that the time has come when the railroad corporations 


will either own the or the le must own the railroads. And should 
the Government enter upon the work of owning and managing any or all rail- 
roads, weshould favor an amendment to the Constitution by which all persons 
Seen danced eign bares ex mse peeves as increas oases 
. e 

of ie oe ha iakaretion by the use of such additional Government 
employees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will excuse me, but he is skipping 
some im t points, I think. 

Mr. P. No, Iam not. I want to keep it all together, 


and when I get through I will answer any questions the Senator 


may wish to ask. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to have it all read. 

Mr. PEFFER. The platform continues: 

tional , safe, d, and flexible, i 

wf tis ential Corasumment oly, ofall apa tender forall aatea petit sed 
private, and that without the use of ng corporations, a just, equitable, 
and efticient means of distribution direct to the people at a tax not to exceed 
2 per cent— 

The word “ tax” was used jn place of the word “interest” — 


orth in the subtreasury of the Farmers’ Alliance, or some better 
— Also by payments in of its obligations for public improve- 
ents. 
a We demand that postal 


savings banks be established by the Govern- 
es of the people and to facilitate ex- 


Bixth. We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily in- 
creased to not less than we capita. 
Seven. Gomme eg and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at 
n ratio . 

te 2 ve that the money of the country should be kept as much 

as possible in the hands of the e,and hence we demand all national and 

State revennes shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Government, 
“ek We feed ge tel fae tax 
e come tax. 

Tenth. The land, all the natural resources of wealth, is the her- 

and not be monopolized for ulative pur- 

and alien ownership of land should be prohibited. All lands now held 

by railroads and other corporations in excess of their actual needs, and all 

lands now owned by aliens should be reclaimed by the Government and held 


for actual 
Eleventh. ameans of exc eand a public necessity, 
the Government own operate the in the interest of the 
Twelfth. and one, like the t-office s m, being a 
a scmebiat ae tee a should te owned and operated by 


transmission 
the Government in the interest of the people. 


Then follow a series of resolutions. 

Now, if the Senator from Connecticut has anything to suggest 
about an omission, I will hear him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know the platform from which the 
Senator has been , but it seemed to me as if he omitted 
some of the parts ot read them in order. Is it the Ne- 
braska ee from which he has been reading? 

I have been reading from the platform as it was 
oe oes at the time of the gs. I have saved it and have 
it in this little for a number of years. 
Mr. Is it the Omaha platform? 

Mr. es; the Omaha platform. I observe there are 
oo of versions,as there are of the Old Testament. 

versions of it, but they are substantially the 


I will not stop to comment, for I shall not have the time, fur- 
ther than to say that the money that the le’s Party demand 
is silver, and . Populists believe in the unlimited and 


z 


: 


free ~ peeane & chee is net ensngy of cote 
money t it money. e dif- 
ference bety the Popniiets and the Democrats and the Repub- 
licans is That we do not believe in bank notes; we do not 
believein private notes of any kind to circulate as money; we do 


not believe in the Government of the United States or the Congress 
its authority ‘‘to coin money and 

the ” to any class of people under heaven. 

We itisa of government, and a sovereign func- 
tion, to prepare and to issue its own money—its own gold money, 
silver , its own paper money—and then we have 


all the 
ion of redemption in gold comes up and we talk about 
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itfrequently. The redemption idea is the product of a badsystem; 
that is, the system of banks issuing paper money. The bank is a 

rivate corporation and its paper represents a private debt—the 

ank of Johnstown will pay the bearer $10, the Bank of Smithville 
will pay to bearer $1, and so on—and the law says, correctly, that 
there should be some safety, something back of, something that the 
people have confidence in behind these notes, and hence they were 
to be redeemed in coin. 

But now when the Government comes to issue its own paper, 
what sort of sense, I ask, Mr. President, is there in requiring any 
redemption fund at all? Our Republican friends and our Deni- 
ocratic friends both say that we want money of which the differ- 
ent kinds of dollars shall be exactly equal, each dollar as good as 
every other dollar. If that be true, what in the name of common 
sense do you want any redemption ‘for? Will you redeem a gold 
dollar with a silver dollar? Will you redeem a silver dollar with a 
gold dollar? And if paper money is as good as gold, why redeem 
it in gold? 

There is where we differ in respect to the redemption matter, 
and it is a vital difference, Isay to Senators. As long as we have 
national-bank notes we want them redeemed in money that the 
people have faith in. They have no faith in the private note of 
the banks, because they have been robbed time and time again by 
bank notes, and that is the reason why this idea of redemption 
hascome. What do you want with the redemption of greenbacks? 
That is what is giving us all of our trouble now, although if 
the Secretary would redeem in silver, as he is authorized to do, 
and as he ought to do, we would have no trouble, because we 
would have an abundance always on hand to redeem the notes. 
Nobody would want them redeemed. Any man would rather 
have a five-dollar bill than five silver dollars in his pocket, and 
particularly would he rather have a ten-dollar Government note 
than ten dollars of silver in his pocket. It is for no other pur- 
pose under heaven that this redemption business is now going on 
at such a rapid rate than to serve the personal purposes of specu- 
lators and gamblers in gold. 

Populists want no reserve fund to redeem their money—no re- 
demption fund for the benefit of stockbrokers and banking syn- 
dicates. We believe Government paper is a safer money than 
metal of any kind. We want Government paper, not bank notes; 
we want money that is as good as the nation’s credit—money that 
needs no redeemer; money as good in the hands of the poor as 
in the tills of the rich; money worth its face in the products 
of labor; money that will not slink away when trouble comes; 
money that speculators can not corner; money that will pay 
debts and taxes; money based on the people’s property and the 
public credit; money that the Government will receive at par; 
money that will be good as long as the Republic endures. 

Mr. President, the growth of the Populist party has been phe- 
nomenal. The New York World, which publishes an annual alma- 
nac containing a vast amount of useful statistical information, a 
few months ago published the following editorial showing the 
rapid growth of this new party: 

GROWTH OF POPULISM. 


As the strength of the Populists is chiefly in the West and South, it is not 
to be wonde at that so little attention has been paid to their movements 
in those parts of the country exempt from their influence. 

In 1892 they cast a total of 1,041,028 votes for their Presidential candidate, 
Weaver, out of a total of 12,110,636 for all candidates. If they had given no 
evidence of growth in the meanwhile they would not cut much of a figure in 
the calculations of the present year. Bnta remarkable feature of the elec 
tions of 1894 was the great increase in the Populist vote which accompanied 
the overturning the Democratic candidates. In the leading States in which 
a Populist organization was in the field in 1802 and in 1804 the following table 
shows their gains: 











State. 1892. | 1894. | State. 1802. | 1804. 
aM ee wants 

Arkansas. ........-..--| 11, 831 | 24 0 ppsouri cindipaceigh eae GRO 7, 
California .............| 26, #25 | 51,904 || Montana..............| 7,74 5, 240 
ee a OL re ow kos eceae cncts 14,850 | 62,675 
Indiana. ......-..-...-- 22, 208 | ae Sesgce bahacnaneneens | 26,965 | 26,083 

wxcec<<ee--| 20,506 | 3,118 || Tennessee ............| 23,447 | 25,008 
ese nae 2, 500 | 16, 911 |} Texas... ....-.----| 99.688 | 150,254 
Michigan -...........-.| 19,892 | 30,012 || Washington ...... ..--| 19,165 | 25, 140 
Minnesote...........--| 9,900 | 256,604 


29; 313 | 87, 931 | Wisconsin ........... 


These results were on straight tickets. In addition, the Populists in a 
fusion with the Democrats increased in Colorado from 53,544 to 82,111. In 
Georgia, where they cast 42,937 votes in 188, a Republican fusion gave them 
96.888 in 1894. In Kansas a Democrat fusion gave them 163,111 votes for Presi- 
dent in 1892, and separately they cast 118,327 in 1844. In Nebraska a straight 
vote of 83,132 for Weaver in 1802 was increased by Democratic fusion to 97,515 
in 1804. 

In North Carolina a fusion with the Republicans on chief justice in 1804 
increased their vote from 44.7% (in 1882) to 148,344, or more than the total 
Republican and Populist vote of 1802. In Virginia a similar fusion increased 
the vote from 12,270 to 81,239. 

In Alabama the fusion vote of 85,182 in 1892 only fell off on a straight vote 
in 1894 to 88,283. In Mississippi the vote was substantially unchanged. In 
North Dakota a fusion vote Pt 17,700 in 1802 was reduced toa straight vote of 
9,354 in 1894. 

It must be borne in mind that the vote in the off year is uniformly less 
than in a Presidential year. 
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att the Populist vote increased so la ws from 1892 to 1894, it becomes an in- 
caeag uestion to know whether nee gem on increasing? It will’ un- 
Sout be a factor in the results of nex Roveaay especially if there 
should be a fusion with the free-silver bolters from one or both of the old 
parties. 


Now, Mr. President, I have detained the Senate long enough, 
and I will conclude by reading a selection, not from the Psalms, 
but from an article that I prepared some two years ago for the 
North American Review. I think it appeared in the cand 
number of 1893 or 1894, and it concluded in these words, wag not 
haps Senators who listen will get as much Populism in 
words as they will get anywhere else in the same number: 


The he mpd party is an o ized demand that the functions of govern- 
ment shall be exercised only for the mutual benefit of all the people. It as- 

serts that government is useful onl ah Se oe extent that it serves to advance 
se common weal. Believing that pane gees is amount to private 
interests, it protests against the dsleantion of sovere powers to private 
agencies. Its motto is: “ Equal ate wo ee eoecte er vileges tonone.” Its 
creed is written in a single line ependence—“All men 
are created equal.” 

Devoted to the objects for which the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, it proposes to“ form a more perfect union” by cultivating a na- 
tional sentiment among the people; to “insure domestic tranquility " by 
proou to every man and woman what they earn; to “establish justice” by 

ng an — distribution ot the products and profits of labor; to 
roviae for the pone ee interesting every citizen in ine 
ownership of his home; ” he eral welfare” SS 
legislation and inating ¢ t coe to its proper func 
*geoure the Sloosiemn of liberty to ourselves and — posterity * by protect- 
the producing masses t the spoliation of tors and usurers. 
he Populist ¢ 8 that mission of his part to emancipate labor. 
He believes that men are not only — omen bat that they are equ 
entitled to the use of natural resources in procuring means of su 
comfort. He believes that an equitable ae on of the products and 
profits of labor is essential to the gness form of ens 
should only be for public pares and that all moneys raised b zune 
go into the public ublic needs should be gape ied by public 
ncies, and that the nen bes eed d be served equally and 
whee in popular government. Its demands may ‘be summar- 


ne An examsively national curreney to amount amp! guticient for all the 
uses for which money is needed by the people, to con of que and silver 
coined on equal terms, and Government paper, each oo | all legal tender in 
pay: mans of debts of whatever nature or amount, receivable for taxes and 
c aues, 

2) That rates of interest for the use of money be reduced to the level of 
ave net profits in rote te industries. 

8. That the means lic transportation be brought under public con- 
trol, te the end tha’ sitall not cost more than it is reasonably worth 
end that charges ma: uniform. 


be made 
4. That large private landholdings be discou by law 
lists ge Private, ha ery in the inte: of eapet classes. At be 


: ly 
ons. 
id to ocattion a system of uabicnel 
| and while customs duties gy raised to 
foreign labor was brough 
man the factories. be have been specially ra. 
interest to a their notes it was done with impu 
Rais without to o y ~s eel pe — autho: 
is withou eee “Te tes Senate 


n the Seaaeens ae eke mp 
cane to use without interest, an ond when th the great banks in New York City 
needed funds pm vag eke os Sapna in the “money ~~ R.. * there they 
had only to ask and And now that the Treasury is 
short in gold es ere is a demand for more bonds to more 
gold to be used in redeeming Treasury notes which the law requires to be 
redeemed in silver, thus “me reducing the reserves, making another bond 
issue to procure more gold; and so on, as the “money market” 
ese “ Napoleons finance - = playing . bold game. 
* * * 
Rapid accumulation of wealth by a fai ania as we a seen it in the 
United States during the last thirty years, is evidence of morbidly abnormal 
conditions. It is inconsistent with free institutions. It is breeding anarchy 
and trouble. No man can honestly take to himself what he does not earn 
and if he does no more than that riches will come to him slow! it ia only 
when he gets what he does not earn that his ‘‘ success” attracts attenti 
running into millions of dollars must be made up of property end 
ofits meuly produced and earned by persons other than those who claim 


No man ever earned a dollars. If he was moved to great under- 
takings, nature’ s God inepired him. And os mS the Eire his ambition he 
ffective forces 


uipment Toa great mind 

eae peed fon The value of its tebe een at be measured 
man’s 

Both are 

The 


may — 


with 
intellect moves as easily as a blacksmith’s arm. 


best men are content with little. Vast enterprises wees move the 
world are maintained b tributions from the labor of the 


do but organize and direct; the rank and tedo all the rest. A imply the = iron 
law of ” equally to all that work and you scale down The salaries 

many people. If the Republic is to endure we must encourage ear ee 
average man. 

That is all, Mr. President. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I merely wish to take the floor 
on the subject of the pending bill. I will proceed with my re- 
marks to-morrow. I will now yield to Senators who have cane 
business to transact. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the votes 
Gia. . Sond) eiahang nepocpeialionnter aunieg ele exponen 

ng appropriations for civil expenses 
= Government ed the fiscal year ne June 380, 1897, and rege 
er purposes; further insisted n disagreement to 
amendments of the Senate Sebel 8, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 18, 15, 16, 


17, 28, 24, 25, er te Ne 92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 119 129, 
123, 124, 125, 126, 127 $8, 129,140, 141, 146, 147, and 161 1) 10 
bill; agrees to th e furth coche wilt asked for by the Senate on 
the ae vein of the two Houses thereon, and hai 
pointed Cannon, Mr of ee and Mr. Save “A 
managers at the conference on the part of the - 
The message also announced that the hone, insisted up n its 
amendments to the bill (8.2928) to extend the routes of the Eck. 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt }:;). 
way Company of the District of Columbia, and for other 


"| Roses: to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
isagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointeg 
Mr. Bascocgk, Mr. RicHarpson, and Mr. CURTIS of Iowa mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed q 
concurrent resolution authorizing the Committee on Enrol lled 
Bills of the two Houses to correct the enrolled bill (H. kk. 573:) 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the gee gad oe and surgery, 
to license physicians and Py eye TSsons y iolat. 
ing the provisions coun thasest i District « cate *; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair tolay before the Senate 
concurrent resolution which has come from the House of Repro. 
sentatives for the purpose of correcting an error in the enroll- 
ment of a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DuBois in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate a concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That t 
Genmmieate tered eiaettetieicamslrmatberted tooo 
enrolled bill (H. R. 5781) ee roo a Pe practice of medicine 


and surgery, to license Paynes District ot Golam punish }» sons 
the Z; of ambin,” Poy str! ing at. in 


” and inserting “ pape: of this 
act”; also, 12, after ” strike out “ nor to med- 
ical students who have sane Siete ta ant college in the Di stric t of 
Columbia prior to January, 1896." 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the resolution be now consid- 
erdered. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. What is the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that it is simply 
to correct tive error _— py oe of the mew of 

tatives in the to practice of medicine 
District of Columbia. 

onThe reso ration was considered by unanimous 

curred in. 


mt, and con- 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the mes- 
sage of the House of am, coemmmecn in relation to the sundry 


civil a ropriation bill 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 


of th the House of Representatives, 
committee of conference on the 
Houses on certain amendments to the = 


a nas gran for sundry civil 20,1 sand for 


to the report of the 
yotes of the two 
. R. 7664) making 
Government for 
ee ” insist- 
amendments, and agreeiug 
St aaGaete 
the Senate has asked for 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
nen ste eee ea aiteates. Quacken- 
bush, late a commander in the United States N 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 


mation. 
Be enacted, Tt ho proven of 


law regulating a ntments in 
and dive Ge eentee commanders 
poe service, are hereby suspended 

50 ee eee ne aoe N. Quack- 
States is hereby authorized. in the 

nominate by and with the 

said John N. Quacke »nbush, 

to the same grade and 

the date of August 1, 

Navy as as of the date of the 

ve no pay or emoluments 


there objection to the request 
consent that the be now considered? 
L mer like to ask if the bill was reported by 
the Committee on aval Affairs? 
Mr. LODGE. It was reported unanimously by the Judiciary 


of reg It was reported from the House 
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Jndiciary Committee and sent to the Judiciary Committee in the 
Senate. A similar bill has been before that committee heretofore 
on several occasions and has been reported unanimously. 

Mr. LODGE. A similar bill passed the Senate heretofore. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregen. It is a House bill, a very merito- 
rious bill, I think, and that seemed to be the judgment of each 
member of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never before knew a bill of this character to 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SMITH. That is the reason why I raise the question as to 
its reference. 
as MITCHELL of Oregon. A similar bill has been before the 
Judiciary Committee heretofore at various sessions of the Senate. 

Mr, HAWLEY. It suspends the number of commanders to be 
appointed in the United States naval service ‘for the purpose of 
this act only, and only so far as they affect John N. Quackenbush, 
and the President of United States is hereby authorized, in the 
exercise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate, and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate to appoint said John N. 

kenbush, late a commander in the Navy of the United States, 
to the same _—_ and rank of commander in the United States 
Navy as of the date of August 1, 1883.” 

The Committee on the Judiciary has probably done the right 
thing, but it is not the committee to which the bill should go. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are some legal questions 
involved in the case. 


Mr. LODGE. I think it purely a legal question that was in- 
volved in this case. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said 
he knew all about the matter, and I think that was one reason 
why the measure was referred to our committee. 

. HAWLEY. There are a good many Senators who have 
been obliged to learn all about it for several years past. Some of 
them are on the Naval Committee. 

Mr. SMITH. I have no desire to object to the bill. I merely 
raised the question as to the committee which had it under con- 


sideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know that [ have an objection to the 
bill, but I do protest against its coming from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the t consideration of the bill, and—— 

r. SEWELL. I should like to know from the Senator from 
Massachusetts what date the pay accrues from, whether from 
1883 or from the of the bill? 


Mr. LODGE. the ge of the bill. If it does not so 
provide I will have it amended. 
Mr. SEWELL. It seems to me that it dates back to the time 


of 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It carries no back pay or any- 
thing of that kind, 

Mr. LODGE. It carries no back pay. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. at is particularly guarded 


Mr. SEWELL. Let the clause at the end be read. 

Mr. LODGE. If it does not so provide it should be amended. 
I understood that it was so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
proviso, as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ae receive no pay or emoluments except from the date 
Mr.SEWELL. That would it back to 1883. It should 
the date of the passage 


of this act. 
Mr. LODGE. I that the bill be so amended. 
Mr. MITCHELL . Let that amendment be made. 
The PRESIDING O ER. The amendment will be stated. 
SECRETARY. 


. Strike out, in line 17, the words “ such retire- 
pee Se eee, eee of this act”; so as to make the proviso 


of ton tad, That ho chall receive no pay or emoluments except from the date 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether it would be necessary for the President to send 
name to the Senate for confirmation or if the bill makes him 
officer to be placed on the retired list without confirmation? 


Mr. LODGE. the t would have to be sent to the 
Souste tee t simply gives the President the power 


him in his discretion. 
ALLISON. Then I think the bill should be amended so 
that the pay shall begin after the date of the confirmation by the 


5857 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa that all this discussion isout of order. Unanimous 
consent has not yet been given for the consideration of the bill. 

“ Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Ido not object to its considera- 
ion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. Ido not think the bill should be taken up now un- 
der the circumstances. I do not know that I oppose it. I do not 
want it understood that I oppose the bill, but I object to the irreg- 
ularity by which it comes here from another committee when it 
is the universal custom of the Senate to send a military bill to the 
Military Committee and bills relating to matters of the Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. That committee has not seen 
it. I know it comes from a good committee, of course, but it is 
irregular; itis out of the usual course, and I do not think the bill 
ought to be considered in a slim Senate, as is the case this evening. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will not ob- 
ject. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in a former Congress. It went to the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and therefore it was referred to the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate. No objection was made to the reference. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator give me any reason for sending 
the bill to the Judiciary Committee instead of the Naval Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no reason that I am aware of except 
that it came from the House Judiciary Committee and was re- 
ferred at the desk as a matter of course to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate. There was no objection made at the time. 
There was no objection made subsequently. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee dealt with it. There was no objection made by any mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee. There is no objection made now, 
so far asl am aware. The bill has been considered in the Sen- 
ate several times before, always favorably, and it always passed. 
I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will allow it to be con- 
sidered and the amendment made, so that it may be sent back to 
the House with the amendment and go into conference. 

Mr. BATE. It is certainly a bad precedent to send bills of that 
nature to the Judiciary Committee. It is setting a precedent 
here which will certainly be very bad in its operation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will see that itisa 
bill which has always been considered by that committee in both 
Houses. 

Mr. BATE. I donot want to interpose any objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson] suggested 
that it should be amended so as to read *‘from the date of con- 
firmation by the Senate,” which I think is a proper amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETaRY. In the proviso, at the end of the bill, it is 
proposed to strike ont the words ‘‘such retirement,” after ‘‘ date 
of,” and insert ‘‘ his confirmation by the Senate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate request a 
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MIrcHELL 
of Oregon, Mr. LopGsE, and Mr. PuG#H were appointed. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Chair to the very dan- 
gerous precedent that has been established this afternoon, namely, 
the appointment of a Senator who is not a member of the com- 
mittee which reported the bill as a member of a conference com- 
mittee. The bill was reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
The Judiciary Committee had charge of it. Following the uni- 
versal rule, the members of the Judiciary Committee should have 
been appointed, whereas the Chair appointed the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. Mr. President, I congratulate the 
Senate upon the establishment of that precedent. It is a very 
good one and ought to be followed in the future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from New York that no new precedent has been estab- 
lished by the Chair. It has been the custom of the Senate for a 
great many years to appoint other than a member of the commit- 
tee reporting a bill on the conference committee. 
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Mr. HILL. Iam very glad to hear it, Mr. President. I was Mr. BARTHOLDT. There having been no obj 


looking in vain for a precedent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Particularly where they take great interesi 
in the bill—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is no new precedent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Presiding Officer ought to go out- 
side of the committee which nursed the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I think he ought to go outside of the committee 
most of the time. That is my judgmentaboutit. Icongratulate 
the Chair upon following previous precedents, but not late prece- 


dents. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that he has 
not established any new precedent. 


B, F, DOWELL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S$. 715) for the relief of B. F. Dowell. It 
is a brief bill for a constituent of mine. It is very short. 

Mr. BATE. I do not want to interfere with that bill, but it is 
nearly half past 6 o’clock, and time to adjourn. There are not 
many Senators here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Tennes< 
gee will not object. , 

Mr. BATE. I do not; but I give notice now that after the Sen- 
ator gets his bill through I shall make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right; I will join the Senator 


then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him. Is there objection? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that the United States, by B. F. Dowell, 
rosecutor, recovered judgment against W. ©. Griswold in the 
istrict court of the United States for the district of Oregon, under 

section 3490 of the Revised Statutes, for the sum of $35,228 and 
costs, and upward of $15,000 is still due B. F. Dowell on the judg- 
ment, and the United States has compromised its half of the judg- 
ment without including the following-described appropriation, 
namely: By House Executive Document No. 30, Forty-fifth Con- 
gress, third session, and by an act of Congress of the 3d of March, 
1879 (18 Statutes, page 481), there was due, allowed, and appro- 
priated for W. C. Griswold the sum of $2,104.32, and on the 21st 
of June, 1891, this sum was turned into the Treasury as a special 
fund that should be set off against the judgment against Griswold 
and paid to B. F. Dowell according to the statute in such case 
made and provided. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to set off the sum 
of $2,104.82 against the judgment inst Griswold, and provides 
nar - sum shall be paid out of the special deposit to B. F. 

well, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 29, 1896, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, May 28, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 
Mr. KEM. If in order, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there 
is no quorum — 
Mr. HARDY. Iobject. [Laughter. 
The SPEAKER, having counted the House and ascertained the 
presence of a quorum, directed the Clerk to read the Journal. 
The Journal was read and approved. 
SHELTER FOR HOMELESS CITIZENS OF ST. LOUIS. 
Mr. JOY. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol the ° sentatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
ays Rey Recent a 


te 
is hereby, authorized to lend to the mayors of the 
— of and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, under such reg- 


and restrictions as he may deem a sufficient number of ten 
: of Paid cities as 


to tem y shelter such citizens 
homes by the tornado of 
premises as he may deem n 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? It requires unanimous consent. [A 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 


may have lost their 
y,and to render such other relief in the 


| the consideration of this resolution, I h 


no objection made to 
” it will be adopted. | 
called on the Secretary of War this morning in company wit) 1, 
coll [Mr. HusBarp}, and was assured that if Congress w.))\j 
give the necessary authority, the War Department would place 
eight or ten boats—— 

r. KEM. I rise toa point of order. We can not hear what 
the gentleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House seems to be in order. 

Mr. KEM. I hope the gentleman will speak louder. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I was saying that the Secretary of War 
or rather his assistant (he himself not being present), assured my 
colleague [Mr. Husparp] and myself this morning that eigh: ¢: 
ten boats, which are now used for the purpose of Mississippi River 
improvement near Jefferson City, Mo., could be sent to St. Louis 
immediately to render such aid and relief as may be possible. Fo; 
this reason I trust that Congress will, by the adoption of this rego. 
lution, give the War Department the necessary authority. 

I shall alsoon behalf of my colleague and myself ask the House 
for leave of absence. My colleague, being a medical man, wi)| 
probably be able to render valuable individual assistance; because 
our information is to the effect that ap Sreeaene there are una- 
ble to attend to the needs of the woun I trust the resolution 
will be adopted. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed two 
minutes for the purpose of making a statement in reference to 
the misquoting of the Recorp of the Fifty-first and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, as it appears in the Recorp of this morning. 

— SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. LEWIS and Mr. KEM objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
mt oe [Mr. Lewis] and the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 


EM}. 

_ pony proceeding to make some remarks, was called to 
order 

The SPEAKER, who said: The gentleman after making ob- 
jection can not discuss the matter if. The Reporters will 
not put the gentleman’s remarks in the REcorD. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I now call 7," conference report on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. e House was dividing yester- 
day on a motion to concur in the Senate amendment appropri- 
ee for approaches to the court-house at Martinsburg, 
W. Va. The presences of no quorum was developed, and the 
House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and t-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion of 
approaches, $5,000. ap ' 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
recede from its disagreement to this amendment and concur with 
the amendment. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to; there be- 
—— es 92, noes 25. 

he SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the next amendment on 
which a se te vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house at Savannah, Ga.: For continuation of building, $25,000; and 
the limit of cost of said building is increased $100,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the leman from Georgia, who asked 
a se te vote on this amen t, desire any time? 

r. LESTER. Iwould likea few minutes to discuss the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes, or so 
much time as may be necessary to the amendment. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment relates to the 
construction of the public building in the city of Savannah, (ia., 
and my motion is that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the Senate amendment and concur in the same. 

This is one of the amendments in the sundry civil bill, and pro- 
passe an increase of oe Sat & ~—s sompaaeison ot _ ne 
ouse post-office building vannah. The limi 
fixed by the original act providing for this building (and it has 

under construction and is y finished at 

When bids were called for for 

building, alternate bids were had both 

t was discovered on an investigation of 

the bids for the marble coating that involved more than the 
by law for this eoonee by the Treasury 

ent to the extent of about $100,000. The bids to finish it 

brick were accepted. It was understood that the bids for 





1896. 


marble would be accepted if Congress within a certain time (that 
is, by the Ist of June, 1896) would extend the limit of the appropria- 
tion so as to - tthe structure to be of marble, as it ought to be, 
instead of . 

ee amendment of the Senate now proposes to extend the limit 
of the cost of the building from $400,000 to $500,000, in order that 
the finishing may be of marble instead of brick. It was the con- 
templation and expectation of every one concerned in the matter 
‘ol the whole people of the United States are concerned in this, 








because it is a public building of the United States) that this 
building should be finished with stone or marble as a building of 


that character and size _— to be constructed. Brick is not a 
proper material (and in that suggestion I think the House will 
agree) out of which a structure of this kind should be finished. 
But in order to have marble and not brick it is necessary to ex- 
tend the limit of cost to the amount contemplated in this amend- 
t. 
“ August last, when it was discovered that the limit of appro- 
priation was not sufficient (and the cause of its not being suffi- 
cient, I may state, was due to the fact that the site was changed 
and much money jost on that account, a loss to the building, for 
otherwise the $400,000 would have been sufficient to finish it in 
marble; but, as I have said, the money was expended on another 
site, the location having been changed) —but in August last, when 
it was discovered that the a was not sufficient, a 
communication was addressed the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the contractors, to which I will refer in a moment, upon this 
subject. So the situation now is whether this building shall be of 
brick or of marble. All will agree, I think, that it ought to be of 
marble, and in order to provide marble for it the extension of the 
limit is necessary. That is the purpose I have in view in asking 
the House to recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 


ment. 

In August of last year bids were advertised for to do the finish- 
ing. The groundwork and under structure had already been 
finished of stone. These bids were sent in and (I think it was in 
August) were accepted. Now the Secretary of the Treasury, 
concurring in the view that this building should be of marble or 
stone, addressed a letter to the contractors for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether or not they would stand by their alterna- 
tive bids for marble instead of brick—they having already re- 
ceived the contract for the brick, and were about to begin the 
work. They replied that they would doso, and the Secretary of the 
Treas an arrangement with the contractors to withhold 
their right to on the contract until the ist of June of this 
year, so that if Congress would extend the limit the struc- 
ture could be finished in marble. They agreed todoit, and that is 
the present situation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on the ist day of June the time expires, and 
unless extends the limit the building will have to be 
finished of k, as I am sure all will agree it ought not to be. I 
would be very glad, and would consent cheerfully, to join with 
gentlemen who say that they can not have their public buildings 
this session of for certain reasons, and would be per- 
fectly birvay | to wait until the next session of Congress to urge 
this matter if it were not for the facts I have stated, namely, that 
unless the limit is extended before the ist of June nothing can be 
done thereafter on the subject, but the building will have to be 


of brick. 
I ask the House, therefore, to recede from its disagreement to 
the Senate amendment and concur in the same for the reasons 


Mr. POWERS. 
amendmen’ 


> How much is the appropriation proposed in 


mS 


. LESTER. This proposes to increase the limit of the appro- 
tion from four hundred thousand to five hundred thousand 


Mr. CANNON. I yield now five minutes, or so much time as 
he ma: to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henry]. 
Mr. of Mr. Speaker, this case, it seems to me, 
& one as requires the House to step outside of the ordi- 
and make an exception in its favor. The limit of cost 
at $400,000 for this building. Now, it is sought by the 
the Senate amendment to extend this limit to $500,000, 
it is said, of making it a stone building instead of 
rick one, is no reason why the De ent could not 
t until the next session of this Congress, if they desire to do so, 
letting the contract for the finishing of the building. There 
and cities in the land that would be glad to have 
000 for a ng, instead of $500,000. 
. Will the gen allow me one question? 
of Indiana. Yes. 


I know the 
. He sa is no reason why the Secre- 
not wait until another time before 


Mr. 
represent 
of the 
En out thee The truth about the matter is, that the 
already been taken and the contract has already been 


i 


Hie 
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tleman does not wish to mis- 
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signed. It was only by an agreement to extend the time for com- 
mencing the work from last August until June that the matter 
has been delayed this long. On the 1st of June, unless action is 
taken before that time, the contractor will go on with the con- 
struction of the brickwork, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
can not prevent it. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. The gentleman has answered the ob- 
jection himself. The contractor has agreed to wait until the 1st 
of June in order that he may build a stone building. If he is 
willing to do that, he will be willing toextend the time. It is by 
mutual agreement and common consent. 

Mr. LESTER. If the gentleman will make that arrangement, 
I shall say nothing more about this business. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I am not making the arrangements. 
Iam not managing the building of that structure and shall not 
go into that part of it; but, Mr. Speaker, the point is here: No 
exception should be made of this case. Let it stand where it is. 
If they want to continue it longer than the ist of June, to have 
it considered further at the next session of Congress, all well and 
good. Or if, on the contrary, they want to go ahead and build a 
brick building, let them do that; but let us not make an exception 
at this late day in the session, when we can not properly consider 
these questions. . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, one word. This is on all fours 
with the Camden building, except that the Camden building has 
not been commenced and this has. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. No, it has not been commenced 

Mr. TATE. Yes, it has. 

Mr. CANNON. But I want to say, when I asked for two min- 
utes this morning and the gentleman from Nebraska objected, 
when I wished to make a statement in reference to the quotation 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee from the Recorp, I had 
to submit, as I always do when somebody objects and he has the 
right of it at the time; but I thought a little later I could get the 
two minutes, and I take the floor in these two minutes to call at- 
tention to a matter which was quoted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] in the Recorp of this morning. If 
you will turn to page 5816 you will find that the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RicHarDSON]—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. 
not hear what the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. Will the House please bein order? Will gen- 
tlemen in the aisles take their seats and cease conversation? 

Mr. CANNON. On page 5816 the gentleman from Tennessee 
} we RICHARDSON] had the floor and did me the honor to quote 

rom the Recorp of the Fiftieth Congress, reading from my re- 
marks touching certain French spoliation claims then pending 
before the House on a general deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. LEWIS. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. Isa parliamentary inquiry in order? 

The SPEAKER. ot without further definition than the gen- 
tleman has given. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. If I have the opportunity I will state it. Unani- 
mous consent was asked this morning to go into a discussion of 
this matter and I objected, and I desire to know what effect the 
objection has. 

The SPEAKER. The effect which the objection had was to 
stop the gentleman from Ilinois proceeding. 

. LEWIS. He is going on now with the same matter. It 
seems that the objection amounted to nothing. 

The SPEAKER. That objection was at a different time. 

Mr. LEWIS. Well, I object again. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will have to put it in proper 
shape if he desires—— 

Mr. CANNON. I will try to proceedin order. 
an hour, if Linsist uponit. I think [ shall occupy about three 
minutes. I want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
LEw!Is] that I recollect the occurrence of yesterday, and I beg to 
assure him now thatit was without the slightest desire to offend 
him or to discriminate against him that, being in charge of the 
bill, I made the motion for the previous question. I want to dis- 
claim any desire to in any way wound his feelings or to discrimi- 
nate against him. Having said that much, I want to say now in 
two or three minutes that the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON] read a part of what I said in 1889. What he read 
left the impression upon the House that I was advocating the adop- 
tion of an amendment upon the deficiency bill away back in 1889 
that would pay the French spoliation claims. What the gentle- 
man read was as follows: 

I believe from the best lights I can get the Government of the United States 
three generations after these claims are due and payable ought to pay them. 

Here is what he did not read: 

When I say that, however, I want tosay there is room enough for gentlemen 
honestly todisagree with mein thatconclusion. Istand ready, under the light 
of full discussion, with this measure resting on its own merits, and its own 


merits alone, to vote for the appropriation of money necessary to pay these 
claims; but while I say that, I want to say I doubt the propriety in the closing 


I can 


I believe I have 
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hours of the session of putting this amendment upon a bill which carries 

nsions and bounty and back pay, and for the service of the Government 
the remainder of this year all along the line, and saying those items shall 
not pass unless these claims shall pass. 

For one I am willing to vote on concurronce, or I am ready to vote to insist, 
but I believe it is the part of wisdom in these the closing hours of this Con 
gress that the House shall send this bill back into conference, and let the 
ninety years of waiting add another year to the investigation of these claims 
under circumstances where they can be fully and fairly investigated and dis- 
cussed, and stand or fall upon their own merits alone. [Applause.]} 

I voted against the loading of that batch of spoliation claims in 
a lump on the deficiency bill, as I voted yesterday against a large 
batch that was added to the other claims. . 

Now, touching for a moment the matter that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] referred to yesterday, in which 
there was a garbled extract read—I do not speak offensively—and 
laid to me, when it was not my words at all, but those of another 
member, I can excuse the gentleman from Ohio. I recollect that 
Rule XXXIV, in spite of the efforts of the Speaker, is almost im- 
sso of enforcement; and I am reliably informed that ex-mem- 

vers of Congress were upon the floor yesterday, belonging to the 
lobby, dog-earing books, utilizing the employees of the House to 
send them about, and no wonder that members made mistakes. I 
do not seek to fight the battles of yesterday over. When a fight 
is on on this floor I make the best fight that Ican while it ison, but 
when it is concluded, as I always have in the past, and expect to 
do in the future, when the majority of the House acts, whether I 
agree with the wisdom of its action or not, I always bow in 
obedience, without grumbling and without scolding. I felt it 
proper that I should call attention, to do simple — to myself, 
to the fact that in the haste of debate the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee did not do me justice in only putting in a part of my re- 
marks. We recollect the man who made a wager to prove by the 
Bible that there is no God; and he read it, ‘‘ There is no God.” 
‘* Hold on,” said the preacher, ‘‘* The fool hath said in his heart.’ 
You did not put it allin.” So he did not make the proof. 

Now, then, it does not make much difference what I said in the 
Fiftieth or Fifty-first Congress, or what I may have said in debate 
in twenty years. When somebody gets up and challen me 
about it 1 do not know. It has passed from my mind. I know 
generally that I perform my duty from time to time in this House 
when it is necessary to act, following my judgment and éonvic- 
tion. I do not know how many times I have crossed my path in 
twenty years; and where questions are coming up under different 
circumstances from time to time I do not care. If I can follow 


my judgment in the present the past will take care of itself. 
Mr. RICHARDSON ‘ 


r. Speaker, I only want a word in reply 
to the gentleman from [linois. I can assure him and the House 
that nothing would be further from my mind than intentionally 
to do him an injustice, after serving with him as I have in this 
House for ten or twelve years. I had no disposition yesterday to 
do him an injustice; but, Mr. Speaker, I think I legitimately and 
fairly quoted what he said in the Fiftieth Congress. I thought so 
then; i think so now. I did not undertake to quote all he did say, 
because I had only ten minutes, and it would have taken five 
minutes’ time to read all he said, and to have done so would have 
used half of ~ time. I insist that I did not dohim an injustice. 
I ex quoted an opinion he expressed, which was that the claims 
should be paid. I asked the gentleman’s attention to this while 
he had the floor and had unlimited time. I rose with a Recorp 
in my hand and sought while he had the floor to call his atten- 
tion to what he had said. Then he could have read it all; but the 
gentleman declined to yield to me. 

Mr, CANNON. Not this morning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; yesterday. He yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, some tleman in front of him, the gentle- 
man who now sits at my right [Mr. Apams], and did not give me 
time to get in his statement. I wanted to give him the full bene- 
fit of it while he had the floor. It was not any intention on my 
part to take an eee of him or to do him any injustice, I as- 
sure him; and I think, if he will take all the circumstances into 
consideration, he will not conclude I did do him injustice in what 
I said in my remarks. I said, “This was not all the gentleman 
said.” I said, ‘He went on to make other remarks about these 
claims,” Idid not undertake to say that wasall; but I gave him the 
benefit of sta that he said other things in t to these claims. 
I did not have time to putitallinatthattime. And, Mr.S r, 
what I did then say, and I repeat now, was that he took e 
tion that the spoliation claims should be paid, and that the House 
was then ‘‘ wi rr 
attention to the fact that that was not the condition now, and that 
his committee would have ample time to thoroughly, fully, care- 
fully, and exhaustively investigate these claims, and that after 
doing that then he could make such a report upon it to the House 
as would govern us in our conclusions. I do not think I did him 
an injustice; and I m assure him that I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as I have the floor, just a word. 
Tam content if the gentleman from Tennessee is. After he 
@ part of my remarks, and I challenged what he had read, he went 


in fourteen hours of final adjournment.” I called | the 


on to say that that was not all I said, and then he made me say 
urs of adjournment of (\o),. 
gress” and ‘‘that we ought to pass these claims.” Yes. }\o did 
quote me that much further, but failed to quote the remainder .¢ 
my remarks, which, taken with what he quoted, made my posi- 
tion entirely different. Now, then, I am content with it. | a1 
satisfied with it. I could not challenge it yesterday by ca) 
attention to the Recorp, because then there was a real fic iit 01, 
over 700 items grouped in one amendment, amounting to §) \\)) . 
000, covering the public service and stale claims for three genera. 
tions back, and which were walking through this House oii; 5: 
order. I was gunning for bear then. This morning it is 107, 
er It makes no difference, in fact, whether I was quote: fully 
or n 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam inclined to think, Mr. Speaker, that 
the tleman protests too much about not intending to tig) the 
battle over again to-day. [Laughter.] There is such a thing ag 
protesting too much. 

The question was taken on concurring in Senate amendinent 
woe 16; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to 

ve it. 

Mr. LESTER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 77. 

Mr. LESTER. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 34 members voti 

So the House refused to concur in the amen 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For making certain alterations in the ffice building in New 
York City, and for improving, arr , and ishing certain rooms 
therein in accordance with plans pre by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, to be done under the @ of the iereters of the Treas- 
ury, the sum of $60,000, such sum to be immediately available. 
ee CANNON. [yield to the gentleman from New York {Mr, 

ANIELS]. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House again, as it was done on Saurday, to the effect and 
necessity of this amendment. On that occasion the House de- 
clined to concur with the Senate @ majority of only 2 votes. 
Now, when members understand y the condition of things in 
this building in the city of New York they will see that the adop- 
tion of this amendment is ly important. Al! of the 
public business of the United States in the city of New York is 
done in this building. All the United States courts are held 
there, and those courts have increased in number since the pas- 
sage of the act creating the circuit court of a s. When the 
building was the three court rooms in it were built two 
stories in height from the floor to the ceiling, and it is found that 
a floor can be put halfway up, thus doubling the number of 
court rooms and giving ample room for the transaction of busi- 
ness. 

The purpose of this amendment is to authorize and provide 
for making the ae improvements by putting this flooring 
between ceiling and the existing floor, thereby increasing 
the number of court rooms from three to six. The business in 
the United States courts there is larger than anywhere else in the 
country, unless it may be in the e Court here in Washing- 
ton, and a larger number of are brought to the Supreme 
Court of the United States from that district than from any other. 
The business of the United States must be delayed unless addi- 
tional court room can be se Goong and everyone will understand 
that this delay in cases that are not yet tried will of course be 
ex ly perilous, because we all know that the longer the trial 
of a case is postponed after it has been put at issue the greater the 
risk of witnesses and of the witnesses failing to preserve 
their memories in such condition as to do justice by their testi- 
mony to the to the controversy. 

This improvement is so im t and so necessary for the 

the — b ee all of _ aimered States 

ve agreed urge u s that the 

peared. All the judges 

Wallace, Judge Lacombe, 

judge, Judge Brown, have agreed 
to urge pon the consideration of . So has 
the postmaster of the city of New York, whose letter I have here. 
So has the district a . Itshould be remembered, too, that 
a larger revenue comes to from that district than 
from any other in the United States. What is asked is simply 
that this amendment shall go through for the purpose of secure 
convenience of the and the convenience of the use of the 
library which the now have. That library belongs to the 
institute of the city of New York, but it will necessarily be removed 
from the building for want of room unless these alterations 4' 
made. This is really a case of urgent necessity, so much so that 
into the Senate in the early part of the se 
sion to authorize this work. It was there and sent ao Ss 
House. We referred it to the on Public Buildings an 


in favor thereof, 
ent. 


read butit has nevercome back fromthat committee. It will 
be seen, , that this amendment is in a different position 
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“this a simply & stragle on the part of th bli thoriti 

e public authorities 
= no one else, to secure these additional conveniences 
for the proper transaction of the public business in the city of New 
York. In addition to the advantages I have stated, these changes 
will give the em one additional room, and will thus help to 
facilitate the tion of the business of that great office, which 
has 0’ the existing conveniences of the building as at pres- 
ent divided. The matter is certainly a very important one, and I 
ask committee to so regard it, in view of the evidence, uncon- 
tradicted by anybody, that these alterations are absolutely needed 
to facilitate the business of the courts, and thus secure an earlier 
determination of the litigation pending in those courts. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word about 
this motion. I want to call the attention of the House to the dif- 
ference in —— involved in the public building amendments 
that have put on this bill by the Senate. Take the Savan- 
nah case, for instance; there is $400,000 authorized for that build- 
ing and the building has been commenced, but Savannah wants 
the limit broken a hundred thousand dollars so that the building 
may cost half a million, thus giving a better finish to the struc- 
ture. Take the case of City; they want the limit broken 
there. Omaha did want to get on the bill with a broken limit. 
St. Paul wanted to get on in the same way. Several other places 
wanted to get on when this bill was under consideration in the 
House, but were ruled out on points of order. The Senate has 

+ on limit-breaking amendments in the cases of Savannah, 
Kansas City, Camden, and other places. 

Then they have put on several other amendments for the im- 
provement or alteration of buildings that are now in existence and 

i For instance, take the case at Los Angeles, where the 
Senate put in an amendment ne $12,000 to change the 
basement of the building so as to afford quarters for the post-office 
in addition to the public accommodations already afforded. The 
House concurred in that amendment, because it was not the break- 
ing of a limit substantially as these others were, but it was along 
the line of the public service—utilizing that which we had, and 
by the small expenditure of $12,000 saving many thousands on 
account of rent which would have to be paid if the officers thus 
accommodated were obliged to go out of the building. 

Now, 1 want to be exactly fair. Take this New York case. 
The is occupied. There is not enough room for the 
courts. It is to put in another floor, ing two rooms 
where there is now only one. Theycould 3 yey the building, they 
could repair the roof or the stairways, if the roof were burned 
off they could put on a new roof, from the general appropriations 
for to public buildings. But when you come to laying a 
new and making such alterations as will double the present 


of the ing, that general appropriation for repairs is 
Bowler, a ie. [Laughter.] 
ow, itis for the House to say whether there is a substantial 
distinction between th 


= = ooo and the Camden case and the Savan- 
case. m ere is. 
4 SHAFROTH. What amount of money is involved? 

Mr. . Sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to be exactly fair—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman think there is any substan- 
tial difference between this case and the Little Rock case? 

Mr. CANNON. I was going on to say—and if the gentleman 
was listening he must have noted that I said, ‘‘I want to be ex- 
actly fair.” I was about to say that the Little Rock case goes on 
with this case. 


Mr. SAYERS. I think this amendment ought to be concurred 
in, and also the amendment in relation to the building at Little 


Mr. CANNON. The Little Rock building has been occupied 
,many years; and in connection with that building the ques- 
merely as to the alteration of the building so as to make 
it halfway large enough for the courts. There is no proposition 
for the erection of a eee it is not the breaking of a limit; 
but to make such alterations that the United States 
will not be obliged to go outside and rent rooms. I think that 
there be no difference between the two classes of 


= 


E 


J 


Cases; sepntialy is. “The letter killeth, but the spirit 
Now, let me state what I think it would be well to do and what 


to do: Vote to adopt the amendment for the altera- 
improvement at New York City; and if that is done, I 
move in simple justice that we go back to the Little 
oe our action, and concur in that amendment. 
to say. 

of Indiana. I should like to occupy a moment. 
yield to the gentleman. 

of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised at the 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 


Pees 
ze 
A 3 


-_ 


Pere 


has taken; and in what I shall now say I shall not so much dis- 
cuss this item as make a statement in reference to the situation 
in which we find ourselves. By the rules of the House, when 
this bill was originally under consideration by the House, no 
member was allowed, under the objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to 
sresent an amendment of this character. It made no difference 
10w urgent the case was; it was of no importance whatever how 
the public service was suffering. Nothing of that kind could have 
any effect. On each and every occasion when an effort was made 
to insert an amendment of this kind, there stood the gentleman 
from Illinois, like a stone wall, objecting to any amendment for 
any improvement upon any public building or for increasing the 
limit of cost on any public building. And now, forsooth, because 
the Senate has proposed an amendment to this bill, all things 
have changed. Let us look at the situation fora moment. In 
what sort of a plight do we find ourselves? As that branch of the 
legislative body which comes latest from the people and, as we 
claim, stands nearest to the people, shall we tie our hands so that 
we can not legislate on matters of this kind? Shall we say, ‘‘ We 
can not put an amendment upon an appropriation bill, however 
important it may be”; yet, when the bill comes back from the 


Senate with an amendment, the chairman of the Committee on . 


Appropriations will not only get entirely out of the way, but 
will absolutely advocate an amendment which he would have 
protested against had it been offered on the floor of the House? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not so much with reference to this case, but 
in justice to all this class of legislation, this House owes it to itself 
to stand by the position which it has taken in this matter. It 
owes it to itself to say, ‘‘ We will not put such amendments upon 
these general appropriation bills.” Until we do take that stand 
and adhere to it firmly, positively, and all the time, we can not 
expect to have equal-handed justice in legislation of this char- 
acter. 

This case, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, is no more urgent than 
many other cases that have come before the committees of this 
House. Urgent in some respects it may be; but I could, if I were 
willing to take up the time of the House, show at least a dozen 
cases where there is more urgency than in this. Yetitis proposed 
that we shall take this case entirely out of the class to which it 
belongs and make it an exception. For this reason, Mr. Speaker, 
I protest against concurring in the Senate amendment. 

r. QUIGG. The gentleman surely does not wish to be under- 
stood as saying that because one good thing has not been done 
another good thing should not be done? 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I do not say that this is a good thing 
to do. On the contrary,it is an absolutely vicious thing to do. 
The public service is not suffering for want of this improvement 
any more than it has been in the past; and to pursue this class of 
vicious legislation is,in my judgment, the thing which we ought 
not to do. 

Mr. DANIELS. The cases are constantly running behind in 
New York because of the lack of facilities in this building. They 
have not force enough to do the business, and even take the judges 
from the eastern and northern districts to help them. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it isa very strange thing 
that this condition of affairs has come so suddenly upon New 
York. Be itfar from me to say anything against that great State 
or city; but it isnot entitled to any more consideration than all of 
the other cities of the Union east or west of the Mississippi River. 
What we need to do is to follow a fair and a just course with ref- 
erence to all of these matters, and for that reason I insist that no 
exception should be made here. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BENNETT}. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it necessary to 
stand up here in defense of the great State of New York and 
make reply to the arguments advanced by the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. Henry]. Nor do I think it necessary to answer the 
assertion that New York is not entitled to any more consideration 
than any other State. Wedonot askanything of the kind. This 
question presents itself before the House solely on its merits. It 
is an entirely different question from that of asking consideration 
for the State of New York. 

I need not appeal to any lawyer who has ever practiced in the 
United States courts in New York, or who has ever had occasion 
to transact any business in the Government building there, to an- 
swer the assertion that this work is not absolutely essential. Any 
one of them will appreciate the absolute necessity for the improve- 
ment called for by the Senate amendment in the bill under con- 
sideration. It is an improvement that has been asked for by the 
judges and public officials in order to facilitate the transaction of 
the public business. It will necessitate, in case the appropriation 
of the Senate is not concurred in by the House, a removal of the 
public library beyond the reach of the judges of our United States 
courts, and compel them to go outside of the building for the 
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purpese of consulting the records; and I am sure there is no 
member of this House who would vote to cause or continue such 
a condition of affairs as that. 

I trust, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment of the Sen- 
ate will be concurred in by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee «a. BLUE]. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if this course of procedure is to be 
— in, then it will resolve itself at last into the diligence of 

nators., 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henry] is eminently right - 


when he seeks to prevent the enactment of these measures in this 
way. If this course is to be pursued, what is thenecessity for the 
existence of the Committee on Public Building and Grounds? 

At the inception of this session of Congress it was deemed wise 
and proper not to enter upon the policy of making appropriations 
for public a This measure is not one seeking to secure 
an appropriation for the paseeee of protecting a building which 
has been unroofed or partially destroyed by fire, or anything of 
that kind. Nothing will suffer by reason of delay until the next 
session of Congress; and to my mind it is an argument with but 
little force when it is claimed here that the public library will 
have to be removed if the appropriation is not made at this time. 
It seems to me that in the few months intervening between now and 
the next session of Congress there will be no very serious incon- 
venience in this matter, certainly not such as would warrant us 
in breaking a rule that seems to be an eminently wise one. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And vacation time is near anyway. 

Mr. BLUE. And, as the gentleman from Ohio well suggests, 
vacation time is at hand, and our very much overworked judiciary 
will doubtless avail itself of that vacation. 

I claim, therefore, that there is no good reason for making an 
exception in this case. It ought not to be done. 

Mr. PAYNE. is not vacation time a very good time to do 
the work, so that they can have the buildings for the courts 
next winter, when they reassemble, and not have to wait until 
February? 

Mr, BLUE. There might be something in that if it were impos- 
sible to use a pe building, but it is being used now. 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the very thing that is desired to be 
a om the building in readiness for the sessions of the court 

the fall. 

Mr. BLUE. And the other gentleman from New York suggests 
that that is just what is desired. Yet this does not convince me, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is any imperative necessity demanding 


the a at this time and in this way. 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me ask the gentleman from Kansas if he 
knows anything whatever of the merits of this amendment? 

Mr. BLUE. Only what has been stated by the gentlemen from 
New York {Mr. Payne and Mr. DaNntIEexs] themselves in its behalf. 


Mr. PITNEY. Well, I have personal knowledge of it and the 
conditions existing, and I know the gentleman from Kansas well 
enough, I think, to be sure that he is not so narrow-minded as to 
object if he does not know the conditions existing. This is one of 
the most meritorious items in the bill. 

Mr. BLUE. I take it that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DANIELs]} stated it with all the force that he was capable of pre- 
senting it, and yet I failed to see anything of such an imperative 
character as to require us to break the record on behalf of this 
appropriation. And I say the rulethat we have adopted is a wise 
one, and I hope it will be adhered to and that no attempt will 
be made to take from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds the functions for which it has been created. By taking 
this appropriation out of the list of those we have rejected we 
violate a precedent which has been wisely established in reference 
to these matters, and we thereby render it so that hereafter the 

uestion will resolve itself into a mere question of diligence on 
the part of Senators to determine whether or not public buildings 
shall be constructed or appropriations made for their extension. 
Hence it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that thisshould be voted down 
and treated in exactly the same way that other measures have 
been treated which have been placed on this bill in violation of 
precedent and the rules of this House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS rose. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman from New 
York desire? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not more than five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As I had the honor to move to concur in the 
Senate amendments, I should like to have the attention of the 
House for a minute. My friend from Kansas [Mr. BLur]—and I 
esteem no one in the House more highly—is certainly mistaken 
when he says these alterations can be put off for another year, and 
that it will make no difference so far as the New York post-office 
is concerned. He is utterly mistaken, Mr. Speaker. These alter- 
ations must be made now or they will be utterly useless. If the 
alterations are not made at this session the Federal courts in New 


York will not be able to properly conduct their business {}or, 
The library upon which they rely will be removed, and it wi\| not 
be brought back. It will take the members from New Yor}: City 
probably four years to induce Congress to give those courts 4). 
other library, but in the end they will get it, and the Govern cyt 
will pay for it: And when you have got it and paid for it yoy 
will compelled to make the very alterations in that bu; 

that you are called upon to make to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the post-office of the city of New York pays 
a net profit into the Treasury of the United States of $4,500) (1), 

ear. This net sum is distributed throughout thecountry {\); ¢},, 
nefit of post-offices not self-sustaining. Possibly my friend fro.) 
Indiana [Mr. Henry] may get the benefit of some of this 1 
I hope it is notnecessary, but if it is necessary I hope he may «. 
Now, it seems to me it would come with very 
gress to say that the New York post-office sha 
out of the $4,500,000 that it pays into the Treas 
os the facilities in the post-office building. That is all, Mr. 
peaker. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurrence in the Senate 
amendment. 

mie question was taken; and on a division there were—avyes 90 
noes 32. , 

ee the motion to concur in the Senate amendment 
was 0. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker, keeping my word, I desire now 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the House further insisted 
= oes to the Little Rock item, amendment num. 

red 9, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to concur in amendment numbered 
9, which the Clerk will report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
t-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional amount 
to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post-oftice 
and enlarging judge’s chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk of 
the cireuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The moticn to concur in the Senate amendment was agree to. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House disagreed to amendment numbered3, 

Mr, BL I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to haveit. The ayes have it, 
and the motion to reconsider is laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There was a misunderstanding on that. 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER| supposed that 
that was a vote on the proposition to reconsider. I did not so 
understand it, and was going to raise the point, but the gentle- 
man stop me, saying that it was on his motion. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I understood the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLur] to withdraw his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I ask another vote on that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will again sub- 
mit the _—. 

Mr. BLUE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. THOMAS. Division, Mr. Speaker. ~~ 
sore SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late to call for 4 

ivision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to rise to a matter 


of ae: 
r. CANNON. I believe we have concluded all the items. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion for 
a conference. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The soe was taken on agreeing to the conference. 5 

The SPEAKER. The ayesappear to haveit. Theayes haveit, 
and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. LESTER. I move to reconsider the vote on amendment 16. 
The SPEAKER. It is too late, because the conference has been 


agreed to. 
Mr. LESTER. I was trying to get the ear of the Chair to 

make that motion. ea 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he rose in time? 
Mr. LESTER. I state that I did rise before that motion was 


ut. 
- The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman address the Chair? 
Mr. LESTER. I the Chair, certainly. ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the other action 45 
vacated, because it was under a mistake. The gentleman from 
[Mr. Lester] moves'to reconsider the vote by which 
t numbered 16 was nonconcurred in. 


iding 


ney, 
t it, 
or grace for Con- 
not have $60,009 

annually to in- 


For court-house and 


The 








1896. 


Mr. CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LESTER) there were—ayes 67, noes 53. 

Accordingly the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. C. ON. Now I ask that the motion for a conference be 


t. 
Prrhe SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to agree to the request 
of the Senate for a conference. 

The motion was 


MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference re- 


Pome Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Eleanor Carroll Poe, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House, agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount to be inserted insert “seventy-five”; and the House agree 
to the 


HENRY F. THOMAS, 
F.C. LAYTON, 
‘ Managers on the part of the House. 


u J. H. GALLINGER, 
JNO. L. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the House 
conference committee I have not had an opportunity to express 
my convictions upon the measure suggested in the report just 
presented, and I desire to state briefly to the House that this is 
one of the bills that was considered by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—a bill for the widow of a lieutenant-colonel of the Regu- 
lar Army, who was pensioned by a Senate bill at the rate of $100 
per month. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, after a careful, 
serious, and an honest investigation, amended the bill so as to 

t her a on of $50 a month, $20 more than she could have 
received the general law had the death of the soldier been 
of service origin or had the disability occurred in service. I de- 
sire to enter my protest now, asI have done heretofore, against 
these extravagan’ 2s pg in special pension bills for the 
widows of general officers and against the widows of the private 
soldier. Iam in favor, and always have been, of fair pensions, 
nay, of liberal pensions; but I am opposed to selecting the widows 
of general officers as the beneficiaries of this Government in pen- 
sion matters. The time has come for a halt in this business. We 
have given this widow now a pension at $20 a month more than 
she could get under the general law. 

Mr. Speaker, during the time I have served as a member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and as amember of this House, 
since last December, I have never yet known that the widow of a 

vate soldier has been pensioned at a higher rate than that al- 
wed by the law, and I insist that the time has arrived when we 
should extend the beneficent operations of the pension law to the 


widows of the private soldiers and stop this granting of pensions 
excessively ey ety to the widows of general officers. 
And, Mr. Speaker, I desire further, in conclusion, to say that in 


the conference committee the Senate conferees and the majority 
of the House conferees simply divided the difference between the 
amount that was contained in the Senate bill and the amount that 


was a =e e bill as it was finally passed by the House. 

Mr, MAS. . Speaker, I desire to say to the House that 
this bill the Senate granting Mrs. Poe a pension at $100 
per mon It then came to the House committee, and was rec- 
ommended to and by the House at $50 per month. The 


conference committee have recommended it at $75 per month. 
This has been adopted by the Senate and is now before the 
House for its consideration. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
, in his zeal to make a record for some one in his part 
of the , has taken occasion, without properly considering 
this matter, to misinform the House; anditisinthisway. Hesays 
that this is a lieutenant-colonel, and that the widows of lieuten- 
ant-colonels should not be pensioned atthisamount. The record, 
as made by the of War, discloses the fact that Poe was 
a graduate from West Point; was a brigadier-general of volun- 
teers and commanded the Ninth Corps, acting in the capacity of 
a eee of volunteers. General Sherman, in a letter to 
Pve a short time before he was a to duty as engi- 

newt 6 See Great Lakes of this country, said: 

to have 

a cl ee a RE ea a 
1884, so you will have been with me twenty years—and twenty most 
vik aa prs Intute ees puns ce nice herein Font 
wellstored mind and sound judgment aided me more than you over can 


Now, the service of General Poe during the war as a brigadier- 
general, asa corps commander, is equal to that of Logan, McPher- 
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son, Reynolds, and other great men that this House and Congress 
have honored in the past, and whose widows are drawing more 
pension than the conference committee ask you to give to Mrs. Poe. 

There is something very sad in this family history, considering 
the long service General Poe has given to the country. Onlya 
few years since a son who was expected to be the support of the 
family sickened and died. A daughter followed. Next General 
Poe himself died, and the widow, who is more than 60 years of 
age, is now left with a dependent daughter. I know not what 
may be thought elsewhere, but in the State of Ohio, where Gen- 
eral Poe was born, and in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
where he supervised the construction of the great public works on 
the Lakes, the dry docks, the St. Marys Ship Canal, and others, he 
was held in the highest esteem. All those great works are to be 
credited to the ingenuity and skill and faithfulness of General 
Poe. With his environments it was not possible for a man receiv- 
ing but $3,500 a year to accumulate property. He had been offered 
by railroad corporations, on several occasions, a salary many times 
as great as that which he was receiving from the Government, but 
he always refused, because his heart was in the Government work, 
and he expected, as every unselfish public servant has a right to 
expect, that the Government would look after those he left behind. 
I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. BLUE]. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, the facts of this case, as I under- 
stand them, are that this was an educated soldier, and that in his 





chosen profession of arms he rose to the rank of lieutenant-colonel 
in the Regular Army. He was also a brigadier-general of volun- 


teers and for a time served by assignment as brevet major-general 
of volunteers. Is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir; he commanded the Ninth Corps. 

Mr. BLUE. Then, so far as his service as major-general is con- 
cerned, it cuts no figure in this business of pensioning his widow, 
because that was a mere honorary title except where the officer 
was assigned to duty under orders with the rank of major-gen- 
eral. Besides, the service he performed as major-general seems 
to have been very brief. The most that can be said in this case 
is that under the general law this soldier’s widow is entitled toa 
pension of $30 a month. Now, why it is necessary to take the 
widow of a soldier who would be entitled to only $30 a month 
under the general law and give her a pension of $75 a month is 
something that I do not understand, and it is something which I 
think the facts in this case do not warrant at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Do you think it was warranted in the cases of 
the widows of General Doubleday, General Logan, and others of 
that class? 

Mr. BLUE. I do not believe that any general officer or his 
widow should receive any pension above that which the general 
law provides unless the case is an exceptional one. It is only by 
reason of distinguished and meritorious services that that rule 
should ever be broken. 

Mr. THOMAS. We claim such services in this case. 

Mr. BLUE. I know you make that claim, but I fail to hear 
anything that justifies the claim. 

Mr. THOMAS. Lask the gentlemanif being chief of engineers 
of General Sherman’s army in that general’s great campaign 
should not cause a man to rank equal with any of the line officers 
or general officers in that command? 

Mr. BLUE. I suppose it would cause him to rank just where 
he stood, and no higher. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman remember that this officer 
had a good fat job with General Sherman for twenty years, and 
is not that a good reason why his wife should receive $75 a month? 
Mr. BLUE. I apprehend that this soldier, like every other reg- 
ular soldier, was pretty well taken care of in time of peace, and 
the death of his son and daughter, however much to be regretted 
and however much it may excite our sympathy for the widow, 
should not be introduced as a factor in this case. I take it that 
the son and daughter each had passed the age of 16 years. The 
widow now seems to be 60 years of age. It seems to me that the 
throwing in of these domestic afflictions here is a piece of mere 
sentimentality that should have no weight with the House. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not the mere difference of $20 per month that 
works the wrong in this kind of legislation. The Government of 
the United States, we all know, would not suffer seriously from 
these extra expenditures. It is the injustice that is wrought to 
the widows of other soldiers that is the crying evil of legislation 
of this kind. It is the discontent that it breeds amongst the peo- 
ple of the country when they see the widow of a soldier who hap- 
pened to be a brigadier-general or a colonel given a pension two 
or three times as great as is allowed other equally deserving wid- 
ows, without any exceptional reason. It is wrong in principle. 
There is noequityinit. Thereis no justice or fairness in it. nd 
when this report is brought in here to pension this widow at $75 
a month, it shows to my mind that somewhere there is sufficient 
power to exercise favoritism in behalf of this particular benefici- 
ary. I trust that this report will not be agreed to, but that, in 
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the interest of fair dealing and equity and justice to the widows 
of other soldiers throughout the country, and to the people at large, 
this report will be disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


Mtr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I move as an amendment 
that the House adhere to its disagreement and ask a further con- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER, That will be in order if the conference report 
is rejected. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, am Ientitled to a little more time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has time remaining. 

me. 3 ate It was only the other day that the gentleman 

est ro r. BLvE] advocated as high a pension as this for 
a aaa * , and I leave it for him to reconcile his position 
then with his position in this case. To feel as I feel in connection 
with this claim, gentlemen should have known General Poe and 
his works. A more conscientious man in the interest of his duty 
never occupied an official position. He saved millions of dollars 
to the Government im his supervision of the public works on the 
Great Lakes, many thousand times more than the paltry sum 
which his widow would receive as pension under this bill. 

But the ee rincipal argument made, both by the gentleman from 

the gentleman from Missouri, is that bills of this class 
breed discontent throughout the country among the soldiers. I 
do not know what class of soldiers these gentiemen come in con- 
tact with; but I have never seen a private soldier who has said 
to me that he would take one dollar away from these commanders 
of his army or their widows. On the contrary, the private sol- 
diers take a pride in having the Government treat liberally their 
officers and the widows of officers. All that the soldiers of this 
country ome is justice, justice to all ranks, and a proper con- 
sideration of the condition and meritorious services of the sol- 
diers of the Republic. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kansas would take half a day and 
examine the business that has been considered by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions during this Congress, he would find that 
privates are receiving as large pensions as general officers, and I 
think tie sions to privates exceed those to general officers. 

Mr. W Does the gentleman know of the widow of any 
private that has been so treated? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir; I know of dependent daughters who 
are insane, of widows obliged to have a constant attendant, and 
who are more at the hands of this committee than they 


would receive under the law. 

Mr.CROWTHER. The gentleman has mentioned the imbecile 
and unfortunately paralyzed daughters of soldiers. .Does he know 
of any widow of a private soldier who has had a bill passed by 
the Invalid Pensions Committee at this session giving her a pen- 
sion of more than $12 a month? 

r. THOMAS. I think there was such a bill only a few days 
cmp; web I can not recall the case. 

“. CROWTHER, It is not a question of “thinking.” Does 
the gentleman know of any such bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. Ican not give the name of the case at this time. 

Mr. CROWTHER. The gentleman is a member of the commit- 
tee, I believe. 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly; but I can not carry in my mind all 
the cases considered by the committee. 

e Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I desire to say, and I ask 
‘or a vote. 

Mr. BLUE. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should like 
to occupy a moment or two. 

Mr. THOMAS. Go ahead. 

Mr. BLUE. It is true that I favored a pension of $75 a month 
for the widow of General Blunt; but that was an exceptional 
case, he having risen from the rank of a private soldier to that 
of major-general. and having distinguished himself in number- 
less battles. I did vote to make the pension of the widow of 
Gen. Thomas Ewing, who was a Kansas soldier when the con- 
flict began, what the House made this pension—$50 a month. He 
was a ee highest rank that this man ever held. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the conference report, 
it was not to; there being—ayes 23, noes 42. 

THER. I move that ¢ House further insist on its 
amendment and ask a further conference with the Senate. 

The motion was to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, poser ve tlt Sn who also announced that the Presi- 
mon roved snd signed « bill of the following title: 

‘An act (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court 
of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independ- 
ence County, Ark. 
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MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following Eeeetatio m: 
et. That the Senate pases to the concurrent resolution of the H.: 
of the enn ree ae Lo is Hh IL, St. Lo aa ot patty, toon 8 

o a in ° 8. ete 

with the following amendments = on 

Lines land 2, out * Resolved by the House sentatives | (the 
Senate covicurring)” and insert “ Resolved by the ea of Re 
sentatives of the United States of America in Gear 

Give it a title to read: “ Joint resolution authorizin; othe Goon Secretary of W ar 
to lend to the mayors of the cities of East St. Louis, and St. Louis, 4 Dey 
and vicinity, a number of tents.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4020) masked an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. William Loring S$ ee asked a conference with tho 
House of Representatives on said bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. GaLLiIncER, Mr. PaLmer, and Mr. Baker ag 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HULICK. Iam directed to submit the rag report 
which I[ send to the desk. I ask that it may be adopted 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on il votes of the two Houses 
Scenes ate mh to authorize the reas “se 
taxes in the Distri te eo 
to recommend an 


Thpatneniment of the Sen- 
to the mame amended as follows: aa tirual et ote: lof the 
: “Provided, however. Vee ne len ee gasetioct land have 

defects ; errors in making aia, taxes or nenenens ae an 
Ww! lots or parcels 

of land have been acid ty Saaraae ties tiseriee ef 
of said tax or assessment and Saws this act, the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia shall not reassess the same against su such property in 
See bona fide purchaser for value without notice of the failure to 


pa’ water-main assessment on said 
Tico strike out section ? af the the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the 


f 
“Sec. 2. That where outside Soy of Wi Potomac water shall 
introduced said tax or assessment shall be levied or 
and where Potomac 
or reassessment shall 
act, and such levy, as- 
be made on a frontage 
_—. into which 
be considered in 
as having extended to a depth 
or parcel of land: Pro. 
or reassessment shall 
of land or premises on 


be ae pay 
d after from the water main to 


said 7 or ror parcel of Ian of a or 


. HULICE, 
. W. BABCOCK, 
AMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
o CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Serate. 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


FREE LIBRARY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
on POWERS. I submit the conference report which I send to 


= sO read aa ee 

votes of the two Houses on 
the ball establish hoes prev ide Soe 
reading room istrict o 
met, aft and free conference have agreed to recom- 

do recommend to their Houses as follows 
t to the amendment of the 
as follows: “In lieu of the mat- 


H. HENRY POWERS, 
A. en 


Te ‘Managers on the part of the House. 
QRORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
REDFIELD R, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. POWERS. ee 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SHELTER FOR HOMELESS CITIZENS OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. JOY. SS ne peenente of the Senate to 
the resolution ce morning and to ask that 
the House concur 

The amendments were =e as ies so 

an a 1 and 2, pees fon es Pe Pr ncotodd bo tha Sen Zo oat House of fepre 

rei anes e itle of the cca in mgr will be: Joint resolation 


authorizing the ‘to lend to the ma ors of East St. Louis, 
IL, and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity a number of ten ta. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these amendments 
will be considered. 
There was no objection. . 
The amendments were concurred in. 
FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION, 


_ BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
wa SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer 
of the Fort Omaha Mili Reservation to the State of Nebraska, having 
met, after full and free erence have to recommend and do recom- 


their ve Houses as follows: 
—_- the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
and agree to the same. 


Senate, R. P. BISHOP, 
JOHN P. TRACEY, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
E. C. WALTHALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the statement be read. 
Mr. BISHOP. It appears that Fort Hayes Military Reservation, 
near Omaha, was donated by the State to the United States—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is there a statement accompanying this re- 


port? ; 

Mr. BISHOP. There is no written statement; but the amend- 
ments 1 willexplainina moment. The word “giving” or “ grant- 
ing” to the State of Nebraska, as used in the House bill, has been 
stricken out in the Senate bill and the word “lease” inserted; so 
that we only lease these lands to the State. 

Mr. MERCER. That is all it does, 

Mr. DINGLEY. With the right of resumption on the part of 
the Government at any time? 

Mr. BISHOP. At any time. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

SE en of Gectins A Tough, wilow of Drie. Gear Joe 
. Hough, widow of Brig. nm. 

i met, after full and free conference have ~ — 


Hough, having agreed to recom- 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
—s House Jap og from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
eS BENSON WOOD, 
Cc. A. SULLOWAY, 
WM. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. F. VILAS 
FRANK J. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to have the statement of the conferees 

Mr. BLUE. At what rate does that leave ee peniest 

Mr. WOOD. The bill as originally introdu provided $50 a 
month. By the action of the House committee and the House 
itself this was reduced to $30. The Senate amendment makes it 
$50 a month; and the conferees on the part of the House have 
agreed to the Senate amendment. 

' Mr. BLUE. That is, $50 a month? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BLUE. What was the rank of this officer? 

Mr. WOOD. He was a brevet major-general; I think chief of 
staff of Gen. A. J. Smith, of an army corps. 

Mr. BLUE. Let us hear the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that there is no state- 
ment accompanying the report. That is a subject of objection, if 
the House insist upon the statement. 

Mr. LOUD. I raise that poi 

The SPEAKER. Then the can not be received. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest the propriety of there being the 
statement that the statute requires in all of these cases. I think 
the Speaker is entirely correct in holding that that is the best way 
to cone with this business. 

SPEAKER. The House rules require such a statement. 

Mr. WOOD. I will withdraw the report for the present. 


§ 


SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY, ETC. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privileged 
I ask that Senate bill 2928 be taken up. 


Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2928) to extend the route of the and Soldiers’ Home 
Ratiway Oompan and tne Beit ‘Line Railway Colspat Company, in the District of 
other purposes. 


4 
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Mr. LOUD. What is privileged about this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The Senate asks a conference on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. LOUD. 
privileged? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The exact status of the case is this: This 
is a Senate bill, which passed the Senate and came to the House, 
was considered by the House and amended, and went back to the 
Senate. That body disagreed with the House amendments and 
ask a conference. They have appointed conferees, and return the 
papers here. 

he gentleman from Wisconsin now desires the House to agree 
to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam satistied on thestatement. I understood the 
gentleman to say that it was a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill with House amendments 
disagreed to by the Senate and a conference asked. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has there been an actual disagreement? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because I have noticed in some of these cases 
that before an actual disagreement the Senate has asked for a 
conference, and whenever such a case arises I desire to submit 
the point that a conference asked under such circumstances does 
not present a privileged matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 


I would like to ask if a bill in that condition is 


PRINTING OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report 
which I desire to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a report from the 
Committee on Printing, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee, having had under consideration resolution No. 386, pro 
viding for the printing of 1,000 copies of the bill (H.R.7977) known as the 
river and harbor bill, for the use of the House of Representatives, recommend 
that the same do pass. 


Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 7977) known as 
the river and harbor bill, for the use of the House of Representatives 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, we desire to resume considera- 
tion of the contested-election case of.Johnston against Stokes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the contested-election 
case—— 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman allow a privileged 


»0rt to be presented? 
ae JENKINS. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. OVERSTREET}. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman from Indiana 
yield long enough for a resolution of inquiry to be presented to 
the House? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Just simply to be reported, not to be dis- 


cussed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. 
to yield, but otherwise not. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The previous question will be moved. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. With that understanding, I will yield to 
the gentleman. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Still we should not want to agree to the pas- 
sage of the resolution without any explanation or discussion, and 
I should not like the gentleman to be misled. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be fifteen minutes’ debate on a 
side after the previous question is ordered. 
Mr. McMILLIN, We will hear it read first. 


EMPLOYEES IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
See of War, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of Agri- 
culture be, and they are hereby, directed to furnish the House of Represent- 
atives the following information, to wit: 

The number, names, salary of each, and the States to which they are 
credited, of all bureau officers. chiefs of division, clerks, and employees of 
every e who were employed in their respective Departments on the 4th 
day of h, 1893, and who have since been removed or reduced in salary or 
who have died or resigned, stating the same in classes according to grade and 
salary,and stating also, separately, those who were in the classified and those 
who were in the unclassified service. 

Second. The number, names, sala 
are credited, of 


It a will pass without ‘discussion. 
If it will not be discussed, I am willing 


of each, and the States to which they 
all officers and employees of the classes above named who 
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have been appointed or promoted to positions in their respective t- 
ments since the 4th day of March, 1893, stating separately those in the classi- 
fied and those in the unclassified service 

Third, The number, names, aster? of each, and the States to which they 
are credited, of all the ex-Union soldiers in their respective Departments who 
have been appointed, promoted, reduced, or removed, stating them sepa- 
rately, or who have resigned or died since the 4th day of March, 1893. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN . Mr.Speaker,a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the Chair hold that that resolution is privileged? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a resolution of inquiry, 
which under the rules of the House would be privileged, would 
it not? 

Mr. McMILLIN,. I desire to ask the gentleman if it comes with 
a report from the committee? 

r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes; a unanimous report 
from the Committee on the Civil Service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a printed report accompanying it? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The Clerk has the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred 
House resolutions 355, 356, 357, 358, 359, 360, 361, and 362, have had the same 
under consideration, and respectfully report back the accompanying substi- 
tute for all the said several resolutions, and recommend that the said sub- 
stitute do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the reason I made the inquiry 
as to whether this was privileged is this: I realize that resolutions 
of inquiry are privileged ordinarily, but it strikes me—I will not 
make the point, however, in this case, but will suggest to the 
gentleman who has the bill in charge that he is offering a ver 
wide resolution here, the substance of which is to reprint an 
extend the Blue Book, which is an expensive document and one 
that it will take hundreds of clerks to prepare, I think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; you are mistaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman have any objection to 
letting it go over, with all its privileges attaching to it, until to- 
morrow? These gentlemen want to go on with their debate on 
the contested-election case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this isa mere matter of in- 
quiry, the same as we have had often. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, not a motion pending for the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. The motion for the previous question is 
pending. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say to the tleman from Tennes- 
see that there is no dynamite in this resolution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If there is no dynamite in it, it will not ex- 
plode if it is allowed to lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that de- 
bate is not in order pending the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion for the previous question 
debate can not continue except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. {f will om the gentleman whether he will not 
let the resolution go over until to-morrow, retaining the privil 
which attaches to it? I should like to read the resolution. “tt 
strikes me that it is a very broad resolution. We do not want to 
do any unnecessary compiling or printing. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is but one reason why 
I object to allowing the resolution to go over, and that is that the 
—. who has it in charge is going away and will not be 

ere for several days after to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The privilege which the resolution has will 
still attach to it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker,a point of order. I yielded 
the floor only under an agreement that the motion for the yee. 
vious question should be made. I insist that the gentleman allow 
that motion to be voted on or withdraw the report. 

The SPEAKER. The a uestion is demanded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Chair has allowed 
debate to proceed already which is not strictly in order. 

Mr. KERY. Iam a member of that committee, and have 
just come into the Hall. I should like to be heard. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Let it go over until to-morrow. The very 
printing of this Ds ty is going to cost thousands of dollars. 

Mr. GROSVENOR.. Oh, it is not going to cost thousands of 


dimes. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I just came into the Hall. Idid not know 
ated that it was presented as a 


that this matter was coming u 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was s 
unanimous a from the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say thatit is not unanimous so far 
as I am concerned. 
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. The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous queg 
ion. ; 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. I demand a division. 

Mr. KEM. I raise the point of no quorum. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 27, 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem] that there is no quorum. 


the 


Mr. McRAE. The yeas and nays. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If this can have its place on the assem. 
bling of the House to-morrow, I suggest that it be 
holding its oe, Is there any objection to that? 


passed OV er, 


The SP. R. The gentleman can withdraw it prior to q 
decision on the part of the House and it will retain whateye; 
petvieget character it has. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I withdraw the resolution, 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this 
uestion has been broken into by the taking up of matters which at 
the time were thought to be of greaterimportance. I trust that the 
members now present may dismiss the thoughts which have arisen 
in their minds relative to appropriations and other matters which 
have just been under consideration, and will come toa candid, fair 
and careful consideration of a question which I deem of the great: 
est privilege and importance, namely, the right of an individual) 
to a seat upon this floor. The statement made in the opening of 
this case by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKiNs} a fow 
days ago in a fair manner outlined wg! em a taken by the ma- 
jority members of the Committee on Elections No. 3. I think [ 
will be able to show to this House before I conclude my remarks 
that there is no majority report of this committee save and except 
a _ bare, plain proposition of seating the contestee { Mr, 
es]. 

We are disposed, Mr. Speaker, to look lightly upon the consid- 
eration of contested-election cases from the State of South Caro- 
lina. I have been informed that scarcely a Congress has been 
assembled for many years, at least since the rebellion closed, ex- 
cept there has been a contested election case from the State of 
South Carolina. Many different methods have been resorted to 
in that State to suppress and overcome the vote of the majority of 
its citizens, until we are brought, in the consideration of this case, 
to the very latest method that is en by those who under- 
= to — yt elections * uth apna I think, Mr. 

peaker, or the purpose of a p consideration of this 
case all of the conditions which form a for a contest should 
be inquired into, and for that purpose allow me to call attention 
to a few facts which will be undisputed. 

First, that in the year of 1893 a new apportionment law was 
passed in the State of South Carolina, and the first election under 
it was held in 1894, in which this contest originated. Remember 
that there are seven districts in that State, and when that appor- 
tionment law was those districts were not changed in their 
gregreneioet grouping, except the districts numbered | and 7, 
with one single exception, t of a small portion of Colleton 
ce — wees eens from the ‘og to the Booend 

ct. But, pra | a was made in the 
outline of any Songer district of South Carolina under the 
apportionment law of 1893 except the shifting or the reorganiza- 
on of the same counties and townships which formerly existed in 
the First and Seventh districts. ; 

No one denies the fact that for years, since the relegation of the 
shotgun and tissue ballot and the cipher returns in that State, 
they have undertaken to congest the colored population into cer 
tain districts, conceding, 1 think, by such conduct their right to 
control those districts. This Seventh ional district, as 
shown by the census report, discloses a state of facts which must 
confront us at the threshold of this consideration as making 4 
prima facie case in sup of the contestant, Mr. Johnston. 

Remember, Mr. , that in South Carolina no effort has 
ever been made to draw the limitation of districts by county 
boundaries, but they must needs cut in and out like a saw tooth 
Saved nppersenasek anime eonteertoed counties and 721 

eas of a onment, un ve counties and p: 
of counties that go to make crag So two Congressional districts. 
So that the Seventh district is com of three 


full counties, namely, m , and Sumter, four 
townships of Berk “one township of Colleton, and one little 
township of Richland. An of the census returns of 


1890 of various subdivisions of counties discloses that in all 
the subdivisions of every county the colored population excees 
the white a and the colored vote the white vote with 


one sole ee , that of County. Lexington 
County has 3,962 white voters and 1600 Samat vet with tbat 














ingle exception every other subdivision of the Seventh Congres- 
a“ ] district discloses that of the voting population the black 
exceeds the white. ei 

The population of the district is 178,830, of which there are 
12,989 white voters and 23,876 colored, as shown by the last cen- 
sus, leaving @ clear majority of colored voters over the white 
yoters of 10,987—that is, taking the colored vote as compared with 
the white vote; but when we take into consideration the fact that 
Colonel Johnston, himself a white man, has lived among those peo- 

Je ever since the war and has been a part of their new civilization 
in his efforts to vindicate the right of suffrage, we must conclude 
that at least some whites voted for him. But it may be said, 
what right have we to assume that all the colored voters of the 
Seventh district of South Carolina were Republican in 1894? In 
reply to that let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the efforts made, as 
finclosed in the testimony in this case, covering hundreds of pages 
to establish that the colored vote was other than Republican have, 
to my mind, wholly failed. More than that, the record teems with 
evidence disclosing the unpopularity of the contestee and dissatis- 
faction among his own people; and when I say to you, without 
fear of contradiction, that Mr. Stokes did not make a speech in 
the Seventh district and had no eteten which brought any 
speaker into the district, while Colonel Johnston in his manage- 
ment of the capes displayed an organization that would have 
done credit to any Northern district, you will, I think, deem it 
reasonable to assume that the weight of evidence disclosing the 
natural conditions that existed there is in favor of the position 
taken by the contestant. 

Now, what do the returns disclose? They show that in the en- 
tire district Mr. Johnston received 2,647 votes, while Mr. Stokes 
received 7,858 votes. I have taken the trouble to compile a table 
comparing the voting population of the several counties and parts 
of counties in that district with the returned vote as disclosed by 
the certificate of the Secretary of State, and I will take the time 
of the House long enough to call attention to it in order to show 
just one thing, namely, that the per cent of the vote that was cast, 
as disclosed by the returned votes, shows that there was something 
wrong. This table, showing the voting population by counties as 
divided upon race lines, together with the returned vote, is as fol- 
lows: 








Stokes. Johnston. 
County. White Per | Colored Per 
vote. Returned. cent. vote. Returned. Por 
ES ee. 5 en 2 eee GED Teskece 
on eee, 4,636 |...... SP ibaccm: 
Rc coaans 32 naa “BHO |222.2: 
psaiaiiened cables 670 |--...- 
re osad 2, 047 | + 


I will read these figures in order to show you, as I stated a mo- 
ment ago, that my statements are based upon facts. In Berkeley 
County the white vote was 885 and the colored vote was 4,821. 
Mr. Stokes received, as shown by the returns, 669 votes, while Mr. 
Johnston received 688, Colleton County contained a white vote of 
1,970 and a colored vote of 3,499. Mr. Stokes received 1,416 votes 
and Mr. Johnston 472. Richland contained a white vote of 932 
and a colored vote of 1,665, and there Mr. Johnston did not receive 
a vote, and, according to the returns, Mr. Stokes received only 8. 
I will ask Loo ed eee ars as [ eS ema — 
i explain the very t vote that was cast there. Lex- 
— County had a white vote of 2,982 and a colored vote of 

. The returned vote there for Mr. Stokes was 1,394 and for 

Mr. Johnston 340. Orangeburg had a white vote of 3,440 and a 

colored vote of 6,346. The vote there returned for Mr. Stokes was 

2,729 and for Mr. Johnston 477. Sumter County, the remaining 

of the district (a full county in this apportionment), had 

vote of 2,730 and a colored vote of 5,895. The return for 
Mr. Stokes was 1,142 and for Mr. Johnston but 670. 

The total returned vote for Mr. Stokes was 7,358. That is 57 
per cent of the entire white voting population of the district, 
while the yote returned for Mr. Johnston was but 2,647, only 11 
ee (oe napa the ney a I said a aoment 
ago, | have made comparison merely for the purpose of show- 
ing that was rotten in Denmark, that some explana- 
tion was needed the light vote was cast for Mr. Johnston and 


_Now, Mr. Speaker, these figures establish a condition of things 
which be summed upin this way: Here is a district of 11,000 
Republican majority on the face of the race division of voters. 

was blican, and yet the returns show 57 per 
cent of the white vote of the district and but 11 per cent of the colored 
Vote. me now makea brief statement showing the condition, 
8s disclosed by the record which brings this case before the House. 


: 
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The committee do not undertake to throw out a solitary vote in 
this district. No effort is made by the committee, or urged by 
the contestant, in that direction. The fact is, as disclosed by the 
evidence, that the organization of Colonel Johnston to which I 
have referred, directed its efforts to making a showing to this 
House that the colored vote was Republican and that it had 
sought to register its will by casting its ballets at the election in 
November, 1894. The registration law of South Carolina, which 
was so ably discussed by the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. 
JENKINS] the other day, fixed provisions whereby the voter must 
needs register before he prmen be entitled to cast his ballot on 
election day. It was my purpose to discuss at some length and, 
by citations of authorities and reasoning, to show the House that 
that registration law was unconstitutional, but I deem that I may 
be excused from that labor by reason of the concession made by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that this law is unconstitutional. 
I shall therefore assume that there is no controversy on that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. AsI understand, both the supreme court of 
the State and the Federal circuit court have decided that that 
registration law is unconstitutional. Is that correct? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In answer tothe gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Hopkins] I will say that this registration law of South Car- 
olina is like a head at Donnybrook fair; it has never been exposed 
but it has received a telling blow. The supreme court of South 
Carolina, the district court of that State, this House in the Fifty- 
first Congress, and this committee in this Congress, have all held 
that that law is unconstitutional. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 
I think he is mistaken in his statement about the supreme court of 
South Carolina. There was a dissenting opinion filed by 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend that I inadvert- 
ently stated that part of the case too strongly. The question was 
before the court; and two of the three members held that there 
was no original jurisdiction; and on the jurisdictional ground 
alone the case was disposed of, while Chief Justice Mclver held 
that the law was unconstitutional. 

Mr.McLAURIN. And also Judge Goff, who was overruled by 
Chief Justice Fuller. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. On the question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; on the question of jurisdiction. 
The case has never been decided on its merits by a court—only on 
the jurisdictional question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It may not have been decided on its mer- 
its by the court; but it has unquestionably been decided on its 
merits by the minority members of both courts; and Judge Goff 
in an elaborate opinion has held the same thing. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. And, may I suggest to my 
friend, no jurist has ever decided that the law is constitutional. 
The judges who overruled their associates did so upon the question 
of jurisdiction. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is correct. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. And in no instance has any 
judge pronounced the law constitutional. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is correct. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. LONG. Is not the committee in this case unanimously of 
the belief that the law is unconstitutional? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In answer to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Lona], I will say that, so far asI have been able to obtaina full 
expression of the committee, itis unanimous. I can not speak for 
the minority members of the committee, the three Democratic 
members, because they have not so stated in the report. I will 
say, however, that every Republican member of the committee 
has so announced himself in the report which has been submitted 
to the House, with the exception of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. JENKINS], who so declared himself in his statement of 
the case. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the majority report contain the statement? 

Mr. JENKINS. I wish to ask whether the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET | has ever read the report made by ‘‘ the 
gentleman from Wisconsin ”? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Isay that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has held all the way through that this law is unconstitutional. 
Is not that correct? 

Mr. JENKINS. I understood the gentleman to say that he had 
never been able to obtain an opinion from his colleagues on the 
constitutionality of this law. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, no; I did notstatethat. The gentle- 
man misunderstood me. 

Mr. JENKINS. I simply desire to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not the fact that the report drawn by myself takes the ground 
that the law is unconstitutional 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is true. 

Mr. JENKINS. And that such is the sentiment of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is true. That is the reason I 
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deemed it unnecessary for me to insist further upon the uncon- 
stitutionality of this law. 

That being conceded, then it must follow as the natural, ae 
sequence that any legal vote proffered and rejected should be 
counted. Therefore, through this organization to which I have 
had occasion to refer, headed by Colonel Johnston, the contestant, 
an effort was made to furnish this House with the data of the 
rejected votes: and that was done by the arrangement to which 
I will now address myself. 

At each of the voting precincts a list keeper was by prearrange- 
ment stationed with a paper headed with a uniform character of 
petition that was to be signed by the voters who failed in their 
efforts to have their ballots received. I will not stop to give in 
detail the character of that petition; let me say, once for all, that 
that petition or circular form of paper was at all these precinets, 
and 7,336 voters attached their names to those papers in one form 
or another. The custom as disclosed by the evidence-——and a wit- 
ness has said it was so arranged that word was passed all along 
the line—was that the individual who had been designated by the 
local committee to have this paper in charge was approached by 
the voter yy een ny 8 upon the rejection of his vote—not at some 
distant point but in the immediate vicinity of the polls and imme- 
diately following the rejection of the vote. To this list keeper, as 
he is called, this rejected voter disclosed the facts which went to 
show his qualifications and the failure to have his vote received 
and his intention to vote for Colonel Johnston. As I have stated, 
7,336 of these names appear on these papers which are brought 
into the record. 

We do not count all those. Wecount the vote only in the cases 
where this state of facts is disclosed: First, that the voter in per- 
son approached the list keeper in the vicinity of the polling booth 
immediately after the rejection of the vote and disclosed to him 
the facts which showed his qualifications, the fact of his effort to 
vote, and his intention to vote for Colonel Johnston. 

There were two classes of those who approached the list kee 
ers; first, those who could read and write, who voluntarily su 
scribed their names, and those who could not read or write, and 
authorized the list keeper to subscribe their names. In those in- 
stances where the list keeper wrote the names hithself, he, in two 
or three instances, received authority at the time to transcribe 
that paper and that fact is brought clearly into the evidence by 
the list keepers. 

In Sumter County there were six precincts, to which I will 
refer in detail later on, at which the voters did not approach the 
list keepers and make known in person the facts to which I have 
just referred. But at each of these six precincts the list keeper 

ings the list of voters into the record, and swears itively 
and without contradiction to these facts: First, that they were 
voters and offered to vote; that he saw the rejection; or, as one 
witness I now recall expressed it so tersely, “I saw him not vote.” 
He testifies to the fact of residence, and to all of the facts going 
to show that he was a qualified voter, and then shows by his 
evidence that the voter was a supporter of the uublican party, 
and it is understood, Mr. aker, that Colonel Johnston was the 
nominee of that party. ith that exception all the votes we 
count under this form of lists were made up by the voters them- 
selves coming to the list keepers. 

Now, I want to submit that this state of facts is undisputed: 
First, that there were over 7,000 colored voters who were at the 
polls in addition to those whose ballots were received. Let me 
say, in passing, that that fact in itself discloses that there was 
but little division in the colored vqte. That is, in addition to the 
voters whose ballots were received, 7,000 or more—7,336, to be 
exact—colored voters, as shown by the evidence, were at the polls. 
The name of no Stokes voter was on either list. Bear that in 
mind; and therefore surely we have not deprived Mr. Stokes of 
any of his votes, nor can he claim anything more in his behalf. 
Of the 7,336 voters who voluntarily entered into the organization, 
coming on the scene under these circumstances, there is not a pos- 
sibility even of concluding any one of them tohave been a Stokes 
voter. The fact that they came and subscribed their names when 
there was a motion to carry out the plan of organization discloses 
that they were Johnston supporters and would have voted for him 
if there been no rejection of their votes. These rejections 
were because of their not having registration certificates or that 
there was some irregularity in the certificate which they pre- 


sen 

Mr. HOPKINS. These were all requirements under the uncon- 
stitutional law? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. They were all requirements under the 
unconstitutional law. 

If a voter, for instance, after having obtained a certificate of 
registration, after July 1 moved from one house to another, even 
if next door, he was compelled under the law to obtain a new 
certificate. If he did not obtain a certificate by the ist of July, 
four months before the election, then, although the constita- 
tional limitation of residence was only sixty days in the county 


r in the State, he could not obtain a certificate at 4)] 

irregularities in thecertificates grew in some instanceog 
out of these conditions—either that he had moved from one pre- 
cinct to another in the same county, or had moved from (1) 
house to another in the same inct, or that the number of }\, 
certificate did not conform to number on the registration })o.) 
or, as was shown in some instances, there was a failure to insert 
the name of the township in the blanks furnished to the voter 
Such irregularities were the basis of the rejections of the votes. * 

In addition to that, not a vote for Stokes has been distur}ej by 
the committee. Surely he can not claim that he has been ))\<. 
used, because instead of taking a vote from him we counted 
a precinct that gives him some votes. precinct is Strawberry 

recinct, in eley County, in which the ballots were not countei 

or him because the ballot. box was stolen after the voting ang 
before the returns were made up by the board of commissi\ ners. 
We undertake to by the evidence of the manager, who is g 
Democrat, and } & e commissioner, who is a Democrat, that 
these votes should be counted, and we give, therefore, on that show. 
ing 92 votes to Johnston from this precinctand 12 to Stokes. The 
whole committee agrees to this, and I will not discuss that par. 
ticular point further. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that when you take into account the 
state of affairs that I have described, which I undertake to say 
can not be successfully controverted, you must admit that tho 
effort on the part of the contestant was uniform and energetic to 
disclose to the House the honest, fair facts on which he asks your 
support. There was not a member of the board in the entire dis. 
trict but who was a Democrat, except the two precincts in Rich- 
land County, the precincts of Gadsden and Eastover. 

At en Eastover precincts the governor, through his 
regular appointees, had made arrangements for Democratic man. 
agers. Richland County, as I showed awhile ago, contained | (45 
colored voters and 932 white. It was theeffort of the Democratic 
managers to keep the votes down in Richland County. Do speak 
without authority? Let me see. Mr. Speaker, on the 5th day of 
November, the day before the election in 1894, the Charleston 
News and Courier, the leading Democratic organ of that State, 
had a special dispatch from Columbia ining to the political 
outlook in the Seventh district, in which this statement is found: 

It is stated to-night— 

That is, the night before the election— 
that the precincts at Gadsden and Eastover will not be m to-morrow. 
They are expected to have large anticonvention and Republican majvritices. 
The penmogeee, it is said, decline to serve. This will only be another club for 
the Republicans to use in their contest. 

On the day following the election, the morning of the 7th of 
November, the same paper said editorially: 

It is onnaenc 
in the poe e an el = So. oe : ~~ 
pees that the ! mea who control = —— ieee coe aengtion, ond there 
with thjs injurious impression. _— 

Carrying out that arrangement, announced the night before the 
election, Democratic managers at these two incts did de- 
cline to serve; but under that organization, which I undertake to 
commend to this House, the Republicans at the polls organized, 
as in judgment they had the honest right to do, and estab- 
lished a of their own, and those officers of that board so 
improvised, contrary to the law of South Carolina perhaps. but 
in justice to all men who believe in honest elections, and right in 
the eyes of this House, they acted and conformed to the technical 
rules as established by the election laws of the State and returned 
for Mr. Johnston 427 votes in the two precincts. So that accounts 
for the failure to return any votes for Colonel Johnston in lich- 
a , and it further accounts for the failure to return any 

or Mr. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a man upon 
this floor who will assail the position which I have assumed, that 
these 427 votes should be counted for Colonel Johnston. They 

b board, so with the exception 
in d County, there 
of a board in the entire Seventh 


district. 

Johnston importuned the governor of that State for rep- 
resentation the board, and the Governor, in a verbal state- 
men as testified to by Mr. Johnston, promised that representa 
tion, but later refused to give it. Every effort was made by this 
contestant for an honest to watch the nefarious 
methods of this self party in its effort to suppress the 
vote of a majority of that district. their efforts were futile, 
and it was for that reason that he this board of list 

the 7,336 votes. 












that these votes should becounted? And have we not, in our 
majority report, counted those votes? And is not that supported 
by the unanimous of the committee? 

Mr. O . That is very true. Had the gentleman 
not interrupted me I should have so stated. I have simply taken 
the vote in detail for the purpose of eliminating it from the re- 
mainder of these votes which were upon the lists. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one further reason for this organized effort 
to compile lists. You will understand without explanation 
that in con proceedings you must take evidence by notaries 
and deposition proof. It isa fact disclosed by the evidence that 
efforts have been repeatedly made to deprive these men of the 
services of Republican notaries, and when they can not get nota- 
ries before whom to submit their testimony it can not be received 
bythe House. Sothatit was at first impossible to have 7,300 people 
come voluntarily one at a time and testify to those facts. It was, 


in the second , difficult, if not impossible, by virtue of the 
great ip which has been im by depriving these Re- 
ublicans of use of Republican notaries public. Sir, it was 


a few years that the governor of South Carolina, who now 
pot be ot times in the other branch of this Congress, abso- 
Jutely revoked numbers of notaries’ commissions and appointed 
new ones, and when Colonel Johnston made an effort to obtain 
affidavits—— : 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

im? 
aS OVERSTREET. Ina moment, as soon as I have developed 
this t. When he undertook to obtain affidavits from notaries 
public, the very individual who was at that time acting as a 
notary in his behalf had his certificate revoked. I wish to call 
the attention of the House to this state of facts, to show the great 
difficulty which would have been encountered by this contestant 
if driven to the first and primary evidence, that of obtaining the 
affidavits or deposition proof of each of the seven thousand and 
more voters. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, a paper which discloses the effort which 
was made to obtain evidence on the part of notaries public, result- 
ing in therevocation of the commission of the notary public while 
he was in the very act of furnishing these certificates. These cer- 
tificates, I will say, in order to be fair, were not to take testimony 
in this case, but to obtain istration certificates upon the vote 
for a constitutional convention. It only discloses the methods 
which were in order to suppress the line of evidence 
which have been sought in this case. I will say, Mr. 
Speaker, in order to make the pvint full and clear, that I will read 
this , in order to show that I have not misstated 
the case. full 


dence was published March 11, 1895, 
* in the Sumter (8S. C.) Daily Item, and is as follows: 


THE NOTARY PUBLIC REMOVAIL—THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN GOV- 
ERNOR EVANS AND W. T. ANDREWS. 


The between Governor Evans and W. T. Andrews, colored, 
whose as notary public was revoked by the governor, in refer- 
ence to the revocation, which is given below, throws very little additional 


light subject. Andrews very naturally asks the reasons for his 
a aad Evans does not give them: 


Sumter, 8. C., March 7, 1895. 

of a telegram and letter revoking “for good and suffi- 
commission as notary public. This revocation is, under 
the : x eee ee wy Cs ag apna se  samey or ee 
wise. thersforoask acquain nature charges, if any, 
which have Preferred against me, and the names of my accusers: i 
I then ask that the reasons be given which prompted 
right. Iam con- 

my character into 


and assert, without fear of ‘ul con ction, that no man 
can toany act of mine involving a lack of honesty, integrity, or char- 
ve obedient servan 
a algal . W. T. ANDREWS. 
His Excellency Joun Gary Evans, 


Governor of South Carolina, Columbia, S. C. 
Srate or Sournm Caro.iina, Executive CHAMBER, 
Columbia, March 8, 1895. 
Sr: In to your inquiry of the 7th instant, Governor Evans di- 
to ate ror! to revoke a commission of a notary public is 
, as you will see by reference to your co ission. 
exercises whenever he deems it for the welfare 
done in other cases recently in your county. 


U. X. GUNTER, Jr., Privute Secretary. 
Mr. W. T. AnpREws, Sumter, S. C. 


: 
i 


of the 


Sumrer, 8. C., March 8, 1895. 






To the Editor of the Daily Item: 
Please pk , 


ng letter, which is a copy of the one mailed 
,and the reply to thesame, received by me 


seems purposely to evade answering direct 


charges were preferred against me and the 
said charges He very kindly and gratuitously 
on that “ reserved to the 
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had been removed in Sumter “ upon a request from respectable white citizens, 
stating that they had been soliciting business and making themselves partic- 
ularly obnoxious to respectable white people.” I do not know who the other 
two are, and eanmaination of the roll in the clerk's office fails to reveal who 
they are, as no record of any removal except my own can be found there. 
For my own part, I decline to permit even the governor of South Carolina 
to publish me to the world as being offensive to the respectable white people 
of my home, among whom I was born and reared, and to whom I have never, 
in the smallest degree, public or private, given offense or cause for lack of 
confidence or respect, If there are ‘respectable white people” to whom I 
have made myself “obnoxious” let the governor or his informers name them 
and state specifically the “obnoxious” acts which I have performed. Let 
them state what sort of “business*’ I have “solicited.” [assert emphbati- 
cally that I have never “ solicited’ notarial ‘* business,’ and the only « 











unc 

for the charge lies in the fact that I announced that I would issue: and _ 
issue, registration affidavits to men of my race, that they might qualify 
themselves to choose delegates to the constitutional convention, counted in 
for the avowed purpose of further oppressing them. It is for this reason 
that the governor of South Carolina holds me up to the world as a man unfit 
to perform the insignificant functions of a notary public! A shadow must 
be thrown across my reputation: my character must be under suspicion to 
the end that my people and myself shall be deprived of all voice in the fram- 
ing of the fundamental law of the land. Not content with obstructing the 
pathway to registration with every barrier human ingenuity can devise, 
notaries are warned that it they permit negroes to make registration aftida- 
vits before them their commissions will be reveked. The chief mazistrate 
of the commonwealth—God save the mark!—is become directly the chief in- 
strument for the perpetration and perpetuation of fraud. There are more 
than twenty notaries in Sumter, and yet from Wednesday 2 p. m. to Satur- 
day 1 p. m. there were only three who would issue a single affidavit for ne- 
groes, and they, after issuing less than five each, declared they could do so 
no longer, as their commissions would be revoked if they did 

Truly, Mr. Editor, this is a commentary upon nineteenth century civiliza- 
tion! Whataspectacle for therest of the civ ilized worldtogazeupon! A peo- 
ple, silent and submissive during many years of oppression, hoping each year 
that their very submission, more eloquent and powerful than opposition, 
would conquer the hearts of their oppressors, and bring them to a sense of 
justice, are now rudely brought face to face with the brutal truth that the 
machinery of the Government will be used to its last extremity to strike 
down and obliterate the last semblance of liberty, which they now have left, 
and this in the name of the “ public welfare.” 

For the “ public welfare” the chief executive, sworn to execute the laws 
impartially, not only connives at but lends himself immediately to the com- 
mission of outrageous fraud and enters into an open conspiracy to create a 
constitution which he declares shall be itself a monster of fraud and an in 
strument for the perpetuation of perjury and fraud. 

God knows that my people have already suffered enough, and I refuse to 
believe that now, in their extremity—offering as they are no menace to white 


supremacy—Anglo-Saxon civilization, Anglo-Saxon love of liberty and sense 
of justice, will permit so foul a stain to tarnish the shield itself of liberty; 
but that those whoruled in this State from 1876 until 1890 will rise up in their 
intellectual might and create a constitution that, while eternally a 






uring 
the rule of wealth and intelligence, will yet impartially apply to all, and will 
guarantee to the humbiest black man his right to life, liberty, and property. 


I say that the correspondence that passed between this notary 
public and the governor of the State disclosed that he was in the 
act of furnishing certificates of registration,and that five days 
elapsed before they could get another notary to certify to the fact 
of residence and qualification. Only ten days were allowed for 
registration, and fully half of that time was taken from these 
people when they would have had an opportunity to obtain regis- 
tration certificates. It was because of that condition of affairs, 
Mr. Speaker, that this contestant was driven, in his efforts to 
show to this House his right to a seat, to obtain secondary evi- 
dence, which, under the circumstances, is the best evidence as to 
the expression of the people at the polls. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is not that correspondence which the gen- 
tleman has referred to after the election? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I stated that before. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then I want to make another statement, 
for fear you may create a wrong impression, which I know you 
would not do willingly. In revoking commissions of notaries 
public, I will say it was done to both Republicans and Democrats, 
and also in the case of trial justices. In the State there were a 
great many commissions that had been issued for years, both in 
the cases of notaries public and trial justices, and all of these 
were revoked and new commissions issued; and any man of good 
moral character who could get the indorsement of his fellow- 
citizens could receive a commission as a notary public. I suppose 
many of these commissions were over twenty years old. This 
was done under an act of the legislature, and it had no reference 
to election cases or anything of that sort. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Was this revocation made about the time 
that it was necessary to use the notaries for the preservation of 
evidence? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Oh, no; it was done under an act of the 
legislature that was passed about 1890. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That revocation occurred to Democrats 
and Republicans, but no one could get an appointment as notary 
after revocation unless he was recommended by a Senator and 
Representative, and God knows there were very few Representa- 
tives and Senators of South Carolina who would recommend Re- 
publicans as notaries. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
is mistaken in that statement. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield only for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Are you not inaccurate in 


Then again the gentleman 
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that statement? In the provision that revoked the old appoint- 
ment, the old commission of notary public, there was a provision 
that anyone could be appointed on the recommendation of 20 
reputable citizens. 

r. HOPKINS. One moment. Is that the law of South Caro- 
lina—that notaries public can be appointed on the recommenda- 
tion of 20 citizens? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. As stated by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, it was an act which gave the governor 
power to appoint notaries public. The governor had exclusive 
power to make these appointments without restrictions, and he 
imposed this restriction himself for his own guidance. 

r. HOPKINS, Now, let me understand this. Then there is 
no restriction on the governor as to whom he shall appoint and 
what evidence he shall take to determine, in his discretion, as to 
whether it shall be John Jones or Bill Smith? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. He is simply like all other 
executives in a matter of that kind. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr.S er, it is all very easy to seehow 
the two gentlemen from South Carolina would meet the issue; 
but when you understand that the governor holds in his own 
power the right to appoint whom he pleases and to accept such 
recommendations as he pleases, it is easy to conclude and to un- 
derstand how these men were deprived of the assistance of Repub- 
licans as notaries public. 

Mr. LACEY. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indi- 
ana yield to the as from Iowa? 

Mr. CVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it claimed now that the notaries public who 
had been selected to take the evidence during this contest had 
their commissions canceled during that time? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not. I only give instances of this 
to show why in this case they did not resort to the deposition 
roof. They were justified, in my judgment, in not undertakin 
hat when it was a notorious fact that they could not get the ai 
and assistance of notaries public of theirownselection. The evi- 
dence shows that in some of these counties in this district there 
was not a solitary Republican notary public, and that upon the 
request of this contestant the governor refused to —— a no- 
tary who would be friendly to him and give him fair dealing and 
justice; and that was another reason why he was compelled to 

resort to what I concede to be secondary evidence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken much.longer time than I an- 
ticipated in dealing with the questions which I am called on to 
answer and in the detailed statement of this condition; and I wish 
to go now to the very gist of this case for a few minutes, and hope 
that gentlemen who are attending to my argument will remember 
the reasons why Colonel Johnston resorted to this means of obtain- 
ing a list of the names of the voters as I have outlined. 

r. POWERS. DoTI understand that all the voters on this list 
of 7,000 and upward tendered their votes? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not contend that the proof shows 
that they all tendered their votes. It does not. I said a while 
ago that we did not count all the 7,000. All that we do count did 
actually tender their votes, and their intention, the candidate for 
whom they intended to vote is shown, and also their qualification, 
and the further fact that their votes were rejected; and on that 
basis the contestant has a majority of the votes of the district. 

Mr. POWERS. Did they approach the vote taker and formally 


. offer their votes? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman was present a few mo- 
ments ago he has doubtless forgotten that I explained that, ex- 
cepting six precincts in Sumter County, the lists not only showed 
that every voter ag sheng a the po place to vote, but also 
disclosed the other facts I have mentioned, and signed the lists 
when he was able to , or authorized the list taker to sign for 
him when he was not able to sign for himself. At those six ex- 
cepted precincts, as I have stated, the voters did not a h 
the vote keeper, but the testimony shows—the testimony of parties 
who offered themselves for cross-examination—that the votes were 
tendered, that the men were qualified voters, and that they were 
members of the ublican 

Mr. POWERS. Yous of the “‘list taker.” I am not quite 
sure that I understand that. Is the list taker the man who had a 
right to take the vote, or is he the man who was taking down the 
names of persons who desired to vote? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The list taker is the man that was desig- 
nated by the committee to stand near the polling a the man 
to whom these voters went immediately upon the rejection of 


their votes. 
Mr. POWERS. My question is: Did these voters offer their 
votes to anybody else before they went to this list taker? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; they offered their votes to the man- 
rs of the election in the polling place, and ae rejected. 
r. POWERS. What is the proof in the case that they offered 


their votes to the man who had the legal right to take them? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. The is that in those precincts the 
man who gives the testimony fies that he saw the vote offerag 
and saw it rejected, and also testifies to the further fact that the 
voter thus offering his vote was a member of the Republican party 
These other voters who approached the list r after tendering 
their votes and having their names enrolled, first tendered their 
votes and then went immediately to the list keeper, who was sta- 
tioned as near the polling place as was permitted, and there maa 
known to him what they had done, their qualifi : 


» hit ifications, the fact 
of the rejection of their votes, and the fact of their intentioy ¢, 


Thatis the point to which I am now going 


Do you prove the fact that they offered +}; 
a by the list keeper, or by the . aoe 


vote for Mr. Johnston, 
to address myself. 
Mr, POWERS. 
votes to the regular vote ta 
themselves? 
a OVERSTREET. The voters made the declaration to tho 
ist keeper. 
Mr. POWERS. And you prove that by the list keeper? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. We prove the declaration of the voter by 
the list keeper. 
. ene eee So it is one step removed from primary yj. 
ence 
Mr. OVERSTREET. It is one step removed from primary oy}. 


dence. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Primary evidence in that case could not jo 


procured. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. It could not be procured because of the 
7 number of voters and because of the lack of facilities. 
ow I wish to address myself briefly to the question whether 
or not these declarations are proof, and I will ask attention 
to this . because upon it, in all probability, will hinge the re. 
sult in thiscase. I submit that a declaration made in the vicinity 
of the polling place, a a to the rejection of 
the vote, while the matter was ih in the voter’s mind, before 
he had an opportunity to confer with others and without appar- 
ent design, may be held a partof the res geste, and, when brouzht 
into the record by —— yeeet, is as binding upon the House as 
primary evidence itself. is question of a declaration being a 
part of the res geste is not a new one in the House. 
emer a ae hy —_ y — a I almost —_ that it is 
ing upon the time of the House toargueit. Inthe Thirty- 
fifth Congress, in probably the ablest report that has been made 
upon this question of declarations a a of the res gest, a 
report by so eminent a man as Mr. L. Q. C. Lamar, of Mis- 
sissippi—certainly a good pay! for my Democratic friends— 
the question was presented to the House, and there has never been 
any variance since that time in the acceptance of the doctrine. | 
admit that this is secondary evidence, but it is not a substitution 
of evidence; and when we elect to take that evidence which is the 
best that is attainable under the circumstances, it ought to be re- 
ceived with the same de. of with which primary evi- 
dence would be received. Remem that this was an occasion 
where the entire community of this district wasa party. I admit 
that in many cases the voter at the polls is not a party, but in 
other circumstances he is a party, and his declarations may be 
shown in evidence and proven to establish the case upon which 
or base Pov decision. In this case I undertake to say that we 
da condition of affairs that does not appear in many cases, and 
which, in my judgment, strengthens the proposition that here the 
we ee s a party to the suit. 
I have told you that these listsareuniform. Not only that, Mr. 
, but arein the form of a petition addressed to this 
ouse, starting out in this way: 


To the honorable Senate and House o ves 
of the Cnetted ledes ts Oonnrese assembled: 


The petition of bscri citizens of the State of South Carolina, re- 
aly show: Sn are over the - of 21 and male resi- 


the su 
Sets the re ee in the county 
and State aforesaid, ceiarciesli aaatel eranler ond vote. 

And then it on and recites the fact of their qualification, 
the fact of rejection, and their intention not only to vote 
but to register, and their inability to by virtue of the act 
of those who had control of the on of the State. 

In one of the books on evidence which is always a0 
authority, , the author states in section 138: 

The question of the of this sort of evidence seems, therefore, 
to turn upon the of the reputed fact, whether it was interesting to 
one only or tomany. If it were of a public or ral nature, it falls 

ee now hearsay evidence, un- 
exercise of er the * td f any, publie 
nor of any pub 
% with other of it falls within the gen- 
Tule by which hearsay evidence ——< 


In section 128 the same author says: seis 
And first, as to matters of public generalinterest. The terms “public 
a " are sometimes merely that which 
and “general” are of nin rogard to the adinisibs of hear. 
Y applied to that w ee ete ety em 
the and the tern “ ” referred to a lesser, though 
still a large, of the community. 
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Taking into account the statements which I have made relative 
to the difficulties in the way, this contestant had no other means 
of putting this evidence before the House than that by which he 


did it; and ha been brought in here, these declarations under 
the aut eaf can be accepted as hearsay testimony 
even if not a part of the res geste. I undertake to say that the 
true rule whereby we may consider these as part of the res gest 
is best put by the authority which I shall next read: 


If declarations of a peat occurrence are made under such circumstances as 
will raise the reasona’ es Sa eee = —aaeen a 
thoughts or ng out o} © transaction i > anc 
ances of to ude the oo tion that they are the result of 
meditation and design, they ve sata as part of th 
@ 21, page 101. 

tas of the res qpate, they must be contempora- 
t in order to Ten they are not 
y concurrent in time. If the declarations spring out 
elucidate it, if they are voluntary and spontaneous, 

time, or so near to itas reasonably to preclude the 
vaey ate then to be ed as contemporaneous. 
, 


© res geste. 


(Stare vs. Garrard, 5 
Here the hammer fell. : 

Kr WALKER of V: I desired to make some remarks 

further on in relation to this case; but I propose now to yield to 

the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OversTREET]. 


SPEAKER tempore. How much time? 
im WALKER eV irginia. As much as the gentleman wants; 
all, if he needs it. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Before the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. OvEr- 
STREET] resumes, will he permit me one question? Under the rule 
just cited by the gentleman, why are not these declarations pri- 
mary evidence—these declarations in regard to how the citizen 
intended to vote, etc.? ig 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I think it would not be 
straining the rule to maintain that they are primary evidence. 
But I have not been to take so stringent a position. Even 
on the d that this is the best evidence that could be had 
under circumstances, it is sufficient, though it may not be 
primary evidence. I aminclined to believe, as a personal opinion, 
that these declarations made under such circumstances are, in 
view of the authorities, to be considered a part of the res geste 
and therefore constitute primary evidence. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Did not the men who kept these lists, or 
accompanied on the witness stand and swear to these 
declarations ha made to them at the time? 

Mr. O In each instance where we have counted 


a vote upon the evidence of the declaration of the citizen, the man 
to whom the declaration was made went upon the stand and tes- 


Mr. LACEY. Does the tleman claim that it is a constitu- 

oo < these ublican voters to have somebody repre- 
at the on? Does the gentleman think that is a 

their constitutional rights? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not a part of the constitutional 

rights of the citizen as disclosed by the constitution of South 

Carolina, ~ 


Mr. LACEY. But under the Constitution of the United States 
have they not the right to have somebody see that they have a fair 
chance? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I think so. 

Mr. LACEY. Then if the law of South Carolina denies them 
that and they select a list taker, tacitly or by direct a 
ment, do they not thereby create that list taker, at least semioffi- 


E 


tional 
sen 
part 


cially, their tative, to see to their side of the election; 
and in view of that fact, does not his act become practically offi- 
cal, the law having denied the right of that party to representa- 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think the gentleman is entirely correct 


I believe that as a constitutional 
entitled to some representation, and 
that representation, either by the express 
by the action of the managers of the election, 
representative who afterwards comes upon the 
the transaction, that proof be- 
eenaeey coneence, and should be so received by the House. 

cite authorities sustaining this view without read- 
ing at length, because I do not care to encroach too much on 
the good nature of my friend from Virginia, who joins me in the 

he report I had the honor to 


lonly wisk to say that the cases to which I refer—that of a 
New Jersey case in 1840, 1 Bartlett, 28; also the case of Vallan- 
digham vs. Campbell, acted upon in 1858, 1 Bartlett, and found 

the case to which 1 referred awhile ago in 
ustice Lamar of Mississippi)— 

ll, page 27), and also McDnf- 
)—these cases sustain the —_ 
that declarations are admissible as 
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0 refer Mr. , to an expression used outside 
of the House of Rep ve upon the principle that I have 


thus rapidly undertaken to develop. In the State of Tennessee, 
where prosecutions were sought at the hands of the Federal au- 
thorities, in his charge to the grand jury, as great a man as Judge 
Howell E. Jackson, who was the idol of the Democracy of that 
State, and whose eminence asa jurist commended him toa Repub- 
lican Presidentas great as Benjamin Harrison, who gave him a posi- 
tion upon the highest court known in Christendom, uses this 
language: 

If the prosecution had simply shown that each one of these witnesses was 
seen going to the poll with a Republican ticket in his hand, which he had re- 
ceived from Rives, with a declaration of his intention to vote such ticket, such 
facts and acts would have constituted circumstantial evidence that they voted 
such ticket. 

Mr. Speaker, in all of my research for authority on the question 
of declaration, as constituting a part of the res gest, to present as 
a basis for the action of the House in this case, I have found none 
as broad and comprehensive as that used by Judge Jackson in his 
charge to the grand jury from which I have just read. 

The men in the present case, in each instance, made their dec- 
laration to the list keeper, who brought it into the evidence. 
Now, I said awhile ago that we did not count all of the 7.300. 
Why? Im one instance the evidence shows that, not the list 
keeper himself, but a third person, who deposes to the fact that 
the list keeper kept the list. We ignored that. In another in- 
stance the list was kept at a store about half a mile from the place 
where the votes were taken. We also ignored that. We consid- 
ered, in order to be eminently fair, that that was too far removed 
from the voting place, and we excluded that count also. But in 
one of the authorities cited it is held that where a statement or 
declaration ‘‘ was made on the day of the election, or soon after,” 
it is a declaration within the meaning of the rule, and it is a part 
res geste. 

But we have come to you asking fair dealing for this contestant, 
and putting it on the strictest ground, not extending the rule even 
as far as the last two cited authorities, and have counted no votes 
except where the declaration was taken at the time, in the vicin- 
ity of the polling place, and by the man who testifies to the decla- 
ration, except where we show all the facts pertinent—the qualifi- 
cation of the voter, the intention of the voter, and the additional 
fact that the voter is a member of the Republican party. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I anticipate that these gentlemen who seek 
to fix the title of this seat in the gentleman now occupying it will 
try to persuade you that the evidence is not as I have stated it; 
that it does not disclose the fact I have referred to. But I under- 
take to say, sir, that in every instance where we have undertaken to 
count the list the list keeper has made we show by his statement, 
subjected to cross-examination, that the declaration was as full 
and complete as I have stated. 

Remember, first, that these are petitions of the voters before this 
House, who present their statement at the heading of the peti- 
tion and come before this House asking justice at your -hands 
and showing their right to vote, with the evidence upon which 
they base that right, and for whom they should have voted if 
they had not been prevented. I have tabulated the evidence by 
counties and precincts in the districts, citing the name of the pre- 
cincts, the witness, the page of the record, and the number of 
votes we count in each. 

This statement is as follows: 


COLLETON COUNTY. 








Precinct. 

















Witnesses, Rec ord | y otes 
page 

a J. K. Bennett...........| 30 18 
a | S. H. Campbell.........| 45 157 
Hendersonville. ....................| P. C. Hamilton 58 a) 
Summerville -... .--.-| Chas. 8. Edmondston 69 91 
Reach Hill....... | A. H. Humbert........ | 72 251 

Ps, Lote, .----| Stephen Moultry-....- 74 
i ial, Sam Pinkney........... 75 85 

Georges Station.................... A.J. Hutson......... 78) 
adh Silene tidhiaberdndamdeacuhanenn J. $. Jenkins............ 81 14 
sitet nen enadoccccena Pet tn conneoe ehus 89 53 
Smoaks Crossroad ................- | C. R. Rivers_........_. 98 117 
eae | J. W. Stevens.......... Ys NB 
NE, SS ceditnalcinnn anaceednan | H. 8. C. Murdaugh.... 06 | 101 
DOtAh.....--aenwnceee-cnneeeraea|aeencennnennnneneenceeesnns|eccee see 1,029 

BERKELEY COUNTY. 

i  nien aacdaeaabier | BE. A. Jenkins ......... 151 112 
Hiltons Crossroads. -..............- S IRS, ocsnsSeutes 142 56 
SNE ere 148 96 
isc ances.coccee sccceesses A. M. Pinkney .......... 156 50 
Holl CE Oe Ss | |, ee 140 117 
Ten Mile Sc idieneeds Cocengedadénns J. H. Ostendorff...._.. 100 156 
SO ok videnthccnsinapsitindesiets iets aentenialiianian 587 
Biggin Church C. Holmes eae 153 91 
Strawberry. ..... eas COROT. ns ccéwebens 147) 2 

Ee ones tah etaipanciiiesingiae J. 8. Schulze............ 1345 
GUN GUUR scadunadcccansaardiaqeaanastkabedpaininiieakddl>nccse sone 770 
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LEXINGTON COUNTY. 


Precinct. Witnesses. 


Sandy Run 

New 

Sprin I ach cnatdiematiailbts ne 

Fork Crossroads Sidney Caughman 
Batesburg ..................--....---| L. P. Artemus 


RICHLAND COUNTY. 


SUMTER COUNTY, 


Albert J. Edwards 
T. J. Smith 
St ae 
8. J. Anderson 
De cmeiicaginee .| R. W. M 
Mount Clio 
.| Henry Holmes 
J. H. Slater 
M. H. Fields 
J.C. Whittaker .......- 
W. W. Ramsey 
J. H. Douglas 


Daniel Rich 
D. B. Re 


126 | each list keeper is 


RECAPITULATION. 


Johnston. 


Returned vote 
en precinct 
Eastover precinct 


J ohnston's plurality, 812. 


As shown by this statement, we count for this contestant 4,608 
votes out of the 7,836—but little more than half—4,608 votes, 
where the list keeper in every instance, except in the six precincts 
in Sumter County, testifies to the fact of the voter coming to 
him in person and making the declaration to him, and to the fact 
of his intention as so disclosed by the declaration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Counting the number of votes you have there, 
what majority does it give the contestant? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The returned vote of the contestant was 
2,647. We counted for the contestant at Strawberry precinct the 
92 votes that the gentleman will remember were given him, and 
which are conceded by all parties, the full committee, and the 
returning board of the State. We counted at Gadsden and East- 
over 427 votes, which are conceded by the entire committee and 
the secretary of state. Adding to those two items the 4,608 which 
we undertake to say come into the record by these declarations to 
the list keepers gives the contestant 7,682 votes and the contestee 
7,370, leaving the contestant 312 majority. 

Mr. DAN . Was any evidence given to show that the 
statements of these persons to the person who took down their 
statements concerning their voting were not true? Is there any 
contradiction of that? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. There is no contradiction on one page of 


5 given for this 


this record of the fact, first, that seven thousand three hundred 
and more voters were at ee in addition to those whose \ ot. 
were counted; second, that they were colored voters; third that 
their names were subscribed, either renee, or the aeeat 
made that they were members of Republican party: ay) 
fourth, that not one of them was a Stokes voter. Ther: j. no 
contradiction of that, I will say to my friend from New Yor}, 
which emphasizes the position we have taken, ; 
Now, to return to what I have just stated, an effort \ 
made here, and I direct your attention to that effort, for it 
to come, to prove that t 


ill be 


18 8 
evidence does not show these faci. ag 


Now, Mr. § er, you must remember that this is an in 
community. e voters are largely illiterate. It is a fact ty jo 
regretted that they have not the intelligence sufficient to criate 
basis of contest that would obtain in many if not all of the North. 
ern districts. Their is not correct. Their syntax js 
poor. But the true statement which they seek to place in this 
record come; to you with the force of conviction, which [ unior. 
take to say this House will commend by accepting it as proot 
For example, a voter will say that he kept a list of voters that 
were *‘ objected. ” 

Well, now, I submit that that is not the technical term to ps0 
The votes were “rejected” and not “‘objected.” He says, «[ 
kept a list of voters that were objected to,” not the voters that 
were rejected. But, Mr. Speaker, ail these men were ap)ointed 
under @ common organization. They held lists of uniform draft: 
they had one object in view. They acted with unanimity, anj 
when they came upon the stand to testify you must accept that 
testimony as tending in the direction expressed by the great bulk 
of the witnesses. If I testify as a witness, following twenty other 
witnesses, and do not go into a detailed statement, it would not 
therefore be excluded, use I follow others, and we may prop- 
erly assume, I think, that these witnesses, in the limited time 

ing, were not all asked as carefully about 

the facts which are brought into the record as in some cases they 

were asked. But I say, Mr.S er, that the evidence shows that 

eper is di same kind of testimony. He has 

brought a list into the record headed in the same way, and it al! 

tends in one direction. In every instance the list itself is put into 
the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Inone moment, please. My friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] in his — very adroitly calls the 
attention of the House to the fact t these lists are not in the 
record, because they are not filed as exhibits. But, sir, when this 
House undertakes to put the screws u testimony, when it con- 
cludes that it must resort to the inetualonl expressions of criminal 
courts, we had as well deliver over to these people of South (aro- 
lina the control of thisGovernment. A listappearsin the recon, 
subjected to the scrutiny of this House and to the analysis of this 
committee. If itis not ted formally with the statement, 
‘*T effer the follo and request that t be marked as Exhibit 
A and made a of the record,” my friend from Wisconsin | Mr. 
JENKINS] would exclude it; phd mes that over, believing that 
the fairness of this House will ude that those lists are in the 
record. Andin no instance—I challenge the statement—in no in- 
stance does the list differ in one iota from the statement male by 


1orant 


12 | the witness who submitted it, unless it is in the number of names 


that appear = the list; but in no instance have those mem)ers 
of the committee who, with me, urge the seating of this contest- 
ant, counted a list without first counting, one at a time, the names 
upon the list as disclosed by the evidence, and comparing that 
with the vote itself; and where there is a discrepancy, 1s wher 
one says the list contains 256 names and the count discloses that 
it contains but 251, we count the names that the list shows, 
251, as in the example w I have given. I now yield to my 


friend from Illinois a Hopkins]. ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. gentleman has covered the point | was 


going to poe about. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In whose possession have these 
lists been kept since the election, they were filed as part of 
this record? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The evidence discloses 
stances the list kept it himself, and in others, if he did not 
keep it himself, he it in the custody of some individual who, 
as he says, put it away for safe- ; but he always says that 
was his list. And I will say to my from Tennessee that 
there is no evidence to show, and no effort made to show, that 
there has been any alteration of these lists since election 
day, when they were taken. , y refer to the evidence 
5 noone of ware > lists into the record in order to 
illustrate manner in they are brought in. The original 
themselves are filed with the record and appear with the 


lists 
Ar. MOL AGHIN. Will the peionse permit a question? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I be very bepry to answer it. 
Mr. McLAURIN. In someof the election cases from 


that in many in- 
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they not seek to count lists that were taken 
or four months after the election? 
. Not in this case. 

. But it was done in similar cases, was it not? 
. In answer to the gentleman from South 
answer to the statement made by my col- 
ttee, the gentleman from Wisconsin f Mr. 
that there were four cases from South Caro- 
of some sort appeared in each case. The gen- 


a 
if eeyEEEEN 


should all stand or fall together, or else I 


m misju his remarks. 
ow, we d not count enough lists in those other cases under 
this rule, because, as I have said, a list that was taken several 


days after the election we would exclude, and a list that was not 


brought into the record by the list holder we would exclude, and | 


t to give declarations of voters that did not 
required to entitle them to vote we would 


tleman who has just asked me a question because of the im- 
ection in the evidence which brought those lists into the rec- 
ord. But the doctrine was the same. The other South Carolina 
case went off forthe same reason. The doctrine of declarations 
of the res gesta,and the bringing in of the declara- 
tions, as we do in this case, did not bring in that evidence in the 
gentleman’s case, and, therefore, he was given the seat. 
Mr. LACEY. Were any of the lists in this case made at a dif- 
ferent time from election day and at a different place from the 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Not asingle, solitary list that we counted. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But were there not such lists? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Some were made at a place distant from 

, but those we exclude. 
. LACEY. Then you count only those that were made on 
the spot, and peat treat them as a part of the election itself? 

Mr. O . Thatis it,exactly. We count only those 
lists that I undertake to say are parts of the res geste. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will address myself as briefly as I can to 
the evidence in this case to which I have so often referred. Be- 
fore doing that, however, I wish to point out to the House the line 
which separates the gentlemen who espouse the contestee’s case 
from those of us who espouse the case of the contestant. We hold 
that these declarations are parts of the res gestwz, while you will 
find in the remarks of the a from Wisconsin [Mr. JEn- 
|] the statement which I now read: 

Assuming what the voter said at the box as a part of his offer to vote to be 
competent evidence, the moment the voter left the box he left the res gesta— 

I do not know, Mr. er, what kind of an animal the gentle- 
men on the other side have mapped out to be termed the ‘‘ res 

”" which can be left by somebody in a particular place. 

‘] It is my understanding that the acts which create 

at a given place and within a given time, pertain- 

ing and applicable to agiven individual or individuals, all together, 

the res gest, and no individual has it in his power to 

any place. I have said that no vote has been counted 

who seek to seat the contestant except where the declara- 
at 

and 


i 


is} 


made at the time of election and in the vicinity of the 
to the individual oe brings it into as 
excepting at the six precincts in Sumter 
,and in of those cases the proof is full as to the quali- 
of the voter, the rejection of his vote, and his member- 


wr, this cles of evidence 


is shown, as I stated a moment ago, 


Hel 


i 
F 


ways, in one m, 
by witnesses in various but all tending i directio: 

ee coe the contestee in this case in their 

report cite the case of Humbert at Beach Hill, in Colleton County, 

as an example of the testimony which we uno ae ea and 

eee thie Elonse to aiscredi it that testimony. ey do 

H. Humbert did not write the names 


on ogg wpa 
on the list The evidence is found on 72 of the record. 
Gentlemen who seek to retain the contestee in his seat ask you 
to diseredit the evidence of Humbert because he did not write 
the names =~ list. The evidence shows upon the cross- 


examination W. D. Humbert wrote the names upon that list. 
I tlemen had taken the trouble to 
ct they would have found 





or going to establish this state of facts: That A. H. 
committeeman designated to stand and control 
names, and that W. D. Humbert was his clerk 
; his presence. . 
of evidence to show the House that the list 
S pr and saw the names written by his clerk as the 
: were uniform pe- 
andink. It would 

cam eieee one 


doubtless, but I call 





5 


E 


A 
5 
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m undertook to impress upon the House the | 


the 
that in the case of Wilson vs. McLaurin we seated the | list that he kept. 
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it an honest effort to disclose the pains that were taken to estab- 
lish the rights of this contestant; and while A. H. Humbert does 
say that the list is not in his handwriting the evidence shows that 
W. D. Humbert, his clerk, wrote them, and Stephen Moultry and 
Sam Pinkney both corroborate the committeeman in the state- 
ment that he was there; that the voters made their declarations 
to him, and that W. D. Humbert was his clerk and wrote the 
names. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks why W.D. Humbert 
was not put upon the stand. But in God’s name how many wit- 
nesses is it necessary to bring upon the stand to prove the name 
of the individual to whom the declaration was made? 

Now, I have stated that every one of these 4,608 votes that we 


undertake to count was brought into the record by these declara- 
tions through the medium of the list keeper; that those questions 
were asked the list keeper as to what he did, and his statement 


made that he kept the list of the rejected votes; that the voters 
sought him in person; that they were not intimidated; that they 
voluntarily e known to him their desire, and that that was the 
These, I affirm without fear of contradiction, are 
the facts proved in each case if you will read the evidence aright, 
except as to these six precincts in Sumter County; and to those I 
wish to call your attention. 

It has been held by this House in many cases—and I undertake 
to say that in no case has it been denied— that where all the facts 
are disclosed, the act of the voter, not the declarations and state- 
ments made, but his acts and conduct, the proof of his residence 
and other proofs showing his qualifications as a voter; second, 
proof of his offer to vote; third, proof of the rejection of the vote, 
and fourth, proof that he was a member of the given party, that 
evidence is sufficient to be admitted in proof. That proposition 
has been universally accepted. And at every one of these precincts 
in Sumter County where we have counted the vote and where the 
declaration was not made to the list keeper, that state of fact has 
been disclosed. I refer you to Wedgefield precinct, page 277 of 
the record, where the list keeper says that he was in the house 
where the voting was carried on; that he kept a list of voters who 
were rejected: 

. Do you know to what political ty they belonged? 

z To the Republican or Pe — 


And then on cross-examination we have this testimony: 


Q. Do you know of your own knowledge that the names on this list are those 
of wae who tried to vote? 
a o. 


A 
? Did you see each man on this list rejected by the managers, or did they 
tell you so? 

A. Isaw them rejected. 

Q. On what grounds? 

A. A portion of them on the ground that they had no registration certifi- 
cates, and others that had their registration certificates had changed resi- 
dence, and still others who had registration certificates, the number on the 
managers’ registration book and voter's certificate did not correspond. 

That was no fault of the voter. He had noconitrol of the book. 
He presented the certificate and if the number varied they rejected 
it. At Spring Hill township, in the evidence of Reynolds (page 
291); at Concord precinct, in the evidence of Gregg (page 239); at 
Mayesville precinct, in the evidence of Cooper (page 269); at Pri- 
vateer precinct, in the evidence of G. A. Huggins (page 246), and 
at Providence precinct, in evidence of W. G. Deas (page 255), we 
have the evidence showing conclusively what I have stated—not 
the declarations, but the facts, all of which go to make up and es- 
tablish the right of the voter to vote, the fact of his rejection, and 
that he was a member of the Republican party. Why, sir, Jus- 
tice Jackson, in his charge to the grand jury in Tennessee, held 
that if the voter was seen with a Republican ticket in his handen 
route to the poll it was a sufficient circumstance to prove that he 
ae gens to vote that ticket, and (if he got to the polls) did vote 
it. In this instance there is not a syllable of proof to discredit 
the statement of the witnesses at these six precincts. No man 
undertakes to deny the fact that these men were qualified voters, 
as declared by the list keeper. No man disputes the assertion that 
their votes were rejected or that they were members of the Re- 
publican party. 

I wish to emphasize the statement that we have counted no 
votes except where the full declaration is made under the propo- 
sition of law which makes it a part of the res geste, except, as I 
have mentioned, in Sumter County; and there every substantial 
and material fact is disclosed by evidence to establish the right of 
the voter to have his vote counted. 

When we take those lists that I have thus counted,it makes 
4,608 votes. And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that, in view of the cau- 
tion which we have exercised, in the spirit of fairness which should 
commend itself to the Honse—where we count but a little more 
than one-half of the lists of voters who sought to have their votes 
counted by this House—this result should be accepted. And this 
table shows that when you give Mr. Johnston the votes that the 
full committee gives him, that the State returning board gives 
him, and add to his returning vote the 4,608 which I undertake 
to say are absolutely his right under the propositions in regard to 


) 
; 
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declarations, he has 7,682 votes against 7,370 for Mr. Stokes, leav- 
ing the contestant a clear plurality of 312. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I called attention at the outset to the table 
which I had prepared comparing numerically the black and white 
opulation with the returned vote, showing that the colored vot- 
ing population cast but 11 per cent of its entire vote, conceding 
all of it to have been Republican and none Republican except the 
colored, while the white voting population cast 57 per cent of its 
vote. And when you add the seven thousand and more voters 
who were on the ground seeking recognition at the polls, it ac- 
counts for the interest manifested by the ublican voters of 
that district. But when we make up the table that I now pre- 
sent to the House with the corrected vote according to the propo- 
sitions which I have undertaken to impress upon the House, it 
discloses still that the colored vote has not received as much con- 
sideration as the circumstances of the case,in my judgment, en- 
titled it to. When we correct this table by adding the votes 
which we count, distributing them by counties in the proper way, 
the following result is obtained: 
Stokes. Johnston. 
Counties. White | Corrected | Per | Colored 


Corrected | Per 
vote. returns. | cent. 


returns. cent. 


Berkeley 
Colleton 
Richla 


7,370 | 57+ | 2, 876 | 


7, 682 | 324 


This gives Stokes 7,370, 57 per cent of the entire white vote of 
the district, and Colonel Johnston 7,682 votes, only 32 cent of 
the colored vote alone of the district. We find a condition out- 
lined where an organization was effected by the contestant, rami- 
fying to every precinct, where every township in the district 
‘was stumped by the contestant in hisable manner, who impressed 
himself on the voters; where no divisions existed among the col- 
ored vote; where, conceding him no white votes. a man who at 
the first sound of the gun, as a member of the militia of Massa- 
chusetts, penetrated the treasonous confines of the South, and 
who was a member of the last regiment mustered out of the sery- 
ice, was the candidate of his party. What was there in the history 
of such a man to alienate the colored voters? 

And, Mr. Speaker, when you consider the condition and the cir- 
cumstances under which they labored, the energy they exerted at 
the polls, and since they were counted out at the election, and 
contrast it with the position of the Democratic party, led by a 
Populist candidate, a man whom the evidence shows had no or- 
ganization, and did not make a speech in the district, and yet 
who received such a large per cent of the white vote, I ask you 
what can be and what must be the conclusion? I submit that it 
is not right and fair to undertake to say that because we have not 
brought in 4,600 men and placed them one at a time on the wit- 
ness stand, we have not; made out our case. 

I wish briefly to state the position of the committee on this ques- 
tion. The report I have been advocating here for such a gna 
tracted time is entitled the minority report. I think it should be 
dignified by a better appellation than that, in the light of the cir- 
cumstances under which the case was brought before the House. 
Ordinarily a dilemma has but two horns, but unfortunately the 
Committee on Elections No. 3 brings into the House a dilemma 
with four horns. I commit no breach of confidence within the 
committee when I state the various positions maintained, because 
they are disclosed in the four reports submitted to the House. I 
speak now from the reports as shown by the House records: There 
are nine members on the Committee on Elections No. 3. There 
are six gee me and three Democrats constituting the com- 
mittee. Three of us maintained the position that I have advocated 
this eine, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Three Republicans? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Three Republicans—Mr. WALKER of Vir- 

nia, Mr. THomas of Michigan, and myself. Mr. McCauu of 

assachusetts, the chairman of the committee, holds that there is 
no election, as his report in the record discloses. The tleman 
from Wisconsin JENKINS], together with the three Demo- 
cratic members of the committee, who are always together with 
a complacency that is refreshing and a unanimity that is always 
to be anticipated—three members of the minority, with the gen- 
tleman from Wiaconain, hold that the declarations are worse 
than hearsay and that this testimony should not be considered 
by the House. And Mr. JEnKuNs stated in the House in his speech 
t the res was left at the baliot box when the voter left 
the polls. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CopprNe], 
who undertook to submit his views on the facts and the law 
the House, but was called away by the sad news of the death of a 


sister and was unable to submit them in print, holds that ;) - 
declarations or statements made to the list keepers are mere 1).-);,,,. 
randa and can not be otherwise employed than as memora) |, j;, 
his testimony, and are not a of the res geste. He counts 
all the votes he thinks the evidence shows were proper to ¢ yy; 
from the memoranda to which I have referred, but he docs 1, 
count as many as 4,600; and hence he joined with the two Dey). 
crats and the gentleman from Wisconsin in causing the ma j.;i;, 
report to be submitted to the House recommending the réte,,,;, 
of the seat F the contestee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow an interruntioy? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. F 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to ask the gentleman, in all common 
fairness, if it is not a fact that when the resolution was submitted 
to the committee that the contestant was entitled to the cea: 
there were six out of nine votes against him? I will ask further jf 
the three votes were not the ablicans, including myse|/, 

ntieman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL]}, and our colleacne 

r. CoppiInG of Pennsylvania? Is not that a fact? , 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will answer the gentleman's question, 
Since the gentleman sees fit to go outside of the record as pro. 
sented to the House by the ig ae and inquire of me, I have no 
disposition to keep any of the facts from the House. It is tric as 
he stated. I was only giving the facts as disclosed by the record, 
which is before the House, and not the confidential features which 
were stated in the committee. 

Mr. JENKINS. These facts that I now state are disclosed by 
the reports, La 4 not? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The facts of the vote against the contest- 
ant are naturally shown by the four reports. one report is 
that there is no election, of course that is against both contestant 
and contestee. The three members of the minority of the House, 
joined by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CoppIN@], making five of the 
nine, are in favor of the contestee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iasked the gentleman a question, in fairness, 
for the instruction of the House, if it is not a fact that six of the 
nine members of the committee have decided that the contestant 
in this case is not entitled to his seat? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have not denied it. I admit that isa 
fact. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have disclosed, as the record discloses 
(because I say in fairness to my colleagues on the committe» that 
what takes place in the committee room ought not to be men- 
tioned) these four reports disclose what I state, that there is not 
a majority report of that committee — any pean except 
the bare statement that the contestee is entitled to his seat, b»- 
cause they differ upon the questions of law. And I say in all 
fairness to my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. Coppin«i | whose 
remarks will be read in the time of one of the gentlemen who will 
speak upon this case, that he holds to the law that the lists are 
memoranda, but he could not see his way clear to count enough 
of the memoranda to seat the contestant. And Isay, Mr. Speaker, 
that upon the conditions that existed as we found thein in this 
district, as I have detailed them, upon the best evidence that could 
be obtained in this case, showing the energy and diligence which 
has been a within the spirit of the law, this contestant 
should be seated. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. J ENKINS] almost concedes his case in his concluding remarks, 
and I want to read them in order that he may refresh his recollec- 
tion and address himself to that point when he closes this case, 
and see whether he changes his ground in any respect. 

Mr.FAIRCHILD. Weareall pleased to hear this reference tothe 
non ip of yourcommittee, where three Republicans take 
one tion and two Republicans another and one Repu)lican 
another, I should like to ask the gentleman if the nonpart'san- 
ship of the Democrats led them to divide on any question’ 

. NORTHWAY. O Lord, no. _ 

Mr. OVERSTREET. AsI have stated, their conduct in this, 

t 


largely the same as in other cases, ys a complacency that is 
refeeding and a unanimity that ores anticipate. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS) stated this: 


tice rules be laid 
A. Se eee 
To that doctrine I say amen, and urge that it be taken home 10 
thie ge LO ie coca Seek t fc ovisonce ao 
- 7 ( aC : 
onthe they seat the contestant. The from Wisconsin 
{Mr. JeNKuNS] in his concluding said: 
and can be proven, not with- 


vote House, still Con- 
a Sa repauilcan form 
airy. if what 

j nay to be reset . 
proven. Free om ant 
o citizen can store te 

be in the North or in the South. “4 
fe longer than it ought toto 
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about t stateof improvement, and we can not afford to have 
to’ bout the Piet that the South will fairly and honestly work out the 
its (problems that have introduced themselves as a result of the war and 
its part toward national and prosperity. which will never come until 
bo! ‘American citizen unmol his full political rights. The 
eafet of the individual success of the nation depend upon a free 
ballot, a fair coun: and ute conformity to law. Noone questions the 
joyalty of the South, but want to say to our Southern friends that Eee 
toa la and ce to the law will be the highest evidence o} 


bs fitness for American citizenship, and wil! largely aid in bringing 

thd Mr a oaiiee that in the light of the laxity with which 
Mr. . n the light of the laxity with whic 
endenee should be taken in these cases, in the light of the com- 
mon justice and equity with which we should conduct and try 
these cases, in the spirit of patriotism and fairness between man 
and man as to the protection of the ballot box, as to the right of 
to his privilege to have his vote counted fairly and 

construed justly, this House would stultify itself did it not look 
into this case as we have looked into it, and seat the contestant 
instead of the contestee. [Applause. ] : 

Mr. , if there is any remaining time I wish to yield it 
back to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WALKER]. 

The protempore. The gentleman has ten minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Ido not care to speak now, and 
reserve that 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, as was stated by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], our colleague upon thecom- 
mittee [Mr. CoppiNnG] was called away, and he has been unable 


far to have , either in the REcorp or in the usual way, 
his views a this case. He left them with me, and I now send 


t 


them to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Fifty-fourth Congress, first . House of Representatives. To accom- 


session 
pany Report No. 1229. 
THOMAS B. JOHNSTON VS. J. WILLIAM STOKES. 


Mr. Copprxa, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, submitted the fol- 
views: 
ere fully with the resolutions submitted by the committee in 
this case, I am saneeies to dissent from the reasoning by which the result 
isreached. The given tothe so-called “lists” has my approval. The 
are memoranda only, and worthy of consideration when by competent ov 
dence the parties named proven to be voters, present at their proper 


places for the purpose of voting for the contestant and illegally re- 
Sires teeta thule thins to ectabtich « rele, in my opinion, Incocrect 


repurt of the majority ignores the fact that lists ported 
vere possessing the qualities named. I shall setae into detaile It is 


278 


flicient to that, after a careful examination of the lists and evidence 
for ev: precinet in the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, 
Ican at: votes enough to sustain the claim of the contestant. 


| 


the conclusions of the minority of our committee I find 
reasoning, excellently presented by Mr. OVERSTREET, in 
concur. = it meee $00 ; +o t - -_ _ = _——— 
adopt jon is ve e * "an r- 
and v2 tion: ” 


F 
& 


tance at once ary. 

The to award the seat to Colonel Johnston by a 
majority of t wilt illustrate my convictions, and if correct, dissipate 
the majority, to refer only to the foilowing precincts: . 

a otes. 
Bells Crossroads. (Record, page 98. Report, page 47)..................-..- ba) 
Preachers Mills. ( page Te aaa wl 
Ayers. (Record, page 307. ED a cnldll nne-senncvminktnaubeimiwas 107 

In these selected almost at random, the evidence discloses not one 
word of citizenship or any ordinary qualification. The names are those of 

¥ yote,” “* from voting,” “ rejected from voting.” 


i" 


to . 
° no less. Much as I 


t it, 1 can not concur in counting lists 
or rather unsu: 


by such evidence. 
JAMES H. CODDING. 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I thought it no more than 
fair to Mr. CoppING, as well as to the members of the House, that 
his statement of his views should be presented and printed in the 
for the information of such as may choose to read it. I 
with respect to this gentleman what all who are ac- 
him know, that he is an exceedingly able and fair- 
minded man, and an excellent lawyer. 

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
three general views entertained of this 
contestee ought to retain his seat; the 
eman from Indiana, that 
the seat; and the view ex- 







pressed briefly on 14 and 15 of the report, by the distin- 
guished on Massachusetts [Mr. MoCant.], our hon- 
ored that the House, instead of deciding that either of 
these candidates is entitled - ee seat, anges to canes that ae 
respected as such, and send the 
matter for the fetes consideration and decision of the peo- 
né the district of South Carolina. There are about 
case (as is true, I believe, of every case) some peculiarities of 
its own. rejected when offering to vote were re- 
jected they had not complied with the require- 
ments of law the ee of which — 
eman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

JENKINS) t 


the 
ago, and ussed at less length but very 
oe from Indiana{ Mr. OVERSTREET] to-day. 
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It is enough for me to say, as to the question of the constitutional- 
ity of that law, that while different members of the committee have 
different opinions as to some provisions in it, we all concur in the 
view that it was and is an unconstitutional law. Further, we all 
came to the conclusion that, this being an unconstitutional law, 
the question presented to the House is the question of what ought 
to be done in view of the fact that that unconstitutional law was 
upon the statute book and was observed in the conduct of the elec- 
tion last November. There is surely a difference between the con- 
duct of officers observing a law binding upon them, but deemed 
afterwards and elsewhere unconstitutional, and the acts of offi- 
cers who, in violation of the law and apparently with the purpose 
of doing wrong for the sake of wrongdoing, deprive electors of 
their right to vote. 

This registration law was placed upon the statute book of South 
Carolina in the year 1882, and was a law of that State up to 1894, 
when this election was held. While we deem this law unconsti- 
tutional, as I have stated, and as the other gentlemen who have 
addressed the House have also stated, it never has been so ad- 
judged in the State of South Carolina. So far as the committee 
know, but two proceedings were ever instituted in that State dur- 
ing the twelve years of the existence of this law to test its con- 
stitutionality. 

Those proceedings have both been referred to by the gentlemen 
who have spoken in this case. Both were brought since the last 
election. One was before the supreme court of the State of South 
Carolina, which held that it had not jurisdiction of the matter; 
that the question did not properly arise in the case presented, 
The chief justice of that court, however, gave an opinion to the 
effect that the law, for reasons which he stated, was unconstitu- 
tional. The other proceeding was in the Federal court, where 
Judge Goff pronounced a similar decision; but upon appeal to a 
higher court it was determined that he was without jurisdiction 
of the matter. Therefore we have virtually and actually only the 
opinions of these two distinguished jurists upon the question of 
the constitutionality of this law. 

Now, in the twelve years from 1882 up to and including 1894, 
the time when this election was held, so far as the committee is 
advised—I think I am not wrong about this—the constitutionality 
of the law was never called in question in the way of submitting 
it to any tribunal in South Carolina. The election of 1894 was 
held with that law upon the statute book, as it had been for twelve 
years, the question of its constitutionality not even having arisen 
up to that time in any court, although the law itself provides 
abundant means by which any person who is denied the right to 
register or vote may appeal to the courts and get adecision. Then, 
when the time came for holding the election in November, 1894, 
for these election officers (managers of election they are called in 
South Carolina), this registration law was law, and these officers, 
in trying to observe the requirements of that law and to enforce 
its provisions, were certainly doing their duty. It was not for. 
them, when the law had been in full force and effect and no ques- 
tion made about it for twelve years, to set themselves up as a 
supreme court or as any power high enough to declare that it 
was an unconstitutional law or to admit to suffrage persons not 
qualified to vote under that law. 

Now, the first point I make about that—and I do not care to 

dwell longer upon it—is that the decision by which persons offer- 
ing to vote were excluded from voting was a decision under the 
law and in accordance with the law. In that respect this case is 
different, I believe, from any other that has heretofore been before 
this House; and to some extent the questions which arise, in view 
of the fact that the committee concludes that the law was uncon- 
stitutional, are novel. 
Now, another fact which I think I may safely state, and chal- 
lenge the record for contradiction, is, that the election was fairly 
held. Ido not mean that there were no errors committed; but I 
mean that in a general way, speaking of the election as a whole, 
the record is substantially void of any evidence tending to show 
fraud or intentional wrongdoing or oppression or misconduct on 
the part of the election officers. 

The fact simply was that they had a registration law which 
they had had for twelve years; that persons who did not comply 
with that law by securing registration, in large part, I think, did 
not apply to vote, and those who did apply to vote were excluded 
from yoting because they had not complied with the law. But in 
the conduct of the officers throughout there was good faith and 
an attempt to observe the law. 

Having concluded, as the committee did conclude, that this 
registration law—and I will not go into its details; as I said, some 
may think it unconstitutional in one particular and some in an- 
other, some to this extent and some to that; but I simply treat it 
as an unconstitutional law so far as the consideration of this case 
goes. in order to shorten the matter—this unconstitutional law 
thus hampered the suffrage, as it unquestionably did, what was 
the duty of the committee, what is the duty of the House, what 
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would be a proper decision and a of this case upon the 
facts and according to law? That is the simple question submit- 
ted to the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the event that this act which the gentle- 
man has been discussing should be held unconstitutional, would 
there then exist in South Carolina any legal method of providing 
the machinery for the holding of the election? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. There is a considerable body of 
law, independent of the registration features. The unconstitu- 
tionality of the registration law had the effect undoubtedly to 
keep persons from voting who could vote if that law had not been 
upon the statute book, and who probably would have applied to 
vote had it not been there, and who undoubtedly, had it not been 
there, would have been permitted to vote, whereas when some of 
them applied they were denied that right. The lawundoubtedly 
had that effect. In other words, a man who had not a registra- 
tion certificate could not vote. If a man without a registration 
certificate applied to vote, the election officers rejected his vote, 
as under the law they were boundtodo. Probably, men not hav- 
ing registration certificates, in many instances, did not apply to 
vote, because they understood that they would be rejec 
could not vote—did not have the right under the law to vote. 
That being the case, the question arises, what should the House 
do with this particular contest? That there could be held an 
election, throwing out all this registration law, is a clear proposi- 
tion from an examination of the whole body of the law. hether 
the election which was held should be respected, or whether it 
should be declared that owing to the obstruction of this uncon- 
stitutional law the House concludes that there was no such elec- 
tion as to entitle anyone to the seat in controversy is a question 
which naturally arises in this case. 

I submit, Mr. er, that it is really the question in the case; 
and with all due deference to my friend from Indiana, who made 
an able presentation of his view of the case and the view of those 
who concur with him, I think the question before the House is 
whether the contestee should hold his seat or whether the whole 
matter should be sent back to the people of the Seventh district of 
South Carolina to determine by another election, without the ob- 
struction of an unconstitutional law, who shall be their Repre- 
sentative in Congress. To my mind, as I shall endeavor to ex- 
plain a little further on, according to the law, according to the 

ts—eccording to the value of this case itself as a prece- 
ent—there can be no just contention that the contestant ought to 
be awarded this seat. 

Now, then, what shall be done? If there was enough of an elec- 
tion, if there was h of valid election law, if the condition 
of things was such and the result such, under all the evidence, 
that the House believes the result would probably have been the 

‘same had this tration law been out of the way, then the con- 
testee ought y to hold his seat. 

The contestant, after the correction made by counting some 
votes excluded by the legal canvassers and counted by the State 
canvassing board, and unanimously conceded by the committee— 
the contestant has, I believe, some 4,275 fewer votes than the con- 
testee. . 

Then how can there be gathered together enough votes—gath- 
ered together under the law and the evidence, with due regard 
to the merits of this case and to the value of our decision with 


respect to other cases that may arise anywhere at any time—how | jn this 


can there be gathered r enough votes to be counted for 
the contestant which, to the vote actually cast for him, 
will entitle him to the seat? I do not believe it can properly be 


done. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him for an ey? . 

. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman will admit that other 
laws have been enacted by the State of South Carolina since the 
last election? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand that is true. Ihave not seen 


them. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Then, if this case wassent back, if a new 
— was ordered, would it not have to be held under the new 


la 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly; under the law as it is. I un- 
derstand the laws have been changed since the last election. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And under that law is not there anedu- 
cational a fixed by the constitution? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I ly have never read a line either of 
the a or the new law of the State, and I can not 
answer ntleman from personal knowledge. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will allow me, I have the section of the constitution here. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. [It is immaterial, I am not trying to dis- 
cuss the case on that basis, but as it is, 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I thought it well : 

, , to put this 
Mr. DE ARMOND, I do not care to go into that 

his ti go quest 


Mr. Speaker, the gentloman from Indiana and those who cr 
with him in regard to this case, <a their view of the 
question, have counted votes for contestant in addi. 
tion to those he received to give him a plurality, as stated in their 
report, of 233. Now, what is necessary, first? If you are poing 
to count as voting persons who did not vote what is necess:ry ¢, 
lay the foundation, to establish the groundwork, in order to 
enable you to count such votes? It would seem that the perso 
to be counted as voting ought to be shown by the evidence to 
have all of ae necessary under the Sonth Caroling 
constitution law for voters—the qualifications which a \oter 
in South Carolina in November, 1894, ought to have had and was 
— to have, excluding the requirements of their registration 
aw. 

I think there can be no dispute as to that point. How is it to 
Seiontrtantlons ee ee thing —_ en? I submit, by com- 

t ‘imony. nota presumed; it is not some- 
thing to be guessed at. In order to vote enough of these persons 
to change the result of the election in question—and these gontie. 
men proceed on the theory that there was an election in which the 
House can carry out t was not entirely accomplished 
in South Carolina by declaring the election of one of the gentle 


ion at 


men who were parties to the contest—in order to vote enouch of 
them to change the result of that election, it is necessary to |aye 
cast for Mr. Johnston, the contestant.in the case, more than 4.279 
votes which must be obtained somehow from the “lists” upon 
which he relies. How were these lists kept? What are the lists? 
I will read the heading which appears to the most of them: 

To the honorable Senate “a of 

a. 


tatives 
States in Congress assem ))!¢: 
of the subscribers, citizens of the State of South (Carolina, 
y sheweth: 
tioners are over the age of 21 and male residents of the 
and the voting precinct of Walterboro, in the county and 
qualified to and vote. 
this the 6th day of November, 1894, did present themselves at 
one to vote for member of Congress, and tliat they 
have made every reasonable effort to become quali- 
to the registration law of this State, but have been 
eae opportunity to as are accorded 
intended to vote for Hon. Thomas B. Johns 


that you investigate the facts herein 

workings the registration and election laws of 
some means to secure to us the free exercise of the 
constitution of this State and the laws and 

will ever pray, etc. 

evidence in most instances, the 

ions of these peo- 


on the estimate made in 


»” ** to investigate the 

secure to these people their rights 

under the constitution of the State and the Constitution an laws 

States. we were to conclude that the patoment 
proposition it is—but i 

in the heading of the pe- 

of the qualification to vote 

under it on sheets fastened 
by somebody else, 

qualifications of voters under 

State of th Carolina, inde- 

find some of the 


of residence in the - 
or would-be poe ad 

or sixty years, or an nour. 
to the negative qualifications. 
would necessary, 

under any of the ‘isa- 
statute, as being a paupeT 
which disqualify persons 

of an offer to vote. The 


Your petitioner desired and intended to vote for the Hon. Thomas |} Joha- 
ston for member of Congress. 


If 
who 


offering to vote, and 
and whose qualifications 
question, and the with d to his 
were embodied in what I have quoted from tiiese 
* lists” sometimes, it would not be enough 
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in the precinct for the necessary length of time. It would 

not show that he possessed the constitutional qualifications. 
But how stertitg, Mr. Speaker is the proposition to call evi- 
of voters the heading to a petition! 
of the persons whose names are appended to 
could cee ens come not —_— did not sign the 
itions themselves—could not sign them. e@ petitions do not 
the slightest design or perpese that ary petition, or the 

of the 
or 


tion, or anything connected with the petition 
a g cate should be taken as evidence, here or anywhere, 


show that he was entitled to vote. It would not show his resi- 
dence 


to prove an. . These gentlemen make certain representations 
iy the of the petition to the Senate and to the House 
y Represen: and ask the Senate and the House to investi- 


facts and “‘ devise means,” but not to seat or unseat anybody. 
— is at oy one of the petitions Sa ne woukd 
impress @ person signing it an the 
in enity that ae to attach to the act, that ought rey Soll its 
effect upon the of aconscientious person if he were to un- 
that what he should then and there say was to be and 
regarded as the equivalent of testimony—statements on 
Here are certain general recitals preliminary to a petition, 
is all. 
to say that never in the history of this House, never 
history of the Senate, never in the history of any legisla- 
this continent or upon the other continent, never 
there been found such “ evidence ” or such com- 
evidence of qualification to vote, coupled with such 
it is proof sufficient to authorize the counting of 


jet 


r 
F 


. 


tN 
EE Ege 
Bipe 


Y. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
OND. Yes. 
Is that what is offered as constituting proof that 
offered to vote for the contestant? 
That is what is offered in large part as 
qualifications to vote. There is one further thing 
to . The testimony varies, but with re- 
of them it is that after they came away from 
time, they asked that their pames be taken 


z 
g 


4 


eles 
: 
2 


i 
E 


i: 
‘i 
iE 


down a list, and their names were accordingly taken down 
upon list, although the statement as to the time when the re- 
quest was made is often vague and uncertain. It is in the head- 
ing of these lists, or rather petitions, that, according to the con- 
tention of the minority, evidence is found that they were 


to vote, and that therefore their votes ought to be 
Mr. WALKER of i Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TERRY. I Syail like to make a suggestion right there. 
Mr. DE — I will yield to the gentleman from Vir- 

. WALKER}. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I ask the gentleman this question: 
Is not every vote that is counted by the minority of the committee 
counted upon the sworn deposition and evidence of the list 


, penne ga Mr. Speaker, what I am saying 


i 


zy 


is that in 


evidence of the eens we vote of 
the persons who are counted is found in t i 


of the evidence as to Colleton Coun Lee thks we 
of 1,029 votes for ton. 


in said county were 
declarations from the 
of the 


upon 
of the himself, 

by one authorized to it for 
voter, and fore 

Vehould a athe 

be counted the 





Congress from the 


( of South 5 
, I ask gentlemen who feelany interest in the case and 
ideal te get at the actual facts, and to their own indi- 


the law involved—I ask them to read that, 


of this Allthe ts are printed 
ie tinesera. The evidence of the quali- 
oo oy Mr. Johnston’s advocates, is to 


a to Congress to investigate 
means to secure these people 
does not disclose a purpose to contest 
does not carry with it a hint that the 
who authorized the appending of their 
that it would be as testimony 





Some one has a petition at the polls. Im the first place, the 
chances are 50 to 1 that nobody would care exactly what was in 
the heading of that petition, because a man goes there simply to 
be listed, and the chances are 100 to 1 that a given voter would 
not know what was in the heading of the petition. We all krow 
from common experience and observation how carelessly and reck- 
lessly petitions are signed. Here is a petition to Congress to in- 
vestigate matters down in South Carolina and to devise means on 
general lines, and lo and behold, later comes up the same petition 
with its heading produced as the evidenc» that the persons whose 
names were appended to it were qualified to vote, and wished to 
vote for Johnston. Upon that kind of “evidence” depends the 
seating of the contestant, because, excluding that evidence—ex- 
cluding those as to whose qualifications there is no proof but the 
heading of the petitions—it is utterly impossible to find enough 
votes, or enough persons regarded as voters,to seat him. Now,I 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OversTREET] for a 
question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will ask the gentleman whether there 
was a solitary voter challenged at the polls? 

Mr. DE MOND. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Was any voter challenged as to his right 
to vote? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
These men did not vote. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, if a voter presents himself to vote 
and is not challenged, is he not presumed to be qualified to vote? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ishould think, Mr. Speaker, that when a 
person offers to vote and is not permitted to vote there has evi- 
dently been something transpiring at that polling place which 
would come within the ordinary meaning of the word “ challenge.” 
To challenge a man’s vote is to suggest that that man is not enti- 
tled to vote. Here is a decision that a particular man is not 
entitled to vote, and yet the gentleman from Indiana asks me 
whether, when a man is denied the right to vote, there does not 
arise some sort of a presumption that he is entitled to vote? I 
think not. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will pardon a suggestion, I 
think I read somewhere in this report a statement that at one place 
34 votes had beea rejected under challenge, though I may be mis- 
taken about it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I pass to another point. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Is it not a fact that the record 
does show that nearly all these rejected voters were rejected for 
want of registration, or of proper registration, or of proper regis- 
tration certificates? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. A large part of them—I do not remember 
the percentage. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Where were they? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. There are lots of lists of that kind—no ev- 
idence of qualification except the heading, which Iread. Here at 
Preachers Mills is one, page 48 of the report. Recollect, Mr. 
Speaker, that in order to count in the contestant but few listscan 
be left out. But Iwas about to read from the views of the mi- 
nority as expressed in this report, on page 59: 

At the several precincts in Berkeley County above noted the list of voters 
was kept in the same manner as in Colleton County, above referred to, and 
the declarations of voters made to the list keeper immediately followiug the 
rejection of the vote, and in the vicinity of the polling place, and the lists in 
this county were either signed in person or their names authorized to be 
signed at the time by the voter himself, so that the action of the voter and 
his statements to the list keeper, together with the statements in the paper 
which bears the name of the voter, constitute one and the same transaction, 
and entitle and justify the counting of the votes in this county to the number 
of 587 for Johnston. 

In Berkeley County, at the precinct of Biggin Church, as shown by theevi 
dence of C. Holmes, at page 155, the namesof 91 qualified voters were attached 
to the same character of paper herein referred to, and in all respects identical 
with the other lists mentioned, except that the intention of the voter is not 
shown in the same manner; but in this instance, as shown by the evidence of 
C. Holmes, the “ voters belong to the Republican party,”’ and inasmuch as 
Johnston, the contestant, was the candidate of the Republican party, it is by 
no means unreasonable to assume that these 91 votes were intended to be 
cast for the contestant, and for this reason we consider that they should be 
so counted. 

Now, there are several hundreds in that category. The voters 
are qualified, according to this contention, by the heading of the 
paper and nothing else. The voter omitted to state in the list or 
elsewhere that he intended or desired to vote for Mr. Johnston, 
the contestant, but there is some testimony to show that he be- 
longed to the Republican party and the minority say—and they 
are compelled to say it in order to get enough evidence —“ it is by 
no means unreasonable to assume that these 91 votes were intended 
to be cast for the contestant,” as he was the regular Republican 
nominee, and they count them accordingly. In the record, page 
408, I find this: 


I do not know anything about that. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., September 21, 189%. 


To the ican voters of the Seventh Congressional district of the State of 
South Carolina: 


The National Republican Congressional committee have had under consid- 
eration, and have fully investigated, the contest over the regularity of the 
nomination 7 the Republicans of the Seventh Congressional district of South 
Carolina, such contest being between T. B. Johnston, of Sumter, and E. M. 
Brayton, of Columbia. 
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The committee make the following findings of the fact; 

The appeal for the action of the committee, upon which it assumes jurisdic- 
tion, came from the members, regularly chosen, of the district Republican 
committee. Mr. Brayton. early in the transaction, made direct appeal to the 
Congressional committee for investigation and decision, agreeing to abide by 
their findings. Mr. Johnston, upon being notified that this appeal had been 
made, declined to submit the matter to the committee, but subsequently ap- 
peares in person, and has had repeated communication with the chairman of 

he National Republican Congressional committee. For full investigation of 
the facts in dispute the committee sent an accredited and trustworthy agent 
into the district, who has made full investigation and report. 

Both the contestants were duly notified that on the 20th day of September, 
1804, the committee would give full hearing to the matter. Mr. Brayton at 
that time sare: before the committee, and the investigation continued 
during the 2ist day of September, full consideration being given to the 
claims of both contestants. Mr. Johnston was notified that if he desired far- 
ther time the investigation would be continued until the 25th day of Septem- 
ber, to which suggestion of further delay he responded that he would not 
be able by that time to make a showing. 

The committee, having under these circumstances assumed jurisdiction, 
find that the convention held at St. Matthews on the 19th day of July, 1394, 
presided over by W. F. Myers, was regularly , and that its proceedings 
were in every respect in accord with the customs of the party, and resulted 
in the nomination of Mr. Brayton, who is found by the committee to be the 

Jar Republican nominee for Congress in the Seventh Congressional dis- 
t of South Carolina. The action of the convention held at Jacobson Hall 
upon the same date, by which Mr. Johnston is claimed to have been nomi- 
nated, was irregular as to call and as to manner of proceeding. 

The committee, while regretting exceedingly the necessity for its action in 
this behalf, feels that the cause of Republicanism and gx government de- 
mands its interference, and it appeals to those who have engaged in this con- 
test to unite in vigorous and earnest effort for my ores om supremacy, es 
cially at this critical time. when the prospect for ublican success in t 

uth is so well assured,if unity and harmony of jon shall poorer. 

The Republican voters of the district, and all who favor an improved con- 
dition of local affairs and of national control, are u to unite in vigorous 
support, resulting in the election of E. M. Brayton, the regular candidate. 

CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
hairman Executive Committee, 

W. B. HOOKER. 

L. D. APSLEY. 

J. W. BABCOCE. 

J. A. T. HULL. 

ROBERT R. HITT. 

THOMAS SETTLE. 

Yet, in view of that manifesto, the gentleman from Indiana 
assumes that Mr. Johnston was the regular Republican nominee, 
and that ns shown to be Republicans, who said nothing 
upon the subject, must have intended to vote for Mr. Johnston, 
and therefore ought to be counted for him. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Let meask the gentleman if it is not true 
that, su uent to the action of the national Congressional com- 
mittee to which he has called attention, and before the election, 
Mr. Brayton withdrew from the contest, and not only gave his 


— to Mr. Johnston’s candidacy, but stumped the district for 


Mr. DE ARMOND. I de not know anything about stumping 
the district or giving his support. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is not that evidence in the record? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I can not say as to that; but I was just 
about to remark that Mr. Brayton did afterwards withdraw. 
But I will read from the record some testimony bearing upon this 
point. On page 383 of the record I find this: 


Tony Jonnson (colored), duly sworn, says: 
. State your name, age, and residence. 
: pars ohnson; 34 years old; live in the city of Orangeburg, in Orange- 
burg nty. 
3 Oe you have a registration certificate, and were you qualified to vote 
“Ss * = for Congressman on the 6th of November last? 
es, sir. 


2. Did you vote for Congressman on that day? 
Taid not. 
not vote? 


. Why did 
to by Mr. La on of incompeten d irrel \ 
by) . ae throp on grounds petency an evancy.) 


oO e 
. To what tical party have you always belonged? 
7 The eal Republics party. 534 
Q. Who received the nomination by the regular Republican convention for 
Congress in this district? 


Same objection by Mr. Lathrop. 
{*Solonel Bra ) 


2 ou vote for Mr. Brayton? 
Because he withdrawn. 
2 How long before the election did you hear that he had withdrawn? 
. Afew days before the election I heard it, but did not know for certain 
til that morning. 
2 kind of a candidate was Mr. Johnston? 
§ ehjection by Mr. 
- He was with the bolting I don't know what kind of a candidate 
was. 
. Were you at the Federai election poll at Orangeburg Court-house pre- 
cit on last election day? 
. Did the colored Republicdns at that take as much interest in 


precinct 
last Se for Congressman as they generally do when they have areg- 
did 


not. 
ave you ever moved your residence since you first registered? 
. es, . 
e F pee get your registration certificate changed without trouble? 
. Were the colored Republicans satisfied or dissatisfied with the candi- 
Mr. Johnston? 
hey were dissatisfied. 


on page 468, I find the testimony of L. A. Kizer, a manager 
of election at Holly Hill, to the can aban, 


> 
_- 


porEto 


>o 


© 
adore 


gre 


Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will refer to the testi- 

aan - page 347 of the record, he will find what I hayo ro. 
err . 

Mr.DEARMOND. Mr.Speaker, let me remark in passing ¢};; 
of the persons listed in order to make up this plurality of tw. 5) 
three hundred for Colonel Johnston are some 700 persons whoo 
votes it is claimed were rejected at certain polls. @ testimony 
of the election managers at those polls shows that, instead of ¢\\.. 
being six or seven hundred votes rejected, there were less th: 5) 

Mr. WILLIS. Thirty-four. f 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, here is an interesting question pre. 
sented to the mind of anyone who wishes to dispose of this cco 
upon its merits. And I may say it is farmore important in oy.ry 
view of the case, for the — and for the future, to dispose of 
this case rightly than to dispose of it with reference to what any 
particular individual aa gain or lose for the time being )y 4 
wrong decision. The fact, if it be a fact, that these persons wor. 
present and were deprived of their right to vote is often testified 
as to tens, and twenties, and fifties, and hundreds, and sever.) 
hundreds by a single person—a list keeper. A list keeper says, 
‘Here is a list of 50, 100, or 250 persons who told me that th.y 
offered to vote; that they were not permitte4 to vote; and they jut 
their names down or asked me to put their names down.” ~ 

Now, one man will swear to such a statement as to 20, 30), 50. 
100, or 250 so-called voters. the statement of that one 
man stands in the record the testimony of 1, 2, or 3 sworn elec- 
= ee = effect that A wares were but a small number— 
perhaps a dozen, probably a dozen persons—whose votes 
were rejected at that al and some of them Democrats. Six or 
seven hundred votes are brought in in this way—not by any per- 
son swearing that the persons had offered to vote and were ro- 
jected, not by any person swearing that they had the re juisite 
qualifications of voters, but brought in by the head lines of a peti- 
tion, with the statement of a body of names. I repeat that ayainst 
such evidence we have the statements of forty or fifty election 
officers, showing that out of the aggregate of 600 or 700 less than 
50 (34 I believe the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. W115} has 
u ted) were actually rejected. 

n determining this case one is compelled to reach one of two 
conclusions. On the one hand, he may conclude that the testi- 
mony of the one man who kept a list, and his list of scores or hun- 
dreds must be taken agai testimony of three sworn election 
officers that not a tenth and in some instances not a twentieth of 
the number of persons mentioned offered to vote and were re- 
jected. If you adopt such a conclusion as that you may count in 
the contestant. If you proceed on that basis there is no use talk- 
ing about evidence. If any sound rules of evidence are to be {ol- 
lowed, then a case ne embany in that way must fall. 

I find that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OvrerRsTREE7) has 
a different idea of what constitutes res from that which I 
entertain. The cases bearing on this subject, if carefully exam- 
ined, will, I think, show that in almost instances the declara- 
tions offered in evidence were the declarations of persons who 
actually voted, made at the time of their actually voting, or who 
actualiy offered to vote, made at the time of offering to vote. 
Now; let me read something cited by the ao himself upon 
that subject, as showing the law—and I it is good law. It 
is from one of these election cases. I read from page 2) of his 


The law is settled that the declaration of a voter as to how he vote | or in- 
tended to vote, made at the time, is competent testimony on the point. 
And the case of Vallandigham vs. Campbell is referred to. 
The statement contained in the affidavits of these 19 voters— 
Not the heading of a petition— 
that they offered to vote the ticket attached to their respective affidavits, 
on each of which tickets the name of the contestant was found as a candidate 
of the voter, which brings the case 
These declarations 
these are supported by 
, who states the that nearly al! of these 
their certificates and 


vits they 
tached, wna that thoy deposited them with him as super 


and that the d tion of each 
of the sought to be 
rove what these 19 

distinction between 


with the principal 

of the res geste, and to be admissi)le 

vans a aidenit “Here; I offer this vote; attached to this 

vote is vit of my qualifications to vote; upon this ticket 
you will find the names of for whom I desire to vote. 

Now, in this case—— | 
ee . I know the gentleman does not wish to 
nen _ | : 























Mr. OVERSTREET. I understood the gentleman to say he was 
from the case of Vallandigham vs. Campbell. 
ett DEARMOND. No, sir. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, the gentleman referred to that case. 
Mr. DEARMOND. Yes; it is cited in the case from which I 


= Oo EET. The gentleman was, in fact, reading from 
the statement of law made in the case of Bell vs, Snyder. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O - I want to call the gentleman's attention 
to this , which is used in the case of Vallandigham vs. 
Camp and to ask him whether he adheres to that rule. The 
nn tions, ie made afte bout the time of 

m em were e r or abou e time o 
oan oe day of the election, or soon after. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I will discuss that, too, al- 
though my time is very brief, and I have already occupied too 

uch time. 
miere is a sentence also in that same report, showing that these 
« declarations ” are usually admitted as ‘‘ admissions” or ‘‘ confes- 
sions "—statements against interest: 

It is sometimes treated as an exception to the rule, excluding the hearsay 


tions of third persons, but generally it is put upon the ground that in 
ee contested use i votes being received oleh voter chal- 


pers? to the pe ee therefore whateve h thi 
lenged is a rhe says abou 18 


affirmative ition. It isnot aconfession. When I say I am 
ualified to that isa declaration. It is not an admission. 
it is notaconfession. These declarations against interest in gen- 


eral tend to show disqualification. And their admissibility rests 
upon a@ familiar principle. But the gentleman from Indiana 
makes a statement about a past event, a part of the res gesta. 
He claims that what a man says after an event is past is compe- 
tent evidence as part of that event. : 
Something may be said after the main transaction has taken 
place and constitute a part of and characterize the transac- 
is true. It may be said when a man is full of the 
transaction, when the act is clearly in his mind to the 
of , when it has so impressed itself upon 
him that he is simply terizing what he did. But what is 
connection here? What is done in this case? I offer to vote. 
rejected — officers of the election. I walk down 
street, meet somebody, or go to a list keeper and make the 
remark that I offered to vote and my vote was rejected. That is 
my narrative of a event. It isno part of the transaction 
itself. WhatI at the polling place, what I did at the pollin 
place, what I did while the transaction was carried ca—while I 
was voting or to cast my ballot—that forms a part of the 
transaction ° at I say when Iam voting or trying to 
vote Siaaeter of the transaction. But the story to the list 
a of a past occurrence. Its repetition by the list 
hearsay, not evidence. 
In this case it is claimed that many men offered to vote who 
denied the to vote, and went up to some selected spot 
where the list keeper had a seat, and pre- 
But there is nothing in that but a recital 
ing more and nothing less. In the Sny- 
attached to the ots. The voter 
vote this ticket. Here is my affidavit as to 
”; and that was supported by witnesses outside 
the inspector of the election. The ballot was handed in 
affidavit attached; it was preserved in that form, and is 
record. What is equivalent to that here? Nothing what- 


to vote must be found before any listed person 
asif he voted. The heading of the petitions does 
the proof upon that point. The testimony—not regard- 
testimony—does not disclose to us, as to hun- 
of those counted by the ene contest- 
of a voter. Notonly that, Mr. Speaker, 
t it is necessary to presume that persons 
SUEEEMae party, insent to vote for Ide, Johnston 
, meant to vote for Mr. Johnston 
blican nominee, when the evidence is to 
shown. 
pages of testimony furnished by the 
many refrained from voting because of 
withdrawal of Brayton, the regular Re- 
is shown overwhelmingly, if evidence 
seven hundred of the people counted 
; did not offer to vote, and were not 
try to exercise the right of suffrage. 
myself, Mr. Speaker, at too great length 
to Co aga! Ny the seems is entitled to 
him t, it is necessary to get out 
between 4.00 and 4,300 names of persons 
as legal voters, who tried to vote for him 
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and were prevented from doing so. The minority find the quali- 
fications of most of them solely in the heading to petitions. In 
addition to’ that, they presume that some six or seven hundred of 
them intended to vote for Johnston (although there is not a syl- 
lable of evidence that they did) because they were Republicans 
and because he was the regular Republican nominee, when the 
evidence shows that he was not the regular Republican nominee. 
It will be found all through the record that these listkeepers tes- 


tify they did not know whether persons listed. What was told to 
them and the petition heading must make Johnston's case, or he 


has none. 


Such is the case submitted to this House. Of course, Mr. 
Speaker, having discharged my duty as well as I could under the 
circumstances by placing before the House my view of the case, 
Iam done. I think no decision has ever been made in this House 
that will authorize the counting of these lists as votes for Mr. 
Johnston. No action of the House ever has sanctioned, and I 
hope none ever will sanction, such views of law and evidence as 
must be entertained in order to seat contestant. The law is not 
with him; he lacks necessary evidence. More than twice as many 
votes counted for him by the minority as, according to them, 
constitute his plurality are positively proven away by the wit- 
nesses introduced by the contestee, 


Mr. Speaker, if I have any remaining time, I reserve it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 


_ In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 27th 
instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith the bill (H. R. 5731) en- 
titled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license 
»hysicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions 
hereof in the District of Columbia."’ 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1396. 

The SPEAKER protempore. This resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I present the privileged resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill (H. R.5731) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine 
and ey to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons vio- 
lating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia,"’ by striking out in 


section 3, lines l and 2, “ Ist day of July, 1806," and inserting “ passage 
act.” Also, in section 12, after the word ** Columbia,” strike out * 
ical students who have matriculated in any medical college in the 
Columbia prior to January, 1596." 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Bascoox, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. Curtis of Iowa as conferees on the 
part of the House on the bill (H.R. 2928) relating to the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway and the Belt Line Railway Com- 
pany. 

The SPEAKER also appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Harner of 
Nebraska, and Mr. Sayers as conferees on the part of the House 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
(H. Res. 193) authorizing the Secretary of War to lend to the 
mayors of the cities of East St. Louis, Iil., and St. Louis, Mo., and 
vicinity, a number of tents; when the Speaker signed the same, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHvurorp, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. PIcKLER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Royss, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BroMwELL, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Morss, for ten days, on account of important business. 

MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the bill (S. 804) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe Mr. Taomas, Mr. Crow- 
THER, and Mr. Layton. 

CHARLES W. REINHARDT. 

Mr. STEELE. There is a matter on the Speaker’s table which 
will take no time, I think. ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bill, with 
Senate amendments thereto: 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Reinhardt, and to grant him an honorable discharge. 
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The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. STEELE. I moveto concur in the Senate amendment. It 
strikes out the words “Secretary of War,” a mistake having been 
made in as that the man belonged to the Army, instead 
of which he belonged to the Marine Corps of the Navy. There- 
fore the words “‘ Secretar y of War” are stricken out and the words 
ee of the Navy” are inserted. The bill has passed both 

ouses 

The motion to concur in the Senate amendment was — to. 

On motion of Mr. STEELE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JENKINs (at 5 o’clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Urder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9029) to grant to the 
rage 7 oanry oir i on Company the right of ee Seon 
the a River ian rvation, same wi 
amendment, accom — ¥ ze reper (30-2040); wi which said bill hot tg » increase the pension of John A. Anderson. (Ke- 
ae rt were referr to the Committee of the Whole House on | "3, Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committeo on Pen. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Communities om Envelid Pensions ,t2 | pon sions: _Geeport Ro aoe) ) granting a pension to Alden B. Thomp- 
which was refe © message e ident o e Uni 
States returning without approval the bill of the House (H.R. “By bill iB, _—_ the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

10) ented “An act grantin opanien to Caer -D. sonal,” (Report No ge ) granting a pension to Charles W. Benedict, 
re the same, accom ar o recommend- 

ian the passage of said vl , the objections of e the ee to the bil CT R. 7687) granting a pension to Eliza Stofer. (Re- 
ware selersed to thee House Calendar. ree en ge (een sz — granting a pension to Maggie Donovan. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the message of the President of the United States Pi bill sagt = 4 to increase the pension of Anna E. Bots. 
returning without approval the bill of the House (H. R. 1185) en- ; Pe eg ol - Botef, a oe of Sixteenth Regi- 
titled “An act granting pension to Rachel Patten,” reported | ™€? unteers. (Report No, 2067.) 
the mam | accom a report (No. 2051) recommending the 
passage of said Il, theo jestions of the ann the contrary 


notwithstanding; which said message, bill, and report were re- PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, from the Committee on Wa Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


and Mean, 80 Wilh was seteerad the Will of the Sencte (B. 2413) of Sn Solioming titles were introduced and severally referred as 


entitled “An act to make the city of Sante Barbara, county of | By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H.B.9241) to amend sec- 

























Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 
No.3 m4) (H. R % ion: the relief of Kate Wade. (Report 
8760 the relief of Nan SC 
(ues oa on ) cy Susan Thompson, 
By Mr. D from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 1835) entitled “An act for the relief of John Veeley.” (Re. 


Py hee 2056. 
HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Commitics on 


Cintas The bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of J. F. Bailey & Co, 
and others. Boe xe . 2057.) 

By Mr. GRA from the Committee on Claims: The })jJ] 

5 5) entitled “An act for the relief of John Little and H. bart 
of Omaha, Nebr.” (Report No. 2058.) 

By Mr. VATSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (S. 337) entitled ‘‘An act to refer the claim of Ay > owners 
of the Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims.” ( 2059.) 

Bey OODARD, from the Committee on ah bill 

434) entitled “An act for the relief of the legal repre senta- 
tives of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service.” ( No. 2060.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Commi on Pensions: The pil] 














Santa Barbara, State of California, a of entry,” 
thesame without amendment, accom by a report (No. 2052); tions 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


relating to lifeboats, etc., on the lake, and sound steamers 
and the ty for refusing to rene ten such—to the Committee 
“See t Marine Fisheries. 
py Mr. WILLIS: ee eee oer te exam. 
eatin by the Civil Service Commission of all persons employed 
in the classified service of the United States who have not passed 
said and vacancies caused thereby—to the 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

oulennions in the maiies! 1 st aoe’ 
messengers annual employees—to 

the Committee on Accounts. oe 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A memorial of eae and legisla- 
— of Utah See ee eee Se $10,000 for the 
— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Basen ee 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
yy, from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
to Bos Go Committee of the Whole House as follows: 
Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2158 entitled “An act ee an increase of pen- 
sion to Abraham Rhodes.” (Report 2086.) 

The bill (S. 2077) entitled “An act granting a pension to Rich- 
ard T. Seltzer.” (Report No. 2037.) 

The bill (S. 2074) entitled ‘‘An act oni 2088 an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah L. Ea ” (Report 

The bill (S. 2480 > 3 seinen to James 


‘ y Mr. 8 r SULLOWAY cn Conmaltin on Invalid Pensions: 


Mill (3. 988 ) ented An act granting pension to Mv. 
Ann M. Madden.” (Report No. 2040.) 
The bili (H. R. 9093) granting a pension to Andrew R. Hayes. 
“ ATi MAS, 
Mr. THO! from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill 8. 2877) eutitied “An act granting a pension to Hiram 





Indians—to the Committee on Indian 


CHANGE OF REFERENCR. 
Under clause 2 of Rule discharged from 
the consideration of ibe teloning sutton and Vill which were 
referred as follows: 


A tion of Mr. W. 8. Edwards and others, for the 
pandas et Thouns Vill tio. Gold Committee on the Tadiciary die 


N a a eee ae ee eee 
The bill (8S. ae, see granting <n increase of pen-| A (H. R. 5982) for the relief of Elizabeth Com- 
sion to W (Report No. 2042.) mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
The bill (S. 1127) entitled “‘An act ee mittee on Pensions. 
ore bill (8. 1124) titled An act ting an increase of 
en “An an pen- 
en 12 Ait granting 2044.) PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
The bill Ss. 1679 rentiled act for the relief of Helen| Underclanse1 of Rule XXII, eee mnetowing tities 
The bill ns 2556) ntitled 20 a ting an in of By ACHESON A bill (HR. sion to 
e en oe gran an increase 5 2 a on 
sion to Lewis D. Baker.” No. 2046.) ey Capt. William Sree eaeeee , Pa.—to 
ee 2035) ee - oe Sapa 0 pension to Julia | the Committee on Pensions. 
ic son.” . 


_By Mr. WOOD, from the Commtives on Invalid Pensions: The 
a is. 752) yentttied ‘An act to increase the pension of Capt. James 


ex rt No, 2048. 
wb coLso , from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
78) for the relief of James Clark Smith. (Report No. ) 


















widow of Daniel F. Gillen, late captain 
t Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 


Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 9247) to correct the military record 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H.R. 9248) for the relief of William 
Lewis Bryant, of Boose ii -—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. : A bill (H. R. 9249) for the relief of Seabury 

o Devkan—t0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By A bill (H. R. 9250) to grant a pension to Wil- 
liam W. Gilihan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 9251) to increase 
the pension of Minerva Haynes—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the foiiowing petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 59 members of Liberty Sunday 
School and Cangmegaticn of Friends and Christians, of Bangor, 
Iowa, in favor of a Sunday-rest law forthe District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the of Columbia. 

Mr. es on 5 ng <eieiinen << a 

; es aga passage of House bill No. 

8536 and Senate No. 2067, proposing amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, resolutions adopted by the railroad commissioners of the 
different States, at a convention held at Washington, D. C., May 
, 1896, remonstrating against the proposed amendment to sec- 

10 of the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on In- 
te and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of citizens of Goodhue County, 
, against the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alco- 

beverages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


y I, Sixty- 
on 


| 


1 


at 


EES 


Also oy of citizens of Belle Plaine, Carver, 
Gibbon, yon Sueur, Pine Island, Red Wing, Renville, 
Ww and Zumbrota, Minn., asking favorable action on 
House Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 


By Mr. HITT: Resolution adopted at the thirtieth annual en- 
os the a “3 of og ee Sey of i 
Republic, at Cairo, Ill., May 13 and 14, , urging the pront 

of House bill No. 4339, to establish a national military 
commemorate the "8 , Siege, and defense of Vicks- 
Me. JOY TS copemmnnig toees’ tale te h 
. : accompany House bi correct the 
record of Willians C. Rate the Committee on 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany House bill 

to increase the pension of Minerva Haynes—to the Committee on 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Paper to pocuntaetag Hvuse 


st: 


bill No. 8909, granting a pension to Esther Jackson—to Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of citizens of Deland, Clinton, 
and Hammond, Il., fav: the pees of House 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office 
SENATE. 


Fripay, May 29, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.zury, D. D. 
The Secretary to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
when, on motion of Mr. McMILLan, and by unanimous 
the further reading was dispensed with. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
‘Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct 
the record of Charles W. Rinehardt, and grant to him an 


aeeeneees announced that the House had disagreed to 


Seed committee of conference on the disagresing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
@ pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; further 
its amendment to the bill disagreed to by the Senate; 
conference on the a of the two 
and had appointed Mr. , Mr. CROWTHER, 
YTON managers at the conference on the part of the 


further announced that the House had 
the Senate numbered 233 to the bill (H. R. 8293) 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
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the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and pro 
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tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes; disagreed to the residue of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill; asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Nortuway, and Mr. Sayers 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha Military 
Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY IN WASHINGTON, 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


le for 

the maintenance of a free public library and reading room in the District of 

Columbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom 
mend and de recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

House, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: “In lieu of the mat- 

ter inserted in section 6 by said amendment strike out all of section 6"; and 


the House agree to the same. 


JAMES MoMILLAN, 
GEORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Conferees on the part of th 
H. HENRY POWERS, 
A. MILNES, 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


I should like a distinct assurance from the 


Senate. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 


Senator from Michigan that the bill in no way sanctions or indi- 
rectly permits the proposition to put the whole expense upon the 
District of Columbia. 


Mr: McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator that it does not. 


It simply leaves the matter of expenditures to be arranged for by 
each Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 


report. 


he report was concurred in. 
DISTRICT WATER-MAIN TAXES. 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassess- 
ment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 


do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same amended as follows: At the end of section | of the 
amendment add: ‘Provided, however, That where lots or parcels of land have 
been released from water-main taxes or assessments by reason of technical 
defects or errors in making such assessments, and where such lots or parcels 
of land have been sold by the former owner between the order of said re- 
lease of said tax or assessment and the passage of this act, the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia shall not reassess the same against such property 
in the hands of bona fide purchaser for value without notice of the failure to 
pay the water-main assessment on said property.” 
one strike out section 2 of the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the 

wing: 

“Szc. 2. That where outside the city of Washington Potomac water shall 
hereafter be introduced said water-main tax or assessment shall be levied or 
assessed within thirty days after such introduction, and where Potomac 
water has been heretofore introduced the assessment or reassessment shall 
be made within ninety days after the passage of this act,and such levy, as 
sessment, or reassessment on unsubdivided land shall be made on a frontage 
not exceeding 100 feet for each lot or parcel of land or premises into which 
Potemac water has been or shall be introduced and shall be considered in 
any subsequent subdivision of such property as having extended toa depth 
of not exceeding 100 feet from the front of said lot or parcel of land: 0- 

i however, That said water-main tax or assessment or reassessment shall 
be due, payable, and collectable on each lot or parcel of land or premises on 
and after the date on which the connection is made from the water main to 
said lot or parcel of land or premises.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

GEO. W. HULICK, 

J. W. BABCOCK, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. SEWELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the 
transfer of the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. 

FRANCIS E. WARREN, 


W. J. SEWELL, 
E. C. WALTHALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. P. BISHOP, 
JOHN P. TRACEY, 
GEORGE B. McCLELLAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laidbefore the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives, agreeing to amendment numbered 233 
and disagreeing to the other amendafents of the Senate to the bill 
(H.R. 8298) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the di eeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maine what amend- 
ment it is that is agreed to by the other House? 

Mr. HALE. The amendment that is agreed to by the House is 
the conglomerate amendment that covers the French spoliation 
claims, the Bowman Act claims, and some other claims for which 
I have no designation. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HaLe, 

r, ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

VETO MESSAGE—ELVIRA BACHELDER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 

I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 147, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder.” 

This bill provides for a pension to the benefi as d 
“J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private in Company D, Sevent. 
Volunteer Infantry.” 

On the merits of the case I am satisfied this mother deserves a pension. I 
withhold my approval of the bill intended to grant her this relief solely be- 
cause Iam ad that the law would be inoperative, for the reason that the 
deceased soldier never served in the Seventh New Hampshire Infantry, and 
should have been described in the bill as a member of Company D, First New 


Hampshire Heavy Artillery. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1896. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
‘ tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the 
8th instant, calling for information as to whether any counter- 
poise batteries have been constructed by the Government within 
the last eighteer years, using or embodying substantially the 
o— or plan embraced in, and covered by, the patent issued 
y the United States to Maj. Beverly Kennon, transmitting a 
rt of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on the 
subject; which, with the ae papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting a - of amendments suggested by 
the American delegates to the Washington International Marine 
Conference of 1889 to the act approved August 19, 1890, entitled 
‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea”; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill pre by 
the delegates of the United States to the Washington Interna- 
tional Marine Conference of 1889, proposing certain amendments 
to the act of Au 19, 1890, entitled “‘An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preven collisions at sea”; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ord to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Wyoming Chap- 
ter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Wyoming, Ohio, 
or the publication of the records and —_— of the Con- 


praging 
— Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Galesburg Division, No. 
83, Order of Railway Conductors, of Galesburg, Ill., praying for 
the enactment of legislation ech s, for the proper appeal from 
the unreasonable decision of any Federal ro in any case of 
—- for contempt of court; which was ordered to lie on 

€ table. 

He also presented a petition of Galesburg Division, No. 83, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Galesburg, Ill., pra. for the 
enactment of a labor arbitration law; w was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Aurora Council, No. 49, of 
Aurora, I)., remonstrating against the continuance of the statue 
of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 
ted a memorial of the General Confer- 


Mr. PROCTOR 
eave of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in session at Cleveland, 


ndent mother of 
New Hampshire 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





Ohio, relative to the Armenian outrages; which was 
itr HALE e om ong 2 tomect . tizens _ 
, petitions of 78 ci of Portland, of sup. 
dry citizens of Gardiner, of 35 citizens of Monmouth, of 46 Citizen 3 
of Albion, of 80 citizens of Ne , of 28 citizens of Castle} |) 
of 32 citizens of Deering, of 23 ci of Canton, of 20 citizens o} 
Pittsfield, of 20 citizens of Anson, of 37 citizens of Columbia F,\|, 
of 16 citizens of Limerick, of 68 citizens of Princeton, of 30 ¢i;;. 
zens Of Phillips, of 19 citizens of Island Falls, of 21 citizens o¢ 
North Newport, of 33 citizens of South China, of 34 citizens of \.. 
ridgewock, of 42 citizens of East Thorndike, of 21 citizens of Sk ow. 
hegan, of 16 citizens of Rumford Center, and of 62 citizens of }};1) 
all in the State of Maine, praying for the Lary of the so-called 
Lodge immigration bill; which were ordered to lie on the tal). 

Mr. a aeneran Pe of lnctols ergata or St Fenneylvania, 
praying for the enactment o on igration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. _— 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 
eae PEFFER. I desire to present a petition of my own, ver. 
y. 

Yesterday evening at a late hour, as the Chair remembers well, 
I was addressing the Senate. A number of Senators were waiting 
for the conclusion of my address in order to transact some busi. 
ness they were interested in. In my haste to conclude early [ 
neg! to ask the permission of the Senate to include in my re- 
marks the date and title of a few bills that were pertinent to the 
line of argument. I did not discover my mistake until after the 
Senate had adjourned. I now ask permission toinclude that iat- 


ter in = remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and leave is granted. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
the Baltimore and Washington Transit Gompany, of Marylas! ( 

e@ ore an nm pany, o yland, to 
enter the District of Columbia, it trithout amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
ee wi ern £3 o. pray of eee, and 

‘or other purposes, i out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution Pe R. 151) relating to motive power on the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, the Belt Railway, and the 
Maryland and Washington Railway companies, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pet 2901) to inco: te the United States Annuity Company, 
of Washington, D. C., reported adversely thereon; and the bill 


was popes indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from Committee on Mili Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2791) for the establishment, con- 
trol, operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Hot Springs, 
in the State of South Dakota, reported it without amendment, 


and submitted a thereon. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rick- 


ards, widow, and the or children of John D. Rickards, deceas:, 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mtr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely the ee orev 
oncommissioned 


certain n officers of the United States Army. 

will state that a bill co the matter of this bill has already 

passed the Senate. I move the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was to. 


Mr. FAULKNER. from the ttee on the District of Co- 


Commi 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill oe R. 3610) for the relief 
of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, ani! 


for other em reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a sn thereon. 
. DUBOIS, from the on Naval Affairs, to whom 
Commodore Willia 


was ref the bill (S. 1350) to make m P. 
McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list, reported 
it without t, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. = oh ast scan to ta So whom was 
referred relating landing of any new sub- 
marine peter benrnvm Ren 3) = ay. hinge Mamet 
with ts, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the on Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8771) for the relief of Stratton H. 
Benscoter, reported it with an and a re- 
port thereon 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
Senor G. McOuker epee BREN ceanoenee xk eal 
mitted a report thereon. 


with an amendment, and sub- 
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@S OF BOARD OF INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 
Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the icilowing concurrent resolution of the House of Rep 


resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was consi 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Resolved by the House of R tatives (the Senate concurring), That there | 
be printed the use of the Treasury Department, Steamboat Inspection 


rvice, 300 each of the Proceedings of the Board of Supervising Inspect- 
ves of Steam essels for the years 1295 and 1896. - en 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read at 

and laid the table. 
he bill (S. aes to crimes against the circulation of 
lawful money of the United States was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That any agreement or conspiracy, of two or more per- 
sons, one or more of whom is an officer, agent, or stockholder of a national 
bank, to about any restriction of the current circulation or any diminu- 
tion of the volume of the lawful money of the United States, of any descrip- 
tion, at any place or places in the United States, or to refuse payment to any 
depositor in a national bank in such lawful money, of any sum due such depos- 
itor, for the of decreasing the volume or quantity of such lawful 
money in or to ern such lawful money from being put into 
pom place in the United States, is guilty of felony, and on con- 
viction thereof, in a district court of the United States, shall be punished by 
a fine of not a Seee be the couch. tor ed lee te the case, and 

oO) ¥ " 
inprigenee adj al, not less one year .uor 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate to make a very 
brief statement of two minutes, and then I shall ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate consider House bill 3282. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator not wait until the regular routine 
morning business is finished? 

Mr. RIS. Of course, if the Senator desires, I will postpone 
m nest until after the routine business. 

js . Lask the Chair to enforce the regular order of 
routine business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is still in order. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3241) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Benjamin; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3242) for the preparation of | 
plans or for a memorial or statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant, | 
on ground belonging tothe United States Government, in the | 
city of pn a al . C.; which was read twice by its title,and | 
referred to the ittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 8243) regulating the | 
salaries of printers, binders, and other skilled workmen employed | 
in the Government Printing Office; which was read twice by its | 
title and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 3244) to amend an act approved | 
Angust 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for pre- | 
venting collisions at sea”; which was read twice by its title, and, 
aoe accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 





; REPORT ON UNDERVALUATION FRAUDS. 
Mr. BURROWS submitted the following resolution; which was | 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
That the Secretary of the Kyonsery be directed to send to the 
as may be, a complete copy of the manuscript report of 
undervaluation submitted by Special Treasury Official 
T. A. Byrne and May 27, 1806. 
REPORT ON RUSSIAN FUR-SEAL ISLANDS. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
That the Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed to 
cw te Doe the report of Leonhard Stejneger on the Russian 
Sante. article 1 of the Bulletin of the United States Fish 
the aay hed yap of ee be a the use of | 
House, nt, 
ye ‘or the use e Treasury Departme 


FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
La 
sion, for the use of the United States Fish Commission. 
RULES OF THE SENATE, ETC. 
Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, the Committee on Rules be, and i is  hereb . authorized to 
thereto; of the Committees on Finance end Apero- 
bills from the First Congress to 


person so employed to be d out of the 
such commpenaation as may be fixed by the | 


enalitee on Rules be authorized to have printed for 
in the execution of the foregoing order as it may deem 


f 
: 


| 
; 





E 
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TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 


to pay the necessary expenses of the committee appointed by the President 
of the Senate to attend the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of 


the admission of the State of Tennessee, authorized by the Senate resolution 
of May 12, 1896, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask the permission of the Sen- 
ate to make a brief statement in regard to House bill 3282, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to make a brief statement in regard to the 
bill indicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, section 61 of the tariff act of 
1894 was not recommended by the Finance Committee, but was 
incorporated in the bill by a majority vote of the Senate. It pro- 
vides for free alcohol in the arts. The Treasury Department has 
found it impossible to make regulations for the purpose of carry- 
ing out that section of the act without greatly endangering the 
collection of revenue upon alcohol in all of its forms. Therefore 
no regulations have been made. There are many claims, amount- 
ing to many millions of dollars, for rebates upon alcohol which 
has been used in the arts since the passage of that act. Thereare 
550 suits now pending against the Government to recover rebate 
claimed to be due these claimants. 

This bill repeals that section of the law and proposes to create 
a joint select committee composed of three Senators and three 
Representatives, which committee is required to carefully investi- 
gate the question of alcohol in the arts and to report to their re- 
spective Houses upon the first Monday in December next their 
conclusions, by bill or otherwise; and it is to be hoped that upon 
such thorough investigation as may be given the subject-matter 
some provision may be made which will give free alcohol to the 
arts without endangering the collection of revenue upon alcohol. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Inamoment. The Treasury Department esti- 
mates that the claims growing out of this section year by year 
aggregate not less than $10,000,000 per annum. It is very, very 
important that the section should be repealed and the subject 
investigated, and that a well-considered and carefully drawn pro- 
vision in respect to alcohol in the arts should be made. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether this bill makes any provision for such persons as are au- 
thorized under existing laws to have a rebate? 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not. It preserves whatever rights they 
have, and these rights, if rights there be, depend upon the action 
of the judicial department hereafter. Asto what that action may 
be it is impossible for me to say, though I have serious apprehen- 
sions that the question may be determined in favor of the claim- 
ants. 

Mr. PEFFER. So they may present their claims if they desire 
so to do under existing laws and have them speedily adjudicated? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no question about any claim that has 


| accrued up to this time or up to the time the section may be re- 


pealed. Their rights remain intact even though we repeal this 
act. It does not prejudice or affect rights already accrued, if 
rights have enereank. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to make a statement as long as that which has been made by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

It is known, I think, that I have opposed the repeal of section 
61, and the statement which I wish to inake is to show why I now 
acquiesce in the passage of the bill. 

I have felt for many years that persons engaged in legitimate 
mannfacturing in this country, who are compelled to use alcohol, 
ought not to be compelled to pay upon one of the materials which 
enters into their manufacture a tax to the Government of from 
700 to 1,000 per cent, and for many years I have endeavored to 
have incorporated in the statutes a provision which would allow 
manufacturers to have alcohol free, as their competitors in other 
countries do. 

In 1888 the Finance Committee of the Senate reported such 
provisions, but the proposed law did not pass. When the act of 
1894 was passed I was anxious that something should be incor- 

rated in that act. Section 61 was incorporated in the act. It 

as not proved to be an operative law, but to my mind it estab- 
lished the principle that alcohol ought to be free in manufactures 
and should only be taxed when used as a beverage. Therefore I 
opposed the repeal of the section until Congress should consider 
whether some law could not be passed which would effectuate 
the object of section 61 without serious dangers of frauds upon 
the revenue. 

The Ways and Means Committee of the House and the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, as it seemed to me, failed to give any 
attention to the subject, but insisted upon the immediate and 
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unconditional meee of section 61, However,since there has been 
coupled with it, in good faith, as I believe, a proposition that in 
the recess a joint committee or commission shall consider the 
whole subject and report in December, it seems to me that the 
principle for which I was contending is thereby recognized by 
the bill, and I have faith to believe that a proper bill can_be pre- 
pared which will be acceptable to Congress and which will elimi- 
nate any considerable possibility of frauds upon the revenue. It 
is therefore that I acquiesce in the e of this bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, | would not resort to any ob- 
structive means to prevent the consideration of the bill. I think 
it very seriously affects a number of my constituents in New Jer- 
sey, some of whom have gone into business for the manufacture 
of alcohol based upon this provision. As we all know, alcohol en- 
ters into the production and is the basis of pretty much all medi- 
cines and it is used in the arts to a very t extent. There is 
one firm in my State that — last year, I think, $96 a barrel for 
500 barrels of alcohol on the faith of the Government that there 
was to be a rebate. That is one of a number that I will not detain 
the Senate by mentioning. The 500 barrels amounted to $48,000, 
which went into the manufacture of one single article connected 
with photography. So wevan see how far-reaching the measure is. 

Alcohol is to-day for about 23 cents a gallon. The tax on 
it is $2.06. The foreigner can get it for 23 cents, receiving his full 
rebate of $2.06, and there is no reason in the world ry he should 
not outsell in every way our manufacturers on that basis. Our 

ople will be driven out of our own country into the West India 
Telends or some other place to take advantage of the rebate on 
alcohol and be able to manufacture their products with alcohol 
at 23 cents instead of $2.29. 

I think it is a very serious matter, but there seems to be a ma- 
jority of the people who are bound to repeal the law. Ilook upon 
it as an act of bad faith on the part of the Government to induce 
these people to go into this business and then to wipe out their 
whole profits, you might say; and many of them to-day have their 
capital invested in this rebate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent at this time that a 
time be set for the final vote on Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will postpone his uest 
until the Senate hasdisposed of this measure. It willnot takelong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a minute to pass the biil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Idaho in a moment to make his request. 

Mr. DUBOIS, I am constrained to object to the unanimous 
consent asked for the consideration of this bill. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Idaho will make a 
statement of his request. Let him state when he wants to have 
the vote taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of 
the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My request is that the vote be taken on the un- 

business— pending bond bill—at 4 o'clock Monday 


afternoon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Monday afternoon? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Monday afternoon. 

Mr. MILLS (to Mr. Dusois). The final vote, you mean. 

Mr. DUBO The final vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate ‘he 

nest of the Senator from Idaho. 
. BURROWS. Mr. Presiden 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request of 
the Senator from Idaho. It is that the final vote upon the pend- 
bond bill be taken at 4 o'clock on next Monday. 
r. ALDRICH. And all p tions the bill. 
Mr. BURROWS. Whether i 
upon the purpose of the Senate to remain in session 
to-morrow. To-morrow being Decoration Day,I suppose the 
Senate will adjourn from to-day until Monday. If that is done, 
Pa pena a Se a oaeee aes the 

what time ma to-day and on y. 

om d be a little short. I desire to state to 
the Senator from Idado that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] 









Ze 


who has the floor on the measure, came to me this morning and 
said that he was so ill that ‘it would be im ble for him to pro- 
ceed to-day, and he would desire to take the floor on Monday, I 


Go nen enpee ne Sab Cares se atime, but I suggest that the 
ter fix Tuesday instead of Monday. : 


business—th 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in arriving at a time for a vote it 
would probably be better to understand who intends to 
upon the question. If the Senate desires to yote to-day upon 
bill, so far as I am concerned, I will make no opposi How- 
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ever, I do not like to fixan hour. I have expressed m 

re eeteeeens teeter MBln and I do not like to have 
an hour fixed for vote. I will, however, suggest Same 
tor that, unless wave i Foamy pane a ete 
we agree to an unde i t a vote be had on th 
to-day before we adjourn. epend bil 





sire to be heard, of which I knew n i 
assured at the outset that the friends of 
sire to debate the bill. Yesterday a 


ator from New York. 
time when we shall take the vote. I am willin 





May 29, 





¥ Objection 
here who want to Speak, 


Mr. DUBOIS. To-day? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; to-day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator—— 

Mr, BURROWS. That would hardly be courteous to the Sen. 


ator from Utah [Mr. Brown], who has the floor and desires to | 
heard on the bit }, esires to be 


Mr. HILL. I expressly said unless there mae Senators who de- 


course, We were 

measure did not de. 
tion was made 

to accommodate the Sen. 

than to fix a general 
é to change the 
request and ask unanimous consent that on Monday or Tivsay, 
as the Senator may desire, a final vote before adjournment s)i;]/ 
be had on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty is, we can not tell what is going to 
come up between now and that time. We may beengaged a/| the 
time in conference reports, or something else mayintervene. That 
is the difficulty about it. 1am willing, so far as I am concerned, 
to take the vote to-day, and proceed ton with the debate, if 
any one wishes to speak. The Senator Utah, who is absent. 
wants to hereafter. That is, of course, another question, 


Mr. DUBOIS. lam ectly 


have no other 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to to the Senator from Idaho—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair will state that it is im. 


ible to hear the remarks of Senators. The Chair requests 
nators to refrain from audible conversation. 

Mr. HILL. Iask the Senator from Idaho what was the last 
suggestion he made? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The last suggestion was that on Tuesday next 
the Senate shall remain in session until a final vote is taken on 
the poe business and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us fixan hour. We do not want to stay here 
until midnight. 
q EY. Did the Senator say Tuesday? 

Mr. DUBOIS. On Tuesday next, that the Senate shal! not ad- 
journ until a vote is had on unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. That is entirely satisfactory to me except this, that 
an agreement to take the final vote shall not prevent a motion to 
postpone the consideration of the bill to some fixed day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly not. 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course that motion would be legitimate. 

Mr. HILL. I want that understood as to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there o to the request of 
the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BURROWS. I only regret that the Senator does not fix an 
hour for the vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam not able to fix an hour, because there is 


objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is exceedingly unfortunate that the Sen- 
ate is without a system of rules governing such acase, and that 
it may be compelled to remain in session all night upon a single 


Chair submits to the Senate, Is 
there See Se Idaho? 


jection? The the Senator from 
New York. Is there o ? Chair none, It isso 
ordered. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Come Le a notice. I simply 
desire to give notice that ed ad immediately after 
the routine business, or if the Senate is not in session to-morrow, 
then on Monday I shall move to take up for consi(era- 
tion the —_ resolution $. RB. ®) an amendment to the 

of the United for the election of 
the votes of the electors of the States. 

Mr. There may be a conference report before the Sena" 

that 
ir MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope there will be no conference 
report which will interfere with atthattime. I simply 
desire to give the notice; that is 
ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 
Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the 


Vill 988) the freealcohol Milt 


; 


from Idaho [Mr. 
at this time House 














_ DUBOIS. Oh, no, I do not object. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I renew the request that the bill may be 
now 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 
61 of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other oes, which became a law August 28, 
1804; which was read, as follows: 

Be it Ls That section 61 of an act entitled “An act to reduce tax- 


ation, to revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” 
‘hich became a law August 28, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
Szo. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby auth , to consist of 


Senators to be ted by the presiding officer of the Senate and 
pen members of the House of Representatives to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee shall consider all questions 
relating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts free of tax, and 
to report their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1596. 

said joint select committee is authorized to sit, by subeommittee or other- 
wise, during the recess or session of Congress, at such times and places as 
they deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, » print testi- 
mony or other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and 
other assistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of 
the House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


BRANDY FROM FRUITS. 


Mr. PASCO, There is a bill which logically follows the one 
ust passed. It was passed in the House in January and reported 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate in March without 
amendment. Afterwards amendments were made to it in conse- 
nence of the bill which has just passed, but the necessity for 
Teas amendments no longer exists. I wish to ask that that bill 
be now taken up and put upon its passage. I think there will be 
no objection to It will take but afew moments. It isa bill in 
which the fruit growers of the country are very largely interested, 
particularly those of my own State. 
The VICE-PRESID . The bill will be stated by title. 
The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of 
the Revised eget of the United States concerning the distilling 


of from ts. 
pra SCO. I ask that the bill be passed in the shape in which 


it originally e from the House of Representatives and as it 
was oer from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. R . The bill has the unanimous approval of the 
Committee on Finance, and there is no reason, I think, for the 
amendment. It may delay the of the bill. The amend- 


ment be disagreed to as far as the committee is concerned. 
Mr. PASCO. It was first reported from the committee without 


amendment. ike 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 
Be it etc., That section 2255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
be, and same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sxo. 2255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made exclu- 


si from gra pears, pineapp’ oranges, apricots, 
One or re ee any provision of this title relating to the manufac- 
ture of except as to tax thereon, when in his judgment it may 
seen to do so.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
TEENIE ne didection, the Senate Committee of th 
no on, , as in Commi of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 
The PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
on Finance will be stated. 
The SzcreTary. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
additional section: 
Sxc. 2. That section 61 of the act of Au 28, 1894, entitled “An act to re- 
Mesa providing Tae the ncbusa tr Seveyrente ot nkaran seven tal a 
, 0 
= in the arts, or in any medicinal or other like compound, be, and 


Mr. PASCO. All the amendments are withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments are withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President, the amendment about repeal- 
ing section 61 is wn, but I Rope not the one about other 
i a little amendment there. 

Mr. ! As already stated, the bill has the unanimous 
of the Committee on Finance. I do not suppose there 


would be any to the amendment pro by the Sena- 
tor talyteiniedinoet aves it not for the possible effect upon the 


E 


measure in the other That is the only fear I have in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make a statement. Dates are not 
mentioned in the bill. There is a company already organized in 
iis city of New York, with a large capital, in , if this 

other to manufacture brandy from 


and on which pay duty to the Gov- 
ought to be included. Ido not desire 
the passage of the bill, but I 

or ee nae Srovistenally, 
then I will make inquiries and if it is 
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likely to endanger the sage of the bill. The bill can lie over 
for a little time until I can make inquiries. If I were satisfied 
that it would endanger the passage of the bill I would not insist 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this is a bill in which my con- 
stituency is very much interested. My colleague in the House, 
Mr. WILSON, by his energy and activity, secured its passage in that 
body. It came over here, and, without any consultation with the 
Senators from California, the Senators from Utah, the Senators 
from Oregon, or myself or my colleague, all of whom are very 
much interested in the bill, the Finance Committee added a num- 
ber of amendments which would have destroyed it had they been 
agreed to. I submit that is unusual, to start with. It is not cus- 
tomary in the Senate to weigh down and load down bills of other 
Senators with amendments unless with the consent of those Sen- 
ators. The manifest injustice of that proceeding induced the 
FinanceCommittee to take off the amendments and they are will- 
ing to have the bill passed as it came from the House. The House 
passed the bill without the words “ other fruits,” and I think the 
Senator from Connecticut ought not to ask for that amendment, 
especially as the Fmance Committee has unanimously agreed not 
to press the amendment. TheSenator from California has agreed 
that he will not ask for it, although he is interested in it. think 
the Senator from Connecticut ought not to press that amendment, 
because through these various other amendments delay has oc- 
curred until now in the closing days of the session the passage of 
the bill will be endangered if itis amended at all. I shall cer- 
tainly, so far as I am concerned, object to that amendment, and I 
hope the Senator from Connecticut, under the circumstances, will 
not press it. Let the bill go through as it came from the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Idaho has already stated 
the objection to theamendment. Ido not think we ought toallow 
foreign fruitsto be brought into this country, dried and preserved, 
and be converted into brandy in competition with the brandy 
from fruits produced in our own country. It seems to me that 
that is not within the scope and purpose of this proposed law. 
The measure itself is a wise one. It is to relieve farmers from the 
ordinary restrictions of the law applied to the production of alco- 
hol or whisky from grains, etc. At the same time it imposes the 
same rate of duties upon brandy that is imposed upon whisky, 
but it simply relieves the domestic manufacturers from impossible 
conditions which are prescribed for great distillers. 

The fruit of the country is ——— It passes away in a short 
time. Apples and grapes and all those fruits have to be used im- 
mediately, and must be used mainly on the farm, at home, or near 
by, in small establishments. Therefore it is proposed that they 
shall be relieved from the heavy restrictions. But to extend this 
provision to foreign dried fruits it seems to me would not be within 
the meaning or purpose of the law. The action of the proposed 
law is simply to enable farmers and others to utilize their perish- 
able products without being subjected to the severe restrictions of 
the law in regard to whisky. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed that this matter was fully understood 
by the Finance Committee when it recommended this amendment. 
There was a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, who under- 
stood the matter fully and recommended it; there was a letter 
from the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Ways 
and Means in the House of Representatives, saying that it was 
intended that these words should be added in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The matter was considered in the Finance Commit- 
tee, and I supposed it was fully understood. 

I do not wish, however, to endanger the passage of this bill. I 
do not believe the adoption of the amendment would endanger its 
passage. If other Senators believe it would they must pursue 
such a course as they think is advisable. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is this difficulty in the sit- 
uation, entirely apart from the merits of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut: This is a House bill. If we 
amend it, it goes back to the other House; and even though the 
House committee should advise concurrence or nonconcurrence in 
our amendment—it would be immaterial which view they took on 
the subject—the question would not be a privileged one under the 
rules of the House, and the bill would go where another bill in 
which I am interested went two or three days ago, to the foot of 
the Calendar, and among those masses of forgotten things which 
are only the subject of memory and regret. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not 
urge his amendment. He will doubtless remember that when 
this bill was first reported from the Committee on Finance on the 
17th of March it came without any amendment, exactly as it 
passed the House of Representatives; and now if the amendment 
should be made at this late hour of the session, when the final 
passage of the bill may Oe prevented by it, the fruit growers all 
over the country may deprived of the very great advantage 
which would come from the passage of this bill. We are in the 
season when fruits are maturing; we are in the season when this 
bill will be of great practical benefit to the fruit growers. 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. PLATT. Let it go. 
in some other way. 


I will try to take care of the matter 


Mr. PASCO. I am much obliged to the Senator. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 5 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution. 1t is important that the joint resolution should be in- 
troduced this afternoon. : 

The joint resolution (S.R.154) relating to fruit brandies was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS, 


Mr. HALE. In the condition of the business of the Senate and 
in the view of a near adjournment, I find that it will be impossible 
for me to attend the meeting of the Board of Visitors at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, to which place I have been kindly as- 
signed by the Chair. For that reason I make my declination of 
that appointment. 

Mr. BACON. For the reason stated by the Senator from Maine 
in his case I am also laboring under a similar embarrassment, 
very much to my regret, and I beg the Chair to excuse me from 
workeouing the dut igned me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently a nted Mr. GrBpson 
and Mr. Burrows members of the Board of Visitors on the part 
of the Senate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at 
the Navai Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of 
the act of February 14, 1879. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.GORMAN. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurn] 
‘was appointed as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate on 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. Ashe has been called from the 
city, I ask that he be excused from further service on the com- 
mittee, and that the Chair be authorized to fill the vacancy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Kentucky will be excused from further service on the con- 
ference committee, and the Chair will appoint the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FaAvLKNER] to fill the vacancy. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (8. 8071) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the 
borough of Braddock to the township of Mifflin, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
‘treceive.” to insert ‘‘such”; and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ there- 
for,” to insert ‘‘as may be approved from time to time by the Sec- 
retary of War”; so as to make the section read: 

Sxc.2. That said bridge may be constructed to vide for the passage of 
railway trains, street cars, wagons, and vebicles of all kinds, for the transit 
of animals, foot passengers, and of commercial travel and communication. 
The said corporation may c and receive such reasonable tolls therefor 
@s may be approved frome¢ime to time by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 7, after the word 
*‘ Duquesne,” to insert ‘‘ Bridge”; so as to make the section read: 

Sxc.3, That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known asa post route, 

hts and privileges of other t roads in the United 
States: Prov: That 


© Uni States may uct a postal telegraph 
over said bri without charge therefor: and i also, That the said 
Braddock and uesne Bridge Company shall not commence the construc- 
tion of its bridge, Gridse 


iers, abutments, causeways, and other works over 
or in said Monongahela River until the location and of same have 
been su 


bmitted to and approved by the 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after 
section the following: 


Spe. 6. Took 5B yelivosl or stuset-aie cubnpenion Getiring the use of the 
aePcteeeiaies tt tet ake s have and entitled to equal rights and 
relative to the ——- of trains or cars over the same, and over 
approaches thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for 
such use; and in case the owner or owners of such bri and the several 
panies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to 
sum or sums to be ce See ee ee eee each shall 
conform in using bridge, matters at issue a them shall be de- 


Section 5, to insert as a new 


cided by the Secretary of War wu a hearing of the allegations 
of the partes: and equal privileges in the useof said bridge be granted 
to all telegraph and telephone companies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing as a new section; 


a. 8. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senateas amen and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. _ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi rey 
the third time, and passed, ae Pane 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of i), 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were tlic:.. 
w<5 _ 2 the ee — 
. R. 225) to pro or the lease of Fort Omaha }\\\jj. 

tary Reservation to the State of Nebraska; — 

A bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned canon 
balis to certain of the Grand Army of the Republic; 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water ain 
taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia, and for oj her 


urposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur. 
ery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask to have the conference report 
on the Indian ee bill laid before the Senate. 
The VICE-P ENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
oepente report on the bill indicated by the Senator from Svuth 
oO 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian ent and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other ; 


Mr. P GREW. Mr. dent, in the Indian appropriation 
bill of 1893 the Senate provided for the ee rene = the Presi- 
dent of a Commission to treat with the Five Civilized Tribes in tho 
Indian Territory for the cession of a on of their lands or for 
a division of the lands among the i by allotment. That 

rovision was pure oe upon an entirely different subject 

anything considered or provided for in the bill. It was 
adopted by the Senate. This Commission went tothe Indian Ter- 


ri rand, undertook to — with those © eee and after 
spending about two years’ time they reported that they found it 
impossible to carry out -— of the provisions of the law under 
which they were ape ; that it was impossible to treat with 
those Indians; that ey refused to meet with the Commission, and 
that they have, in fact, given the on to understand dis- 
tinctly in so many words that their presence was not desired in 
that country. The Commission inform us that as the act now 
stands there is nothing which they can do, no function which they 
can perform. In view of those facts the Senate amended the In- 
dian appropriation bill and incorporated into it this provision: 


For salaries and mses of the Commissioners a nted under acts of 
ingress a Seved Toren 1893, and March 1805 to ne tiate with th 
Five Ci Tribes in the Indian Terri ‘daranen af ‘000, to be 
a available; mmission is to continue the exercise 

9 au 


ority already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to ac- 
the heretofore prescribed to them and report from tine to 


When the conference committee of the two Houses met and 
considered this provision it was urged on the part of the other 
House that it was absolutely useless and unnecessary to continue 
the Commission without duties to perform and that the existing 
law could not be carried out. The Committee on Indian Affaiss 
of this body and the Committee on Indian Affairs 


of the House of 
tatives have frequen 


talked with these Commissioners, 
an have asserted that was nothing they could ac- 
complish as the law now stands. They pon prepared and 
suggested to the committee legislation which would give them 
power sufficient to accomplish something. That the necessity 
exists there can be no on. 


The conference committee, in 
view of the difficult and complicated which surrounded 


those people, decided to take a step in the direction of breaking 


the lawlessness and want of government and protection of 

it oe yas upon of a eee _ 
& es and without a 

violation of any of the ty Fights of those people. There- 
fore the committee Commission, if continued in 
wer, should have authority to make up aroll of those per yple. 
one had to up such a roll. Saecststore the roll has 

been approved by aS of the Interior. We have taken 


<2 
e 


that the Commission should make up 4 
were citizens of those 
of 1866 it had been provided that friendly 
mem in number, might settle among 
bers of the tribes, and that those 

Ahh should be admitted 
and yet nee been denied by the Indians 

shall aie pene - 50 we that this Commission 
peered cnr the trent of 1866 and all the laws 


are citizens of 















We further provided that they should make up a list of leases 

which had been made, and report to Congress the number of the 

leases, the amount and value of the property involved, who made 

the jeases, to whom the lease money was paid, and to report that 
to Congress. 

ae seems to me that the conference committee came clearly 


‘thi e provisions of the rule as heretofore enforced and prac- 
her 9 body. The Senate provided that the Commission, 
with certain powers, should continue, and made an appropriation 
to carry out those provisions. The conference committee simply 
enlar and defined those powers, and, in my opinion, added 


nothing to what the Commission could perform, except the ratifi- 
cation of the roll, even if we had not made this enactment. _ 

I propose, Mr. President, to show that the conference committee 
has not violated the ents of this body on this subject, but, 
on the contrary, that it has been the custom in conference com- 
mittees to enact legislation where there was less ground for it 
than there is in this case. But even if this were not true, I shall 
undertake to show that the great necessity of some legislation in 
connection with these tribes of Indians justifies the course pursued 
by the conference committee. 

In the Indian appropriation bill of last year,on page 86, as the 
pill passed the Senate, there is this provision: 


and Seaaper tation of pupils to and from Indian schools 

oa da for the ion of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools 

and of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and 

control of such suitable white as may in all respects be qualified to 

ve su industrial, and educational training, under arrange- 

ments in W: their care, support, and education shall be in exchange 
for their labor, 


Now comes amendment numbered 199: 

Of which amount the sum of $8,000 shall be immediately available. 

Here is the conference report: 

House recede from its disagree t to th d t of the Sen- 
an 199, and to the same with an quvapdanenhen follows: ‘Add 
at the end of said t, as a new aph, the following: 

“That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation 
to a school the State or Territory in which said reservation is situ- 
ated without voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if 
either of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the vol- 
untary consent of the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made 
before the agent of the reservation, and he shall send to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs his certificate that_such consent has been voluntarily given 
before such child shall be removed from such reservation. And it shall be 
unlawful for any Indian agent or other cugneres of the Government to in- 
duce, or seek te lndaee, by withholding rations or by other improper means, 
the parents or next of kin of any Indian to consent to the removal of any In- 
dian child beyond the limits of any Indian reservation,” 

Mr. HALE. Did that amendment become embodied in the law, 
I ask the Senator? , ee 
. PETTIGREW. It did become embodied in the law as the 
result of the conference report. 3 , 

Mr. HALE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that while 
perhaps no attention was called to it and it ore through un- 
noticed, and t be to a degree objectionable, it is all in the 
direction of } the original proposition which was found in 
the bill the Sena read from as it came from the other House. 
There is a difference between conference committees limiting the 
expenditure of or the operation of a clause that has been 
put in either by the other House or by the Senate which is the 
subject of oo Peon is a great re between that 
and the enlargement an: ifying and introduction of new 
matters enlarging and aatitying. and I think that distinction 
exists as to the case the Senator has cited, although I would say 
in that respect that the only good reason why that should have 
been allowed was that no attention was probably called to it at 


That was not a good reason. 
That was not a good reason, but that was the only 
I should think it doubtful whether, when the attention 
of the Senate is called to so much of an exercise of the limiting 
as was exercised there, the Senate would authorize 
a conference committee to do that; but it is in no degree, it seems 
to me, like the case now before the Senate. 
Mr, PETTIG . There is no allusion whatever to securing 
the ts of those children to their removal from 
any of the tribes. ; 
No; but it is a limitation of the removal, which 
of the original proposition of the House. 
on, not an extension. : 
. It was an appropriation for the transpor- 


You can not transport them unless you start them 
. Then you provide by law, clear legisla- 

and nothing else, with to the con- 

and into details. There are a great 
matters of find. In this case which is com- 
wer 


committee simply enlarged the 
sion, | Senators rise here with great indigna- 
and the Senator New Hampshire (Mr. CHANDLER] 
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talked about a cunningly devised change, as if something had 
been done which was unusual. I propose to show that this has 
been the practice. 

Last year a clause was placed by the committee of conference 
on the Indian appropriation bill, and it became a law, providing 
that the claimants — lands on the Crow Creek Reservation, in 
South Dakota, should go into the Court of Claims and sue in order 
to recover damages for having been removed by Executive order 
from that reservation—entirely new matter, legislation pure and 
simple. That has been the custom right along. Here is one of 
the most striking cases in the Indian appropriation bill of 1891. 
In this case there is no mention of any treaty made with the Sis- 
seton or Wahpeton Indians, no mention made of any attorneys or 
any power of attorney, or any right of anybody to represent those 
Indians in any way as the bill passed the Senate. No one appeared 
here and claimed to be the attorneys of these Indians. No one 
appeared before the committees of either House, and the bill passed 
the Senate without any provision whatever, except simply ratify- 
ing an agreement made with those Indians for the sale of their 
lands. The report of the conference committee contains this pro- 
vision, which was injected—absolutely new matter, legislation 
pure and simple: 

Provided, however, That all contracts or agreements between said Indians, 
or any of them, and agents, attorneys, or other persons for the payment of 
any part of this appropriation for or on account of fees or compensation to 
said agents, attorneys, or other persons, unless the same have been matle as 
provided by law and are yet in force and have been approved by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, or have been made by and between citizens of the 
United States, are hereby declared null and void; and in such cases the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall cause all moneys herein appropriated to be paid 
directly to the said Indians, and shall pay no portion of the same to their said 


agents or attorneys, and in no event shall asum exceeding 10 per cent be 
paid to any agent or attorney. 





That was injected without any reference to anything contained 
in the bill, with nothing to hang it upon except that we had made 
a treaty with those Indians for a cession of their land. In the 
same appropriation bill in 1891 we treated with the Indians in 
Oklahoma for the purchase of a large strip of country, and it 
passed both Houses of Congress. It provided simply for the ces- 
sion, of property and for an allotment of lands to the Indians. 
The conference committee inserted this provision as a new sec- 
tion. The report says: 

And insert after said section the following: 

“Suc, 15.— 

Absolutely a new section, new matter, and the broadest kind of 
general legislation. 


“Sec. 15. That before any lands in Oklahoma are open to settlement it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to divide the same into counties, 
which shall contain as near as possible not less than 900 «quare miles in each 
county. Inestablishing said county lines the Secretary is hereby authorized 
to extend the lines of the counties already located so as to make the area of 
said counties equal, as near as may be, to the area of the counties provided 
for in this act. At the first election for county officers the people of each 
county may vote fora name for each county, and the name which receives the 

eatest number of votes shall be the name of such county: Provided further, 

hat as soon as the county lines are designated by the Secretary, he shall re- 
serve not to exceed one-half section of land in each county, to be located near 
the center of said county, for county-seat purposes, to be entered under sec- 
tions 2387 and 2388 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That in addition to the 
jurisdiction granted to the probate courts and the judges thereof in Okla 
homa ‘Territory, by legislative enactments, which enactments are hereby 
ratified, the probate judges of said Territory are hereby granted such juris- 
diction in town-site matters and under such regulations as are provided by 
the laws of the State of Kansas.” 

Then it goes on and reserves the school lands. Yet there was 
nothing in the world in that Indian appr ypriation bill as it passed 
the Senate upon which that could be hung in any way. Itissim- 
ply injected there, and is absolutely new legislation, without any 
possible chance to excuse it atall, while in this case we have simply 
placed in the bill an enlargement of the powers of a Commission 
provided for by the Senate amendment. 

This is not the only instance. In the bill of 1891 we opened an 
Indian reservation in Montana, and we injected a provision in 
conference, which, I think, will be well remembered by the Sena- 
tor from Montana, which provided for disposing of the lands open 
to settlement in an entirely different manner from the way the 
Senate provided for disposing of those lands—absolutely another 
provision, absolutely another method, diametrically opposed to 
the method of disposing of those lands provided for by the Senate. 
No one, I suppose, knew anything about it until after the Senate 
adjourned, 

These things do not always produce the best results, but how 
can any harm come in this case, where the matter is fully before 
the Senate, where everyone has a chance fully to discuss it, where 
the purpose to be accomplished is so absolutely necessary and 
important? I can cite many other instances of the same sort 
where we have legislated in conference, placing upon the bill in 
conference matters unheard of when the bill was before the Senate. 

I wish to call attention for a few moments to the condition of 
affairs in the Indian Territory, which we propose to undertake to 
remedy. About 1830 we provided that certain tribes should be 
located in the Indian Territory, and that the land should be pat- 
ented to them, and held for the equal use and benefit of every 
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member of those tribes. We provided that without their consent 
white people should not be settled in the country, but that it 
should be reserved for the use and benefit of the Indians. When 
we made the agreement we expected that the Indians would keep 
it and we expected to keep it. As far as we are concerned, we 
have kept the agreement, but the Indians have not kept it, not 
through any fault of theirs, but because they have been overrun 
by men who have become citizens of the tribes, and who are, in 
reality, not Indians, but white —— 

Conditions have changed. To-day in that country there are 
less than 65,000 Indians and 300,000 white men. Five different 
sovereign governments exist, holding legislatures, having courts, 
but enforcing practically no law, with no law maintained e t 
the right of the individual to protect himself. The white people 
have no schools. There is no means of taxation by which they 
can be provided with schools. The Indians are governed by a 
small number of white people who have gained control of their 
tribes. The real Indians are driven back into the mountains and 
the woods and along the streams, many of them being wild In- 
dians, while the tangas A of the tribes has been acquired by the 
white men who have gained control of that country. There is 
no protection whatever to life and poopy and a condition exists 
which would justify the United States in sending the Army to 
take possession of the country, ousting all semblance of govern- 
ment and reece law and order. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs has petitioned the President—and I think the petition was 
signed by every member of the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
this body—to send a regiment of troops into the Territory at once, 
as the condition of affairs is intolerable. 

The Dawes Commission, of which ex-Senator Dawes was chair- 
man, examined the condition of affairs in that country, and I wiil 
read some extracts from his report: 


from the testi. 
mony, or rather the argument made by Judge McKe befo 

the House Committee on Indian Affairs, in which he show. °° 
he gives the names of the , that 61 ms have 1,500,009 
acres of land in the Creek Nation under cultivation or fence jy 


“ee. 
. JONES of Arkansas. That acreage is one-half of «)! 


country. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is one-half of the entire area of |an] jo. 
longing to the tribe, who number 15,000 people. The Perryining 
received Too. in rent; Turner & Porter, $16,000; one 4 tho 
Childers, I think it is the father, $6,000; another one $6,)\) a: 
another $3,000; Willison, Welden & Co., $3,000; Robinson & ( ‘his. 
cove aa A by then eight ees bie 

n ren persons onging t 
Indians of those tribes. — 

The na that many of the Indians are unable to secura 
land fit for cultivation because it has been taken by tho whits 
men. Every one of the names which I have read is the name of 
a whiteman, They are entirely white, or have the slightest tinc. 
ine scomeneneh nd counties — the —— of maintain. 

y and con the people, they 
maintain a and active lobby at the Danita . They have done 
so ever since I have been a member of the Committee on ludian 
Affairs, and they still continue to do so. 

Aside from the vast pasture lands, aside from the vast fields 
cultivated by white men who are their tenants, there are immense 
mines of coal which are also leased by these people. There aro 
towns of five or six thousand people where they are leasing the 
lots, and a very fund is secured, not for the benetit of tho 
Indians, but to the men who have gained control of the 
government. Mr. McKennon says: 


that 


All the functions of the so-called governments of these five tribes have They say we have the amount of crime committed there. It 
become erless to protect the life or rt hts of the citizen. The | has been said that we the statements published by a paper in one of 
courts of ustice here become powerless col en Violence, robbery, | the border States, written by some one who know tO about: it . We 


and murder are almost of y qomuceetee, and no effective measures 0 


; forth to —— crime. Railroad trains 
are stopped and their rs robbed n a few miles of populous 
towns and the plunder carried off with impunity in the very presence of 
those in authori a: A reign of terror exists, and barbarous outrages, almost 
impossible of belief, are enacted, and the perpetrators hardly find it neces- 
sary to shun daily jutercourse with their victims. We are now informed 
that. within the territory of one of these tribes, there were 53 murders dur- 


pevoasade me easement on | wana A member of Foe, Semaalittoc has in 
possession a taken from papers blished in 6 ‘Territory, of the 
seliies counabited clans Geo nlijoutuneent of Ganagens on the tho: March 
A year ago last March— 
to the t amoun: to 260 or 275; I do not k the e: 
- _——_ time, ting 275; now the exact 


Ne ee ee Loe one cee Swann caus Gays of CSlEnee OO, | She semeeees auee wane Shere. This Wet doce not contain all st 
<= pape cack ig 2 eee coniiiien of affairs demonstrates that the per- them. 7 >: aif committed statements of which never appeared in print. 
mission to govern themselves under the Constitution of the United States, pele ‘alae Se 4 in'that fReemtore eee nee Get every ix 
which ra Srigilly rmrnced in Gh Seat proved a falure Sante: | SE Te 
pro req ex Ww. - 
zens tory About a year Governor Fishback, of Arkansas, addressed an open letter 
° = e 7 . the Z it of the United States— bly you have not seen that—in 


to 

. * * at—I 
hich he sets out the difficulty that the State of Arkansas labors under in 
Corruption of the grossest kind, ly and unbl ly_ practiced, has - ; 
fou 4 wew tube ever | ; othe y Lo maine! t yi — getting fagitives from that ‘Territory, It isa city of refuge for criminals 


© 
of the governments are _ with it, and so common has it be- 


no attempt at concealment ht necessary. The govern- Then ITTLE says: 
ments have fallen into the hands of a few able and energetic indian itanns, Mr. Li 7 
nearly all mixed bl w who have so administered their | ‘There are robberies committed there? . ; 
Saeee e eedee ras olneek the aatine Frenette of ths Taney ot ane | tose what enesséthe martors. ‘They kill for any Gousoand without cause 
Lind ct say bo rendered'prattatis nd atulites << TOnTOry of any | S601 ea Wit te tho Ful a th courte Cho regard 


. GAMBLE. 
ment of these crimes? Are the courts capable of prosecuting and convict- 


? 

. McKennon. You mean the Indian courts? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 

Mr. McKenwow. I have not known exceeding half a dozen punishments for 
murder since I have been in that Territory. 

And the Dawes Commission say that 53 murders were con- 
mitted in one nation in six weeks, and not a single one of the 
offenders was brought to justice. | 
Mr, M a of them have come to my knowledge that were 


In onc of these tribes, seeene Ses Sees conan ot but 3,040,000 acres 
of land, within the last few years laws have m enacted under the 


for pasturage and cultivation 1,237,000 acres. This comprises arable 
vo of the valuable grazing lands belonging to that tribe. The 
that ®—largely the full bloods who do not speak the - 
excluded from the enjoyment of any portion of this 
and many of them occupy the poor and hilly country, where they get a 
een Sexo portions as they are able to turn to any account. 
This class of persons in the Territory— 


That is, the full-blood Indians, whom we are called upon by 


our treaties to protect— Mr. Mokuasox. A sember 
little, if in ci They largel: ‘errito 

ent on those in control ot public affairs, whose will they register at the polls, | ¢han there ia in the Seates surrounding it, Let ws wee about that. 1s 
and with whose bid , ina measure, they comply to give the figures and I stand by the record. We will say, 
a ing power by these oppose any change and ask only to be For tietance, thore were 218 murders committed in that Ter?" 

When payments of money are made to the Indians the Indians ae McKuNxox. Since elner an Thee tetoined at the ap of Hare 
themselves do not get the money. The money is paid out almost | state (Arkansas) in to how gaurders would probably 
in every instance and secured by the white men and mixed bloods 


time,and they have estimated the 
estimates were made by 


i 


who live among = 
in the hands of those who have thus 


num to 
and Attorney-General Kinsworthy, 
Justice has been utterly perverted has fixed the 
taid hold of the forms of its administration in this Territory and who have | S24 4 higher tina 00 : ee ee Ptr docs that 
wrongs and ou upon a helpless for their the Territory? comprises something less than 
own gain. United States put the title to a domain of coun wealth of acres; that would miles. Arkansas has 
and several tribes or nationalities, but it was | g2'900 miles. If 33,000 square miles 215 taurders, 62,000 square miles 


would about 433. 
Mr, Ganix. Bat how would the comparison stand if made by density of 


ir. McKExxox. I am coming to that. The population of the Territory 
not exceed 400,000— 


He has placed it too high, in my opinion— 


Torito , thus tersely expressed in one treaties: 
mon, 80 each and every member of either tribe Got aren ee 
divided interest in the whole.” The tribes can make no other use of it. 
ain eee 
use of any of it. is something ovet 






Let us see how this trust has been carried out, We {pao we bout times as on Arkansas com te 
Wwe would hold this land in trust for the use and benefit equally of | 85 many i an, 8 eee Arkansas mar- 
every member of the tribe. We have been powerless tocarry out | $oUgty. Do vos of the people? Thatis 
and fulfill that trust, owing to the dishonesty of the men who your own and see if fam not 
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Here isa letter from William M. Fishback, governor of Arkansas: 


Fort Smita, ARK., March 7, 1896. 
Dear Bass: We have had two recent raids upon banks, one in Arkansas 


Kansas, from the Indian Territory. ey killed Director Good- 
“~“ Ue cen the other coy and were chased back tothe Territory 175 miles, 
put not caught. kill Dorsey in Wichita, but were caught and mobbed. 


The 
The United States Government is responsible for these murders, for it fos- 


dition which tempts them. 
ters the cy truly, your friend, WM. M. FISHBACK. 


Hon. J. 8. Lirrue. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from South Dakota a ques- 
tion. This statement discloses a remarkable and perhaps horri- 
ple condition, but were not all of these reasons for the incorpora- 
tion of this legislation on an appropriation bill urged at length 


and with force in the Senate when the proposition was brought for- 


ward on the appropriation bill? When the ruling was made by | involving the lives and happiness and pr yperty of so many people. 
the Chair throwing the amendment out, was any appeal taken | It seems to me that unusual procee: | 
from that ruling? Therefore, was it not the sense of the Senate | order to reach and remove the difficulty. But no unusual pro- 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that it is material to this 
question as to whether or not the Committee on Indian Affairs 
has performed its full duty in this respect. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs has had this question under consideration, and a 
great many difficulties in the solution of the question covering 
the Five Civilized Tribes presented themselves’ We found diffi- 
culty with respect to title to their lands, difficulty in determining 
who are entitled to allotments, difficulty in determining who are 
members of the tribes, the danger of Executive disapproval, etc. 
After spending a great deal of time upon the matter the commit- 
tee unanimously reported the amendment, which was ruled out 
on the point of order. It was not ruled out upon its merits. 
Certainly the Senate on its merits would never rule an amend- 
ment on this question out—a question so pressing for solution, 


ings would be justified in 


that the amendment or a kindred amendment should not go on | ceedings are undertaken or proposed. 


appropriation bill? Is there anything new, although what the 
— from South Dakota is giving is interesting, that was not 
yen in the debate when the bill was under consideration in the 


nate? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know whether or not all of these 
facts were presented to the Senate. For that matter, it makes no 


erence. 

. JONES of Arkansas. Ifthe Senator will allow me, Ishould 
like to state that it ought not to be allowed to be taken as for 
ted that this is the proposition which was presented to the 
Senate before. That was a proposition which made the power of 
the Commission absolute in making the roll, and provided, in addi- 
tion, for the division of the land in the Indian Territory, a meas- 
ure al different from this one. This is a proposition sim- 
y to authorize the making of a roll, and when there is any 
with the finding of the Commission, the action of 
the Commission is not to be final, but an — is to be had to the 
courts, and they are to determine whether or not people who 

claim to be members of the tribe have a right to be on the roll. 
Mr. HALE. The advocates of the measure (I do not go into its 


fi 


merits; I te the force of the statement that something 
ought to be 


in a proper way and by nore channels) had the 
opportunity when the matter was discu here to frame their 
amendment so as to avoid the point of order. They did not do 
A point of order was sustained by the action of the Senate, 
and no was taken. 
Now, two itions are not identical. Any man can read 
them and see that they are not identical, but the great feature of 
and expanding, by a new body of law, the power of 
the Commission is just as much contained in the amended report 
from the conference committee as it was in the amendment which 
was ruled out in the Senate. What is objected to is not that it 
a good case, but that it has avoided all other channels 
tion. It has avoided action by the Senate committee on 
bill. It has avoided action by a House committee on a 
bill. It has avoided action upon an appropriation bill, 
two bodies, and seeks now to come in here in this 


E 


Lig 


“= —s tion in committee. That is the trouble. 
. BERRY. ill the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that the original legislation in 
regard to this 


matter was put upon an ~ me rm bill. When 
Commission was —- during the last Congress it was done 


an on 
5 Hite Bee conference committee? 


Y. It was first puton here. The last time, I do not 

distinctly, but I think probably it passed the House as 

here, the Commission. 

It did, and was considered by both bodies. 

af to say to the Senator; furthermore, that 

disposed of and sold and the money distributed on 
bill, and I never heard any objection from the 

Maine os anyone else in regard to the legislation. 


custom. 

wish to state another fact. I wish the Senator 
hear it,too. My recollection is that during the 
a conference committee in to the Indian 
country, of which the Senator from Wisconsin was 
reported a substitute bill from the committee on con- 
the jurisdiction that was given by either House, 

extending them. That was done by a con- 
if I am not mistaken. The Senator will cor- 


reported a substitute bill from the confer- 
ae was adopted by the Senate and became 


teat, HALE. Was that a conference committee of the Commit- 
Mr. . No; of the Judiciary Committee. 


eee = 


ri 
cE 


TT; 
Ea 
iE 


ti 


tl 


rect me if I am. 





On the contrary, it has been the practice of the Committee on 
Appropriations in chargeof the Indian appropriation bill to inject 
legislation before unheard of into aconference report and enact it 
intolaw. When we purchased the Cherokee Outlet, a large por- 
tion of Oklahoma, we provided in a conference report for the 
organization of that Territory into counties. In no place in the 
Indian appropriation bill had anything been said about the organi- 
zation of counties. We determined their boundaries, their area: 
reserved lands for county seats; provided for locating county 
seats; and provided for an election to name the county seats. 
Nothing had been said about it. No allusion was made to it in 
the bill as it passed here. Itwas good legislation. It was condu- 
cive to the peace and prosperity and happiness of the people of 
that country, and it was well that it was enacted, and, if necessary, 
enacted as part of a conference report. 7 

The entiation which we propose is a step in the direction of 
the solution of difficulties which have become intolerable. The 
life and happiness and the property of a large number of citizens 
of this country are involved in this question. For the Senate to 
reject the amendment, to declare that nothing shall be done for 
the people of the Indian Territory in the next year, will make this 
body responsible for the lives of innumerable people who will be 
murdered during the next twelve months. This is properly here, 
it is rightfully before this body, according to a precedent, and for 
the Senate to undertake to shirk the responsibility of enacting it, 
claiming that it is a upon a conference report, it certainly 
seems to me is cowardly and unjustifiable. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have listened with a great deal of inter- 
est to what the Senator has had to say in regard to the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes and the Dawes Commission. [ ask the Senator if he 
will be kind enough to state the explanation of the last two para- 
graphs in the conference committee’s report relating to the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton Indians and the Seneca Nation of Indians, 
which have no connection, as I understand it, with the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes or with the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, [ hardly expected that gen- 
tlemen who oppose this wholesome and just and proper legislation 
would shift the issue to two immaterial and indifferent matters. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The issue was tendered by the conference 
committee. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thegreat question before the Senate is the 
question as to whether we will allow a condition of murder and 
crime unparalleled in the history of the world,to continue. The 
Senate talks for hours about the wrongs of Cuba and the crimes 
committed by Spaniards in that island, about the danger to the 
life and property of our own citizens there, and yetit sits quietly 
by and allows a condition of things to exist within our own borders 
in comparison with which the scenes enacted in Cuba are nothing. 
There were 53 murders in one of these five tribes in six weeks last 
fall and no one was brought to justice and no one ever arrested. 
The courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex., are crowded with 
criminals; 900 criminals were tried in those courts last year, and 
three-quarters of them were from the Indian Territory. Robber- 
ies are committed everywhere in the Territory; men shot down in 
cold blood and without any reason whatever; and yet the Senate 
of the United States proposes, because a step in the direction of 
correcting this evil is suggested ina conference report, to let that 
condition go on. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will tell the Senator from Mississippi 
about the two amendments, if that is the question he desires to 
have answered. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is the only question I propounded to 
the Senator, and I have had no reply so far. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will reply to the Senator. The two 
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amendments to which the Senator refers have no relation to this 
nestion. The first one, with regard to theSisseton and Wah 
dians, was adopted by theSenate and placed the deficiency 
appropriation bill. It simply provides, under provisions of a 
treaty with those Indians, for payment of their interest money. 
It does not appropriate a dollar, but under that treaty the interest 
as well as the principal of the money they received for their lands 
is to be di of under the direction of Co \ 
Mr. WALTHALL. How does that find a place in legislating 
upon the Dawes Commission, with which it io no sort of con- 


mection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is simply following those precedents 
which have been followed heretofore, where a matter would be 
accepted bythe Senate by unanimousconsent. There is no justifi- 
cation for it under the rule aside from the fact that we have done 
these things. It has been customary on the Indian appropriation 
bill, as I-showed a short time ago, to take ap matters of that sort 
and dispose of them in that way, doing substantial and equal 
justice and harming no one. 

The amendment in re to the Seneca Indians is of exactly the 
same character. They havetribal . They holdit in com- 
mon. But the men who are bright and smart, who are almost 
white, the same as those who have taken possession of the Indian 
Territory, got possession of the lands on the reservation in New 
York. e real Indian —— back into the forests and 
mountains and are beggars. 
find out how much of the tribal 
of by white men who clain: that 
Reservation, and to report to Co Can there be any objec- 
tion to that? No appropriation of money is made. It is simply 
an inquiry for wpe oa of protecting rights of the Indians 
the real Indians, of New York, who have been so grossly neglec 
‘by the Indian Rights Association, the association spending their 
time on Indians farther from home. 

I can see no reason why those two items should lead to any ex- 
citement. They are matters that would go through this body by 
unanimous consent at any time. They are simply placed upon 
the bill as a matter of fair, substantial justice to those people. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What is done by unanimous consent can 
be no t in a matter where consent is refused. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I am loath to believe that 
all this o tion, in view of the large number of cases which I 
have cited, has its seat in the desire of Senators to 


has been taken 
ey are Indians of the Seneca 


I am loath to believe that the reason 
erence report. It may be that that is the case with the Sena- 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have une point i 
Senator before he sits down. 
statement, which is v 
he was in 


explained 
I have listened with arly Ao 
clear and is very forcible. Just before 
, or before he answered the question of the 
pines ty arraigned the Senate i 
© 0 


e amendment simply proposes to | tri 


in here and was ruled out on a point of order in 
step in the direction of curing these evils. We di 
because of the point of order. 

That is the w question before the Senate, clearly and {,\;\y 
understood. Inasmuch as it isa violation of no custom, inas)),,,,.j, 
as we have been in the habit upon indifferent matters of Je. .),,,. 
ing with a conference committee, it seems to me that now i. ||, 
time to correct or start to correct this evil. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? Was there 3: an 
ages taken on the question of order? 

. PETTIGRE I did not have chargeof the matter. | j, 
not think there was. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was no a taken on the 
question of order. The amendment was Nically liable to 
question of order. There is no question about that. W)h).\.; 
anyone in the Senate chose to raise the question of ordey {)\..r 
could be no doubt that the amendment would have to go out |) (jj, 
question of order. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say further—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have been met with all sorts of jim. 
culties, points of order, objections, etc.,in the committees of }yoth 
Houses. It seems almost im ible to reach these people, so 
er they intrenched be the — lunder which 
a ve secured from robbing the Indians who belong to these 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that an entire session of 
Congress ought to be allowed to pass; that every other int) 
full discussi 


- : eecould be 
sough cured in 
tion? 


. becured in any way 
- een the t where it is said, 
person who wants © nothing can always say, “Oh, yes: 
I am in favor of it, but let us do it some other time”? Now, this 
provision has passed the House. Itis before the Senate. In thirty 
minutes you can send it to the President if you want to take 4 
step toward correcting these evils; and it is our duty to do <. 
There is no question of rules, no question of time or metho of 
procedure, a oe to ~ us. 
Mr. CHAND soak May I ask the eon Why 
comm reported a special 8S purpose some 
the present session? What excuse can he cive as 
the committee, what excuse can the Senator from 
. JONES) give, or what excuse can the other Sena- 


to take a 
not succeed 


Mr. 
tors on the committee give, when they could have passed a 5). i1 
bill =o subject in two hours at any time, and they did not 


? 
. PETTIGREW. The Senator from New Hampshire is not 
Affairs. 


has not the 
uienan oF 
Arkansas [ 


a member of the Committee on Indian here are 12 
members of that committee, and they unanimously report: an 


the | amendment — a bill to cover this question, and 
it was ruled out of . Now, whether we have done our duty 


or not is something that we shall not leave to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. If I chose to criticise him, I fear that | ¢ wld 
show failure on his part as a member of the Committee on |iter- 


to pass to cure an evil so | state 


no comparison with it, nor 


and iniqui 
exists down there was unknown tothe committee until we got the 
report of the Dawes Commission. The Commission have been at 
work some two years and a half. Last year they made a 
last winter they made another one, 
which they had gathered before. And now the 


ttee came 


Commerce, 
Mr. CHANDLER. tam willing to discuss with the Senator 
ion of mine in connection with any committee to wie) 


into that. 


Mr GREW. I do not care to 
The Senator is ting motives very 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


freely. 
eS eee ee ne 
: LER. making charges; ng abou 
; he is talking about responsibility for crime, and is imak- 
heaviest of his own committee that | ever 
my life. makes an arraignment 
grossest, neglect of duty. If 


I the Committee on 
even the criticism of the 


for me to go further into this mat 
ly understood by the 
country are aware of the con 

; and it seems to me we 

the direction of correct 


file; 


suggestion 

arraignment of the com- 

of the by the Sen 
present session 0 

has been here at the request of 
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the committees of both Houses and each committee has been in | Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the pending order be tempo- 
session for a considerable time. The House committee has been | rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration 


more actively 


in this investigation, and has had the | of the conference report. 


on and witnesses, ple from the Indian Territory and The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request, and the Chair 
others, before it for days and days. After a careful investigation | submits it to the Senate. 
that committee a bill which has been reported favorably Mr. BUTLER. I object to it in that shape. 
and is on r of the House. It has not been considered Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to a question of order. The confer- 
simply for want of time. The Senate committee has not urged 


the report of a bill simply because it was impossible for a bill to 


unless it would go through both Houses; and we believed it | of order. 





was best for the House committee to push its work more rapidly 


than we did, if there was hope for any legislation. 

This proposition is a part of a section of the House bill, which 

rovides for a number of other very important things besides. 
Fis is a single step in the right direction, conservatively pro- 
posed, and to which we believe there ought not to be any objection 
in the Senate at all. a ee sae 

Mr. HALE. If this sirgle provision is so important, as stated 
here, and will avert such tremendous evils, as is said, why has not 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House or in the Senate 
taken it out of the general bill and made it a single measure and 

it, when no objection would be made to it? Why does it 

connect it with a lot of other propositions and let them lie in the 
pigeonholes of the committee or on the Calendar or wherever they 
may have no action taken and insist on picking out this provision 
a it as a matter of initiation by a conference? 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Considering the amount of active 

position it has received here, I do not know how the Senator from 
Maine assumes there would have been no opposition to it if it had 


as a separate measure. 
been ALE I have heard very little opposition to the merits 
of the measure. : 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is not-—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 








ence report is privileged over the unfinished business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the ruling of the Chair on the point 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the unfinished 
business is in order at this time without—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from South Dakota will then have to 
make a motion, and that will displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bond bill be tem- 
porarily laid aside for one hour, and then we can determine the 
situation and possibly accommodate Senators all around. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of 
the Senator from New York. It is that the pending unfinished 
business be laid aside temporarily for one hour in order to con- 
sider the conference report. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Tuesday has been fixed as the time for voting 
upon the bill. I ask the Secretary to read the unanimous-consent 
agreement. Inasmuch as I was not present, | want to know ex- 
actly what it is. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Agreement for final vote on Senate bill 1341 some time during Tuesday, 
June 2. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any hour agreed upon? 

Mr. GRAY. There was no hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any objection to naming some time— 
say before 6 o'clock? 

Mr. GRAY. Let the agreement stand as it is. 


will be stated. Mr, JONES of Arkansas. It is better to let it alone. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu-| Mr. HALE. The agreement was made in that way for the very 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. purpose of not cutting off anyone who might wish to offer an 


Mr. PETTIGREW. May I ask unanimous consent that the 
business be temporarily laid aside and that we com- 


plete the conference 3 38 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. I have no objection to its being laid aside for an 
hour temporarily, but I must object beyond that at present. I 
think we understand this question pretty well, and while I do not 
object to reasonable debate, I do not think it is quite right to fixa 
time to vote upon a bill and then amg ne to take up 

the request is made 


F 


for an hour. I have no objection to it. 
Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from New York 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], who desired to go on 


E 


amendment or anyone who might wish to speak. It is better for 
the Senator in charge of the bill in its present form. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allright. I said to the Senate I was anxious 
to get a vote on the bill, and when naming an early hour fora 
vote I said that I did not intend to speak on the bill if an early 
hour could be arranged; that I was desirous of having a vote and 
not speaking. Inasmuch as it has been agreed that at some time 
on Tuesday the vote shull be taken on the bill, I want to give notice 
that I expect to speak. I give notice now, because if there are 
others who desire to speak and who may think there will be plenty 
of time by laying the unfinished business aside temporarily, that 
they may choose to object to the request of the Senator from New 
York, I give notice now that on Tuesday—I will make it Tuesday, 
and let others come in first—as soon as Senate bill 1341 is laid 


; - : : : before the Senate, I shall ask the consent of the Senate to be heard 
oe RINT cen end isle vot andecewod that ony upon it. I want to give that notice so that others can come in 
one else desires to speak upon that measure. before or come in afterwards, if there is no conflicting notice. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes; there are other Senators who wish to Mr. GRAY. When an agreement has been reached by unani- 
speak. r mous a of = or _ at o—- — I anupene 
HALE understood : arra every one has the right to speak who can obtain the floor, and this 
aoe aati the vote es eee oe notice is a mere matter of courtesy. It gives the Senator no right 
go on and finish this matter to-day. to the floor? 
Mr. HILL. How much time is wanted now? Mr. BUTLER. Certainly not; but inasmuch as I gave notice 
Mr. HALE. Iam not in charge of the conference report. I do that I would not speak, and now having made up my mind to do 
not myself want to consume any time. 80, it is my duty to make that fact known. I have no objection 
Mr. GRAY. An hour will do, I think. to laying aside the unfinished business for one hour. 
Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection toan hour, and then we will see Mr. HILL. That is rather a reflection upon the arguments 


situation shall be. There is no disposition to prevent 
course the conference report — to be disposed of. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request 


Before that is submitted I wish to say—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
Carolina in a moment. The Senator from South Da- 
the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily 
of concluding the consideration of the conference 
the request of the Senator? 

- And to amend the request by the further 


H 


i 


E 


i 
i 


already made, for three-quarters of the arguments have been made 
in favor of the bill. What is the precise time? Is it the under- 
standing that the unfinished business is to be laid aside for one 
hour? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from New York that the pending unfin- 
ished business be laid aside temporarily for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the consideration of the conference report for the 
period of one hour. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to say one word in reply to what 
the Senator from Maine said just before 2 o’clock. 


part unanimous-consent agreement that the Mr. GRAY. _Is the request granted? 

eee os ily laid ane ton one hour. : The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is; and the conference report will 
Mr. HALE. Letit be laid aside for two hours. I think we can | be proceeded with. 

get with the report in that time. Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to respond to a word said 
Mr. Does the Senator from North Carolina consent to | by the Senator from Maine just before the hour of 2 o’clock in re- 

two hours? gard to the conference report. The Senator asked why the House 
The . The Chair will state the request. had not taken up and passed this bill and passed some other bill. 
Mr. Mr. t— I will tell the Senator why. This matter was heard before the 
The . TheChair will recognize the Senator | House committee for six weeks. Almost every man on both sides 

ina moment. The Chair desires to state the request as submitted | who felt an interest in the Territory, those who opposed any legis- 

by the Senator from South Dakota. lation of every character, the delegates from the Territory, were 
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heard day after day and week after week. The Dawes Commis- | result in the hereafter if this is allowed to stand as the 


sion was heard, and finally the House committee made up and re- | the conference committee and adopted by the Senate h 
ported a bill unanimously, as I understand, to be passed, and | lobby until it was stated in debate to-day that it exists }, 


which they hoped to pass during the present session. The provi- 
sion in this conference report is a part of that bill, but not all of 
it. There were a great many other things in the bill. Now, the 
House committee have hoped all the time that they could get a 
day fixed in the House when this matter could be heard. The 
Senator from Maine knows the rule that prevails there, and it 
has been impossible to get the Committee on Rules to give them 
time to consider it, as I am informed. 

Mr. PLATT. There has not been a single day assigned to the 
committee. 

Mr. BERRY. There has not been a single day. 

Mr. PI.ATT. There has not been a day assigned in the House. 

Mr. BERRY. Not aday. They have been trying for weeks. 
I understand that it was a unanimous report, and I repeat what I 
said before, all parties from the Indian Territory were heard, and 
the delegates from those nations were heard. They took up nearly 
all of the six weeks that was devoted to this hearing; but a few 
days, probably a week or ten oes were given to the Dawes Com- 
mission, who were heard also. Those are the facts in regard to it, 
and there has been no dereliction of duty so far as I know upon 
the part of any one, Bills are ding in the Senate. They have 
heard this matter. The committee took from the House bill, and 
the House conferees, as I am informed by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, insisted that this much, at least, was absolutely necessary to 
be done for the peace and order of society within the Indian Ter- 
ritory. There were many other thi that they wanted to do. 
There are many other things in the bill that ought to be done, 
but they took only that which was absolutely necessary, as I un- 
derstand it, and insisted that it should go on this conference 
report; and without this that there would be confusion and prob- 
ably bloodshed arising over questions about putting out 8,000 
people in that Territory by the Secretary of the Interior. 

erefore, as the basis for any legislation, it was necessary to 
ascertain definitely who were entitled to rights; to ascertain 
whether or not certain Indians had been kept oes from that 
roll it was necessary that the full investigation could be had be- 
fore any talk of allotment took place, because they wanted to 
know the number who would share in the allotment. There- 
fore they put in this provision for the Dawes Commission to make 
this roll, and so particular were they that they said that if any 
member was dissatisfied, if the Territory was dissatisfied, if the 
individuals were dissatisfied, an appeal lay to the courts of the 
United States to determine whether injustice had been done. 
That is all there is in it, and if the Senator defeats this, the Sen- 
ator knows as well as I know that it is impossible to get a hearing 
in the House without the ission of three or five men who 
constitute the Committee on Rules; that no legislation can be had; 
and yet, on a technicality merely, he seeks to defeat legislation 
which every man who visits that Territory, every Senator who 
lives in that section of apaaaey, every Senator who has been there, 
and every man who has visited that country in an official etme on | 
knows is an absolute necessity and is demanded, and deman 
now. 

Mr. HALE. 1 want to say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
I do not think the fact that legislation proper has not got the sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules if a ate measure ought to 
fac us in breaking a very substantial and essential rule here. 

do not think that they ought to come to the Senate and ask us to 
= our rules because they can not get a special bill through 

ere, 

Now, further, if the Committee on Indian Affairs in that body 
found that it could not get a day — to it for a special bill cov- 
ering this = why did they not incorporate this measure, if it 
is so very important, in tee Indian appropriation bill which that 
committee p and sent to this body? I look over the Indian 
appropriation and I find that as sent to the Senate by the 

ouse it contains in one clause and another many features as im- 
portant in legislation as this; but the Indian Affairs Committee, 
which now beseech the Senate to override all its most important 
rules, waited until the conference committee met together, and 
did not attempt to ae it into their bill, that would have 
been boldly before the House. They did not even take the risk of 


A of order, and did not get it through as they did other leg- ; 
a 


tion, but waited all the stages until this last aes 

I am amazed, Mr. President, at its being urged here that it is 
nothing but a technicality that lies at the bottom of this objection, 
or that Senators are actuated by some other motive, and that there 
isalobby here. I never heard of this measure—I was absent when 
the appropriation bill was passed—until I read what the confer- 
ence committee p to do in submitting the conference re- 
port. I then examined into it and examined the statutes and 
examined the debates. I never heard the subject mentioned. I 
do not su a single Senator who is standing here now for the 
rules of the Senate and to prevent what will be a most disastrous 





report of 
eard of a 


did not for one. I am not urging a technicality, but I coy ey 


ing to preserve the integrity of conference committees in {}, 
future. If it is the fact that on the Indian appropriation })j)) 
there have ot heretofore sub silentio important matters o¢ 
legislation, that is all the more reason now, when the attention 
of the Senate is called to it, why it should not be allowed to be dong 
again. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Maine seems to suppose that 
there are some rules of the Senate relating to conference reports 
and what shall be contained in them. It so happens that there js 
no rale whatever on the subject. : 

Mr. HALE. Whatis the invariable constitution and creation of 
a conference committee under the rules? That it is upon the dis. 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. I never knew a conference 
report ordered and assented to that the conference was not upon 
that very proposition. The rules require that when matters come 
to a conflict between the two Houses there shall be a conference 
conmnittee ae the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just what has taken place in this case, 
Mr. President. There is no rule of the Senate relating to confer. 
ence reports. All that the Senator said before I rose seemed to be 
based upon the idea that we were violating some rule of the Sen- 
ate in accepting this conference report. There are no rules ro. 
lating to conference reports in the te, and there is no parlia- 
mentary rule relating to them so far as affects the acceptance of 
a report when the conferees have agreed. 

The conference, of course, arises over a disagreeing vote of the 
two Houses. It has arisen in this case over the disagreeing vote 
of the two House with reference to an amendment which provides 
for the continuation of what is called the Dawes Commission and 
the payment of the salaries of the Commission. That is the mat. 
ter which gave the conference committee jurisdiction, and, | agree, 
the only matter which gave them jurisdiction. 

If you will look in Cushing’s Manual, you will find there par- 
liamentary rules laid down for conferees in their meetings: and 
one is—and the only one which affects this question—that if the 
conferees of one House, in considering a matter which comes 
before them, seek to incorporate matters which are foreign to 
the subject, or which are not ee with it or legiti- 
mately associated with it, then it is the duty of the conferees to 
break the conference; but where the conferees of the two Houses 
agree, there is no rule, there is no parliamentary law, which pre- 
vents the two bodies from their ent. There may 
be a question of policy about it. It may not be good policy to 
legislate by the incorporation of anything which was not directly 
before one branch or the other of gress at the time the vote 
was taken upon which the ent was had. It may be that 
the Congress itself—the two Houses—as a matter of policy, might 
limit the conferees; but as a matter of practice they are not lim- 
_ by the oe — is < cedli and for both 

ouses, to say how Vv n e report of the 
conference when once made. There is no rule about it that is 
being violated; there is no age yeni” law about it that is being 
violated; it is a question for the two Houses to determine when 
the report is e. When the conferees have agreed to change 
an amendment and bring it before the Houses, the whole subject 
ae, and the only ible on which the Senator from 

ne can object to this is that it is bad policy. : 

Mr. HALE. I said Poe that I did not understand that it 
is subject to a point of order under the rules; but when [ use the 
words “rules of the Senate,” I mean the rules of conduct, of pro- 
cedure of the Senate, which undoubtedly have been in the direc- 
tion of not ae in this way. The Senator knows that as 
well as I do, for he is an older Senator than I and he has helped 

tests made heretof 


in con ore against committees en- 
Ee Gace 
. Perhaps, Mr. President, I have been as strenu- 


ous in nce Aes legislation by conference committees as alinost 
, and I do feel myself quite embarrassed when the question 
whether I shall su conference report; but it is not 

as objectionable as those who have argued against it seem to sup- 
. The foundation for this conference d all there is 

i of the two items about the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton Indians the Seneca Indians, so far as this 


discussion , are to mind unimportant—is connected 
with and legitimatel to the amendment of the Senate 
which was to by the House. The Senator from Maine 


wor HALE. ‘Its 
Mr. It is the same subject-matter; itrelates to the Com- 
mission; but the Senate amendment, to which the House disazreed, 
is a pure limitation. It provides in its terms for a limitation: it 
eaeat Sait sek Sas Se Seo Sevens beyond 1. The 
Senator has examined that, and I think he will see that. 

Mr. PLATT. When the Senator was replying to the Senator 
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South Dakota . PETTIGREW] with reference to confer- 
— on the Seed year’s appropriation bill, or the one in 
1991, Ido not remember which, he drew the distinction between 
a limitation of law or an enlargement of it. 

Mr. HALE. A limitation of law upon an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. A limitation of law upon an amendment or a 
limitation of an amendment—put it cither way. The law was so 
that these children could be transported from their homes. The 
amendment was originally simply an appropriation for trans- 

children to schools, and the limitation put upon it was a 
tention upon the law or a restriction of the law, just as much 
as it was & on of the amendment. It was new legislation, 
a limitation upon the amendment, a limitation upon legislation, 
and the Senator from Maine says, ‘“‘ How does that differ from an 
enlargement of the powers of a commission?” 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the conferees ought to do that. 

Mr. PLATT. If we can limit the power of a commission, if 
we can say they shall not do as much as they have done hereto- 
fore, why can we not enlarge their powers? 

. HALE. I do not think we ought to do either in conference. 

Mr. PLATT. So that this is not so very serious a matter after 
all, and I venture to say that I can take the reports of conference 
committees com of members of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, ranning back over a series of years, and find fifty cases where 
they have gone beyond the mere technical matter which was in 
ent between the two Houses by incorporating into it 
pro which looked as if they were legislation and which in 
a certain sense were legislation. I have not any opportunity now 
to go over all these records, but every Senator will remember 


Now, let us see what has been done here. Here is the Dawes 
, appointed to negotiate with Indians and try to ob- 
from them some ent by which the terrible condition 
of affairs in the Indian Territory may be remedied. We inserted 
in the Senate a clause continuing that Commission in existence, 


i 


and are authorized to negotiate now. It is ectly appar- 
ert a will amount to nothing unless some other 
sveps are and some steps which —_ the Commission 
do not seem to be empow totake. I think all that is required 
to be done here is within the spirit of the power which was con- 
ferred upon them in the first instance, but specifically, technically, 


letter of their appointment, it would seem that 


they have not the power which is conferred upon them here. All 
that this provision does is to enlarge their power in the direction 
of the spirit of their appointment. In other words, it is to put out 
of the stumbling block to negotiation, one which the other 


; 
_ 


Was necessary to remove if our amendment was to 
the salaries of the Commissioners for conducting the 
That is all there is to it; that is the length and 
and it does not seem to me so very objectionable— 
ble as a great many cases to which I might allude 
opportunity to consult the records. The Senator from 


ct 
ih 


South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has consulted the records with 
reference to the Indian appropriation bill, but I venture to say 
with to other appropriation bills—the Post-Office appropria- 
fon vill’ ser ee leetintite cores or ny civil appropria- 

ve appropriation bill—in times past there 
have been from the strict rule which the Senator from 
Maine is to lay down at this time. 

Mr. I do not want that statement to go unchallenged. 
Ihave no doubt the Senator thinks or believes or conjectures that 
what he says is borne out by the record; but I do not believe 
the Senator can with the exception of one or two instances 
which were to yesterday by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on A ons [Mr. Aut1soN], outside of the Indian 


—which does not seem to have been abused here- 

, and which ought to be — now—apny such instances 

iation bills. Iam quite certain that in any 

appropriation which I have had anything to do with, new 

matter not in controversy between the two Houses has not been 

admitted, , constantly, we are obliged in conference to 
contest of that kind made by the House conferees. 

. Ihave known of this g being done repeat- 

and done after discussion in the Senate, and without serious 

poe mate to it in the Senate, that where a bill origi- 

in the House and was amended in the Senate, a half 

dozen amendments being made in quite a long bill, when a con- 

ference committee was raised upon the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses, which were upon the amendments, the conference 
commniites would come back with an entirely new draft of a bill. 
Mr. 


ir 
F 


5 







In an appropriation bill? 

. Not in an appropriation bill. 
Mr Tam on distinctive point there, because 
bills deal with so many subjects and the Senate 
trusts the on A tions so completely in its con- 
ferences gt gad wg apply to other committees of con- 
ference do apply to them. My remarks about changes in 

Pigaien i 
















conference apply to changes by Appropriations Committee con- 


erences; they do not apply to other conferences. I have not ex- 


amined as to that. 


Mr. PLATT. There is no rule as to conference committee re- 


ports on appropriation bills different from that on other bills. 


Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly there is no rule; but does the Senator 
not see that the Committee on Appropriations, in its great juris- 
diction over so many subjects-matter, ought to be held to a more 
stern scrutiny and to a more stern adherence to the rules—I will 
not say ‘‘rules” again, but practice of the Senate—about origi- 
nating new legislation in conference committees than any other. 
It has more power and there is more opportunity to abuse it; its 
reports increase in the last days of the session, and it ought to be 
scrupulous, and I might say overscrupulous, about this very 
thing of reporting to the Senate in its conference reports new mat- 
ter, pew and extended legislation—much more so than any other 
committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not seriously contending with the Senator 
from Maine as to the general policy which should be observed 
with regard to appropriation bills, but I remember, I think, a mil- 
itary bill within four or five years past containing some 15 or 20 
sections, as to which there were certain disagreements upon 
amendments, and rather unimportant amendments, and when it 
came back from the conference committee there came the draft 
of an entirely new bill relating to the same subject-matter, but 
changing the provisions of the original bill to quite a considerable 
extent. Four States came into this Union under those circum- 
stances, with an entirely new draft of a bill, where the disagree- 
ment had been upon a bill as to whether one State should be ad- 
mitted. Similar instances are numerous. So there is no rule 
about it, and there is no settled practice about it which is being 
transgressed in this case. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator not see the difference? In a 
matter of that kind the moment a conference report is made it is 
notice to everybody of what is init. Everybody sees it; nobody 
is taken unawares; but in an Appropriation Committee conference 
report it is entirely different. ‘The most elaborate legislation, the 
most offensive legislation may be embodied, and in the vast realm 
the appropriation bills cover in the last few days of a session the 
body does not get any such notice as it did in the case the Sena- 
tor cites of new States. Everybody knew of that. The truth is 
Senators do not know what conference committees of the Appro- 
priations Committee report. They have to trust to the precedents 
that they will not put in new matter, and thereby delude the 
Senate. 

The Senator from South Dakota alluded to one case on an In- 
dian appropriation bill where new matter was put in, and, as he 
said, nobody found it out until after Congress had adjourned. 
That is wrong, and that ought not to take place; that ought not 
to ever happen again. The very thing he alluded to shows the im- 
propriety of inserting such legislation in conference reports. If 
a conference committee of the Committee on Appropriations did 
that, perhaps nobody would find it out, but it was impossible that 
Senators should not discover that four States were being admitted 
instead of one. So the cases are not alike. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I still think if we could examine 
all the reports of conference committees upon appropriation bills 
and upon the disagreements as to amendments upon appropriation 
bills, we should find very many instances in which the conferees 
have so far departed from the technical thing which was in dis- 
agreement between the two Houses as that other matters, other 
forms of dealing with the question raised by the amendments, were 
introduced; as where there had been an appropriation for a spe- 
cific p se the appropriation was sued to stand and a joint 
commission was attached to it, and various matters of that sort. 
The Senator, I think, will not claim that the conferees upon appro- 
priation bills hold to the very technicality of what he is insistin 
upon should be held to in this case. I think not, but I have had 
no time to examine, and it takes time to examine the record upon 
points like this. 

Mr. President, I think, on the whole, that the importance of a 
matter must be considered in determining the question as to how 
technical we shall be with reference to the acceptance of a con- 
ference report. I do not want to go into that matter at length. 
I have heretofore discussed it to some extent in the Senate. I 
simply want to say this: We recognize in this country that we 
ought to prevent the robbery of Indians. If there is anything 
which has stirred the philanthropic and benevolent heart of this 
country it is that in some way or other the Indians of the country 
are being robbed of their just rights by traders, by contractors, 
by persons who want to make money out of them; and it justly 
excites the indignation of the country that this thing takes place 
and that it can not be prevented by Congress. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what I desire to do here with reference to this Indian ques- 
tion is this: I want to prevent the robbery of the real Indians by 
the pretended Indians; and when I have said that I have stated 
this whole case. The real Indian is being robbed and despoiled 
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the pretended Indian, and the pretended Indian is here insist- 
ee ee dull eo oe tae to ent it. 

r. VILAS. Mr. President, I that the point of order 
which was urged against this amendment was withdrawn. I 
should be disposed to renew it, except that I do not wish individ- 
ually to assume to direct the course which those more cularly 
in charge of this subject have chosen topursue, But I believe the 

nt of order was well made by the present occupant of the Chair 

. CHANDLER]. 

I want to draw attention for a moment to the rule and then see 
wherein there can bean exception justly made to this rule by reason 
of the fact that it is spapensll at rs of the Senate in confer- 
ence. The third paragraph of Rule I reads: 


No amendment which ppepeecs general legislation shall be received toany 
genera! appropriation bill. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to suggest to the Chair 
whether a point of order can be made at this stage of the proceed- 
ing to an insertion in the bill which comes back here in a confer- 


ence oer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Coanp.erinthechair). No 
point of order is made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, what is the significance of that 
rule of the Senate? Does it go simply to a mere question of the 
order of business? Not at all. It is the emphatic and careful 
declaration of this Senate, through its rules, that no general legis- 
lation ought, under any circumstances, to be put upon an appro- 
priation bill, and the reason of it needs no particular discussion. 

When we fix upon an appropriation bill general legislation, we 
to a certain extent deprive the Executive of his “ey part in 
the legislation of the country, because we threaten by the ible 
failure of the eT injury or inconvenience, distress, 
perhaps, to the inistration of the public business, in case he 
shall exert his independent j ent upon that general legislation 
by interposing an objection which he can oe oe at the 
cost of defeat haps the entire appropria bill. It is for 
the legislative body to wu a coordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment an unfair and unj le stress to compel acquiescence 
in measures which Congress chooses to pass; and it is unbecom- 
ing Congress, it is unworthy of the body which occupies so ex- 
alted a position in this nation and in the conduct of government 
among mankind, thus to abuse the power which is left in its hands. 

It is im Mr, ident, as we all know, that a constitu- 
tion should both lay down the principles of t and fol- 
low the division of the powers of government by minute and par- 
ticular directions to inhibit the abuse of the authority conferred. 
Constitutions necessarily leave and intrust large powers to men 
who are supposed to be sufficiently great in character, honest in 

intelligent in on to understand and observe the 

ciples upon which y 6°. Upon that basis this rule of 

the te was prescribed. It is not a rule of order merely. It 
is a rule which ————— to the trae principle of con- 
egated to the Senate. e Tule is, as I 


Mr. GEORGE. From any quarter. 
Mr. VILAS. I was about to add that it is not to depend upon 
the quarter from which it comes. It depends upon the nature of 


t. 

Mr. Y. If the Senator will consent, I wish to ask him 
a question for information. I understand that the bill as it came 
from the other House made no provision for continuing the duties 
of the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. VILAS. That is correct. 


sion, and the House conferees 
that certain duties should be vi that 


Kentucky 

This rule is not that no new shall be put upon an 
propriation because ehainion of saedior mas be in on 
sense new tion; but rule is that no amendment which 
on” shall bereceived. Now, the Senate 


adjusting certain conditions that had arisen in the Senato, 
to y the Commission with money in order to ena\\. 
perform functions which it was already established ¢., per- 
form. That was not general That was, it is true, in 


legislation. 
a sense new legislation. ee ORS toso amen] 


have Proposed 
tile—dt comes from die Senate Gnasngess or foom on reeme 
between the Senate and House nero 


managers—is none the less t» jn. 
corporate upon an appropriation bill what the Senate refuse) t ) 
permit to be put upon it—general 


Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator me again. Is this 


it merely authorizes t), 


to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Kentucky will,I hope, in a few 
minutes, if he will give me his attention, at a later point in ¢}). 
argument perceiveand agree with me that this is not only gen.) 
legislation, but that if it were enacted it would a. in a man- 
ner which would be almost ae to this Government, its 
solemn guaranties to the Five Civilized Tribes of their rig}t +. \, 
the very thing which the amendment seeks to take from thei ay) 
—s a Se Dawes ce _ eden be. later than 

wo or years ago, emniy the right of 
one of those tribes as a consideration and condition of our acoe)t- 
ing from them a large body of land which it was desired to pur- 


c , 

I will pass that now for the time 
the Senator will indulge me in it, that 
but briefly indicated, general i Thus it will be seen, | 
am sure, that this legislation is of the very character which tho 
rule of the Senate forbids to be put upon an appropriation bi! 
irrespective of the source from which it comes. e force of the 
Senate rule does not depend upon the authorship of the amend- 
ment. It depends upon the great pri ich I have made 
but a very brief allusion, for an allusion is enough in this body to 
recall it to the attention of everyone and to insure the force in the 
mind of every Senator which it ought to receive. It is the execu- 
tion of, it is a: due respect to the Constitution of the United States, 
and this is a rule to ee eee ene great di 
vision of power which belongs to the several departments of the 
Government a to the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? Will he answer, 
before he gets through with that —- his argument, whether 

in parliamentary law which 


ttee of conference from an obligation to observe 
Mr. VILAS. I had hoped to have a little more time, because | 

by and by May, writers of 
eee ty in parliamen law, that there is no 


AULKNER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit 


with the assumption, if 
is, for the reason | have 


’ 


: similar to this was decided 
in House of Snerras week before last. I my- 
self was one of the conferees. We agreed to an amendment jvr- 


was legislation and not 

of the conferees when the matter was submitted 
fae leseher ruled the whole amendment out of order 
and out of the conference report, and they proceeded with the 


Mr. PASCO. I do not to interrupt the Senator from Wis- 


. | consin, but I will read a decision substantially to the same effect. 


It was made as early as rae, Heme the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ee in of the House of Representa- 
session of the Twelfth Congress, on page 3’: 


from managers appointed of this House to 
teeta tak the Senate upon the 


dment 
SFaeteee taster ras toes meee coe 
inasmuch 


submit it to the Senator from Wisconsin, if he wishes to make 
to the Senator from 


precedent at so early 4 

conforming to the principle 
reading of the precedent 

for myself, that the 
to be insisted on = 
I should be very glad if took that view, ®" 
pgs fl what seems to me to pees wees host protection 
duty imposed 


Ba 
2, 
= 


i 


[ 
elit 
i 
: 


i 
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Senate, to strike out of conference reports, on objection, new 
legislation which is proposed, of a character like this, not amend- 
atory, not calculated simply to perfect and make useful the 

tt which was submitted to conference, but an entirel 

new proposition, a suggestion of legislation so new that it woul 
be the fit subject, of itself alone, of an independent bill, and so 
important that in this particular instance it seeks to strike down 
the rights of five nations of Indians whom we have most solemnly 
— to guarantee in the very right which is thus to be taken 
m them. It does seem to me that it would be of the utmost 
importance and value if we could establish here the proposition 
that it is the duty of the Chair to pass upon the rule of the Senate 
and to give it effect precisely as he gives effect to every other rule 
of the Senate. We shall, if we do not insist upon this, refrain 
somewhat from the duty which is incumbent upon us in this 
instance of so marked and manifest a departure from the ordi- 
nary practice of conference reports and of violation of the rule of 

Senate. 
on President, not only is there nothing in any work on parlia- 
mentary law which gives any such authority as this to a confer- 
ence committee, but according to my reading of all works of that 
kind conference committees are held bound precisely as any 
other committee is by the rule of the Senate. It can no more 
depart from the rule of the Senate than a Senator can. Two 
Senators or three Senators are no more as against the rules of the 
Senate than one, and they to whom a special subject has been 


committed ought to be ra more than less careful to observe 
the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask 


him a question? . 

Mr. ViLAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose, undertherules of the Senate, granting the 
Senator’s proposition to be true, for the sake of the argument, that 
this amendment ought not to have been put upon the bill, or that 
the rule of the Senate as to general legislation is enforced andthe 
rules of the House of Representatives do permit such amend- 
ts, is the rule of the Senate binding upon the conferees on the 
of the House? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is binding on our conferees. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question. Could the Senate, by 
making a rule, enforce its will against that of the House of Rep- 
a acoordinate branch of the legislature? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if the gist 
of the whole matter is not the question whether this matter was 

the submission of the conferees by the Senate or by the 
House? 


a6 


F 


Mr. VEST. Of course, if it was not submitted legitimately it 
is not there; it can not be put-there. But we contend that it was 
before them; that it is germane entirely to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill and the action of the two Houses. But I 
to the Senator from Wisconsin or to any other Senator 
: Can we by our rules control the action of the coordi- 
Congress? 
a I do not feel a particle of difficulty on that ques- 
as to this subject, and it is only as it is applicable to 
or a question presented in aspect that we are 
to consider or that I am bound to attempt to answer the 


The Senate made no proposal to violate the rule of the House of 
Representatives or to enforce anything upon the rule of the House. 
House has made no attempt to violate the rule of the Senate 

or to impose anything upon the Senate. The Senate simply sub- 
ry te as an amendment to an oper an from a ouse 
ee a ronan! bo a further approp on to 
meet expenses of a commission already existing, and to con- 
tinue it in existence only by virtue of the law which had created 
it, and with the powers sal authority which had previously been 
given to it by law. They submi simply a provision for an 
appropriation. That does not authorize the managers of the con- 
oa are but a committee of the Senate, to come in here 
rule of the Senate which forbids not that it shall be 

offered, not that somebody shall offer it, but that from any source 
whatever such an amendment shall be received. 
the of the rule, and that lan of the rule 

depends aetna ple to which I have alluded—the principle 
of the ‘power between the } 
it, w 


FE REFS 
‘ft 


F 


] tive and executive 
branches of this Government, which would be most grossly abused 
and overridden if Senators and Members of the other House should 
re uae like this measures which the Executive 


approve except under stress of the public necessity for 


ow, let us look at another in + to this matter. See 
how much more ab eats setae dime of tho rule when 
{Ce consider thas very amendment was debated in the Senate 
ee en bate a0.0 matter of order, se 8 question 
Whether it was general legislation or not, and upon very 


merits of the proposition. The greatest force of the argument 
presented in the Senate upon that debate against the adoption of 
this amendment—for the one now proposed is not so substantially 
different, so far as it affects the Five Civilized Tribes, that it 
needs to be talked about as any the les: general legislation than 
the other; I will point that out presently—was that the subject 
of the proper method of dealing with the Five Civilized Tribes 
was too important, required too much study and attention, re- 
quired too large an investigation into the facts, too much of an 
examination of the past history of treaties and statutes in this 
eT, to be dealt with upon an appropriation bill; that before 
we could take from those Indian tribes that right and power which 
we had solemnly promised to them and guaranteed to them, the 
subject ought to be presented to the consideration of Congress in 
due and proper way. 

So the Senate decided—it being very apparent, too, perhaps, 
that the Senate was not willing so to legislate at that time—that 
no such thing as this should be put upon the appropriation bill. 
It was the decision of the Senate that no legislation of this char- 
acter should be received to the bill, and thereupon, after that de- 
cision was made, we committed to our conferees upon a general 
conference a proposition simply to maintain existing law and to 
pooress the means for it, not to change existing law. They come 
yack intc the Senate, under the guise of aconference report, with 
the very thing which the Senate had thus refused after long de- 
bate, at the proper time for the debate, when the general appro- 
priation bill was pending. 

Is it to be said that when the Senate has made a rule that no 
general legislation shall be received on an appropriation bill, and 
in a particular instance in which attempt was made to violate that 
rule the Senate has declared that it shall not be received to the 
appropriation bill, then the conferees can go out and bring it in 
again and compel the Senate, if by any means they can secure a 
change of votes sufficient now, to receive that legislation? If that 
is in order, what is the use of having rules of order? 

_— MORGAN. I rise to inquire whether this debate is now in 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that the hour will cease at ten minutes after 
3 o’clock. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to draw attention for one moment to the 
fact that this amendment as it is proposed here is the same amend- 
ment in all substantial effect as the amendment which was pro- 
posed and rejected in the Senate as general legislation. 

First look at the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut ey PLATT], and you will see that it contains: First, 
a provision that that Commission are authorized and directed to 

roceed to hear and determine the question of citizenship in the 

ive Civilized Tribes. Second, they are to make for each of the 
tribes a full and complete roll of all persons entitled to the rights 
of citizenship. Third, powers are given them to send for persons 
and papers, and so forth. Iwill not stop toreadit. Fourth, the 
rules are provided by which they are to proceed in the determina- 
tion of the question of citizenship, and they are to make up rolls of 
citizens including those now so renagaieedl. Fifth, their decision 
shall be final. Sixth, that the rolls shall include Africans ad- 
mitted to the tribes. 

Now, take the amendment brought in by the committee of con- 
ference. It provides, first, that the Commission shall proceed to 
hear and determine the question of citizenship, of precisely the 
same principle as we find in the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut; and the difference is this: They are also to 
put on the rolls of citizenship those who have been adjudicated by 
the nations already, but the phraseology with respect to others is 
changed so that instead of its being directed to hear and deter- 
mine all questions of citizenship, they are to hear and determine 
the applications of persons to be put upon therolls. Theirpowers 
are the same; they are given them in the same way; there is the 
authority to send for persons and papers; they are to pursue the 
same method; their judgment is to be final, subject only to one 
qualification, to which I will call attention—an appeal to the dis- 
trict court for the Indian Territory. That is all the difference 
there is in the provision so far as the establishment of citizenship 
is concerned. 

Is there any man in the world who would doubt that if the 
amendment had had that form when it was proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut {[Mr. PLATT], instead of the form in which 
he happened to write it, that this, equally with that, would have 
been ruled out of order? Does it change the question of the right 
of the Senate to insist upon its rules of order that the verbiage is 
altered by the committee of conference? Are we governed and 
controlled by the words in which the idea is carried, or by the sub- 
stance of the thing itself? In substance, so far as the determina- 
tion of citizenship is concerned, this amendment is the same as 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [{ Mr. 
Patt}, except by the conferees authority is given to the 
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district court to hear an appeal taken by the tribe, to whom we 


have given the sole power, or by the applicant, according to the | th 


ination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
— the Senate the unfinished business, which will be read by 
title. 

TkeSecretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance 
of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
temporarily laid aside until the close of the remarks of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tem- 
perty laid aside until the Senator from Wisconsin shall finish 

is remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senate is ready to take a vote on this 
question just at the t time, I will yield, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The requestis that the unfinished 
business shall be postponed until the Senator from Wisconsin shall 
have finished his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all. 

Mr. BUTLER... If the Senator from Wisconsin is ready to take 
a vote, I will yield. Otherwise I shall be compelled to object. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not asking anything on the subject. I am 
making no svpeel, even to the courtesy of the Senator. It is the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I made the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The see before the Senate 
is that of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorcEr] that the 
unfinished business shall be postponed until the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Vu.as] shall have finished his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless there is some one else who desires to 
= on the bond bill, I desire to proceed now, and after I finish 

matter can be taken up. Therefore I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina objects. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McKEn- 
NEY, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. BR. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States concerning the distilling of brandy from 


fruits; 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the mili record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to t him an honorable ge; 

A bill (H. R. ) to section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law A it 28, 1894; and 

A bill (H. R. 6256) cutheriging and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. 


ELMIRA E, DUSTIN. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H. R. 8578) granting a pension to Elmira 
E. Dustin, to which I am sure there will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elmira E. , of Sycamore, widow 
of Gen. Daniel Dustin, late colonel of One hundred and fifth 
— Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per 
month. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. 8. HELLMAN, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a small private bill, which will take 
Le! a moment. It is the bill (8.2653) for the relief of M. 8S. 

e. Iman. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War and the proper accounting officers of the Government to 
charge to M. S. Hellman, of Canyon City, ., the sum of $1,000 
damages, in full for all damages sustained _ e United States for 
the breach of his contract, made July 5, 1871, with Capt. W. H. 
Bell, commissary of subsistence, United States Army, for the 
supply of flour at Camp Warner, — to remit all further 
claims of damage under the contract, and to settle and adjust his 
unsettled accounts with the Government, after the deduction of 
the sum of $1,000; and directs the ns od ve Treasury to 
pay the balance due upon proper vouchers ‘or, the amount 


so found due to be in full and final settlement of all claims upon 
e Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereq 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puan in the chair) laid po. 
fore the Senate the action of the House of Representatives, (is. 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference on the 
os ee of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
os to the bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor (ar. 
roll Poe. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I move that the Senate recede from its dis- 

ent to the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1841) to ae the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without consent of Congress. 


Mr. BUTLER addressed the Senate. [See Appendix. ] 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield to me? 
I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con. 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were , and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) 


reopened 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 1, 1896, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Clarke Corbin, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, May 26, 1896, 
vice Wood, retired from active service. 

Maj. Arthur McArthur, junior, assistant 
be assistant adjutant- with the rank of 
May 26, 1896, vice Corbin, promoted. 

Corps of Engineers. 

First Lieut. Joseph Ernest Kuhn, to be captain May 26, 1896, 
vice Fiebeger, who vacates his corps commission on accepting 
commission as ee of civil military engineering at the 
United States Mili Sane 

Second Lieut. Jay Johnson Morrow, to be first lieutenant, May 
26, 1896, vice Kuhn, promoted. 

SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, MEDICINES, AND CHEMICALS. 

Alexander G. Maylie, of Louisiana, to be special examiner of 


, medicines, and chemicals, in the district of New Orleans, 
in theState of Louisiana, to succeed Erasmus D. Fenner, resigned. 


POSTMASTER. 


B. O. Guthrie, to be at Burlington, in the county of 
Alamance and State North Carolina, in sr of Joseph 
Fix, whose commission expired December 17, 1 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1596. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 


Kenneth M. Jackson, of Juneau, Alaska, to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska, to reside at Wrangel. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel. 
Maj. ; valry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. James Mon 


Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Horatio Gates Sickel, adjutant Seventh Cavalry, to 
be captain. 

Second Lieut. John Paul Ryan, Third Cavalry, to be first lieu 
tenant. ‘ 

Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, First Cavalry, to be first liea- 


tenant. 
Second Lieut. William Horace Hart, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, 


utant-general, to 
tenant-colonel, 











Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. David Dougall Van Valzah, Twenty-fourth Infan- 
to be colonel. 
yal. Emerson Hamilton Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, to | 
be lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. William McCadden Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, to 


be major. . 
First Lieut. James Dallas Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
captain. 
mae Lieut. Charles Baldwin Hagadorn, Twenty-third Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS. 


L J. Jenkins, to be postmaster at El Paso, 1n tne county of Wood- 
ford and State of Iinois. 

Harry Warren, to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of Nevada. 

W. A. Shepard, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of 
Placer and State of California. 

Sylvester H. Day, to be rogue at Carson City, in the county 
of and State of Nevada. 

Isaac N. to be 


Sherwood, postmaster at Elko, in the county of 
Elko and State of Nevada. 


Moran Scott, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. Ter. 

Oswald Allen, to be tmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado. 

Lewis W. Christian, to be tmaster at Weatherford, in the 
county of Parker and State of Texas. 

William H. Smith, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 
of rere sae State of Pennsylvania. 

Kate V. Caseber, to be postmaster at Charleroi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
tler and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harry L. White, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 
Kean and State of Pennsylvania. 
Harriet L. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
ty of Claiborne and State of Mississippi. 
F. Shaffer, to be postmaster at Canon City, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Colorado. 


2 meme 


Frank 8. Poerar: 2° be tmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of W and State of tow York. 

Charies , to be postmaster at Attica, in the county 
of W and State of New York. 

George W. Salisbury, to be aster at Cazenovia, in the 


county of Madison State of New York. 

Charles McCray, to be postmaster at Ash Grove, in the county 
of Greene and State of Missouri. 

H. E. Blakeman, to be tmaster at California, in the county 
of Moniteau and State of Missouri. 

Giles M. , to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Frmpay, May 29, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEN. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 


ere 
. KEM. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska makes the 

ee of order that there is not a quorum present. [After count- 
.] The point is overruled, there being a quorum present. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, in view that to-morrow will be 
Memorial 
meet on . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that when 

House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ee 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, we desire to resume the argu- 
ment in the Johnston and Stokes case. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and 
provide for the maintenance of a free public library and reading 
toom in the District of Columbia. 
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The ae also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; and 

A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes 
- — United States, concerning the distilling of brandy from 

ruits. 

The message also announced that the Senate has passed with- 
out amendment the following resolutions: 

Resolved by the House o 


Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 5731) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons vio- 
lating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia,” by striking out, in 
section 3, lines 1 and 2, “ Ist day of July, 18096," and inserting “ passage of this 
act’; also, in section 12, after the wend “ Columbia,” strike out “ nor to med- 
ical students who have matriculated in any medical college in the District of 
Columbia prior to January, 1896." 


Also: 

Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That there be printed for 
the use of the Treasury Department, Steamboat Inspection Service, 300 copies 
each of the oe of the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam 
Vessels for the years 189 and 1896. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3279) 
to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to 
Elnira E. Dustin. 

The meseage also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R.6739) for the relief of John N. Quack- 
enbush, late a commander in the United States Navy, asked a 
conference with the House on the said bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. MiTtcHELL of Oregon, Mr. Lopax, and Mr. 
PuGH as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(8.715) for the relief of B. F. Dowell; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H.R. 8293) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hate, Mr. ALLISON, and 
Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed bills of the following title: 

On May 28, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ao 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

An act (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. 


CONFEREES ON DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees 
on the general deficiency bill: Mr. Cannon, Mr. NortTHWay, and 
Mr. SAYERS. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JOHNSTON VS, STOKES. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, after the three 
very able arguments that have been made in this case by my col- 
leagues on the committee it will not be necessary at this time 
to have an extended statement of the case made to the House. I 


the House either heard those arguments or have read them in the 
Recorp. The majority for the contestee, as appears from the 
report of the minority, which is made from an accurate compila- 
tion of the figures in the case as corrected, is 4,275. The contest- 
ant, Johnston, proposes to exclude none of the returns of this dis- 
trict, so that in order to seat him it is necessary to prove that at 
least 4,276 legal voters made an offer to vote for him and had their 
votes rejected. 

He proposes to do this, Mr. Speaker, first, by claiming that cer- 
tain persons were entitled to vote who were not registered under 
the registration law of the State of South Carolina, on the ground 
that the law was unconstitutional. I think there is no doubt 
whatever that this position is correct so far as the unconstitu- 
tionality of the law isconcerned. The registration law was passed 
in 1882, I may say that the constitution of South Carolina at that 
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time was one of the freest constitutions in this country, and por- 
vided that all male citizens of the United States over the age of 
21 who had been residents of the State of South Carolina one year 
and of a given precinct or county sixty days should have the 

















admjtted by all that the law is unconstitutional; but my Demo. 

vitiated and estroyed, Th majority of the Ad - therefore 
an ¥ e co: a 

hold that it is unconstitutional in om essential pro » however, 


right to vote; this, with certain exceptions or disqualifications on | the entire law is void. visions that 
account of conviction for crime. That is, they had practical uni-| Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, DoI understand the gentle. 
versal suffrage there, and any citizen over 21 years of age who | to hold that the registration law unconstitutional, ey, nit 


had oe See ee of oe ree to was - 1 voter. , : 
The law of 1882 provi or the registration of the voters of | to vote an an opportunity to vote, the electi stil) | 
the State. There is a ground for contending, and the chief justice | void? ¥ am would still be 
of South Carolina took that view in a decision which he rendered, | Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The gentleman is anticj,; 
that all persons who were at that time voters and who were not | ing my argument. That is an obvious point that must be me jn 
from registering, and that the operation of that law in {ue future | ‘Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 1 beg the 
om registering, an e operation aw in the future z tleman’s pardo 
Mr. McLAURIN. May lask the eaflotes seardon. 


after the year 1882 was only intended to apply to persons who tleman a question? 
thereafter should become voters. If this construction of thelaw| Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. ~_ sir. ; 
Mr, McLAURIN. Do you hold that if the law is unconstity. 


be correct, then there were at least 100,000 persons who were enti- 
tled to vote in South Carolina in 1882, who failed to register dur- eee there was no machinery there by which an election oo u\q 
eld? 


ing that year, who were forever disfranchised by this registration 
la Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. No; Ido notclaim that. 


registration law is unconstitutional, but there is still an slecti ms 
law surviving in South Carolina with sufficient machinery \))\.; 
which an election can be held; and I do not think any meinber of 
the committee contends that the fact that the registration lay js 
unconstitutional would vitiate all elections held in South Caroling 
The first proposition of the contestant, I have stated, is that tii 
a. law is unconstitutional, and therefore he claims tit 
men who are qualified voters under the constitution hay. 4 
right to vote, and that if they go to the polls and make proper 
tender of their votes for him and = are refused, then it is our 
duty here to count the ballots justasif they had been cast. Thero 
is no question, I think, of the truth of this proposition. But in 
the testimony adduced is involved the point upon which the caso 
hinges so far as the contestant’s right to the seat is concern, 
The contestant had established at or near the various polling j laces 
throughout the district certain so-called list keepers; and men who 
would 


there was a power expression of all legal voters who offered 


Ww. 
That construction of the law has been —— it by the chief 
— of South Carolina, and it is the prac construction that 

s been put in force there in registration. The registration offi- 
cers have almost uniformly held in all the precincts involved in 
the four contests from South Carolina before our Committee on 
Elections that where a man did not register in 1882 he could not 
afterwards be permitted to register. So that this law was, at the 
outset, put to the practical use of disfranchising this enormous 
number of voters. But the cular point in to the law 
which to my mind makes it clearly repugnant to the constitution 
of — a Sobudians Dh Nagy _ —s 

eral election i open or the 

Suieation of such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to 

register on the first Monday in each month until the ist of July 

en when they shall be closed until such elec- 
have taken place.” 

Thus the general election occurs in November. The first month 
when the books would be opened after that is in December; then 
the books are to be kept open on the first Monday of each month 
until the ist of July ee. the general election, and then 
they are to be closed; so that it is clear that unless the ist of July 
comes u a Monday the only days for registering under that 
law are the first Mondays in December, Jan , February, March, 
April, May, and June, and the upon the first 

re June, which is fully five months in advance of the 
time of the general election. 

Now, the constitution of South Carolina gives to any man who 
isa a a ene States and - has — in the o 
a year and in the voting inct sixty days a t to vote. e 
the case of a man, for a wae has resided in the precinct for 
sixty, ninety, or one dred and twenty days before the date of 
the election, and there este for his being a, In 
fact, his registration is utely prohibited, so that this provision 
is repugnant to the constitution of South Carolina, and under the 
pretense of regulating suffrage it imposes a new qualification; and 
according to the uniform decisions in such cases in the State of 
Massachusetts, in the State of Kentucky, and many other States of 
= Union, —_ & provision a ees oe: And . 

a vital and necessary part o seems to me that it 
renders the whole act unconstitutional and void. 

Now, this cpinion is fortified by authority. This case has twice 


had not been registered, or who had been eet and had de 
fective registration certificates, would come to these list keepers, 
stationed in the vicinity of the polls, and sign a certain 
which is in the form of a petition to the Senate and Hous» 
of tatives in Congress assembled. Those persons signed 
that a, setting forth certain facts, but it was not sworn to, 
and list keeper in most cases imported that petition into the 
record and it evidence as that he had kept it and 
that it was either signed by voters who came to him or that 
they authorized him to sign it for them, the men being in many 
cases unable to read and write. 
Mr. POWERS. Were those petitions printed? Did they have 


a —— heading? 
. McCALL of Massachusetts. I would say that those peti- 
tions AO ggg heading and were uniform throughout the 


whole 

Mr. POWERS. They were prepared in advance of the election. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. They were prepared in ad- 
vance of theelection. I think, however, that no point should be 
made against the contestant with to that, because it was 
well known that men who did not have registration certificates 
would be denied the right to vote, and efforts were made to have 


ite nea to me there can be no doubt of the proposition, 


been considered by judicial tribunals. The question was first con- | as the stands to-day, that if a voter is denied the right 
sidered in a case in the United States court before Judge Goff, a | to vote, if he makes the of his vote and if proper 
very eminent jurist; and he held that the law was unconstitu- ee ee into the House of Representatives 
tional. The court of appeals, however, overruled him—not hold- | showing that he made tender, we should count his vote. 
ing that the law was constitutional, but holding that he did not en ee ee rn Wad- 
have jurisdiction in the case. So that the result of the proceeding | dill vs. Wise, in the district There were 
was that one judge, an eminent judge, gave an opinion that the | some 500 voters in line all election at certain precincts in 
law was itutional, and in that opinion he was in no way ee at SaaS vote. They their ballots with them. 
contradicted by his associates. They stayed there all day until the sun went down, until the polls 
The law then came up before the supreme court of South Caro- Genk abt thay that have Oh ty to vote. But in that 
lina upon appeal. There were sitting the chief justice and two | case the testimony of each one of voters who there stood in 
ces. The chief justice, in a very carefully ae ee Each voter testified that he was present 
.< e held that the law was unconstitutional, and the | there, he got as near the poll as he could, and that he wis 
ustices did not hold that it was constitutional, but sim- pespened ero SOs ee ee He proved his qualiti- 
ply that court had ro jurisdiction. Those are the only two as a voter, and in that case the House of resentatives— 
- far as I have been able to ascertain, this law has | as I believe with entire justice—counted those votes. The same 
been submitted to judicial tribunals, and the only opinions ren- | question arose in the case of Featherston vs. Cate, and the sae 
dered with regard to it have been that the law was contrary to 


Not want to call the attention of the House to the prop! 
tion that is here put forth for the contestant. In the first p!a°°, 
these are unsworn. I havea here, which or 
the original record, containing original etitions. 
oy the names of eens eee bane men, all 


the constitution of South Carolina. I may that in the Com- 
mittee on Elections the opinion is unanimous the law i 
constitutional, although my Democratic colleagues on 
mittee differ somewhat as to the effect of that finding upon the 
Mr. FAWNEY. ie ie ‘admitted by all the members of your 
P. * t mem 
committee that the law is tutional? 


unconsti 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have just so stated. It is 
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of the courts that would permit 
y by petition, by evidence that 


=m But it is oe sae 
are a part res geste. Now, every lawyer knows 
< of res geste is often made to cover cases that 
are very it is the last resort of lawyers who are 
eee verely hearsay testimony. But if it is res 
can aeeiat or for any nee he is 
yoter or not, to go arou © corner or perhaps out into a 
: grove or elsewhere at some distance aie thenale 
neif sign his name to a paper—if that is a part of the res geste in 
South Carolina it is a part of the res gestw in Massachusetts, and 
if we can elect members from South Carolina by petition in that 
way we can elect members from Ohio or from any other State in 
So that the great difficulty is in order to 
seat the contestant in this case, you have to adopt a new rule of 
law, and one which in my judgment would be most dangerous in 
in the future in elections held all over this country. 
the petitions imported into this record are imported 
the testimony of the witnesses. But the whole case 
on the petitions simply, and in the report of the 
minority, fully setting forth the testimony in regard to these lists, 
wee will ind geeciesly how the are set up in the record. I think 
that there are very few of the lists that can be held and counted 
as actual votes cast for the Sao ta bis ae my able a e 
from Pennsylvania . CoppiIne}, in minority report, differ- 
te Sos as to the legality of most of the lists, 
to lists relied on here which he says he 
selected at random from the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee and says with reference to them: 


is to to the lists at 
Soatagt dite exmpetation give an importance once 


j 


ost of 


Mr. of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
ie. eal It is stated, is it not, that the Republicans had 
no on any of these boards; that they were composed 
of Democrats? 
Mr. of Massachusetts. I think that there was no 


representation by Republicans at a single precinct in the entire 


district. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That they were all Democrats? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. were. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And under them these six or eight thousand 
Republican voters were Now, let me ask the gen- 
Sens to consider petitions ox papers of this char. 
were not permitted main their right sitions cones the poll. 
ing place for that ; petitions setting forth the facts, and 
signed or authorised to be signed by each one of them, that he 
was a legal voter, that he was a blican, that he went to the 
Ee ee ohnston, and was denied the 

1 say if we do not count such votes how are the Re- 
publicans in the State of South Carolina to be represented on this 

Reis of Mecmchusstis. Weil, the gentleman trom 
Tlinois is a difficulty, we have only an illus 
tion a abel edaee Chas ted eee mee hel lawn We can not 


Gawain 
pe RIX 


hold that a member of this House can be elected from South Car- 
olina on such a paper as that or by such a proceeding unless we 
hold that members can be elected from Iowa, Illinois, or any 
other State in the same manner. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you any doubt that the persons who 
— the petitions were really at the polls and ready to vote? 

r. McCALL of Massachusetts. I can only know what the 
record shows, and when there is absolutely no testimony, even 
by this list keeper, which shows that the man who signed the list 
was a voter, that he lived in the precinct, and had a right to vote, 
I certainly can not know that he was a voter. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then your question is one of proof and 
not of actuality? That is, you admit that probably the voters 
were there, but you say the proof was not suflicient in a court of 
law to prove it. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The gentleman says my diffi- 
culty is one of proof and not of actuality. I do not think we can 


decide election cases upon faith here. This House can only act 
upon proof, Otherwise abolish the taking of evidence in these 
cases. I do not think we can assume things that are not proved, 
and this record here clearly and distinctly omits proof which has 


been required by this House in the past and which has been re- 
quired by all courts. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then tell us how to prove it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCaLu]} will allow me right there, did not the voter certify to 
the party in the immediate presence of these election judges, im- 
mediately after he was refused the privilege of voting, that he 
was a legal voter in the State of South Carolina, in the county 
where the election was held, and in the voting precinct where he 
was denied his right as a citizen, and did he not also certify that 
he was a Republican and had attempted to vote for Colonel 
Johnston? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed just 
a little further upon that, I think the conditions in South Carolina 
are entirely different from what they are in Massachusetts or in 
Illinois, where we notoriously have honest elections. A petition 
coming from a State like either of these, where everybody knows 
that every citizen, however humble he may be, can exercise his 
right, would be looked upon with suspicion; but here the gentieman 
from Massachusetts says that an election was being held under an 
unconstitutional law, in a State where notoriously the Republicans 
are disfranchised, and where a large portion of the Republican 
voters are ignorant; and under those conditions it seems to me 
that the gentieman is holding too high and too rigid requirements 
upon the voters. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
understand that we have authority here to lay down a particular 
rule with regard to counting caukeded voters for one State that 
is not in the future to apply to every State in the Union. I say 
here with regard to these lists that there is absolutely —— 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, if the gentleman will 
permit me, he can make a speech later on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman misunderstood me there. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. There is absolutely no testi- 
mony in the record anywhere showing that these persons were 
eee voters. The only evidence—if youcan consider it evidence— 
— that point is contained in these petitions, these statements, 
which apparently were not intended to be used in a contested- 
election case, and which are entirely unsworn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Here is the point I desire to make. I am not 
contending for a different rule. The rule can be the same. But 
in determining the evidence it seems to me you should take into 
consideration the peculiar conditions in South Carolina, that are 
different from what they are in the State of Massachusetts or in the 
State of Nlinois. Now, take an ignorant witness upon the stand. 
In judging of his evidence you take into consideration the fact 
that he is not trained in the schools and can not express himself 
so clearly and well, and just here it seems to me that you are in 
your argument applying the technical requirements that might 
apply to a gentleman of the intelligence of the Representative 
from Massachusetts, but not to an ignorant colored voter in South 
Carolina. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to me with reference to the counting of votes we have got to apply 
one uniform law everywhere. I do not understand that becauso 
a man is i t he will be permitted to sign a prepared state- 
ment and have that statement received in the courts as evidence. 
They will not dispense with the ordinary rules of law. They will 
not permit hearsay testimony, and they will not permit evidence 
which is absolutely unsworn to be admitted to prove facts. 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me? If you 
adhere—— 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, Ishould be glad to proceed 
with my argument, but—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If you adhere to that rule, why is it that in 
your report you say this: 

The testimony shows that many voters, some of them coming 30 or 40 
miles, appeared regularly at the places of registration from month to month 
and were denied registration by means of a systematic obstruction. It 
shows further that many thousand men who had the constitutional qualifi- 
cation, but were not registered, and who therefore had the right to vote if 
the registration laws were unconstitutional, es their desire to vote 
by going to the polls. Doubtless many thousands more unregistered voters 
remained at home who would have come had they not known that a rule re- 


uiring registration certificates was in force and that they would be ex- 
cluded if they came. * * * 


The colored race is enormously in the majority in this district, and it 
appears — 

From what evidence, I should like to know— 
that as a rule the voters of that race in that district were Republicans. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. lam sorry that the gentleman 
from Ohio should have made that interruption to quote from my 
report. He can only make it on the assumption that I can not 
say everything at the same time. I shall follow my own report 
and consider that point when I reach it, but I am now addressing 
[Ee to ode ition—— 

r. te REET. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. McCALL of Massachusetts. I should be glad to proceed 
with =! arene, but I will yield to er certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman has stated that no one of 
these lists is supported by any evidence showing the qualifications 
of the voters. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I did not state that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. You made that statement as to some of 
them, then. I want to ask you if all of the lists which carry the 
4,608 votes that we count here are not supported by evidence of 
some kind which discloses the qualifications of the voter? 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have re- | be 


ferred to three lists, taken from the very able report of my col- 
league n the committee [Mr. OVERSTREET], which do not give 
the q cations of voters; and if the mem of this House 
will refer to 5875 of the REcorD, in the report of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Coppine]—if they will take the 
three precincts mentioned there and look upon the evidence in the 

ntleman’s [Mr. OVERSTREET’sS] own report—they will find abso- 
oaly no imony to show that those men were voters. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman permit me? Are not 
all of these lists to which you have just referred based upon the 
common, uniform petition that was used in that district? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I stated that the petitions 
were uniform—upon printed blanks—but the gentleman himself 
does not rely upon the petitions alone. He claims that oe 
evidence because the list keepers swear to certain essential 
Tam calling attention to the absolute worthlessness in some cases 
ofthistestimony. If this House can receive these petitions, which 
are unsworn to, as ving the facts which are set up in them, 
then it will be entirely un to have any depositions taken 
in election cases, but a contestant can simply go around and 

titions from men who have been at an election or who say that 
the have the a to vote and their votes were refused. 

.O T. Are there not petitions filed continuousl 
in this House that are acted a with greater promptness than 
pro to act on these petitions? 

. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ido not think it has ever been 
the rule of this House in contested-election cases, where the statute 
provides a way for the taking of sworn testimony, that petitions 
shall be received of the character of these petitions to settle the 
right of a member to his seat. The gentleman's question demon- 
very glad personally 1 soa on en oth aida 

g y could see my way . out 
violence to the rules of law which have governed in such cases, to 
seat the contestant; but gentlemen are asking us here, in order to 
do what they consider a pees to do alittle wrong; and itis 
the old story. ‘ "Twill be rec as a t, and many an 
error by this example will rush into the State.” Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I am unable to break down e rule of evidence and 
law that has been set up in cases of this 
the signatures to these petitions as votes actua*iy cast. 

Finding that the contestant was not elected, I come now to con- 
sider the question whether the contestee is entitled to the seat. 
oer the conclusion that the law was unconstitutional, 
what are the facts? First, the population of that district is over- 
whelmingly black. We find, f er, that the colored voters are 
almost uniformly Republicans; so uniformly Republican that 
even if this unconstitutional law had been honestly and fairly en- 
forced a majority of Republicans and of colored voters would have 
been registered, enough probably to have elected the contestant. 
The law was not fairly enforced. There was, for instance, but 
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ays e% 
; and the record is full of 


and eve 
miles and endeavored to get tered; that they were oat Of . 
one way or another, kept stan in line all day, and denicg the 
right to register, and they came month after month and ye; after 


ear legally entitled to registration and yet were denied i , 
act is established. In the next lace, the law was unconse’ 


tional, and the voter had the right to rely upon and beliey. = 
the requirements of the law as to registration certificates woul4 
be enforced against voters, and that no man could vote w 

not produce a certifica 


+ od ho did 
Now, what is e rule laid down upon this question? [pn Me. 
Dine 


Crary on Elections, section 241, it is declared tha’ 


If the officers condu: an election and enf. eo 
a cng sn ston abort end eaters en eros in 


oeete Sten ving in their votes, and being made known presen." 

yours 7 so = offering » Fae the lection may be 
aside. especial] such votes if o solved on 

have changed or reade result. ee eonved would 


ou 
That has been decided in Pennsylvania. In the case of Scrap. 


ose mgho, where the doctrine was held that if the officers of 


an erroneous rule and it was known before. 


hand that that rule would be adopted, voters affected by it w 
justified in not hop 
mality of a ws .. 
voters were thus preven from voting to have changed o ‘ 
dseul: Gockttel the veoult, than thare wes eee 
contend that there is no question here, there can be no question 
whatever after 
registration law had not been enforced, or if it had been fairly 
applied, more than en 


to the polls and go through the useless for. 
their votes, and if a sufficient number of legal 


no election. Now. I 
reading that record, that if this unconstitutional 
voters would have turned out to have 


rendered the election of contestee doubtful. 
When we consider the large number of legal voters who went to 
the polls and were denied the right to vote—and I am considering 


number who remained at 
that this statute would 
enforced, we are stating the conclusion mildly when we say that 


if it had not been for the enforcement of this rule the result would 
probably have been different. My conclusion, therefore, is safely 


within these reasonable ts. Butupon the record it is im- 


, and revolutionary 

the contestant in this 

t certainly have been doubtful, 

and as the operation of this unconstitutional law was to prevent 

a fair expression of the will of the voters there, I do not believe 
there has been any election. 

oun HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit another interrup- 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. y. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where do you get evidence that there 
was no election there? Do you not + from the very petitions 
upon which Colonel Johnston seeks to be seated? 

. McCALL of Massachusetts. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where do you get it in the record? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have stated that the record 
shows, or certainiy the facts are, that the overwhelming majority 


get | of the voters in that district were black, and further, that those 


black voters were Repu and I contend that vast crowds of 
them did, as a matter of fact, resort to the ‘ 
Mr. HOPKINS. How do you know that: 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Because there is ample proof 
the record that there were great numbers of them who went to 
os HOPKINS aye oe = ed hich Colonel 
. \. very whic o10n! 
Johnston asks to be seated. a 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; but itis needless for 
me to repeat that do not prove a t number alone, and 
I tind, as a result of evidence and as the natural result of the 
of this tion rule, that many voters did not goto 
polls, this statute would be enforced and 
their votes refused, who, if it had not been for this rule, would 
to render the result doubtful. 


S 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I say that a great many of 
y further t it was not 
for them oe to the polls to vote. I say that if they 

ying upon their belief that that rule would 
be enforced as it had been enforced at previous elections—if enough 


Pennsylvania case covering that very 
: ris to go to the 
their votes here. 
that a large majority of the 
an unconstitutio 


: 
F 
: 
3 
: 
: 


ae EO tH = 
. McCALL of Massachusetts. It does. 


. 
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Mr. PAYNE. And thata large majority of the voters of the 
district were Republicans? And is not that enough to set aside 
the election without going any further? 

Mr. McCALL of achusetts. Certainly; and that is what 
Icontend. Isay that with such a record as we have in this case 
we can not seat the contestee; we can not permit him to retain a 
seat here without doing violence to every principle of fair elec- 

jons. 
or. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that there were over 4,600 
of those voters who were at the polls, and whose names were en- 
rolled — a list which declared their intention to vote for Colonel 
nston 
Se MOOALL of Massachusetts. My friend doubtless knows 
what is contained in his minority ar He finds that, counting 
all the lists which he thinks should admitted, there was a ma- 
jority for Colonel Johnston of 233. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman that that 
compilation in the report is erroneous. A mistake was made in 

ing forward the figures. The result should be 312, instead 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, I was simply taking the 
ntleman’s figures. If you will go through this evidence care- 
y, you will find that there are enough defective depositions to 
wipe out that majority over and over again; so that on your own 
theory do not e out your case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that there are 4,600 votes 
enrolled upon the list which recites the intention of those voters 
to su Colonel Johnston? I am not asking you to admit that 
those should be counted as proof. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have not counted the names 
upon those petitions, but if the gentleman says that there are 
4,600 names —— to them, I am willing to admit that. What I 
claim are not a sufficient number put into the case 
by depositions to overcome the majority adverse to Colonel John- 
ston. So my conclusion is, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to 
state it ay as my conclusion, that there was no valid election 


i 


in the in question; that the contestant has not produced 

evidence in such as we can recognize to warrant us in giv- 

ing him theseat. And I believe, on the other hand, that the elec- 
was so gross! 


tion y unfair, by reason of the unfair Aa nae reg of 
this a law, as well as its unconstitutionality, that we 
can not hold that the contestee is entitled to the seat. And my 
verdict is, and I simply give it because I feel it my duty to state 
my own convictions to the House—my verdict is, based on the 
evidence, that we can not give the seat to either party. 

Mr. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SETTLE. I want to see if I correctly understand — 
argument or position with reference to the lists or petitions. ey 
find their place in the record by being introduced by the gentle- 
man who was ns the lists and who was designated for that 

at the ous precincts. This list keeper is examined as 
testifies in the case, and corroborates his memory from 
not that fact give the so-called petitions an addi- 
.and put them on a very different legal plane from the 
which are sent to Gongress as the term “ peti- 
understood 


? 
of Massachusetts. I have no question whatever 


bes 
" 


i 


Mr. 
that the petitions are memoranda, and can be imported into the 
testimony by depositions of witnesses, and I so stated in the course 
« es on ae a oat is that a — ae ee 
deposi or other testimony so that we can legally 
count them. No matter if we do count three or four thousand of 
these you can not count a sufficient number, which are 
held up by tions, to accomplish the purpose you have in 
Mr. BRODERICK. You speak of the unfairness of the elec- 
tion. Was there any unfairness except from the operation of this 
“pears a : 
war of Massachusetts. I will say in regard to that, 


I do not think the testimony shows that there was any 
counting in the district, or any question of that sort; 
there was any stuffing of the ballot boxes. It was simply 
of the registration law. I have nodoubt, in 
of that State, ar Se tee seen’ an 
urpose of disfranchising the colored 
find that if the law operated as it oper- 
oom te t this great body of voters from ex- 
at polls, that there had been an election in 
and in cases like this, when a State sends t- 
a seat in this House, the House should deny 
to such States until they had instituted fair methods 
Mr. | he gentlemen permit me to ask him this 
* me ques- 
sustains your view of the case, 
the contestee is compelled to 


Be 
1) 


sen 
i 

: 
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relinquish his seat, and the case goes back to the State of South 
Carolina for a new election, is not the law under which such an 
election is to be held more unjust and unfair than the present law? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, I do not think we have 
anything to do with the result, as far as that is concerned. We 
are —— passing an opinion as judges in a case upon the law 
and evidence now before us. We do not have any right to con- 
sider results or to hold an election here. If we could do so, I 
— have no doubt as to which candidate I would cast my vote 

or. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state why the act of 
June 20, 1874, was passed applicable to this District, and dis- 
franchising the entire colored votes? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, my friend is going a 
good long way back of the record—— : 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply wanted to know why the Repub- 
lican party, when they had a two-thirds majority in the House, 
disfranchised the colored people of this District? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts this question with reference to these peti- 
tions: Whether there isasingle deposition in the record toshow that 
any one of these men went to the polls, tendered his ballot to vote, 
and was refused? These lists refer to a large number who were 
refused the privilege, but what I wish to ask is, if there is any 
direct evidence to show that any one voter was refused the right 
to vote? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I think there is such testi- 
mony. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In how many «ases? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ihave not computed them. 
There were quite a number of lists, but the total number pre- 
sented by the contestant, sufficiently sustained by deposition, did 
not overcome the majority of the contestee. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the record, no 
evidence a that there was any special wrongdoing in con- 
nection with the election on the part of the contestee or on the 
part of any of the sitting members in these South Carolina con- 
tests. In one district, certainly, where they had not for years 
opened certain polls, where the black voters are greatly in the 
majority, the contestee [Mr. ELLIotT}, before the election was held 
came out and urged that all the polls be opened, and it was against 
his — that the polls were closed on that day. 

The difficulty is that a system exists the principle of which is 
to disfranchise the colored voters. It is a system that permits the 
minority in certain districts to choose the members of the House 
themselves. Individuals are powerless to oppose it, and itis a 
duty which we owe to this Government, ond even to the State 
of South Carolina, to refuse to seat members chosen in such a man- 


ner. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let me ask the gentleman if the constitu- 
tionality of the law under which this election was held bas ever 
been presented to the courts for adjudication? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It has. 

Mr. BRODERICK. What decision was rendered? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It was not adjudicated; but 
in two cases where the question was considered opinions were given 
that the law was unconstitutional. But the majority in each case 
held that the court had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Was that prior to the election? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It was subsequent to the elec- 
tion. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it is not my inten- 
tion to detain the House for any considerable length of time; but 
if in the discussion of this case I should detain it a longer time 
then I anticipate I ask the indulgence of the members. 

The constitution of South Carolina confers the elective franchise 
upon all the male citizens of the United States 21 years old, who 
have resided within the State for one year and in the election dis- 
trict where they seek to vote for the period of sixty days, subject 
to certain exceptions which it is not necessary to notice here. 
This constitutional right to vote can not be taken away or abridged 
by legislative enactment. The legislature may enact and make 
reasonable rules for the government of the eiection and for the 
exercise of the right, but any act of the legislature which unnec- 

ily restricts the right to vote is unconstitutional. The con- 
stitution of South Carolina further says that the legislature shall 
enact from time to time proper registration laws. In pursuance 
of the authority thus vested by the constitution the legislature of 
South Carolina has passed two sets of laws wholly separate and 
distinct. They have passed registration laws and election laws; 
that is, laws to govern the casting of the ballot upon the day of 
election. 

The election laws are constitutional and are not attacked. The 
registration laws of South Carolina not only impair the right of 















citizens to vote, but in effect render the exercise of that right im- 
possible to thousands of honest voters. 

It is conceded by every member of the committee that the reg- 
istration laws are unconstitutional. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman did the Dem- 
ocratic members of the committee agree that this law was uncon- 
stitutional? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. In answer to the gentleman I will 
say that I have never yet been able to find out what the Demo- 
cratic members of the committe¢think about this question. They 
say they think it is partly unconstitutional and partly constitu- 
tional, but where they run the dividing line I have not been able 
to get them to say. ey so state in their report. I am not here 
to say what the Democratic members of this committee think, ex- 
cept they think the Democrat ought to oceupy his seat. [Laughter. 

tis manifest from an inspection of the registration law of Sout 

Carolina that it is an almost undisguised attempt to impair the 
right of citizens to vote under the constitution of that State. It 
is not a mere regulation of the right of suffrage, as prescribed by 
the Constitution, but its effect and jon is to obstruct and 
hinder and subvert the right guaranteed by the fundamental law 
of the State in the following particulars: 
& 


It forever disfranchises and ee of the right to vote all con- 
stitutional voters who were entitled to register in 1882 and failed 
for any reason todo so. In the able opinion of Judge McIver, of 
the supreme court of South Carolina, rendered in the case of 
Matthew C. Butler vs. William Ellerbe et al., on the 6th day of 
July, 1885, and reported in 2 S. E. Reporter, 425, this construction 
of the law is maintained. Says Judge McIver in that case: 
visions for the registration of voters will be found in the 


are inc 
clusive. From a careful examination of the various statutory provisions 
thus ref t seems to us that the scope and intent of such 


but one registration of voters, 
to wit, that provided for in 1882, and that when the registration books were 
closed for that year a person who was then a q voter, but who had 
Safir deprived af be hat a Cidimae for toes 
t suffrage, for 
afterwards 


no provision by which ana re rson couid owed to register; 

and section of the Statutes expressly that “no person 

shall be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless he shall 

have been heretofore in conformity with the requirements of 

cha i. a aes tes of 1882 and the acts ame thereof, 
as req Sy 

Now, on turning to chapter of the General Statutes of 1882 and the acts 


ision for the registration of = had al then 
no Vv ‘or the on persons ~ re 
entitled | to register. Hence it follows necessarily that oe who had been a 


ualified voter, and as such entitled ter before such general election, 
Sa not then avail himself of off that é 


Bs 
and that law, which provided for one general registration more than 
years and afforded no other opportunity to elector except those of 
a fanen Secemeny oe Sa ee neees aan his failure to avail 

of the first only ity ever afforded to resvlted 
from absence, or r good cause, must be as a violation 
both of the and letter of the constitu 

Il. 
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vision for subsequently registering those who, from sick. 
sence from home, or other unavoidable reason, — 
from registering on those days. 

IV. 

The registration books are required to be closed on the 1: ) 
of July, four months before the general election to be he), ;, the, 
November following, and no persons who were eligible to)... 
tration prior to the Ist day of July are allowed to register |; ,., 
that day: and the election. This is clearly an unreasona))|,. ;, 
lation, and manifestly intended to hinder and obstruct yi. ;, 
the exercise of their constitutional rights. eis 

V. 

The supervisors of regi ion are to ‘‘determine as to the jcc, 
qualifications of all ts for registration by summary ));,,.. 
ess, requiring oath, evidence, or both, if he deem proper, <1). 
to revision by the assistant supervisors and hi f, in all cases 
where he has refused to register an applicant.” 

The powers conferred upon the supervisors by this sectiy are 
absoluteand unreasonable. There is no limitation upon his pover 

t his own will and his views as to the |...) 

He may refuse to register an ay»). 

his q ‘ require evidence 
kind and quantity of evidence sufficient 
tisfy him are left wholly to his own discretion. 
nary 


lored man on the same 
knows can not be produced 
It is true the refusal of 
subject to revision by the 
But how the revis on is 
to be had, and when and where the assistant supervisors ani the 

are question of revision is 
prescribed in the law. The rejected voter is left wholly ii: the 
of such revision. But 


his application for revision 
before the supervisor and assistant supervisor and his appli-a- 
tion is sajested be has the right to review of their decision by the 


‘$8, ab. 
were prevented 


ircuit court, ‘‘ Provided he give notice in writing to the super- 
visor of his application for such review, and the grounds thereof, 
within five ys from the date of his rejection, and commence 
his ¢ within ten days from the service of the said 

This for an appeal is indefinite, cumbersome, and in 
most cases would be unavailing to the i 


party. 
it will be necessary to 
an able lawyer, and the 
of a large majority of the 
notice—five days from day of 


his rejection, and the oes preene: within 
ten days from the service of the said § aN unreasonable 
limitation the 


upon the right of appeal. 
VL 

The provisions of the statute with reference to the certificat of 
registration required of the voter in all cases is an unreasonable 
regulation and unconstitutional. The name of the voter as re- 
corded on the registration books must correspond exactly and pre- 
cisely with the name upon the certificate. The certificate wut 
describe accurately the and of residence of 
the voter. When a new is established the voter 
is required to get a transfer get a new certificate, and can not 


vote without If the polling is changed, the voters are 
— S cocuidartieiie aie saa eet new ones, 
teed d his residence, even from one place in the 


to another in the same precinct, lie 1s re- 
q to his old certificate and take out a new one or 
he can not vote. If the certificate is he must surrender it 


and get anewone. If it is lost, heis to make application, 
ne cate at least thirty days before an 
and circumstances attending the 


with it for 
, and that not willfully de- 
the same. Even after a voter has 
and ete Coens eee 2 loss of 
is not req 


5 


through all this 
1is certifi- 

uired to issue a new one; but. in the 

the law, the supervisor shall examine and consider the 
—— require other evidence under oath, if in his opmv" 
- then, if satisfied, shall 


examine and consider is 2 


it stated what other evidence und: oath 
what in oo may be necessary to deter- 


to vote under 


stated 

he or : ; 

mine loss, nor is it stated shall this autocrat 0 

registration. It would bo hard ndoed to sti part Demo- 
| | cratic 


/ 
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Another unreasonable regulation is found in the manner in 


ich the supervisor of registration is allowed to refuse registra- 
Hoe lists. section 151 it is provided that a supervisor = reg- 
jstration , immediately preceding each election, revise the 
registration of electors and mark off the names of such electors as 
have died, such as removed from one residence, precinct, 
parish, ward, or county to another without notifying him and ob- 
ining @ er. 
The pOwee conferred upon the supervisor by this section allows 
him, without notice to the elector, without legal evidence, and in 
effect without any evidence at all, to mark off the names of as many 
electors ashe may choose to believe have died or changed their resi- 
dence since the last registration. Andfrom this arbitrary and one- 
sided action there is a for an appealorforareview. By 
the one hundred and fifty-second and one hundred and fifty-third 
sections the clerks of the courts of general sessions and every trial 
‘nstice in the State shall, on or before the 15th of October and 
iennially ter, make out a report to the supervisors of reg- 
istration of their respective counties, a list of all persons convicted 
during the two preceding years of murder, burglary, eee 
jury, or otnerinfamous crime, or dueling; and such report shall be 
received by the supervisor as prima facie proof of the facts stated 
therein, shall immediately erase the names of all such per- 
sons from his registration books in his county, and they shall not 
be allowed to register or vote thereafter in any election in this 
State. Thus, upon mere report of these officers unaccompanied 
by any @ from the record or any other legal evidence, 
voters may be disfranchised and forever disqualified from voting. 
It is true there is a proviso that if any person whose name is so 
furnished shall present to the supervisors within sixty days after 
the next following election a pardon from the governor or within 
such time prove to the satisfaction of the supervisor he was not 
convicted of the crime or misdemeanor stated in such certificate, 
his name shall be restored to the list of registered voters. 

It will be seen that this provision violates all rules of evidence, 
and especially all rules of criminal evidence, by requiring a party 
charged with crime to prove his innocence to the satisfaction of 
such supervisor before he can be restored to his rights. Im the 
language of the statute, he must “‘ prove to the satisfaction of such 

rvisor that he was not convicted of the crime or misdemeanor 
stated in such certificate.” Such a requirement is not a regula- 


tion of suffrage, but an unjust and unreasonable requirement, and | 


one which not only obstructs the right to vote, but destroys that 
ight. 
t will further be noticed that the voter who is thus stricken 
from the list on or before the 15th day of October is 
not allowed to prove his innocence or claim.the benefit of the 
on until sixty days after the next election, thereby absolutely 
ualifying him and depriving him, without a remedy or with- 
out a hearing, of his vote at the next November election. 
Vu 


The provision of the law requiring that voters shall deposit nine 
different ballots in as lee Midlorent boxes is unreasonable and 
manifestly intended to confuse and embarrass the voter in the 
exercise of his right, and to render the voting by ballot imprac- 
ticable and in many instances impossible. That a ballot in legal 
form and cast by an elector who is entitled to vote and who does 
vote for a member of Congress should be cast out and made null 

voi because it is placed in one box when it should be 


deposited in another is an unreasonable regulation and deprives 
the voter of his right to have his ballot counted, which right is 
guaranteed to him by the Constitution. 

VII. 


The mess which ee eens - ate by evi- 
dence, is a the first place, the whole machinery 
of the aoction 1 ap in the hands of the Democratic party, 


and at a large of the voting places, if not at all of them, 
all the officers of the superintendent of registration, the 
aaa of election, the clerks, and constables—are all of one polit- 

Such action is prima facie evidence of fraud, and the party plac- 
ing itself in such an attitude should be required to prove that the 
elections and and returns were fairand honest. The 


evidence shows gross oe Ce eee in eee 
that intimidation was reso on 
man - = registering; imi 
Ix. 


The registration, being unconstitutional, is null and void, and as 
istration laws in force in South 
Mage coe of November, 1894. All citizens of that State 
of 


& consequence there were no 
Carolina 
havi constitutional qualifications of voters under the con- 
Carolina and who are entitled to vote for the 
the ral assemby of that State were 
at that election. And 
of whose vote 


2 


& 





registration was illegally deprived of his suffrage, and his vote 
should be counted for the party for whom he desired to vote and 
for whom he was prevented from voting. It is proved that there 
were 7,336 legal voters excluded who were present at the polls on 
the day of election and would have voted for the contestant if they 
had been allowed to cast their ballots. 

Now, right here we meet one question. What is the rejection 
of a voter? Gentlemen will tell you that a voter is not rejected 
unless he goes to the judges of election and offers and actually 
tenders his vote over the desk. I take issue with that proposition. 
The tender of the vote and the rejection of a voter does not de- 
pend upon any such narrow construction. I am reminded that 
most of them did actually tender their votes, but some of them 
did not. Now, what isarejection? Right there I desire to notice 
a@ very ingenious but a very misleading argument offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DEARMOND]. He said that it was 
proved by five witnesses, managers of election, that only 50 votes 
were rejected, when affidavits and depositions were taken to show 
that 250 votes were rejected. Gentlemen do not tell this House 
that the votes, that the rejected votes, were not all of themactually 
tendered to the judges, because it was unnecessary, and because 
proclamation had been made that it was useless for men who did 
not hold certificates of registration to apply to vote, because they 
would be rejected. Therefore the attempt is made to attach the 
crime of perjury to these men who state that only 50 were rejected. 
The judges perhaps were right in one sense, because perhaps only 
50 at that precinct were actually refused by the managers, but the 
remainder were men who had been told not to apply and not to 
offer their ballots, because they would be rejected, and that excused 
them from actually tendering the ballots to the judges. That is 
the law as laid down by all the authorities and is sustained by all 
the decisions of this House. 

It is insisted by gentlemen that:the elector, in order that his 
vote may be considered, must actually present himself at the polls 
and actually tender himself to the election managers as ready and 
willing to vote, and actually tender his ballot and have it rejected. 
This as a general proposition of law may be true, and it is true 
when applied to the case of a voter who had an opportunity to 
present himself to the managers of election and without excuse 
failed todoso. But the rule can not apply to a case like the one 
before us, where it is contended an unconstitutional law deprives 
the voter of his right, and where the voter knew that the provi- 
sions and requirements of such unconstitutional law rendered it 
useless and unnecessary for him to attempt to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. WALKER of Virginia. I should like some further time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, it was my understanding 
that we were to be permitted additional time. I have no time at 
my disposal. I think it is just to the minority that it have some 
more time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has some time left. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Indiana has asked me for any time. I am cer- 
tainly willing to accommodate him as far as possible; but I now 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Vermont {[Mr. Powers] for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is one of the dogmas 
of the Republican creed that we should have honest elections and 
honest counts; and I have always believed that this doctrine ap- 
plied not only to the procedure at the polls, but that it applied on 
the floor of this House; and the question before us to-day is 
whether we shall have an honest count of the ballots that were 
cast in the Congressional election now under consideration. It is 
conceded on all hands that there was no real fraud practiced upon 
the voters at that election, unless it be said that the operation of 
the registration law itself operatedasa fraud. That did undoubt- 
edly to some extent deter them from offering their votes on that 
occasion. It seems to me to be pretty clear that the registration 
law itself was unconstitutional when measured by the limitations 
of the constitution of South Carolina. But any registration law, 
Mr. Speaker, will be found in practical operation to exclude some 
voters, However perfect you may make it, inevery State of this 
Union the registration law, if there be one in force, necessarily, 
in its practical application to the casting of votes by the people of 
a whole district, works more or less disaster and more or less un- 
fairness. Men will be excluded who ought to be included; men 
will be included who ought to be excluded. That is one of the 
incidents that attach to all human legislation. Youcannever make 
itperfect. But thislaw was grossly imperfect. It practically dis- 
franchises every voter in the State of South Carolina who failed for 
any reason whatever to get his name upon the registration list as 
early as the Ist day of July, to prepare himself to vote on the suc- 
ceeding first Tuesday in November. But bethat asit may; concede 
for the purpose of this inquiry that the law is unconstitutional, 
what is left? Why, then the election that is held, if it be held 


The gentleman from Wisconsin 
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in accordance with other law and in accordance with the require- 


ments of the constitution itself, must be disposed of on that 
ground. It does not follow that because the registration law was 
unconstitutional that therefore no election—no legal election—has 
been held, On the contrary, I affirm that there must necessarily 
be a legal election. The Federal Constitution itself requires the 
State of South Carolina to send her delegates to this body, and if 
the State of South Carolina—without meddling with the methods 
of sending those Representatives here in a way that defeats the 
requirements of the Federal Constitution that we shall have Rep- 
resentatives from South Carolina—can do so under the State laws 
or the remaining body of the election laws of the State of South 
Carolina, and an elec*ion has been had that is fair and represents 
the will of the people, the eee who secures that election 
should have his seat in this House. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, it is said in this case that the contest- 
ant should be seated because there were 7,000 and more legal 
voters who intended to vote for him. Well, upon the general 
proposition I would assume that we are to count the votes that 
are actually cast, and not those that somebody mee to cast. 
That is the rule that we — our own cases. e come here 
with a certificate certifying that we actually received so many 
votes. But here is a case where a contestant comes, not with a 
certificate that he received so many votes actually cast, but with 
a petition—that is what it is called, and that is, therefore, what I 
will call it—a petition signed by 7,000 who intended to vote for 


this man. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. POWERS. I have not time to yield. 

Now, how do these voters prove their right to vote and their 
attempt to votefor Colonel Johnston? I agree that, asin the case 
cited tr the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL]—the 
Petersburg case—where the voters stand in line with the ballots 
in their hands in front of the judges of election, ready to deposit 
their ballots in the box, and they are deprived of their right to 
cast that ballot—that _— their testimony that they intended to 
cast that particular ballot for some pa person they prove 
that they did, to all intents and p , vote for that man. But 
that is lacking in this case. Now, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the exact import of these petitions and the exact 
measure of proof that we have that these 7,000 men intended to 
vote for Colonel Johnston, and that they had a right to vote for 
Colonel Johnston. It has been stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that these petitions had — headings that were 

in advance cf election. ow, that is a significant fact. 
t signifies that Colonel Johnston and his friends, instead of 
waiting for a fraud to be committed, went to the polls ere 
to take proof that a fraud was committed. So that the language 
of that gen tg is not the language embodied by the voter him- 
self, but he is telling his story about a eso somebody else 
in advance, and the voter is asked to indorse it. 

r. STEELE. And does indorse it. 

Mr. POWERS. And doesindorse it. Now, let us see what the 
effect of that is. I shall not take the time to read this petition. 
It has been read; but somebody certifies what the voter thinks. 
The House will notice that no way, either in the testimony or in 
the petition, is it stated to be under oath. Itis the mere naked 
declaration of somebody, not testified to by himself, but testified 
to by a third person; so that it is nothing more nor less than hear- 
say testimony; a kind of testimony that would not be received on 
the trial of a man charged-with the enormous crime of shooting a 
dog. Now, what does the list keeper say? The first one that I 
come to is this: 


Personally a before EWES Seats phe, cn ant. an that he 
had charge petition on ection day last November, that te wes ex- 
‘ore name is hereun’ 


plained to each one bef: , that each one whose is 
eee, Sen Se ae his name to be signed, in presence of de- 
ponent. 


There is no certificate whatever that these voters offered their 
votes, or that ng Beahen qualified to vote, but simply a certificate 





that they signed the petition. 

Take the next one: 

Personally appeared before me iP ee blic, who on oath 
says that he was in charge of this petition on lection Phas. and that each 
citizen who was red y election managers came up and signed, or author- 
ized to be his name; that eachand every one was thoroughly informed 
as to the nature of the petition. 


That is all the certificate there is in that case. Take the next 
one: 


Personally appeared before me ——— ———, who on oath says each 
signer was informed of the nature of the petition before hi a 


the mt, who 
nates Se 
It does not even say whether it was this particular petition or 
not, but simply that Laer signed a petition. Each one of these 
certificates certifies co eee eee Then when you come 
to the signatures they run this: James (his x mark) Fox, 
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to! tuted the res geste, but w. 
man 


a 
Taylor (his x mark) Edwards, Richard (his x mark) Be};,, 
soon. It is easy to see that the man who framed _ nom and 
in advance and went, by his agents, to the various polling pla — 
among an ignorant set of voters could get any kind of a os 


cate out of them that he saw fit to ask. Oa 
expire SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentlenay hag 
r. JENKINS. I yield the gentleman three minutes 1,5. 
Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to address tr ysel 
to the an A preoeneaen which was advanced here yester ay ‘that 
this kin testimony is admissible on the ground that ii is « 
declaration which is made admissible as part of the res gest», | 
submit very confidently to every lawyer on the floor of this House 
that this evidence has no single element that brings it within th 
rule that a declaration can be made admissible as part of the reg 
gestee. These declarations were not made accompanying any act 
and it is a fundamental legal proposition that before a declara- 


~e a at epee oar a part oo i geste: it must be shown 

n y contemporaneous , but explanatory of 

that ms ken of b - witness. . a ry of, the fact 
Mr. TR : The gentleman, suppose, does no bi 

take to say that these declarations were eata ae. a =~ nt 


from the of election, or that they were made at a place other 
than the pol place, or in reference to any other subject than 
the of votes there. 


Mr. POWERS. I undertake to say, in answer to my frieng 
that upon each and rae ee of the grounds he has enumerated 
in his inquiry these declarations are not admissible as a part of 
the res geste. Take the case of a dying man—where these ques- 
tions come in more frequently than elsewhere—he makes a decla- 
ration about the facts of his injury. If that declaration is made 
by hi:n after the injury, the courts all say that it is a mere narra. 
tion of a past event, but if he makes a declaration at the time hig 
assailant is at work upon him that is a contemporaneous doclara- 
tion, and serves to his own conduct in the matter, and it 
is therefore admissible as a part of the res gestae. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is that rule applicable to cases where men are 
te POWEES. That rule is applicabl h 

. . ap e everywhere. There is 
no distinction between civil and criminal cases in this respect, 
and I invoke every text-book that treats of the subject in support 


of what I say. 
‘ . _They will all refute you. 
Mr. POWERS. None of them will. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman pores @ question? 
Mr. POWERS. I can not stop for a question now; I have but 
three minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have made a statement that needs 

contradiction. 
Mr. POWERS. Then answer it in your own time. 

‘I say, Mr. Speaker, that in order to make a declaration admis- 
sible as a part of the res geste, it must be contemporaneous with 
the act itself, or so near it as to prevent any possibility of self- 
interest creeping in to vary or influence it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. May I as} the gentleman a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not be miterrupted. 

a A ee record, = aa 
r. POWERS. a am simply stating 


wee wn Lae —e by Greenleaf and ee by every wae 
on su can ce an authority 
to the con he is at liberty to uce it. 

EET. Ican uce it. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I that these ies who went up and 
offered their votes were ne in the tion which consti- 
they went across the street or 
elsewhere and saw a seated in a wagon and made declara- 
tions to him about it, those declarations were in no proper sense 


a of the res 
Vir TAWNEY What is the res ? . 
: is the thing that is going on. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Was not that a part of if? 
POWERS. No, sir. The that was going on was the 
voting at that election, and what those men chose to say about 
it narration, not a part of the thing 


“Mr. TAWNEY. Not if made immediately afterwards! 
Mr. POWERS. If madea second afterwards; if the transaction 


Now, Mr. »f ow Spereeted by several gentle 
men who say can comamn me on proposition. | chal- 
lenge them to produce a law book or any authority 
Bp egencgly 

a book in his hand). Will the 


& 
* 











1896. 








. FAIRCHILD. My point against the gentleman from Ver- 
aa a not that he misstated the law, but that he made a wrong 
application of it to this case. 

Here the hammer fell. ; 

_ JENKINS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 

Virginia (Mr. WALKER}. 
The SP. pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JENKINS] has no time at present. The gentleman from Vir- 
ini , — is recognized. 
ONES. Lyield my time to the gentleman from Wiscon- 


. JENKINS]. : ; 

JENKINS. Lnow yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 

. WALKER]. 
Mr. W of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, when I was cut off 
in my remarks I was asserting the proposition of law that the re- 
jection of a voter does not mean simply the rejection of a man 
who actually applied to the judges and was refused the right to 
yote, but that it applied to men where classes of voters were ex- 
cluded. The language of the law is (I read from McCrary on 
Elections, section 200): 
such a case, if the erroneous rule affects a class of voters and it h 

in gonerally known to the persons who are excluded by it, they ar 
submit to it without peiying ony rights, although they do not present them- 
selves at the polls and offer their ballots. They have the right to take notice 
of the decision of the board in other cases precisely like their own. 

To require each voter ne toa class of excluded voters to go through 
the form of yas his ot and having a separate ruling in each case 
would » an idle and useless formality. We are to look at the substance and 
the . 

decision has been made by the election officers affecting the right 

ican of to vote, and that decision becomes known, it is not 

that every’ voter belonging to such class should offer his vote and 
Eset only alee 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a 
2 


nestion? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Certainly. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Is not that statement of the 
law based upon the proposition that there was no election in that 


ular case? 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I think not. 
oC. of Massachusetts. I think it is. 
of V ia. I think not. 
the evidence in this case, the managers of elec- 
the day that persons not having certificates of 
be allowed to vote, and they made procia- 
t the polling places. This ruling was com- 
yoters far and near who were on their way to the 
met and turned back on account of this ruling. 
has been sustained by the House of Representa- 
ina number of contested election cases. (See following cases 
in Digest of Contested Election Cases of the Fifty-first Con e 
Miller vs. Elliott, 515; Goodrich vs. Bullit, 584; Mudd vs. Comp- 
ton, 153; Waddill vs. Wise, 224.) 
It seems clear, therefore, that the votes rejected as set forth in 
the lists furnished by the contestant and which are proved by 
mld be counted for the contestant. 
it the officers of election were guilty of no fraud and 
they did their duty under the law. Mr. Speaker, if gentle- 
by this that the election officers, all of whom belonged 
the Democratic pers. were guilty of no fraud, they have not 
the evidence in this case. The gentleman from Missouri 
De Armonp], and I understood he was indorsed by the gen- 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLu], says that the election 
held in a general way, and that there is no evidence of 
— officers of election attempted in good faith to ob- 
McCALL of Massachusetts. I desire to say to my friend 
such statement. 
of ne Then I misunderstood the gentle- 
cheerfully the correction. Certainly that was the 
of the from Missouri — De ARMOND], as 
to the Recorp of this morning. 


if ntlemen mean to say that there are 
rear te 


the 
u the day of election, I ae 
statement. oow: and the record sustains the 


Was no necessity for fraud on the day of 

fraud had been committed before—in the registra- 
success and the return of the Democratic 
beyond a reasonable doubt. There was no 

fraud on the day of election, because 

had been settled by the grossest 
upon the elective franchise of any people. 
of registration were all Democratic of- 
election officers in the State of South Caro- 
say here now that whenever it is 
at a given election belongs to 
is prima facie evidence of 


Speaker, these supervisors of registration in effect 
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denied the right of registration to voters. There was only one 
place of registration in each county. Voters desiring to register 
were required to go on foot or as best they could in order to reach 
the place, 25 or 30 miles away, perhaps, where they were re- 
quired to register. Not only that, but the registration days 
were on the first Monday of each month from December till 
July, and on no other day could they be allowed to register. The 
proof in this case shows that the supervisors of registration came 
to the places of registfation at 9 or 10 o'clock in the morning; 
that they dallied and fooled with the registration, and, as one wit- 
ness expressed it, were the slowest men with the pen that he ever 
saw. They would require hundreds of men to stand in line all 
day when those men were of opposite politics. But whenever a 
Democrat came up he was a and immediately registered. 
Republican voters were told, ‘‘Stand back; we have no time to 
attend to you now.” Some were too old and some too young to 
register. ese supervisors would hold the poll open an hour or 
two in the morning, then adjourn for dinner; stay away two or 
three hours, and on their return hold the registry open an hour 
or two, and then go home, saying to those who had failed to se- 
cure registration, ‘‘Come back the first Monday of next month.” 
When they came back on the first Monday of the next month, the 
same thing occurred. It is known that in some cases men at- 
tended on every registration day, six times in the year, and could 
never obtain registration. 

When persons were registered they were furnished with a cer- 
tificate of registration, which was numbered, and the number had 
to correspond with the name and number upon the book. When 
the voters went to the polls it was found that hundreds of these 
registration certificates did not correspond with the entries on the 
books. A man would be rejected, for instance, because when he 
presented his certificate—No. 110, we will suppose—the election 
officers would say, ‘‘ Your name as entered here is No. 109.” How 
did such things occur? The cases of that kind were so numerous 
that it can not be assumed that they arose from mistake or acci- 
dent. By all the rules of circumstantial evidence we have the 
right to eee that it was intentionally done. Gentlemen talk 
about there having been no frauds. These are illustrations of the 
frauds committed, not on the day of the election, but before the 
election—frauds which rendered it unnecessary to commit any on 
the day of the election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my time is so limited that I find myself very 


much embarrassed in dealing with the points in this case. The 
evidence of these frauds appears in the result of the election. On 


the day of the election the contestee received 7,361 votes; the con- 
testant only 3,090. There were rejected 7,336 votes. In other 
words, the rejected votes lacked only 25 of equaling the number 
given for the contestee. Two-fifths of the whole number of voters 
who went to the polls were rejected. Three-fourths of all the 
Republican voters who presented themselves at the polls were 
rejected. Hundreds of voters, as is shown, stayed away from the 

lis—did not offer to vote, because, being Republican voters, they 
new that under the unconstitutional registration laws of South 
Carolina their votes would be rejected for want of the certificate 
of registration, or for want of some other formality required by 
that unconstitutional law. Almost every one of the votes re- 
jected was rejected for failure to comply with some one or more 
of the provisions of the unconstitutional registration laws. This 
alone is sufficient to defeat the contestee. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask in all seriousness whether the votes of Ameri- 
can citizens are to be trifled with inthis manner? I ask members 
of this House whether they can say that a man is honestly elected 
and returned to this House when as many votes are rejected as the 
number of votes he received? Isaynot. I say that the man who 
claims to be entitled to a seat in this House must show that he has 
received a plurality of the honest votes that were tendered at the 
election. 

But, recognizing this, the able chairman of the committee takes 
the position that there was no election. Now, will it be held by 
this House that in this case, where it is shown that 7,336 votes 
were tendered, and tendered by men who are proved to have been 
Republicans, who were known to be supporters of the contestant, 
po whose votes are rejected, will it be claimed that the contest- 
ant shall be turned down and the case referred back to the people 
for another‘election? If he goes back, does he go back to be 
elected by the same electors? Isit contended that he will go back 
under the same conditions and circumstances that prevailed when 
the former election was held? No. We have a new election law 
in South Carolina by which an educational and a property quali- 
fication are prescribed as prerequisite to the right to vote. ‘* Ah,” 
gentlemen say, ‘‘ that law does not go into effect until the 1st of 
next November.” But the governor of South Carolina has the 
right to fix the time for the election, and he will not fix that time 
until the new law goes into effect, you may rest assured of that. 

Even if you send the contestant home again to be voted for he 
will not be voted for by the same voters; you will not submit his 
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rights to the same tribunal to which it was submitted before. | the registration books; to inquire whether the MS claim; 
Things have changed since then. Why, gentlemen on the other | to have their votes counted were legally qualified Sotera were 
side admit that there was fraud; they admit that there is an un-| the constitution. No evidence is off by the contestes to... 
constitutional law, and yet they come forward and seek to shelter | tradict the facts sought to be established by the said lists. 
themselves behind the technicalities of the law. They shel- First. No evidence is offered to prove that a single yt. wh ; 
ter themselves behind the strict rules of evidence applicable to a | name is on the list was not present at the voting Slane on the der 
criminal or to a nisi prius trial. I claim that the members of the | of election. oy 
House are bound by no ironclad rules of evidence. Iclaimthat| Second. No evidence is offered to prove that the names .: .,. 
there is in the House the powee to do right and to do justice, but | of the said persons were not on the registration books. dean 
not to sanction fraud. e same gentlemen say that we must be Third. It is not attempted by the contestee to prove tha, . 
governed by the strict rules of evidence, and that we musttry the | single one of the 7,336 voters were not citizens of th. S:,;. 
case by the strictest technicalities of the law; themselves strain at | South Carolina, having resided in the State one year 1: j;, he 
gnats when it comes to counting votes of honest electors and | county sixty days before the election. _ 
swallow the grossest frauds committed by sworn election officers. Fourth. It is not shown that any of the persons claiming to | 
Now, if I can be allowed a minute, I propose to show that the | rejected actually voted on that day. are at 
tally lists are properly counted; that they are part of the res th. Is is not shown that any of the persons embrace) jn) «ij 
geste. Why, gentlemen say and contend that the res geste | lists were disqualified from v: by reason of conviction of ™ 
mean just what occurred before and in the presence of the man- | famous crime, larceny, or dueling. . 
agers of theelection. I contend that the res gestzeare extended to| It is said that the party claiming that his vote should be eountoq 
and embrace not only what occurred in the immediate presence | must show that the voter offered to vote; that he is a legally (ya). 
of the judges of the election, but what occurred from the time the | ified voter in all respects; and that to require the opposite part : 
elector received his ballot, passed into the booth, prepared and | to prove that he is not a legally qualified voter is to require proof 
delivered it to the managers, and until he returned and announced | of a negative. = 
immediately before witnesses then and there what took place.| Now, we deny the first branch of this proposition in the broad 
The lists that we count are all composed of the names of men whe | terms in which it is asserted. When a citizen who is registered 
went into the booths and were rej . They are made up, as1| as a voter applies to an officer of election to vote, aud his vote js 
have shown, of men who immediately tu after their rejec- | objected to and challenged on a single ground and is rejected on 
tion, and made their declaration and gave their names to the list | that ground alone, it is and must be taken as prima facie evidence 
keeper. I hold it is not only of the res geste but it is the | that the ground of objection made is the only objection relia 
best and only evidence of which the case is capable. upon and the only objection which exists. When a voter removes 
How would you prove that 7,000 voters were rejected? Gentle-| that objection and none other is made against him, his vote must 
men a you must have the best evidence. The best evidence is | be ved. He is not called upon or required to prove withont 
insisted upon, and they say you must ines, one of the 7,000 | further challenge that he is possessed of all the qualifications 
men to the book and take his testimony. If that be insisted upon, | prescribed by the Constitution. So when the 7,336 Republican 
itis a practical exclusion of justice. is = an impos- solely on the that they had not been 
sibility. Why, all a candidate need do if he to make i 
his frauds Lapeer peerage ep ny tien Tale gay So 
tensive, that you could not reach them by evidence. Carolina, the See arose that there was n 
franded 10 men, you might prove it by the evidence of the 10 men; | other objection to their voting and they possessed the eal 
but if he defrauded 10,000 men make the fraud so great that | fications requisite to the exercise of the right of suffrave. 
= genet to expose it by the testimony of the parties them-| Qn the second branch, that the contestee is required to provea 
. negative, we that the person challenging a registered voter 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the names of the voters who were thus ex- | is always req to prove that the voter is not qualified, and 
cluded were taken down by the list rson theday of theelec- | such a requirement does not amount to negative proof: nor is it 
tion and either immediately at the or within a very short | true, asa proposition of law, that the party can never be required 
distance thereof. This was done y and publicly, and in one | to prove a negative. 
case at least so publicly that the tic of election is prima facie evidence that 
the list keepers away and compelled them to take a posi- of all the qualifications required by 
tion farther off. In other words, these men were so close to the registered voter must 


a 
prove it, though it requires 


the members of the committee result 
of the rules of evidence to be 

The able chairman of the com- 
establishes such frauds 


the evidence is not sufficient to count 

of them in favor of the contestant. 

ignore all the rejected votes, 

j votes should 

technical rules of 

him. The majority 

the frauds practiced by the election officers in coming to 4 
but the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JeNKins), in 
favor of the majority report, 
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It seemed almost jiine 0 denial of justice to require the evidences of the re- 


jected voter himself, or, what m: answer as well, the evidence of a person 
who stood close enough to the ballot box to hear all that was said and could 
that he saw A tender his vote and heard him say that he wanted to 

7 the contestant, and that his vote was refused because he was not reg- 


istered; and it should a by the testimony of A, or some one else know- 
a Jected voter was a qualified elector of the precinct 


shipwreck of prtocioies, and while the power of the 
great, and while I think we ought not to be controlled by tech- 
evidence, I believe it very safe to be governed in these cases by 
rules of evidence, and do not think we ought to formulate a rule 
t of any particular case; but thi t every case can 
to be proven by well-established rules of evidence that have come 
Gactee the many years of our jurisprudence, and that the case 
ruled without reference to the numbers of the rejected vote. 
in these eloquent words admits fraud and intimi- 

a freeman’s voice in behalf of a free ballot and 
t; and yet the result reached by the majority of the 
ittee and sanctioned by him gives full effect to the most 
ou as frauds practiced under cover of an unconstitutional 
law. admits and says in words that— 

The lawful electors of South Carolina are, by the requirements of the stat- 
ute, deprived of their constitutional rights, and the statute does impair the 
rights of electors and imposes conditions and makes unreasonable and bur- 
densome requirements not warranted by the constitution. 

yet the gentleman insists that the contestee is honestly 
elected and that the action of the election officers of South Caro- 
ina should be approved and sanctioned. But the gentlemen who 
majority report insist that this case must be disposed 
pon its merits but according to the strict rules of law; 
must ignore justice and lay down rules for the govern- 
ture cases. In short, that we must do evil that good 

; do injustice to-day in order to avoid the possibility of 
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from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] expresses this 
he exclaims, ‘‘ Hard cases make a shipwreck of prin- 


special pleading of one who sees and admits the 
injustice of seating the contestee, and honestly seeks 
sticks in the bark of precedents and hesitates 
evils. Every case must be decided by its own 
this House can not be bound by any iron rule 
to 


upon which it can be asked to set aside this 
a@ new one is that it is not proved by legal evi- 
contestant received a sufficient number of votes 

ity. Itis clear from the evidence in the record 

contestant did not receive a majority of 
election he was unlawfully deprived of them 
manner in which the laws were executed, by 
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election practiced Oy the contestee or his political 
friends, and by intimidation and illegal practices. To allow the 
contestee and his friends to obtain any advantage from their own 
wrong would be to offer a oa for such practices. It is but 
the exercise of a well-established rule of equity, that no man shall 
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representatives in is to be protected and preserved, it 
must be done by the representatives of all the people of these 
United States in Congress bled. 

It is vain for the people of South Carolina to expect protection 
from their State laws or from the officers who are chosen to ad- 
minister them. If fraud, intimidation, and unjust laws admin- 


irit oppress the citizens of the State of 
exercise of their domestic affairs and de- 
tation in the halls of the State legislature, 
of Representatives of the United States to 
United States are not made the victims of 
not deprived of representation in the halls 
Legislature by unconstitutional laws or by fraudu- 
pro tempore. 


The time of the gentleman from 
of 


I do not like to ask the indulgence 
but I have not disturbed it very much during the 
but little further to say, and would ask unani- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 


[Mr. Kem] objects. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. 
Mr. Kem will forget to object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California.. Would it be in order for the 
gentleman to move to print his remarks in the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish it were possible for me 
to make myself heard by every gentleman who must finally 
determine this case as a juror and as a judge of the law and 
the facts. 

I consider that the right of a gentleman to a seat in the House 
of Representatives, under our form of Government, is what may 
properly be called a sacred right. 

There is in this case an attempt upon the part of an interested 
gentleman to wrest from another man a seat that he now holds by 
virtue of the law, and I do not know, for my part, how gentle- 
men are to determine this very important question unless they are 
familiar with the facts that are involved in this case. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, to all of my Republican associates 
on the floor of this House that if they will sit down and canvass 
this testimony as carefully as I have canvassed it for months they 
will have no hesitation in coming to the same conclusion that a 
majority of the committee have come to in this case. 

I want to say to every gentleman upon the floor of this House 
that there is no more question about the right of the contestee to 
his seat in this House than there is to the right of any other gen- 
tleman upon the floor of this House. I believe that he holds it 
according to law, and I do firmly believe as a lawyer, as a citizen, 
and as a member of this House that to undertake, under the law 
in this case and upon the facts as I shall present them to this 
House, to take that man’s seat away from him would be deliberate 
fraud not only upon him, but upon the sovereign State of South 
Carolina. 

I do not hesitate to say that asa Republican. I have givena 
large amount of time, as the chairman of this committee, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu], can testify, to the 
consideration of this case. I have gone over every word of this 
evidence time and again, and I want to assert to this House that 
up to this moment the underlying facts in this case, that must 
govern it, and that ought to determine the right to this seat, have 
not been presented to this House. I am willing that you should 
take the most partisan lawyer who sits upon the Republican side 
of this House, and if it could be referred to him as a referee, I 
would refer this case to him and abide by his decision, if he would 
——_ the facts. 

ere is a great mistake made, Mr. Speaker, at the very thresh- 
old of this case. Many gentlemen attach too much importance, 
in my judgment, to what they call the power of this House. In 
other words, they look upon it as though this was a House having 
a power unto itself, that there was no appeal, that there was no 
limit to its power, and that no one had a right to criticise its 
action. WhilelI recognize the high constitutional power of this 
House, I say, Mr. Speaker, that it must consider that constitu- 
tional power in connection with an implied power, that this 
House has the right of judging of the elections, returns, and 
nalifications of its members according to the law and the evi- 
ence. 

Now, as a member of this House and of the Elections Commit- 
tee, with eighteen cases pending before that committee, I have had 
the honor to participate in the decisions of thatcommittee. When 
I sat down to determine those cases I knew of no other guide but 
to anchor myself to the law and the evidence as I understood it, 
not as some other gentlemen understood it. I was guided in all 
my deliberations by the law and the evidence in this case. In 
other words, I have tried to treat this case and every case that 
came within my jurisdiction exactly as a judge would upon the 
bench, and not as a politician would upon the rostrum when he 
was addressing a political convention. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JENKINS. For one question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have stated that you were guided by 
the law. Have you been guided by the provisions of the statute 
of South Carolina in the cases that you have examined from that 
State, with regard to the method of ascertaining the intent of the 
voter? Have you felt that the law of South Carolina was obli- 
gatory upon you with reference to ascertaining theintent? Prob- 
ably with reference to the qualifications of the voter it would 
control, but does it control you in the other respect? 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I can not answer all the ques- 
tions now that may be asked in a discussion like this, but I think, 
before I get through, my very learned legal friend from Iowa will 
be satisfied with my explanation. I want to continue my line of 
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thought, and I shall be willing, at the close of it, to answer any 
question; but the question that is now asked me is not involved 
in this case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in connection with this one thought as to 
the constitutional: power of this House, there is another constitu- 
tional provision that must be considered by this House in deter- 
— this question, and that is, Mr. Speaker, that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, which governs us, has placed the power 
withia the States to determine the entire question of electi 
members of Congress. There is also a power lying within the 
Constitution which permits, not the House, but the Congress of 
the United States, to also regulate the manner of electing Repre- 
sentatives, but up to this vf the Congress has never asse its 
constitutional power in this regard. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
notwithstanding that a sovereign State may not do just exactly 
what is right, 1 insist as a lawyer that there is no power within 
either of the Houses of Congress separately to override the law 
of a sovereign State as far as this question is concerned. I say 
that the law of a sovereign State at this time, providing for the 
election of members of this House, is absolutely binding upon 
this House according to the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a position that I am willing to leave 
to the country. I do not care to submit it to a politician, but I 
insist that, sitting here to-day, this House ought to carefully guard 
these great questions. Gentlemen sitting around me here to-day 
have said that the time has come when we ought to reach out the 
strong arm of this House and assert Republican rights in those 
States, but I want to say to the House and the country, as [ re- 
plied to those gentlemen, that there is danger lurking in positions 
of that kind. The very first duty that devolves upon this House 
is to be governed by the law itself. I tell you that the Republican 
party has lost more power in this country by usurping rights that 
never belonged to it under the Constitution than it has by any 
other thing it has to combat. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Willyou — me toask you a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. One gq m; but if I am to be constantly in- 
terrupted I can not t my views in this matter. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Will you be = enough to state what 


wer the ablican has usurped 
ole. JEN EN 8. I open a law school and gladly admit you, 
but I can not now. 


Mr. STEELE. You have made a declaration 3 saw have no right 


to make unless y offer something to substantiate it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not want to be interrupted by these gen- 
tlemen unless it is necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that I have the right to my views upon 
this question; and I have a right to present them to this House. 
I do not e t that eve that I may say as a matter of law 
will ac with the views of every other gentleman; but I am 
submitting my own views. I am speaking here in answer to those 

ntlemen who insist that whenever we have the a to elect a 

ublican we should exercise that right. I say that we are just 
as much under the influence and power of the law in this Congress 
as the humblest citizen in the United States. I say now that if 
there is any — to do what is wrong, if there is any attempt 
to do unlawful things, any attempt to violate the Constitution, 
let the Democrats do it, as they have continuously been —— I 
do not want that charge successfully made against the Republican 


y: 

I say as a general proposition that I assume that some of the 
States of the South have not done their duty. They have not 
conformed to the law, but we should not make matters worse by 
stepping in and absolutely viola 
in ee it. Iam only standing here 
upon Ww. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, in personal defense of myself I want to an- 
swer one little thrust made at me yesterday; and I am sorry that 
the remarks are not in the Recorp, so that 1 could do no gentle- 
man any injustice about the matter. A question was flauntingly 
asked and answered in this House with reference to my v 
with the Democrats. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know tha 
I need to enter into any defense of my Republicanism. I stood 
here from April, 1861, to July, 1865, with a musket defending the 
principles of the Republican in my very feeble way. For 
over twenty-five years I have a humble member of the Re- 
| ea party; and I can say what few other gentlemen on this 
oor can say—I never was guilty of voting for a Democrat in my 
life, and by God’s help never will. [Laughter.] There is some- 
thing not common between the Democracy and myself; but when 
a matter like this is intrusted to me as a member of this House I 


my full duty without any reference to pol- | South 


am going to discharge 

itics. How, then, I propose to answer the question the gentleman 
from Indiana asked a floor with reference to my 
position in this matter, and that is all I want. I want to know— 
as it is now stated that the record shows that = seating the 
contestant in this case there were 6 votes out of 9—3 Democrats 
and 8 Republicans—in the committee—— 


the law and counting a man | is 


= ee I not vonage that? 
e pro pore. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JENKINS. Ido not. Linsist, Mr. Speaker, that I am sup- 
ported by most excellent authority, by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts . McCa.}, who has honorab y served in this Con. 
in = ous in election cases, and by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Copp1n@}, botli con. 
curring with my views that the contestant in this case is not ent. 


ng | tled to the seat, So far I have very honorable support in my 


proposition. We didnot come toa conclusionin ahurry. It too 
months of hard work to get down to a conclusion in this matter 
The only difference is that Brother Copp1na, as able a lawyer as 
there is in Pennsylvania, disagrees with me, and says that some 
of the lists can be counted, while he goes far enough to hold the 
ee re in this case was wrong. I am cereal in my 
conclusions by the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. McCa1]} 
that you can not count a single vote on these lists. 

Now, | want to know why I should be'singled out and abused 
and charged with confederating with my Democratic associat¢s’ 
I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am proud of my Democratic 
associates on this committee as gentlemen, as honest, con- 
scientious gentlemen as I ever in my life; and I regret the 
covert attacks that are made on those honorable gentlemen, as 
was done by the gentleman from Virginia . WALKER], and 
the assault on them in the . Injustice 
was done those gentlemen. were am © first on that 
committee to announce their views to us that law was uncon- 
a It is oy = to the en to state ot. [ was 
a utely them myself. y learned colleague | Mr, 

LP idciechenine is a witness to their views. He isa 
witness that there was no tation upon their part. 

There was no cowardice on their part, and if my learned friend 
from Virginia had been as industrious in the committee as he was 
in getting votes in the State of Virginia at that time he would 
have become as familiar with their views asIam. So I say that 
so far as that is concerned there is no fault to be found with those 

I want to know why I should be charged with want 

because I do not agree with 

y,m a Swen made that 

— othes, ng out of a 

, when I was out here in the State of Virginia try- 

ing to the Democratic from overthrowing this Govern- 
ment! [Laughter.] I was a blican when my learned friend 
from V: was a eae oing everything he could to over- 
turn the Constitution of the United States. I was a Republican 
learned friend was down in Virginia helping the 


fri 
to deprive the voters of that State 
of their poli rights. I ama 


yet. Ladmire the 
honesty of the gentleman. I admire his bravery and his courage. 
But ney converts are eee and he must not charge me 
with cowardice or want of loyalty to the Republican party because 
I fail to follow my colleagues on the committee in their views. 
Am I to be abused and with want of loyalty to the Re- 
publican party because I refuse to follow the views of the gentle- 
man from Michigan Bowe THomas], who was not educated for the 
bar? I think that, twen 


I pe ft years’ ce at the bar, 
am as competent to judge 
men who have sraaiesd me. 


these election cases as the gentle- 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Who has abused you? 
JENKINS (contin ). ee ee * an 
disagrees the 


Mr. 
to be charged with being to his party because 
he honestly wi ining in Coulee Frith whom he 
associated. 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 
Mr. JENKINS. For one question. 
Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Have I ever accused you of want 


of loyalty to party? 
Mr. TENKINS. if you will sit down until I get 


General, 
and I will talk this matter over. [Laughter.|  _ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very anxious to present this case to this 
House, but I want to say that up to this time the cular facts 
of the case have not been ere My very learned friend 
from Massachusetts . McCatt]}, the chairman of the commit- 
pera = op them, = he ees epee so 
m was unable tocomplete his presentation of the ques 

tions that are directly involved in the case. 
Let us see first about the constitutional provision. There has 
of attack upon that provision. The cou- 
not that the election laws of the State of 
Carolina were unconstitutional, but that the registration 


and, as I have said, upon 

that su the committee were 
, what were the committee to do under the 
We were confronted with the question which was 


|| presented in the brief and in the and we had to deal 


at registration law 








1896. 


was unconstitutional, but the question we bad to consider was, 





did this House have the power to declare that there was no elec- 
tion because that law was unconstitutional? Let me say to my 
friend from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs] that we that we would 
hold that there had been an election in that State, because there 
had been acquiescence in that registration law for over twelve 
But our view was that there really was no registration 

w there. An unconstitutional law is no law, and there was 


nothing, so far as the registration was concerned, to prohibit those 


Mr. FAIRC . Exceptthe Democratic managers of election. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. They were prohibited from voting, though. 
Mr. JENKINS. next question was, How were we to deal 
with the case? I have gone further in committee and in my pri- 
vate views, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL] 
testify, than any other member of the committee. I have said, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts said this morning, that if we 
found that a voter had stayed at home because he was advised that 
his vote would not be accepted we would include that vote—that 
is, we would not count it, but we would include it for the purpose of 
that there was no election. We could not count it unless 
he man went to the poll and tendered his vote or was prevented 
tendering it. ow can you count the vote of a man who 
never gone to the poll or offered his vote? That is the great 
here, and I will show before I get through that the tes- 
of the contestant’s own witnesses shows that there were 
voters to change the result who never tendered their votes. 
Being confronted that question, we adopted the rule which 
was stated in my previous remarks upon this case. We said we 
would count the vote of every man whose vote ought to be counted, 
just as though it had been counted there on election day. But we 
required some conditions. We required it to be shown that the 
man wasa voter. We required it to be shown that he went tothe 
and tendered his vote or was prevented from tendering it. 
I say here to-day that I join in the conclusion reached in the 
addill vs. Wise, that where the voter went up to vote 
prevented from reaching the poll, but was standing there 
to vote, and where it was known for whom he would 
would count that man’s vote just as readily as though it 
cast. That is my | position. 
What difference is there between that case 
these men went to the polls and tendered their 
were not tted to vote? 
JENKINS. Iam sorry my learned friend did not stay here 
to the t, because if he had done so he would 
uestion. The difficulty is that there is not a particle 
many of these voters that they did what the gentle- 


I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 


listened ully to the argument of this case. 
I have studied it for two nights at my room, and I 


of evidence of just that kind—enough to seat the con- 


Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman inter- 
argument into my time. I am not msible for the 
entertain. I say, Mr. Speaker, that in the case of 
committee of this House insisted that the 
Each and every ee voter was called 
ualification, that he went to 
his vote there, showing for whom 
shown, the House counted the 
this case that has not been done. 
, answering the question which was 
Massachusetts, that if you will sit 
examine this evidence—I am as a lawyer, not 
I say to-day that I am any lawyer should 
(ad it, and I will give him a dollar 
say is qualified to vote on that 


FAIRCHILD. I say to the gentleman that I will take his 


Mr. Speaker, I ask 
Y a gentleman who 
protempore. The gentleman Wisconsin 


from 
to yield and must not be interrupted without his consent. 
wa ee 
Mr. ‘othe T,” I wish to ask the gentleman whether in 
; excluded voters in every one of those in 
in Gemnter Oounty the qualification of the voter is not shown by 
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= No, sir, not in one case; and I will demon- 
Mr. . Lhope the gentleman still keeps open his 
offer of FP aek Cl let me present him the 
Proofs dfor. [ ter. } 
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Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have made my statement. 
I want it distinctly understood what I am insisting upon in be- 
half of the Republican party in this Mouse. If you want to count 
any of these votes you must have satisfactory proof that the man 
who offered to cast the vote was a qualified voter under the law 
of the State of South Carolina, that he tendered his vote or was 
prevented from tendering it. 

Right here is where I join issue with my learned friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLu], the able chairman of this com- 
mittee. I say thatif he consistently accepts his own conclusion 
he must unite with the majority of this committee, because the 
only difference between us is this: He says there is no proof that 
these men ought to have been permitted to vote; that is, there is 
no ry sufficient to entitle them to have their votes counted. 
Well, if you can not count their votes, how can you hold a new 
election? 

I say again, so that I may not be misunderstood, that if the 

roof showed that these men whose votes were rejected were qual- 
ified voters, that they were at the polls to vote and were pre- 
vented from voting, then we shonld count them for the purpose 
of declaring there was no election, but could not count them un- 
less the voters actually tendered their votes, or were prevented 
from tendering them by the crowd around the polls, or something 
of that kind. 

Now, let us see how gentlemen on the other side get at the vote 
in this case. In the first place, there is not a particle of differ- 
ence among the members of this committee until we come to the 
counting of these rejected votes. We are unanimous in our view 
as to the unconstitutionality of the registration law. We are 
unanimous in counting those votes to which I called attention 
yesterday. The fact is, we have given the minority more lawful 
votes than they themselves have counted. We have been willing 
to do that. Now they go to work and take the vote that was con- 
tained in the official return and they add to it 427 votes obtained 
from Richland County. Then they say.they have by that process 
3,083 votes. Then they count 4,523, and, adding that to the num- 
ber we have given them credit for, they claim a majority of 233. 
Now, remember that they themselves find a majority of only 238 
—_ of 3,736 votes on these lists. On those lists, all they can count 

4,523. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Did the gentleman hear my statement 
that 233 was a misprint. It should be 312. That is an accurate 
computation. 

Mr. JENKINS. One hundred more? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, we will*give them credit for 100 more, 
so that they will have 333. They have made a mistake in footing 
up the official returns. We called attention to it in the majority 
report, but the minority ignored it in their report. That reduced 
their count 9, according to their own confession. 

Now, they start out with a majority of only 333 according to 
their claim, which will be reduced in the manner | have stated to 
812. The question is, how do they obtain this vote? The atten- 
tion of the House has been called to the fact that prior to the elec- 
tion certain persons went to work and had printed a petition or 
the heading of a petition which they circulated at eneh poll, and 
the minority report claims that the heading to that petition re- 
cites every requisite to establish the right of the voter to have his 
vote counted. In common fairness to the rights of these parties, 
I will submit the heading of this petition to any gentleman familiar 
with the law on this subject; and I claim you willnot find a single 
element there that qualifies the voter. The petition is addressed 
to this House, and it alleges that the persons who claim to have 
their votes counted are over 25 years of age, male residents of the 
precinct, and are qualified to register and to vote. Now, I do not 
want to be hypercritical or technical, but I will leave it to any 
lawyer whether that is not ‘‘ leading” of the worst character. 
Here are men permitted to testify in this way, and no opportunity 
is given to cross-examine them to ascertain whether their state- 
ments are true or not. 

But what do they say? They say that they desired and in- 
tended to vote. Mark that; they desired and intended to vote, 
not that they offered to vote, not that they tried to vote, not that 
they were prevented from voting, but that they desired and in- 
tended tovote. That may be all true; but what we are — 
ing of is that it is not sufficient evidence to show a direct offer on 
their part to vote. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Have you any doubt that if 
there had been an entirely fair election in that district the con- 
testant would have received a majority of the votes cast? 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that when a 
judge sits on the bench—I do not care what view he may have as 
to the guilt or innocence of the person arraigned|—he must be 
governed by the record. 








Will the gentleman allow me 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman answer | strate, Mr. , that they were not forced to do it. [ wij 
my arenes 8 ifically? 5 demonstrate were not confined to this class of evid:,.. 
r. JENKINS. We are not here to give ons; and I am | There were abundant ways to prove it, and they are not deniag 


surprised that any gentleman who claims to be a lawyer should 
_ one what his opinion is in a case of this kind outside of 

e record. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I asked the gentleman 
whether he had any doubt on that point. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, in the first place, I want to say there is 
not a word of evidence in this case from first to last to show that 
there was any fraud at theelection. On theother hand, Iwill show 
you by the statements of leading men—witnesses called by the 
contestant—that it was as fair an election as was ever held in the 
State of South Carolina. What nage has any gentleman to sit 

e 


a Soden ait of the we the men and tho 
eee supposing, for 

sake of the argument, that the number of = ogra large, and t 

. take the afi. 

davits of each and every man, ought we, as has been well ~—t ye 

violate every rule of law? _ Hard cases do make shipwreck of |...) 

principles, but it will not do to abolish and absolutely overturn 
all les of law for the purpose of counting a man in. 

men, then, never made «declaration. I say that these 

lists can not be memoranda, because a memorandum is where , 


matter is in the of a man, who writes down the fa. 
upon the floor of this House as vaye reler f refreake 


inion outside of the evidence 
the election would have been in a certain contingency? It | when 
would not be fair for me to express an opinion one way or the 
other. I have no t to know any about this case except 
~ what this record oses. When you these lists and read 
them over, will find, as has been so well said by the gentle- 


° 
=, 
" 
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another man signs it without a word and hands it to you? 
I am at @ loss to understand on what principle such a conteritioy 


But now suppose you call ita declaration. I wish to subj 
pesoroeien 0 tar ere a this floor (I raised it Seetaden 
in = : 


man from Vermont [Mr. Powers], that there is nothing in them the remarks I made on case): That can not find a sin. 
going to show a sing e qualification of these supposed voters, ex- — anywhere in oaies aenenaiion from any authori- 
—- what they to do. Take the report, page 47--and text writer or jurist, that warrants to receive the dec- 
whatever statement 1 make about this case I to follow it | laration of a man as to what he in’ to do in this regard. 
_ up by the proof. Let us take page 47 and see what the witness een $08 See Sees one icular in- 
. there swears to. Just at this poms comes to my mind thatI|s and that is to im right to vote. It is never re. 
: have o to the fact that these lists are not ly brought | ceived in favor of , but always as imself. 
before House; were not ly offered as e Now, I am warned to hurry, as the time is very brief. But, as 


. [never made the objection which it was char, yesterday I 
had made, that they were never filed. That would be hypercrit- 
' ical. My point was that these lists ought to be brought here as 
evidence, so that the House would have = to look over them, 
just as you would a document into court through the aid 


I wassaying, they can not be considered as memoranda or receive 
as evidence as such, because the man who made the memorandum 
is not here to verify it. They can not be received as declarations, 
for no man is in the record re as to what the electors said, 
Tsay he can not sign a paper have it as a declara- 


i of a deposition. Now, I refer to this evidence, about the middle | tion. I am not eee tens either. I am not asking any 
4, #4 of the page I have named, where it is stated y that there | extreme rule to be but Iam shel myself within such 
is no — in evidence. The witness was where he was on’| authorities as Paine and McCrary, and the great Republican 
that day. He says, ‘‘I took the names of those who applied for | authorities, who say that the best evidence the case in its nature 


registration and attempted to vote and could not vote”; and he 
says he returned that paper to Mr. Meyers. That is the statement 
ofa {leman who is called to uce into this record a large 
number of votes—86 in all; and there is not a single word in that 
deposition with reference to what those men said whose votes are 
now to be counted. This man simply states that he took down seer aera. por eee. The gentleman 
the names of those who offered to vote and could not vote. Mr. McCALL usetts. I yield that to the gentleman 
There is not a single statement that one of the men was quali- | from Wisconsin, but would like to say first that if the substitute 
fied as a voter or he even tried to vote. Now, let me of the minority shall prevail, I will ask for a te vote on the 
your attention for a few moments to the question about which so | two resolutions presented by the majority of committee, in 
much is said here—the res geste of the case. Right here is where 
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. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how 
much time I have remaining? 
has ten minutes. 
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Ba 
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order to test the which I made to the House. 
we seriously divide on the question of the legal effect of the evi-| Mr. JENKINS. I was saying, Mr. , in order to un- 
dence. They say it can be introduced because it is a part of the | seat this contestant, this House got to lay down as a matter of 
ee What, then, is the res geste? It is simply the thing | law that whatever a man says with reference to his intention to 
i . Letme illustrate: If there is a railroad accident, that is the | vote and his denial to vote is evidence. Let us bring it home, so 
res geste; it is the railroad accident itself. Now,I may belaughed | we can understand it. Suppose there is an election contest for 
at when I say that when the engineer or the conductor leaves the | the office of sheriff, and the successful has 3 majority. Ac- 
train he does nottaketheresgeste withhim. Itremains. If,atthe to the position taken here , all that the defeated 
moment the accident happens, that engineer or the conductor or to do is to go outand take the declarations of three men 
any other employee of the road speaks out instantly and says, ‘I + they offered to vote and were denied the right to vote, and 
told the master mechanic this morning that that train was not fit oan, 2 a 8 pean, See thereby secures the office. 
to run; that it was not safe,” that is a part of the res geste, and | Now, when you to this principle so that you 
can be offered in evidence against the company by anybody who understand it at all you will see why I have not consented 
heard it. ae nen aeaiians Seeerenaty 9 caeenee ane Caen aaenee- to count those votes in this way. oo has a right to be 
aby of Qn caeet, Se Eee > eee part a res | confronted with the witnesses, and in case here it is asked 
geste. It is di t to determine as to the exact time and place | that the bare, naked statement of over 4,500 men be taken here 
which marks the line of demarcation. But I have in mind a case | and nota effort be made to examine them and find out 
in Missouri where it was held that after the conductor had | whether are is true or not. 
dent re aT hed cece the th as Mr ees ees gentlemen have ~ ei eet 10 mr 
oce ‘ com) wi . y in their repor 
was not considered to be a af the Teo guste "What «man and iy their argument « matter Ghat should not refer to if not 
says and does at the time is the test. in self-defense. That is with reference to the division in the lte- 
ow, the affidavit and lists are not evidence in any sense, be- ee ‘ 
cause are not memoranda. Whatisa memorandum? They| I want to say here that this case can not turn the propost- 
must be considered, if they are considered as evidence at all, ton as to wither or not Mr. Jobmston was a good soldi: 
one of two tions: Hither that they are memoranda or soldier, whether he or a , whether he 


they constitute a part of the res geste. When we get down to 
it we find that the men made no statements. Is the House to 
hold, as a matter of law, to establish a precedent for all time, that 
& man can sign a paper which never was seen by the parties in 


was & 

was the unanimoas choiceof his party or not; but gentlemen bay 
dosirod to give ft out to the county that there wa eat una- 
nimity down there in the State of Carolina in the Repub- 
pe 9p tay hee aging eg pon ge we 


interest and never was heard of, to sign a paper of that character | and that is made that there was 
and make it a 5 divided Tepatlcan pari fale Now, I say I would not have 
They say that there are over seven hundred electors, according | introduced EE ee ee a night 
to their statement, who have not declared an intention, andi you first, Mr. Speaker, to the statement was read here last night 
are asked to count them without a particle of evidence of my lesened aetiengne. from [Mr. De Armoxn)—* 
Sonor enytane cee, cingly 0 Cet mewn Saas Sad Shee SaaS oe . and six gentlemen © 
ap Oe Bepailionn penty, and no Guud Raye webed Sep Repub- | this House have a to vote on this in which ow 
lican candidate. have stated to the Somos nation t 
Now, they say that they are forced to do that. I will demon- ! Mr. Johnston was not the in that district 
2, al 












and that Mr. Brayton was, and urging the Republican voters of 
that district not to vote for Mr. Johnston, but to vote for Mr. 
n. 
a. was on the 2ist day of September, 1894. Over their signa- 
tures they say that ez invited Mr. Johnston to confer with them 
about this question and that he absolutely refused to do it. Does 
that show that there was no opposition to Mr. Johnston? Who 
were these gentlemen, sitting now in this House, whosent 
that forth to the country? They were W. B. Hooker, of New 
York; L. D. ApsLEy, of Massachusetts; J. W. Bascock, of Wis- 
consin; J. A. T. Hutt, of lowa; Roser R. Hrrt, of Dlinois, and 
Tomas SETTLE, of North Carolina. There is the statement of 
these six men that on the 2ist day of September, preceding the 
election, Mr. Johnston was not the nominee of the Republican 


party, a statement advising the Republicans of that district not to 
‘vote for him, but to vote for Mr. Brayton. 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman understands that Mr. Brayton 


withdrew; that he was not in the race on election day at all. 

Mr. F . Will the tleman from Wisconsin allow 
one question? Is it not a fact that before the election Mr. Bray- 

withdrew from the race? 

Mr. . Now, my friend is too quick. If he had only 
waited, that is just what I was going to state. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. And whether the State executive commit- 
tee did not decide in favor of Mr. Johnston’s candidacy? 
Mr. JENKINS. Before the election day, but at what time is 
known, Mr. Brayton, it is said, withdrew; but there is nothing 
the record to show when he withdrew. Itis a mere statement 


‘ore the election he withdrew. But I will show 
h that it was unknown to the Republican 


Hite 
A 
: 
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e any difference. I | that at the time which I have indi- 
statement signed by these gentlemen whose names I 

sent out to the Republican party of this country, 

eaiiuerae thes there ahall be ne question, I 

b , 80 that there no ion, I propose 

shall have the page of the record and the 

the statements I make; statements by the 


3 
é 


gti 
zee 


witnesses called by contestant to show that Mr. Johnston was 
not the blican candidate, that he could not poll the ftll vote, 
and that refused to vote for him, and that the colored people 


Pe Did the full Republican vote of Walterboro precinct vote or attempt to 
on the 6th of November last’? 


Remember, “ vote or attempt to vote.” 
A. I don’t think that the full Republican vote of Walterboro precinct voted 
orattempted to vote. 
Now, aren, Mr. ee, inall candor, if men will not attempt 
the world can we count their votes? There is the 
of one of their leading witnesses that these men in that 
precinct did not vote or attempt to vote. 


Q. Don't know that there was dissension in the 
that both T. B. Johnston and E. M. Brayton claimed the 
ticn for Congress from the Seventh Congressional district? 


A. Yes, sir. 
gq. ba you know that until his withdrawal Colleton supported E. M. 
A. Yes, sir. 


The following question was asked James Davis, on page 22: 


Q. Didall the blican voters of the Walterboro preciict vote or attempt 
to vote on the said of November? 
A. The greater portion did not vote; a few voted. 
Samuel Sumter (page 125): 
Did many colored voters remain away from the poll that day? 
z You ut, A great many white people ouyed away from the poll that 


a Dai not Mr. Brayton and his friends claim that he had received the 
“Tae the convention, and that Colonel Johnston was a bolter? 


R. H. Jenkins (page 130): 
Q iy are in a position to know who were the bolters, please state who 


ablican party and 
publican nomina- 


bo) the pamieetion s the Republican party for member 
A and his friends. 
F. R. Springs: 
4 ‘as there nota large number of colored people preferred him to Mr. 
A. At there was. 
* * ae * . « 
Meatchem: 













James 

Infonet the lntion did eye essen cudnot manitesemnen 
ne out; that is all I can say. 

Thomas H. Howard: 

aid ee cet Eewle take as much interest in the last election as they 


many colored Republicans who did not vote in the last 
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Carolina Holmes (the very witness they depended on more than 
any other): 
Q. Were not the Republicans at one time divided up as to whether they 


should support Brayton or Johnston? 
A. Yes, sir. 


M. E. Boozer: 


Q. Was not the said T. B. Johnston nominated on that day by a set of bolters 
from the regular convention? 
A. We considered them as such. 


W. A. Smith: 


Q. Was not E. M. Brayton regularly nominated by a majority of the dele- 
geen 
A. es. 


J. F. Boyd: 


; a you vote at the Federal poll on that day for member of Congress? 
. 2VO, Sir. 


2. Did you offer to vote? 
. No, sir. 

His name heads the list of those rejected. 

Now, I want to say that there was a man who was at the polls 
and kept a list, and yet he signs this petition and tells this Con- 
gress that he did not have his political legal rights there, and he 
testifies that he did not offer his vote; and his name is on the list 
of those who said they had tried to vote. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why was it that he did not offer his vote; 
was it because the judges of the election declined to accept their 
votes? 

Mr. JENKINS. He was asked the question, and says he did 
not offer it. I do not know why. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was it because the judges would not re- 
ceive them? [ am asking for information. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam reading what he said. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He did not register? 

Mr. JENKINS. How do you know? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. JENKINS. The record shows that he was asked if he 
voted, and he said that he did not; and yet he comes and signs 
one of these lists. And I cite this to show what little reliability 
there is in this class of testimony. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. JENKINS. I want a little further time, if I can get it 
from my colleague. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague on 
the committee so much of my time as he desires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin will suspend a moment I will say to him that gentlemen are 
asking when a vote is to be reached. Can any information be 
given as to when he will move the previous question? 

Mr. JENKINS. I did say to the Speaker that I expected to 
only occupy a few minutes further. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Would an objection defeat this arrange- 
ment which has been made granting further time to the opposi- 
tion? They have now consumed nearly an hour more than the 
minority has been granted, and if I can defeat the further contin- 
uation of that arrangement I desire to do so. I have objected to 
the arrangement to extend further time to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and I ask the Chair whether that objection is in order? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I claimed the floor as a member of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the custom in the House for mem- 
bers to yield time to individual members. The Chair thinks that 
that can be done. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not also the custom that the two 
sides shall have equal time? 

The SPEAKER. It is usual for them to have equal time, but 
it is not the custom in the sense that the other is. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The other side prevented me from 
having more time, and cut me off in the middle of a speech. I 
would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is that either just 
or generous? 

The SPEAKER. The justice or generosity of any proposition 
is not a‘parliamentary inquiry. [{Laughter.} 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will pardon 
me, I will simply state that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
WALKER] was recognized and yielded a portion of his time and 
used the remainder; so that he has had his hour. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I desire to give notice that at the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin I shall 
move the previous question. 

Mr. J ENKINS. es Mr. Speaker, that I had the floor. 
I suppose that I am to have some time of the tleman from 
Texas, a member of this committee, and I shall not abuse that 
privilege, but get through as rapidly as possible. 

Without consuming the time to read, I want to say to this 
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House that I have the evidence here that I took out last night of 
over 100 gentlemen who testified in this case, all tending to show 
just exactly as I aay, that so far as the election is concerned it 
was absolutely fair; that there was this great division inside of 
the an party; and I have the statement here of over 40 
colored men who testified that they did not vote for the contest- 
ant in this case because they did not believe he represented the 
Republican pore. I only speak of it.as emphasizing the fact that 
there was not that great unanimity down there that they are 
talking about. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. May I answer the gentleman 
about that? 

Mr. JENKINS. I can not hear myself, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. If the gentleman can have four 
hours to my one, I do not see why he should not permit an inter- 
ruption to answer the question he is asking. 

ir. JENKINS. I want to call the attention of my legal friends 
to this proposition, so far as that evidence is concerned. Now 
take, for instance, the report of the minority. They are here in- 
sisting that the headings of these petitions are all sufficient in 
order to count the votes. So that there may be no question about 
it, lam going to give this record to my learned colleague from 
Delaware { r. WILLIs]—I know he is an honest lawyer—and ask 
him to look at these petitions. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no heading to that petition. Now, stop 
and think that they are asking you to take away a seat in this 
House 7 counting those votes, when oF claim that the declara- 
tion in the heading of this petition is all-important in the case, 
and when in fact there is nota single declaration made on the 
part of a of these 117 men signing that va I produce the 
record and ask gentlemen to look at it. I will not make a state- 
ment that is not backed up by the record. Read the deposition 
upon which they seek to count those 117 votes; it does not contain 
a single word in the form of a declaration. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
there are 326 names in my colleague’s report signed to petitions 
which have no heading. How are we going to count those votes 
a need purpose of unseating a gentleman holding a seat in this 

ouse 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will-the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. No, sir; not now. I submit that question, 
Mr. Speaker, and I submit the record, and I would like any gen- 
tleman who is interested in this question to answer me how we 
are pas to count those votes. 

Mr ALKER of Virginia. How can I answer the gentleman 
if he will not give me the time? [Laughter.] I desire to answer 
him, but he will not give me time. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Virginia will please be 
in order. The gentleman from Wisconsin declines to yield. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
called for an answer. 

Mr. JENKINS. No, General, you mistake me. I say I ask any 
gentleman to solve the question for himself. When the deposi- 
tion itself is silent and contains not a word with reference to the 
intention of the voter or his qualifications, and when the petition 
has no heading, how are you going to count those votes? That is 
what I want to know. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Does the gentleman really want 
to know it? — pore 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Then if you will give me ten min- 
utes of your time I will tell you. [Laughter. 

Mr. JENKINS. You are asking too much. It is not worth 
the time, I will say, with all due respect to my learned friend, 
because my question can not be answered. re is the record 
in the hands of my colleague from Delaware [Mr. wena. Look 
at it. There is no heading to that petition. Three hun and 
twenty-six names are signed to petitions without headings, with- 
out a word to show that the men had a right to vote, or that they 
tried to vote or offered to vote or intended to vote. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Where does the gentleman find that? 

Mr. JENKINS. It is on page 141 of the record. They call 44 
witnesses. Those 44 witnesses have been divided by me into three 
different classes for the purpose of analyzing their testimony. 
Eleven of those men testify they did vote. Nine of them 
— a did not vote. Twenty-four of them do not say a word 
apou 

Now, those 04 names ene ciqned tie Neh conesenine that 
they did not vote and could not vote, but those 24 men were on 
the stand, and a not asked a word in reference to whether 
they had voted or tried to vote. So of the 9 who stated that 
they did not vote there is not a word as to why their votes were 
refused. There are 44 of these men, all of ae aes 1 
ing to their own statements, were electors of that t, b 


accord- 
—— 
———_* any reasons for that statement. Mr. Speaker, this is. 


y a new method of obtaining a seat in Congress. 


Now, in order to save time, I want to call the attention of gen- 
Bear in. 


tlemen interested in this case to page 60 of the report. 





mind that they are trying to count 91 votes that have not } 
— to. ow look at the testimony. The witness S on 
page 60: 


Did you secure the names of the Republican 
voluntar! ly? voters and those rejected 


He answers: 

I received the names from each person themselves. 

He goes along and states that he did not make any threats or 
anything of that kind, and then he is asked: 

Do you know of your own knowledge whether those men offered to vote? 
He says he does not. He says he was there all the time at the 
lis; that he was not excluded, but was atthe polls. He is asked 

if he knows of his own hy vee! they did offer to vote 
and he says he does not. He is r asked: ; 

Do you know of your own knowledge whether any one of these names were 
rej or not? 

He says that he does not know. 

That is obviously the grossest kind of hearsay testimony. It is, 
in fact, no testimony at all. one further along to his tes- 
timony on page 61, where he is asked: 

Then those whose names appear on this list No. 2 did not attempt to vote? 
He answers: 

No, sir; had no certificate. 

Mr. Speaker, I am addressing myself now to lawyers, and I call 
attention to the fact that this witness, who undertakes to draw in 
91 votes to be counted in this case, himself testifies that not one 
of them offered to vote. They did not attempt it. He does not 
— they offered to vote; he says they did not attempt to vote, 

r. OVERSTREET. That man had two lists, had he not? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir; and I am referring to the right one, 
He is asked this question: 

Then your onl ible ob to 0 
clpatien ts that © pesevan, wie nettber band cartinionasmer peetente’ sce” 
selves to vote, were not allowed to vote. 

He says, ‘‘ Yes, sir,” that that is the only objection. That is 
his ony. And yet the list says that they did try to vote. 
Now, how are you to count 91 votes when this wit- 
ness swears that the men did not even present themselves to yote? 

As I hurry along I wish to attention to one other very im- 
portant question. I have been criticised because I raised an ob- 
jection to the incompetency of the testimony. Now, if you wili 
refer to the record, you will find that there are 779 names on 


who did not keep the lists. Now, I want to know how 
ou can count those 779 names, It appears that somebody else 
the list. There you have the grossest kind of hearsay. 
ow, there are 415 names that are not on original lists; and 
there is no explanation as to why these names were copied. The 
men merely say that they copied them—that they had permission 
of the men whose names are given to copy them, and they made 
copies. There is no sort of testimony here to make that evidence 
competent. You will find by actual count 187 names on lists 
son of ‘the minoriey in their report—they will not feny this—ths 
on of the in not deny this—that 
anian record is silent as to any 
intention on the part of the voter. But this House is asked to 
count those votes—presumably because the men were Republican 


voters. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Does not the gentleman know that not 
one of those is counted? 
Mr. JENKINS. I will show the gentleman that they are. | 
refer to page 83 of the report of the —" and I emphasize it 
that there is no evi- 
of those voters; but they say, ‘lt is 
reasonable to assume that the voters at these oes mentioned 
legal gentimnan om wine aaitiantales be would count 
gen Ww : asa 5 would coun 
715 votes when the witness himself—and we must this re- 
ee eee there is nothing to show what was the 
tention of the voters, but ‘‘it is reasonable to assume that the 
voters at these precincts mentioned intended to cast their votes 
for the contestant.” Sir, 1 could not consent to count votes on 


“Teas point to which i 

is one to T ask the attention 
of gentlemen, onl is this: In two counties—Lexington and 
Orangeburg—the took occasion to furnish proof as to 
the number of votes rejected. Remember that this was 


of the committee 

there as sowie 

opposition 
instead of 
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there being 730 votes rejected, there were only 21, of which 2 
were the votesof Democrats. Mr. Speaker, I can not for a single 
moment believe that this House is going to say that each of these 
sworn officers of the law committed perjury in reference to this 
question. In order to seat the contestant this House must act 
without a particle of evidence, upon mere presumption, and hold 
that every single precinct officer committed perjury in coming 
forward and Setying that there were but 21 votes rejected in 
those two counties. ey assign the reason for the rejection of 
those 21 votes that each of the 21 men, including 2 Democrats, 
was denied the right to vote because he did not hold a registration 
certificate. And the record so shows. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield a mo- 
ment for a question? 

Mr. J 8. If the a will keep quiet the balance 
of the afternoon, I will yield. ; 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I did not understand the gentle- 


“i JENKINS. I say that I will yield now, but I do not wish 
ield é 

Orr. Ww of Virginia. Does not the gentleman know that 
these men whose votes, it is conceded, were rejected belonged toa 
class—the class of men without registration certificates; that it 
had been announced publicly at the polls that men who were with- 
out registration cates would not be allowed to vote, and for 
that reason numbers who had gone to the polls to vote did not 
apply to vote? a Nps 

Mr. JENKINS. WhatI am saying is that according to these 
lists there were 780 men who actually tendered their votes, while 
in opposition to that claim the sworn officers of the law testify 
that were but 21 votes rejected. 

Now, there are one or two general observations which I wish 
to make, and then I shall conclude my remarks. It is utterly 
impossible for a man to say in a case like this all that he wants to 
say and ought to say, because there are so many things crowd- 
ing upon one’s mind. But there are one or two things to which 
I ce invite attention as offsetting the prejudice that was 
sought to be created here yesterday against the contestee. 


A amount of time been consumed in arguing in refer- 
ence to the notaries public. I have felt it unjust to intrude upon 
this House that question. But the inquiry has been made here 
ina Lonel way whether the law did not put the whole 


power tment of notaries public in the governor. Why, 
sir, as I saiestand, that power is vested in the governor in every 
of the Union. Certainly such is the case in the State that 
the honor to represent. But the real point is here: There 
4 single question raised in that whole district in reference 
the action of a notary public. There is not a suggestion but 
every notary yielded readily and promptly to the contestant 
— and if lawyers will look over the record they will 
attorneys representing the contestee made objections 
the line—to almost every question—and every objection 
overruled by the notary public and every particle of testi- 
admitted. Then why should we assail South Carolina and 
ws of that State, or the acts of her executive, in presenting 
, unless there is evidence that there was fraud on 
of the notaries or a refusal to act? 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] stated on 
y fair to presume that something was 
, because Mr. Stokes, the contestee, had such a majority and 
district. Why, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
House to the district of one of my col- 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SAUERHERING]. 
ed him in the House from that State 
-third Congress came here with a major- 
SAUERHERING never made a speech in his 
e here by a very large majority, overcom- 
Democratic contestant and a 
ents made in this case, the - 
r come here and insist on his right to 


outside of the record; there is nothing to show 


whether Mr. ted in the campaign or not; but he 
assures me, , on his honor as a gentleman, that he can- 


vassed in the district, made speeches in every 
part of the Alstriet cet just before the election; and the proof is 
ol ieee that he spoke in every place in the district; 

should the empty charge be made that he never partici- 
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pated in the and that he stayed at home, for the purpose 
of arguing or creating the inference that he felt assured that he 
irk Ft sabe any part in the canvass? 

= ALKER of Virginia. the gentleman want me to 

Mr. Not now, General. 

Mr. of Virginia. Because if I am permitted to an- 
swer I ‘say that he felt sure there was no need for him to 
doso. It was all arranged f. , 
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Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the record in the case does disclose that Mr. Stokes did take part 
in the campaign, it is very unfair to say that he did not partici- 
pate, and allow a latitude for belief that he felt so conscious of 
success that he could safely remain at home. 

I want to call your attention now to one other point with ref- 
erence to the vote in Richland County. Great stress is laid on 
the fact that but 8 votes were returned from the township. Mr. 
Stokes got 8 and the contestant 427 in Richland County. bia my 
learned friend go far enough on yesterday and tell the House that 
there were but two townships of the county in that district? No, 
only one township; I overstated it. Why did not my friend say 
that there was but one township in the county in that entire 
district? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iso stated. 

Mr. JENKINS (continuing). And that accounts for the small 
vote; and in that one township Mr. Stokes got 8 and the contestant 
427 votes. 

Now I want to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
> prop my colleague on the committee | Mr. Coppin@], and at 
the end of that time I will move the previous question. 

Mr. CODDING. Mr. Speaker, I come to this subject entirely 
unprepared for any formal remarks, and accept this time to spea 
only in deference to the opinion which has been expressed that 
some misunderstanding might arise as to my position in refer- 
ence to this contest—not personal, for that would be of no impor- 
tance, but as a member of the Committee on Elections in connec- 
tion with these reports. 

My colleague, Mr. De ArmMonD, kindly read to the House, or 
caused to be read yesterday, the brief views that I had prepared 
with reference to the dissenting or rather contending opinions 
presented by the Committee on Elections No. 3. I have the dis- 
tinction of disagreeing, to some extent, with both sides. In the 
main, however, the opinions which I have formed, based upon the 
legal principles invalved, are those expressed in that report as 
read—a line following the opinion of the minority of the commit- 
tee, but still just as firmly fixed in the opinion that pursuing that 
line leads to the retention of the seat by the contestee. For under 
no possible circumstances which I can conceive, having read care- 
fully. day and night, every word of testimony embodied in the 
record, can I be convinced on the legal testimony that enough 
votes can be computed for the contestant to entitle him to the seat, 

Throughout the course of my life I have been a Republican, like 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], and never voted 
any other ticket. But I can not but believe that in a case like this, 
where a judicial investigation is made and a judicial opinion 
needed, there can be nothing righteous, nothing justifiable, in a 
decision which excludes a contestee or a contestant from a seat in 
this body on account of his politics, or by any straining of the rules 
that have been followed by this House so far as precedents are 
concerned, or by twisting or contorting the rules of law in the 
presentation of ordinary evidence. 

Now, I state conclusions, for the time compels such a course— 
conclusions and not reasons. Those conclusions have been _ey 

sresented before. I present them here as my own, simply fol- 
Coie the idea with which I started in these remarks: That 
the registration law of South Carolina, and not the election 
law, is unconstitutional. There has been no division in the com- 
mittee on that subject; none whatever. Republicans and Demo- 
crats, almost at the very outset of the argument of the South 
Carolina cases, have agreed entirely, or without any marked dis- 
sent. Next the votes of those who are proved to be voters— 
and of that I require proof outside of these so-called lists—voters 
who are proved to be such and who offered their votes for the con- 
testant, Colonel Johnston, should be counted either by the commit- 
tee or in this House, or in any other way the computation should 
be made; should be reasonably computed and allowed to him. 
But in doing this it is doing violence to just principles to take a 
census of the colored voters of that district of South Carolina and 
on the presumption that they are Republicans count them bodily 
for the contestant. No such rule can be fairly allowed. 

One other conclusion, and { have done. It is a conclusion so 
well expressed, so ably put, by the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 
Powers], I think, that I can agree with it, as I understood him, 
without the modification of a single word. 

The doctrine of res gest, so far as I have ever been able to under- 
stand it—and it is in any case but the refuge of a man who can 
not prove his case in any other way—that doctrine has no appli- 
cation here. The lists as they were made up, I think, without a 
single exception, are far enough removed in time at least, and in 
circumstances certainly, to form no part of the actual transac- 
tions at the voting booths or polls that day. 

I should prefer, Mr. Speaker, to advocate the cause of the con- 
testant. atural and political sympathy go that way, but I desire 
to raise my voice to-day simply to say to the House that I trust 
that neither in this case nor in any other will this House drift 
toward the dea or the standard that the rights of a contestant or 
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a@ contestee are to be judged by the political complexion of a 
majority of the House, 
r. JENKINS. I now move zoe gremiens question. 
The previous -—" was ord 
The SPEAKE The Clerk will report the resolutions and the 
substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That J. William Stokes was not elected and is not entitled toa 
= the Fifty fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional district ot 


‘Resolved, That Thomas B, Johnston was Saas ont Been boa 
ees Congressional district of South 


The SPEAKER. uestion is on agreeing to the substitute. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. that question I for the yeas and 


*— McCALL of Massachusetts. I understand that the substi- 
tute resolutions have been first read, and they are to the effect 
that the contestant is entitled to his seat. There seems to be some 
doubt in the minds of members. Let it be stated. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute is in favor of the contestant. 

ont a I desire to withdraw my demand for the 


cata su 
The veadon wanton; ane. Senne JENKINS demanded a division. 
Mr. I desire to know what the pending 4 
Tho SPEAKER. as eecsthen te oouhetinete the sw- 
olutions of the minority for those of the majority. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I understood the gentleman from Indiana 
fern OVERSTREET] to present the eninectey resolutions, and on 
oon oe eas and nays. 
But he ihdvow the demand. Gentlemen 
oxtene of the substitute will rise in their places and be counted. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 84. 
ool patie oe rnp I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Loaf ata were ordered, 
Mr. , can these resolutions be divided 
emia tel 
The The Chair seem — too — they ae 
y voted u together, eas and nays havin 
already been pon y g 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I shall ask a separate vote on 
a resolutions if these resolutions do not prevail. 

oe was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 105, not 
voting 155; as follows: 
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uestion is? | Gram 
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NOT VOTING—155. 
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vote was then wae then announced as above recorded. 
is original resolutions. 


Te Speaker’ Tas I ask for a sep 
asks foradivision. The Clerk 


ntative im 
Congressional dist of the 
therein. 
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For the information of the House, Mr. 
reading of the second part, so that we 


A parliamentary inquiry. If this 
that there is no elestion? 

The If both branches of the resolution are defeated. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. What is the portion now offered? 

. ‘The resolution now offered has just been read 
to the House, ye without objection it will again be read. 

KEM 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Laughter.] The question is on agreeing 























tary ing 
hen ee : e effect will be to declare 
t vacan no 
othe t SDRAKER. The Chair thinks so. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The second part has not been reported. 
SPEAKER. 


The q to the resolution. 
Mr. LACEY. Which resolution is being offered first? 


SPEAKER 
TheSPEAKER 


t. 
mon the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. POWERS. 


like to know what I am voting upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will please read both resolutions. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. That is what I wanted. 

The Clerk read as follo 

That Thomas B. Johnston was not electeda 
from Se 


not entitled to a seat therein. 

es was duly elected 9 apresentative in the 
th Congressional tof South Caro- 

to a seat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now re 
resolution which is to be voted on now by 


The Clerk read as follows: 

peoetens, Sie Seana n Tonneton wae pot elected a 
pe and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Di . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 91. 


Mr. BAKER of New Ham 
of ‘‘ Tellers!” on the Republican 
Democratic side. 


any gentleman rise ‘to demand the yeas 


and ng 
Mr. of Tennessee. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


voling 58: as follows: 


the portion of the 


Representative in the 


was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 99, not 
































McCall, Tenn. Otjen, Strode, Nebr. Van Voorhis, 
McCleary, Minn. Poole, Strong, Walker, Va. 
McClure, Prince, Sulloway, Wanger, 
Mereer, Quigg, Taft, Warner 


Milnes, Reeves, Tawney, Wilson, idaho 
Minor, Wis. Settle, Tracewell, Wood, 
Mozley, Smith, Ml. Updegraff, Woodman. 
Northway, Steele, Van Horn, 

NOT VOTING—18. 
Adams, Draper, Lorimer, Russell, Conn, 
Aitken, Ellett, Va. Loud, Russel), Ga. 
Anderson, Ellis, Maddox, Sauerhering, 
Apsley, Evans, Mahany, Shannon, 
Arnold, Pa. Fischer, Mahon, Shaw, 
Babcock, Fitzgerald, McCormick, Sherman, 
Bailey. Fletcher, MeCreary, Ky. Shuford, 
Barney, Foote, McEwan, Simpkins, 
Barrett. vos, McLachlan, Smith, Mich. 
Rartholat, Fowler, Meiklejohn, Snover, 
Belknap, Gillet, N. Y. Meredith, Sorg, 
Bell, Tex. Grosvenor, Meyer, Southwick, 
Berry, Grout, Miles, Sparkman, 

2 Hainer, Nebr. Miller, Kans. Spencer, 
Black, N. Y. Hall, Miller, W. Va. Sperry, 
Boutelle, Hanly, Milliken, iehikeen, 
Bowers, Harmer, Miner, N. ¥. Stewart, N.J. 
Bromwell, Heatwole. Mondell, Stokes, 
Brosius, Hemenway, Morse, Stone, ©. W. 
Brumm, Hepburn, Moses, Stone, W.A. 
Catchings, Hilborn. Murphy. Thomas, 
Chickering, Hitt, Neill, Thorp, 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Newlands, Tracey, 
Clarke, Ala. Howe, Noonan, Treloar, 
Coffin, Hubbard, Odell, Turner, Va. 
Connolly, Huff, Ogden, Wadsworth, 
Cook, Wis. Huling, Otey, Walker, Mass. 
Corliss, Hull, Patterson, Wasson, Ind. 
Consins, Hurley, Perkins, Watson, Ohio 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Phillips, Wellington, 
Cox, Hyde, Pickler, White, 
Crisp, Johnson, Ind. Price, Wilber, 
Crowley, Kulp, Pugh, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Cummings, Lawson, Ray, Wilson, Ohio 

° Lefever, Reyburn, Woodard, 
Leisenring Robertson, La. Woomer. 
Dolliver, Leonard, Robinson, Pa. 
Dovener, Lewis, Royse, 
Downing, Livingston, Rusk, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am 
recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. f desire to change my vote to the affirm- 
ative. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. Wrson of New York with Mr. Hart. 

Mr. SIMPKINS with Mr. ADAMs. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 103, and the 
nays are 99; and accordingly the resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
last vote. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. SETTLE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House adjourn; and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I make the point of order that 
the motion to reconsider is not in order at this time, the House 
not having yet voted on the whole proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to reconsider is 
in order. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Then I move to lay the mo- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. SETTLE. Mr. Speaker, I have a motion to adjourn pre- 
ceding the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. Prior to the motion to adjourn the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKiNs] had moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SETTLE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move, if it is in 
order, that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not in order. 

Mr. SETTLE. Is a motion to adjourn in order, Mr. Speaker? 

= SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to adjourn is in 
order. 

Mr. SETTLE. Then I move that the House adjourn; and on 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 111. 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SeTTLeE and Mr. JENKINS were 


ap ted. 
Ar. POOLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If the 
motion to adjourn prevails, will that do away with the Friday 
ight session? 
SPEAKER. It will. 
Mr. POOLE. Then we do not want to adjourn; we want to 
take a recess. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr.8 er, I call up the conference report 


on the naval appropriation bill, 
: of x 


Mr. McCAL assachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that there is a privileged matter pending. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I made the 
motion partly in the sense of a parliamentary inquiry, as I had 
been lea by gentlemen whom I sup to be thoroughly 
informed on the subject that the conference report would be in 
order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. One of the express a in regard to the 
privilege of conference reports is when the House is dividing. 

Mr. CANNON. If the motion to adjourn is voted down, the 
conference would be in order. 

The House divided; and the tellers rted—ayes 54, noes 106. 

Mr. SETTLE, I call for the yeas and nays. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I now present the — of the committee 
of conference on the naval ra bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gen n from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] 
presents the popes of a conference committee. 

Mr. McMIL 
make the point that the 
not yet complete. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair does not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I raise the point thata conference report 
is not of higher P vilege than the right of a member to his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The rules think it is. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. That questionisnotinvolved. The pending 
question was on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I donot wish to argue the point, but it strikes 
me that when a vote has ail the in the process of 
taking that vote are of equal importance; and what can not inter- 
fere with one of the can not interfere with another. 

The SPEA . , The thinks there is a distinction be- 
tween the different methods of making the count. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The Chair, then, would hold that after the 

m, the taking of the yeas and nays 
on this question will still bé in order. I presume that would in- 
evitably follow. If it is now in order, pending the call for the 
yeas and nays, to introduce this conference report, the Chair, I 
—— _— hold that when the conference report has been dis- 


dividing—that the vote is 


demand for the yeas and nays may still be acted on | and 


votes of the two Houses 


0. 
IN. The yeawand nays having been demanded, I | $5: 
use is till 


ten fora moment? I was about stating that as a matter of cour. 
in reading some 
very poor handwri 


. read it Myself, 
Ido not object to that. Iwas only in- 
by ving, Bd there was a statement. : 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam about to read it, if that is entirely sat. 
isfactory to the gentleman. 
Mr. RICHAR N. Entirely so. 
Mr. BOUTELLE (reading)— 
The Senate recedes from its amendments 23, 30, and 55. 
No. 23 is merely verbal. 
oe re ate mtn mn 
o. em Ts or 
cursion steamers, etc., at egattas, which bas been otherwise ea eiere — 
The House recedes from its disagreement to amendments— . 


_ 1, Wea) ates She provision for enlistment of additional men imme- 


No. 3 authorizes employment of one draftsman at $1,200 at Naval War (o}. 


o.4is a verbal correction. 

No.5 a tes $50,000 for testing methods of throwing high ex)losives 
on ship. 

No.6 is a verbal 

No. 7 soereeees, appropriation for reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers from 

of the Navy, in his discretion, to purchase 
guns. 
\ t on. 

Nos. 11,12, and is are corrections in Somputetion. 
ane $5,000 to purchase addi land at naval station at Port 

No. 15 corrects footing. 

No. 16 provides $8,000 additional to former appropriation for paving certain 
streets in Anna connected with Naval Academy. 

No. 17 authorizes the Board of Visitors eee ent report advisability of 


additional grounds for use of Naval 
“Ne. 19 corrects t error. " 


ypogra, . 
eae ph jomticn model tank from old observatory grounds 
a 21 authorizes use of one of the old boilers of the Galena for training ship 
Nos. 25, 26, and 27 are verbal corrections. 

| 28 and 29 provide a contingent fund of $1,000 for Superintendent of 

0. al provides quarters for leader of Marine Band. 
No. 50 authorizes Secretary of Navy to contract for two additional subma- 
at a cost not to exceed $175,000 each, pro- 

successful and satisfactory. 


for propulsion of vessels 
use of screws. 
its from— 


for the naval mili 
Ratet dae tie ante 


of 
t of instruction, museum of hy- 


com) since January 1, 1591. 
oe the professor of English 


and phyicas is now paid to the pro- 
FS » 88, BO, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 
the 2 Sd, BB, 0 3 ee oe been enable to 


ted Senay ates, Soe service in a different 
of their previous service in the same manner as 
reentry into the Navy or Marine Corps, and fur- 
ee eS Seer or Peano OX the Nav are pro- 
taking ment with any compan 
the donerenet — 
ae an aes se emmenee of battle chips from four 
oO. 
Nos. 38 to 38, inclusive, relate to the number, speed, type, and cost of the 
0 boats. 
0. 38 that not more than two battle ships or three torpedo boats 
shall be in one yard or by one party. P ; 
Nos. 40 and 41 ase provanene Det the construction of one battle ship and 
tgos tereete Seem oo Se coast. 
and 43 are merely verbal. : 
44 provides for the construction of one torpedo boat on the Missouri 


and 47 are mere verbal 
within which the contracts for the construction of 
from ninety to one hundred and twenty days from 


f 
a sxcondlng $50 per ton in ease of soparats "ut 
pep aay Seat, Sad sequins to report to next Congress if unable to 

iated 
for con str an ean 2 a Bose ie the amount aaprourie 
ao 52 isan for armor and arma- 


‘0. the Secretary based on to cause one of the light-draft gun- 


changes. 
; authorized to be for a training ship for the Naval 


. Speaker, a number of these amendments brought up in con- 
~<A m . hoy depend upon what nav 
the number of battle ships which _ 
regard torped a 
a being a to the 
The general scope of 
will readily see, relate to 
contracts for armor plate. 
providing that where the 
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Sec of the Navy may make a contract for the furnishing of 
armor he not pay more than $350 per ton. It was 
thought desirable to further consider that provision in view of 
the various representations which have been made, including an 
important paper from the reeny of the Navy, which in a mo- 
ment I aicat to the House. Of course everybody connected 
with the Government and with every department of the Govern- 
ment is desirous of obtaining the armor plate for our ships at the 
most reasonable price that is practicable. Some question, how- 
ever, arose in the minds of the conferees as to the feasibility of 
the terms of the amendment restricting the Secretary to $350 per 
ton. I may say in substance that the contracts for the armor of 
the two now under construction have been at a rate in the 
vicinity of per ton, and so far as I have been able to learn 
that is about the price which is paid by the great Governments of 
Europe for similar material. ; 

A committee of the other branch of Congress made an investi- 
gation in connection with the furnishing of armor plate during 
this winter, and as one of the results, I understand, this amend- 
ment was to the Senate. I will say, however, that the 
House conferees were not satisfied at the time of our former con- 
ference that it was wise to make this restriction in the terms pro- 
vided in the Senate amendment, and I find that the Secretary of 
the Navy has had a similar doubt as to the desirability of this 

rovision. Hence, we disagreed in regard to it in order to obtain 

er information, and after further discussion of the whole sub- 

ject we hope to be able to deal with it in a more intelligent, com- 
prehensive, and satisfactory manner. 

The Secretary of the Navy, under date of the 8th of May, ad- 
a letter to the chairmen of the two committees of the 
House and Senate, —s attention to this provision. I will read 

on: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 8, 1896. 
: I desire, through to call to the attention of the conferees here- 
3 Sn HR 7542, mene cogreneintions for the naval serv- 
ent, which as follows: 


“And provided further, That in case the Secretary of the Navy shall make 

- we r the armor ao pints for uae battle shi > ae 
shall accept a ex an aver o r ton of 2, 

— can not mules contents ter said armor 

it, he shall delay action and report the offers 


If this amendment becomes law in its present shape it limits the price to be 
the Navy Department for armor only in cases where the Secretary 
paid by, shail contract eee with the manufacturers of armor for 
for battle ships, and does not apply in case the De- 
partment should decide to contract with the shipbuilder for a completed ves- 
sel, armor included. It has heretofore been a qoien seriously considered 
by the whether it should continue to contract, as has been done 
in the with shipbuilder for the hull and machinery and separately 
with thearmor manufacturers for the armor, or contract with the shipbuilder 
for the commmteted vessel, armor included. The amendment as it now reads 
leaves it the discretion of the Secretary to pay indirectly to the ship- 
‘or a ship complete, a higher price for armor than he 
he Thould contract directly with the manufac- 
reading of the amendment ht carry with it the 
used in the outset, “‘ That in case the Secretary of 
contracts for the armor and armor plate for 
” etc., that it was the intention of Con- 
at all in the mee to be paid for armor in 
the shipbuilder for vessels complete. I 
the intention, and therefore desire that 
of the conferees on this bill. 
also state that the amendment, as it now 
another t. The Department is for- 
accept bids for armor and armor plate “at 
$350 per ton.” Simple steel armor can be 
ower price, say from 35 to 40 per cent lower 
nt is now procuring. © expense of 
about $11.20 per ton, exclusive of the cost 
its to about per ton. The expense of face 
process, or by reforging, averages about 


law be passed limit the price to be paid for 
have the law state definitely whether the price 
to be paid for the armor, and com- 

the Government. 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


an ‘ H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 
A. 
thedean teenies on Naval Affairs, 
House of tatives. 

is the desire of the House conferees. We 
more thoroughly and ceapenenel vey as to 
ocaey in connection with the points raised 

a 


If the riteinen will permit me, I understand 
are paying now $500 per ton for this armor 


BOUTELLE. In the vicinity of that price. 


CANNON. I am asking for information, as I do not know 
of thesubject. Is that also the price at which it has 


BOUTELLE. Panne, 
< I state what is well known to those 


the developments connected with the building 
. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear this 


: 
i 


u 


| 


r 
Fe 
ee 
: 
i 


: 

; 

iL 
E 
5 


zee 
: 
= 
; 
fe 
i 


: 


aft 
l 


i 
| 
: 


i 
ae 


f 
Ur 
cE 


foeet tres 
id 


rf 


<a 





exciting debate between the two gentlemen over there; it is im- 
possible to hear it here, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am very much gratified by this complaint 
of too little instead of too much of my oratory. yee? 

But I will say to the gentleman from [llinois and to the House 
that last year the Bethlehem Iron Works, which has provided a 
large portion, in connection with the Carnegie Works, of the 
armor for the use of the Navy, made a contract with the Rus:ian 
Government for a certain number of tons of American armor at a 
very low price; at a price which they claimed at the time would 
give them substantially no profit, but which was very likely to 
cause a loss. They made the contract for the purpose of intro- 
ducing American armor into Russia. Since that time they have 
made another contract with the Russian Government for armor 
at a price almost twice that paid for the experimental lot. They 
are now executing a contract, as I understand, with that Govern- 
ment at approximately the same price paid by our Government; 
and so far as I have been able to learn the price we have con- 
tracted to pay for the armor for the two ships at the Newport 
News yard, the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, is approximately that 
which is paid by European governments for this class of armor. 

Of course this whole matter of the price at which armor can be 
furnished is largely in the realm of experimentation as yet. It is 
a business by itself. It is a business which has only one class of 
customers. Governments are the sole customers. There are no 
private works in this country which require the output of the 
great steel works, as there is no other use for the great steel forg- 
ings turned out by these works except by the Government for war 
purposes, 

The conferees desire to take the matter under further consider- 
ation in another conference; and the other branch have in a formal 
manner, as I learn from the RecorpD, sent it back to conference on 
the basis of the statement that there were a number of matters 
that it was believed might be adjusted thereby. I ask that the 
House may in a similar way formally insist and send the bill with 
its amendments back to a further conference, as was done by the 


ate. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine if 
amendment numbered 44 is in conference yet? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the subject of the amendment? 

Mr. MERCER. It relates to the one torpedo boat on the Mis- 
souri River. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is either in conference or has been agreed 
0. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the gentleman will yield to me fora 
moment or two, as I had se to say about the torpedo boat 


on the Missouri River when the bill was before the House. I live 
up that way—— 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Maine 
allow me a question? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. With much pleasure. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I notice that there are many ver- 
bal amendments mentioned in this report. I would like to know 
if in the report the House has yielded its dignity to the verbal 
superiority of the Senate? ane 

r. BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker,if Ifeltsure that it was strictly 
in order to make even a remote allusion to the verbal superiority 
or inferiority of the august body which is supposed in some 
vague way to be located in the vicinity of this Capitol I should 
be very happy to answer my friend from Mississippi, but I will 
say to him that for a large number of the verbal errors referred 
to the responsibility lies tema the clerks of the committees and 
the Public Printing Office. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The House is not involved? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The House is not involved. [Laughter.] 
And I think I may assure my friend from Mississippi that if the 
House will send the bill back to conference we wili see that the 
dignity of this body is fully maintained, typogravhically and 
otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


rt. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there were time, I should like to be heard on 
the battle-ship question, but I will take some other time to submit 
remarks on that subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think I ought to insist upon 
my right to be heard upon this question of the torpedo boat on 
the Missouri River. U a hter.| 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 


Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
floor for one minute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not having any rivers in my district, I have 
never been able to getit into the river and harbor bill. Not hav- 
ing any war claims there, I did not get in on the deficiency bill. 
For the reason that none of my constituents were in that region 
of the country at the proper time, I was unable to get in on the 
French spoliation claims, 
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Mr. GIBSON. You had better move to a better country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My only mane on this question of the tor- 
pedo boat. I am a little distur about that, Mr. 8 er, be- 
cause, as conditions now exist, we should, if we built thi 
boat in the only town in my district near to the river, be compelled 
to transport it some miles across the Missouri River bottom. 
ES) A few years ago we had a harbor there on the Mis- 
souri River, after the manner of the Vicksburg Harbor, but the 
Missouri 
and left my town 6 miles high and dryontheprairie. [Laughter.] 
But we are hoping, Mr. Speaker, that the eccentricity will be re- 

,and that weshall be in a position to compete for the build- 

of this © boat. 
r. BO LE. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that, 
anless otherwise ordered, the conferees will consider themselves 
instructed to look out for the interests of the Missouri River. 


ughter. 
Oe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


conference report was agreed to. = 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that the House imsist on its disagree- 
ment to the other amendments, and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House insist 
to the other amendmen 


motion was agreed to; and the er appointed as con- 
ie Remain  Pomedlvenie and 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on E-arolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

= acigamaet aieeaiaecaetaane vee bala mn 

, tolicense physicians surgeons, persons 
ee umbia; 


to provide for the lease of Fort Omaha Mili- 

the State of Nebraska; 

(H. R. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
in the District of Columbia, and for other 


bill (EH. R. $282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 


balls to certain of the Grand Army of the Republic; 
A bill Bao) 


SENATE BILL REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (8.715) for the relief of 
B. F. Dowell was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


VETO MESSAGE—RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the follo 
from the President of the United States: bee fis: 
To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn herewith without approval House bill No. 7977, entitled “An act 


Soe ee oe ee 
works on rivers and harbors, for are 


tain other or 
There are 417 items of a: Comtaheed in thio SEL, andl overs yart 
of the country is represen the distribution of its favors. 
It directl tes or vides for the immediate expenditure of 
for river harbor work. This sum is in addition to 
contained in another bill for similar purposes amoun toa 
more than which have already been favorably at 


little % 
wviiie result is that the contemplated immediate expenditures for the objects 
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being somewhat eccentric, one night it cut across a bend | ™ 


ts, and agree to the | jp 





mands the of appropriations for the smaller ws not 
by —— be reduced or even remain stati pera. covered 
une 90, 1898, 


together insta!|; al year 

w year,can hardly be less than <))..°.0" 
and it may reasonably bo squreness that the prevalent tender)...” 
increased et which, 7 toward 


burdens charges peed 


aerate by 

my gy upon me by the Constitution, {; s.., 
me quite clear that only discharge # duty to our people wis.’ Seems to 
disapproval of the legislation proposed, *Lverposg 
Go wakare aus coed Ckastews pclae Bae 
ted lonalities or in aid of individual interests. y for the benefit of lim. 


On the face of the bill it that not a few of these alleynj impr 
ments have been so improvidentiy, planned and prosecuted tha: after 
unwise cpend of millions of neW experiments for their gocom 
of public funds in the inter 
of all the people can hardly expenditures for public 
by pleading the opinions engineers or others as to the pra. ticability 

that some of the for which appropriations ar. 
po? have been entered upon without the approval, 


of the Y against 
Viccke teen iieenaeeaiion are appropriations contained jy + 
ull to pay for work which private partics have actually ae ith then 
ernment to do in consideration of occupancy of public property 
Whatever items of doubtful at mg lnm hate Secaped observation or 
may have been tolerated in previous Ex approvals of similar bills, | 
am that the bill now under consideration opens the way to jns;)). 
ous and increasing abu and is in itself so extravagant as to be especially 
business and resulting disappointmen, 
thatthe pubic Treasury wil be confronted with ota: Sang erospect 
T approp ions mada 
at the present session of Congress amounting to more tha $50,000,008 me 
Individual economy and careful expenditure are ster virtues which le 
to thrift and comfort. and the exaction of clear justiicasn a! 
only ae of public moneys by the servants of the people are por 
‘o the 
lecal 


extent that the contained in this bill arc instigate 
by private interests and or individual ts, their allowance 
can not fail to stimulate a vicious encourage a sentiment 
among our people, already too prevalent, that their attachment to our Goy. 
ernment may proper! oa a expectation of direct and es. 
pecial and that the t to they aro realized may furnish ap 
estimate care. 
I believe no greater confronts us asa nation than the unhappy de. 
among our of anda y love and attection 
for our Government as tho of the and best aspirations 
= pene ene not as the or eS =. its mission is the 
of exact justice and and not the allowance of unfair 


Ihope I may be permitted to suggest at a time when the issue of Govern 
ment bonds to maintain the credit and financial standing of the country isa 
subject of criticism that the contracts for in this bill would create 
obligations of the United States to no less binding than 
its bonds for that sum. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1896. 
message was received with applause 
HERMANN 


; . Imove See the tail and message of the 
—- of the United States to the Committee on Rivers and 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman kindly indicate when the 
House? 


Mr. HER} ies ap Manoa, BA. Speaker, 
. . m . speaker, that it 
will be not later than , . 


Mr. DOCKERY. Not later than Tuesday, and probably on 
wor. HER 1 
Mr. MANN, I am not speaking by authority. Thats 


— my 
DOCRERY. I hope the House will take notice. 

The motion of Mr. HERMANN was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The time arrived under the rule, the 
House will now be in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. when 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Payne] will act as Speaker 
pro 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess a the House mee ented to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. . PayNe as Speaker pro re. , 
The SBEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wall report the rule, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ioc a, hich evening at 5 o'clock P: m. take aro until 3 

° ‘a ‘enavand n bills 0 e re m val 

% ities nd . of jon only shall be 
to eee Mevend 


considered; said not 10 o'clock and # 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the frst 
bill. 


Mr. KEM. Mr. , I move that in the consideration of 
pension bills to- each bill be taken up in its regular order 
and that no be made to this rule. 

The pro Chair will state to the ge 
tleman from this is the Calendar of unfinished bus 
ness, and the order will be to take them up in their ord. 
The motion of is not in order at time. The 
ae 
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Mr.CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be passed 
over without udice. 


The SP. pro tempore. The Clerk will first report the 
bill. 
"The bill was read. 


The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 

as read. 
“ee. 'WTHER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice, retaining its place upon the Cal- 

dar. 
“The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without prej- 
udice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. LONG. Why do you do that? 

Mr. CROWTHER. In explanation I desire to say this: There 
are ten Senate bills on this Calendar of unfinished business. The 

bility is that before ten days shall have expired from this 

time this session will have closed; and if the bills should pass at 
this time it — be that perhaps the President would be unable 
to sign them all. 
. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside and retain its 
place on . 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May I ask, then, if this action is to 
be taken in reference to this bill 
The SPEAKER = tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I am not going to debate it. A 

liamentaryinquiry. In view of the motion made by my friend 

Missouri, or the request made by him, would it not be proper 

to have a motion made that all Senate bills on the Calendar of 
unfinished business be laid aside without prejudice? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be done except by 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I ask unanimous consent, in view 
of the statement made and the probability that unless that is done 
it would lead to their defeat, that all Senate bills be laid aside 
without 

The pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks that all Senate bills on the Calendar of unfinished business 
be laid aside without ree. Is there objection? 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not want to object, but I have a Senate 
bill that I want pees. . 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. With the exception of the bill to 
which the refers, I make that request. 
ial aa protempore. Objection is made,and the Clerk 


The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was again reported: 


Strike out “eight” and insert “ twelve"; so as to read: “At the rate of 
$12 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WTHER. Mr. er, l rise to a parliamentary in- 
iry. There was no objection to this bill retaining its place on 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair asked it th 
pro L Shai i ere was 
objection, and objection was made. 
SAMUEL D. GILMAN, 
rahe business oe eer was the bill (H. R. 
grauting a pension to Sam . Gilman. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was y read the third time, and passed. 
AUGUSTA G. CARY. 

Ths next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


4405) eS = pension to Augusta G. Cary. 
The recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


were to. 
— 1 P 


ie eee being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
MRS. CHRISTINA GRAHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
OT Ene tension to Mre Christina Graham. 

The bill was to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN R. ROW. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$880) granting an increase af pension to John R. Row, of Toronto, 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


The 
wThe to. 

amended ordered to be engrossed f third 
ating: gai heing engrossed, it thy endear read the third 


for a third 








| its place. 


JACOB M. HAMBURGER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
948) to remove the charge of desertion against Jacob M. Ham- 
burger. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES WILLIAMSON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 807) 
granting a pension to Charles Williamson. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice, and that it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Miss 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed o\ 
prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I think the Calendar ought to be cleared up, 
and [ will object to that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accerdingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GREER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6590) granting a pension to William Greer. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN M. MALLERY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 724) 
granting an increase of pension to Helen M. Mallery. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended and this bill retain its place on the Calendar without 
prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr.CROWTHER. Then I will state that I have been requested 
to ask that this bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that this bill may be passed over and retain its place on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. KEM. I think we had better make no exceptions here, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, 

Mr. CROWTHER. I hope the gentleman will not object to 
this bill being passed over and retaining its place on the Calendar. 
That is the request of the gentleman who introduced it in the 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CROWTHER. There can be no objection to this bill re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. It simply saves the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. I move that this bill be laid aside without losing 


yari 
er without 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves that the bill be laid aside, retaining its place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I make the point of order that it requires 
unanimous consent to lay aside the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the point that it requires unanimous consent to lay aside 
the bill. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Would it not be in order to postpone the 
consideration of this bill until the second Monday of December, 


1896? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in order. 
A Memeer. Move to postpone its consideration for a week. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Then I move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this bill until one week from to-night. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves 


to postpone the further consideration of this bill until one week 
from to-night. 


The motion was agreed to. 

. PRISCILLA R. BURNS, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5988) for the relief of Pri- 
cilla R. Burns. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of Mrs. 
William Loring Spencer. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be laid on 
the table. A similar House bill has been passed and sent to the 
Senate, where it has been amended and sent back to the Houseand 
a conference thereon has been ordered. 
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be laid on the table. 


of 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Gideon L. McGinnis. 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mary A. Stacey, dependent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late pri- 
= Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York 
olunteers. 


ou 
The bal as as aeekher was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
— time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
6, an 


of the bill. 


sion of Josiah P. Bradb 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 


Mr. KEM. I object. 
Mr. MoCLELLAN. T move that the bill be laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ALEXANDER C. MORRISON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6552) granting an increase 
sion to Alexander C, Morrison. 
e bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 


GIDEON L. M’GINNIS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to 


The bill was read. 
An ene reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


MARY A. STACEY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to 


The bill was read. 
An amendment Mary Pend i from the Committee of the Whole 
and inserting ‘‘ Sarah” was agreed to. 


and 
The title was amended to conform to the amendment in the body 


OLIVE M. LEWIS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension 


to Olive M. Lewis. 


The bill was read. 
An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being 
and passed, 


, it was accordingly read the third time, 


JOSIAH P. BRADBURY, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pen- 


ury. 
The bill was read. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MISS JENNIE E. MOORE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension 
to Miss Jennie E. Moore. 


The bill was 
An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


to. 
e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
— and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. 


CATHARINE DILLON, 


The next business was the bill (S. 148) granting a pension to | Doll 


Catharine Dillon. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CROWTHER, Mr. I move that this bill be post- 
poned until next Fri ee 

Mr. ERDMAN. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair thinks the motion is 


in order. 
—_ ERDMAN. I want to say that a quortn will have to do 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion 
must be decided aiihout debate, unless by unanimous consent. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be objection I 
thoes cnsiasthgailismsenttial 
was a and it was acco y 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM GROSE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension 
to William Grose. 

The bill was read. 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole, the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I think the intention was that this 
bill should lie over until the result of the action on a Senate bill 
of similar tenor. 
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The SPEAKER tempore. The motion to lay the bil 
table is not debatable. _ a othe 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I understand that. I was simply in. 
quiring as to the situation. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid on the table. 

LUE R. BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (S. me ting a sio 
Lue R. Brown; which was ordered to third reading. pe oy = 
third time, and passed. 

ELISE BLENKER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pon. 
sion of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50; which was ordered 1.) pg 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 

GREENVILLE PUCKETT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase 
of pension to Greenville Puckett; which was ordered to be ep- 
grossed for a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

LENA D. SMITH. 
ones posioams was the bill (S. 1342) granting a pension to 
oe NORTHWAY. Is it in order to move to amend this pil] 


“The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to amend is in order, 
the previous question not having been ordered. 
tr. NORTH so I move to amend by striking out ‘ 
and ton 
The amen By was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

















‘$50” 


ROBERT SMALLS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of 
Robert Smalls on the pension roll. 

The amendment re from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLA D. CROSS, 

The next business was the bill (8.997) granting a pension to 
Ella D.Cross; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

MRS. JANE STEWART WHITING. 


The next business was _— bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Jane Stewart Whi 
The amendment tetonccn al the Committee of the Whole, to 
strike out ‘‘ $75” and insert Tene, ” was read. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ $50” and inserting ‘ 
— Soren was agreed to; ‘and the amendment as ainended 


The till’ as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
BARTON 8, DAWSON. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension 
to Barton 8. Dawson. 
The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
pig, er pet and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, the third time, and passed. 
DOLLY 8. BROWN. 
The next ee was the bill (H. R. 1646) for the relicf of 


8. 
re from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to; and the ee ee meemeeeen 20 be engrococd 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE JOHNSON. 
ox, Iowa. 
from the Committee of the Whole 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SILAS ADAMS, 


The next business was ~: bill ia 4841) rating > pension 
to Silas Adams, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 


amendments. 
The amendments a. the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and wane time; and it was accord- 
age ee ee thon Se ene 
Gee Ut des EAL GER EEE Ge entdonin to the amendment 
reported from the committee. 
CALEB L, JACKSON. 
The next business was the bill (H.R. EGSI7) So complete the een 
aS Caleb Jackson; ordered to be engross 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
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JOHN ZELLERS. 
next business was the bill (H.R.4519) granting a penton 
= reported ole 


to John Zellers, from the Committee of the with 
amendments. 


The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 

GABRIEL WIDMER, 
business was the bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase 
pension to Gabriel Widmer; reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments. 

The ts were to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the time, and passed. 

HANNAH R. QUINT. 


S 


Now, I think she ought to have anotherchance. We ought to let 
her wait a little while longer. Perhaps she will again. 
We ought not to hamper her; and we may seriously injure her 


R I onk for the reading of the report in that case. 


CEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 

laid over. The matter  gemes before the Committee on 
Pensions on a vetoed bill; and I suppose the same action 

ith this as in the other case. 

I can not to that. 

‘ I move that it be laid over for two weeks. 
motion was agreed to. 

ess 


g 
EE 
FE 


ri 
i 
4. 


SEE 
Ee 


CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 
The was the bill (S. 1291) foot an increase of 
to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace 
from the Committee of the Whole with 


The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
and _ a third time; and it was accord- 


, an 
ELIZA G. PYNE. 
the bill (H.R. 3990) granting a pension 


red to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AUGUSTA TULLER. 
The ne H.R. 3398) for the relief of 
Augusta Tuller, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 


agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
and read a third time; and it was accord- 
time, and passed. 
MARGARET J. YOUNG. 


next business was the bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension 
to Ma J. ¥ ; which was ordered to be engrossed and 
snag it was accordingly read the third time, and 
An ae ETHAN A. SELLMAN. 

of Ethan IEIES pansion voll, coported from the Com. 
n roll, m the Com- 

mittee of with an amendment. 
The was to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be and a third time; and it was accordingly 

Tead the time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





er—— 
tempore. The gentleman from IDlinois. 
to renew my motion, if it is in order. 
t is the statement of the 

















the floor, I think. 
What is the motion? The Chair 
Illinois [Mr. Woop], but if the 


votes by which the 
reconsidered, and I move to lay 














MRS. CLIFFORD NEFF FYFFE, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker—— 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask that the House consider the bill, Calen- 
dar No. 877, granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina asks for the present consideration of the following bill—— 

Mr. KEM. Is that by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He asks unanimous consent-—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore (continuing). For the present con- 
sideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will report, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

Mr. KEM. Then I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 


A. 8. LOUDERMILK. 


Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of Senate bill 1139, increasing the pen- 
sion of A. S. Loudermilk, whois suffering from a gunshot wound. 

Mr. KEM. [I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Kem] asks for the regular order, which is equivalent to an 
objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. KEM. Now lI desire to offer my motion, if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
Woop] moves that the House do now adjourn. That is in order. 
That is the regular order which the gentleman is demanding. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
POOLE) there were—ayes 43, noes 51. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill H. R. 7969, and [hope no gentleman will object until 
he hears the report. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER - tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. Kem} demands the regular order, which is equivatent to an 
objection. 

r. WOOD. As the House has refused to adjourn, I move that 
it resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to take up bills 
that are subject to the order for to-night. 

Mr. KEM. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Woop] moves that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
know if my motion is now in order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Whatis the motion of the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. KEM. The motion that I made a while ago. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Whatisthe motion? The gentle- 
man will state it. 

Mr. KEM. Namely, that in the consideration of pension bills 
to-night we take them up in the regular order and dispose of them, 
and that no exception shall be made to this rule. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That motion will be in order after 
the House resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole. The 
Chair does not think it is in order now. 

Mr. SWANSON. A point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule states that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole may determine the order in which bills shall 
be considered. The Chair does not recall any words of the rule 
that authorize the House to do it. 

Mr. SWANSON. A parliamentary mary As I understand 
the rule, it provides that the Committee of the Whole can do it, 
provided the House has not determined before it goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole as to what the order shall be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may be right 
about it. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. KEM. AllI desire to do is this—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to 


I desire to 


be read. 

Mr. SWANSON (toMr. Kem). Offer your motion as an amend- 
ment to the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will beinorder. The 
Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may be 


taken “eis lar order, or in such order as the committee oer determine. 
unless bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time ot 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man’s motion would be in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. Kem] has the floor. 

Mr. K Mr. 8 er, on last Friday night we went into the 
Committee of the ole— 

The SPEAKER a. Does the gentleman desire to 
submit a motion? motion must be decided without debate. 
Mr. KEM. I have already submitted my motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
ts r. Kemj, pending the motion to go into Committee of the 

hole, moves that the House, in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceed to take up the cases in the order in which they appear upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. KEM. And that no exception be made to that rule. 

Mr. HICKS. I rise toa point of order, The point of order is 
this: That the House can not direct the Committee of the Whole 
as to what business they shall take up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair caused the rule to be 
read, and the Chair thinks from the ruleitisin order. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 


The SPHAKER pro temo” For what does th 
e ro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
¢tleman rise? . - 
the bil (8.2708) on Pension to Hiram = 
) gran a 
Y KEM, Regular order, M 


rt. MILNES. Faneve Gah Ge ouse do now adjourn. 
Mr. 8M a Tension the patat- of Geter dink that ino Gilt 


oie a vuestion was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the 
tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 


_—_ ve OwT Division. 


the House refused to adj 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tien of the gentleman from Nebraska {[Mr. Kem}, that when the 
House resolves itself into Committee of the e it take up the 
bills in the order in which they appear on the Calendar without 
exception. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I offer an amendment to that motion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May I offer a word? 

Mr. ANDREWS. My motion is to amend the motion so that 
aipiabeteal order may be permitted to call up bill in hi a he 

may upa whic 
= ne ee ee 
r. LOUDENSLAGER that so the call shall begin at 
the bottom of the alphabet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no 
gentleman until the House is in order. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr.8 ee 

The SPEAKER pro pore. All gentlemen will be seated. 
bee from Nebraska will please reduce his amendment 


Mr. I will withdraw my amendment rather than 
reduce it to 


Mr. sete I would like to substitute, “to commence | the 


with the letter ‘S.’” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ES It Ss Oe Se 
til the amendment to the amendment is reported to the House. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Sem@avutentl that St fo-withaeunin. 
i cee cone pore. The 

AND! reduce his 

te the lori’ Geak to be rend. 
Mr, ANDREWS. If it is insisted upon. 
Mr. WHEELER. 


gree SPRARES pro tempers. Tho Caste wel atthe to the exe. 
some instructions upon that point if he needs them. 

"ie WHEELER. Then I ask unanimous consent that I be per- 
—s + this in the Recorp. 
order, Mr. er. 

is made by the gentle- 


Mr. KEM. What is the regular order? 
eta oe ro pos The Chair will not entertain any 
the gentleman from Nebraska has reduced })'s 
pend ng to > willie. 


Mr. WILLIS. I derive to makes parliamen inquiry of the 
Coe the motion made by sg gentleman from Nebrask. 
e e 


oon SPEAKER pro tempore, It is not. [Cries of “ Voter 
“ce 0 ” 

Mr. As I understand the parliamentary situ.t 
the gentleman from Nebraska {[Mr. Kem} offered an Seendmne mt 
take the bil Sac ein een 

ent] 

saamolbane ted before taking a vote on the mumemim. at te 

+ ay @ original pr tion. 
The SPEAKER pro ee con =a 
tempore. gentleman 

offered a motion, er which his colleague [Mr. ANprews|, 
offered the follo amendment, which the Clerk will now re. 
port, and the House will be in order until it is reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Kem moved that in Committee of the Whole bills on the Calendar )o 
considered in the regular order as they appear on the Calendar. 

Mr, ANDREWwes moves that the roll of members be called, and that cac 
member as his name is called be permitted to call up one bill for conside Ta 


Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend the amendment. 
. . Speaker, I hope this amendment will not pro- 


tempore. Debate is not in order. 
move to amend the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the belicf that 
the amendment is notin order under the rules, as it might include 
bills not reported from committees and bills which the Committee 
of the Whole would not have se to consider. [Applause. | 
The question is on the motion offered by the gentleman from Ne- 
ae Kem}. 

Mr D. I move as an amendment to the amend- 
ment that the roll be called, and that each member as his name is 
called have the privilege of calling up one bill that has been re- 
Pothe SPEAKER pre toma that Sageck nat ong wm seniaien, 

SPEAKER ce sca. ge Gn Fa gag em Ph m New York 
will reduce his amendmen 

Mr. WILLIS. I have an een to offer 9 that. 

_ Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House do now a‘- 


journ. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. ~ a s I make the point that that is a 
The SPEAK The House has voted upon it twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Chair overrufes the point of 


ii enaiie taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
se er ee ; 

Wh Geviion wie calle’ tex. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 50. 


So the motion was 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. , Lsend to the desk an amend- 
ment ‘Kem, I offer to the 1 of the gentleman from Nebraska 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the roll be called of and each member be entitled to cal! up 
one bill as his name is called, that such bill shall have been intro- 
duced by such member and reported and on the Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY. — ne make the point of order against 
original moti the amendment. The | point 
of ek ininch heen te go into Committee of the 
Whole the House may direct what. bill shall be taken 
committee, but in the absence of such an order selecting 
whole matter is in the control of the com- 


wane SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already ruled on 
the Chair of omer 90 so far as the original motion is concerned: but 


thinks that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
is obnoxious to the pointof order, in that itmay include }il!s 


vie Sammon ge The Chair there- 
renew the amend- 


eal! include only bills that 
gentleman | will reduce his 
heer “* Question! ” “ Question |”) 


ue tana, He what purpose does the gen- 


a. 
WILLIS. I rise to offer an amendment to the amendmen! 
from New York. 
before the House. 


It isnot. The Clerk will report 
the caautinaead of the from New York as modified. 


from Nebraska 


‘h 











The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as follows: 
ee ee te ie members, and each meomeher be centile’ to call up 


. OL 


duced by wach member and rerrrte 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that amendment. 
Mr. Laer Mr. 8 , | make the point of order against 


the 
SV HEELER, Mr. Speaker, is not that debatable? 
a SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. 
Mr. WHEELER. I respectfully appeal from the decision of 


Chair. 
= LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point of order. 
Mr. LACEY. It was stated a few moments ago, and the Chair 
sustained it, as I understood. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not sustain the 
= made by the gentleman from Iowa, and the Chair overruled 
a when previously made by some other gentleman. 
ison the amendment of the gentleman from New 


seme fo called. provided Sat such bill shall have been intro- 
and on the Calendar, and such a bill as 


The gentleman will state the 


York ork WILLIS oe) 
peaker, I move to amend by adding to the 
inte amendment that in calling the roll we begin 


at the bottom of the roll call. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Delaware 


Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, as yoagouet to be amended by 


the gentleman from Delaware, on "the tab 
Bhs ss protempore. That would lay the whole matter 
tal 


. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquir 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Me KEM, If that i is adopted, will it carry with it the original 


motion? 
The SPEAKER tempore. It will. 
The question taken on the motion of Mr. Swanson, the 
declared that. the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. ‘ ask for a division. 
Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 
“ae uestion was taken on the motion of Mr. Swanson; and it 
14, noes 28. 
wr. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia Se ERDMAN] makes the point of no quorum. 
the roll. 
Tho SPEAKER 7 — (having counted). There are 128 
gentlemen 


uorum. 
Mr. ; , I move that the House do now ad- 


The question taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

'Y and Mr. McRAE asked for a division. 

divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 66. 

yeas and nays. 

ordered, 42 valle in favor thereof. 

there were—yeas 67, nays 58, not 





YEAS—467. 
— = 
Kyle, Reeves, 
Leonard, Sanevaening, 
Loudenslager, Smith, nL 
McCall, Tenn. Stewart Wis. 
MeCiellan, Strong, 
McDearmon, Swanson, 
a ive 
—- woe 
Fayne, Wood. 

NAYS—58. 
tan ,, Sxthara, 
Linney, Strode, Nebr. 
Little, Strowd, N.C 
McRae, Terry 
Mercer, Treloar, 

N. Dak. Mozley, . 

Noonan, Wi 
Prince, Warner, 
Savers, Wilson, Ohio. 
Shannon, 
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NOT VOTING—20. 


Abbott, Dayton, Lefever, Rask, 
Acheson, Denny, Leisenring, Russell, Conn, 
Adams, De Witt, Lester, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Dingley, Livton, Scranton, 
Aldrich, Ala. Dinsmore, Livingston, Settle, 
Aldrich, Tl. Dolliver, Lockhart, Shaw, 

Allen, Miss. Doolittle, Lorimer, Sherman, 
Allen, Utah Dovener, Loud, Shuford, 
Apsley, Downing, Maddox, Skinner, 
Arnold, Pa. paper, Maguire, Smith, Mich. 
Babcock, Eddy, Mabany. Snover, 
Bailey Eliett. Va. Mahon, Southwick, 
Baler, "Ma. Elliott, S.C. Marsh, Sparkman, 
Barham, Fischer, McCall, Mass. Spencer, 
Barney, Fitzgerald, McCleary,Minn. Sperry, 
Barrett, Fletcher, McClure, Stahle, 
Bartholdt, Foote, McCormick, Stallings, 
Bartlott, N. Y. Foss, McCreary, Ky. Steele, 
Beach Fowler, McEwan, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Gamble, MeLachian, Stewart, N. J. 
Bell, Tex. Gardner, McLaurin, Stone, C. W. 
Benne att, Gillet, N. ¥. MeMillin, Stone, W. A. 
Berry, Goodwyn, Meiklejohn, Strait, 
Bingham, Graff, Meredith, Sulloway, 
Black, Ga. Grosvenor, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Black, N. Y¥. Grout, Miles, Tate, 

Ine, Grow, Miller, Kans. Tawney, 
Bowers, Hainer, Nebr. Miller, W. Va. Tayler, 
Brewster Hanly, Milliken, Thomas, 
Bromwell, Harmer, Miner, N. Y¥. Thorp, 

osius, Harris, Mondell, . Towne, 
Brown, Harrison, Money, Tracewell, 
Brumm, man, Morse, Tracey, 
Buck, Heiner, Pa. Moses, Turner, Ga 
Bull, Hemenway, Murphy, Turner, Va 
Cannon, Henderson, Neill, Tyler, 
Catchings, Hendrick, New lands, Underwood, 
Chickering, Hermann, Odell, Van Horn. 
Clark, lowa Hilborn, Ogden, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo. Hitt, Otey, Walker, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Overstreet, Wanger, 
Cobb, op \ Owens, Washington, 
Cockrell, Howe, Parker, Watson, Ind. 
Coffin, Hubbard, Patterson, Watson, Ohio 
Colson, Huff, Pendleton, Wellington, 
Connoll Huling, Perkins, Thite 
Cooper, ia. Hull, Phillips, Wilber, 
Cooper, Tex. Hurley, Pickler, Williams, 
Cor iss, Hutcheson, Powers, Wilson, Idaho 
Cousins, Hyde, Price, Wilson, N. ¥. 
Cowen, Jcanson, Cal. Pugh, Wilson, S.C. 
Cox, Johnson, Ind. Quigg, Woodard, 
Crisp, Jones, y; Woodman, 
Crowley, Joy, Reyburn, Woomer, 
Culberson, Kendall, Richardson, Wright, 
Cummings, Kleberg, Robertson, La, Yoakum. 
Dalzell, Kulp, Robinson, Pa. 
Danford, Lawson, Royse, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 40 minutes 


follows: 





. m.) the House, in 
accordance with its previous order, adjourned until Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


























A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill making 
appropriation for the immediate repair of the United States 

arine-Hospital buildings at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill to make 
certain amendments in the act entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea”—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, a draft of a bill to make certain amend- 
ments in the act entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea”—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally r from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and rhe 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S 3170) 
entitled “‘An act to authorize the Butler and Pittsburg Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Allegheny 
ee reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 

rt (No. 2091); which said bill and report were referred to 
the ouse Calen 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 2282, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill ‘we R. 9252) to facilitate the construction and 
maintenance of telegi'aphic communication between the United 
States, the Hawaiian iden ds, Japan, and China, and to promote 
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commerce, accompanied by a report (No. 2092); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 243) to 
enable the people of Arizona to form a constitution and State 

overnment and to be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ng with the original States, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a my cook (No. 2093); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7044) for the better im- 
pa of the Government reservation at the city of Fort 

mith, in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, Ce? by a report (No. 2094); 
which said bill and report, were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res, 
191) to authorize a scientific investigation of the fur-seal fisheries, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2095); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.1991) to purchase a 
painting of Abraham Lincoln, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2096); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr, FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
{F . R, 8821) to authorize the county of St. Louis, in the State of 

innesota, to build or authorize the building of a foot and wagon 
bri across the St. Louis River between Minnesota and Wis- 
consin ata point near Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota, 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
eo. _ ); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

en . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 

rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
he Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 
Manion. (Report No. 2069.) 

The bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Milo Dixon. (Re- 


r. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
ons: 
The bill (H. R. 8511) granting a pension to Ann M. Tate. (Re- 
port No. 2071.) 
The bill (H. R. 7420) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Sale. 


(Report No, 2072.) 
e bill "oleae 5750) granting a pension to Joseph Crow, of 
Eldorado, i rt No. 2103.) 

By Mr. CROWT , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. ee to increase the pension of Clark W: Harring- 
ton, late a Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry. 

Report No. . 
' By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The waa aes _— granting a pension to Dennis B. Sanford. 

0. 3 

The bill (H. R. 4621) granting a pension to Andrew J. Arnett. 
(Report No. 2075.) 

The bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Blanche E. Barlow. 
(Report No. 2076.) 

The bill (H. R. 6971) granting a pension to Mary E. Bucklew. 
(Report No. 2077.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill H. R. 8524) to pension William Rice, Company G, Tenth 
Ohio Cav ” at an increased rate. (Report No. 8.) 

The bill (H. R. 4481) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Minerva Sample. eee No. 2079.) 

By Mr. PI , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 4888) for the increase of pension of Farnham J. 
Eastman. (Re No, 2080. 

ay Mr. POOLE, from the ttee on Invalid Pensions: 

' e - oa 1942) for the relief of Charlotte L. Walker. 
0, 2081.) 


The bill (S. 3182) entitled “An act a pension to Susan 
E. Cunningham.” (Report No. 2099.5 as 


The bill (H. R. 6222) ing an increase of pension to Czar 
Dunning. (Report No. S00) - 
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The bill (H. R. 7375 nting a pension to Susan I. Barr 
(Report No. 308.) > = 
By Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

e bill (S. et entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
~-' to ae > sepa). (Report No. 2083.) : 

e .R. anting a pension to Charles S. Kidde 
(Report No, 8084.) _. 
e bill (H. R. 3903) granting a pension to Olive Brown. (Re- 
port No. 2085.) 

ay Mail vr ef oo eee on meen Pensions: 

e .R. nting an increase of pension to Jame: 

Crawford. (Report No 2086." = 
The bill (H. R. 6235) to grant increase pension to Ira Bacon, 
emnpeny A, Fifty-second Indiana Infantry Volunteers. (Report 
° ; 


The (H. R. 7976) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ann Gib- 
bons. “> No. 2088.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 5757) to remove the sentence of court-martial from 
the mili record of Thomas J, Sutton. (Report No. 2089.) 

By Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
The bill (H, R. 459) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh. (Report 


No. 2090.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2879) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Charles 
A. Hute pe No. 2098.) 

By Mr. THO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3509) granting a pension to Joseph H. Failes, 
(Report No. 2101. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1684) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Sam P. 


Barbee.” int No. 2102.) 
By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
. my to increase the pension of Mary ©. Cook. (Report 
0. . 


ie ae ~ lips re the ee on ee The bill 
( . a urston, 0 and Pond, 
Vt. (Report No. 2105) ig 


aoe 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 9253) to amend an act approved 
August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to t regulations for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea””—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 9254) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 393) allowing the messengers of the House post-office an extra 
month's pay—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9255) to correct the record of 
Charles Schmeller, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, by removing the charge of deser- 
tion from the same—to the Committee on tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9256) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Cooper—to the Committee on Inva- 


lid 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9257) for the 
relief of William H. Masters, of Blairville, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 9258) for the relief of Mary F. 
Grider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9259) for the benefit of V. F. Andrews, of 
Monroe County, a iia Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKP TRICK: A bill (H. R. 9260) to increase the 
= of Adam Johnson—to the on Invalid Pen- 

ons 


‘Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 9261 a pension to Wil- 
eae H. —to the Comnantttee a event Bemstons. : 
By Mr. of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9262) for the relief 
Ross é& the Claims. 


of —to Committee on 
By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 9268) for the relief of D. M. 
Snowden, of Fort Stephens, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9264) to amend the military 
record of James H. Watts—to the Committee on Military Atal. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 9265) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Allison—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. , 
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. PICKLER (by request of the Secretary of the Interior): 
Reta R. 9266) to repeal the act of Congress of August 13, 
1898—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 9267) for the relief of 


Ww J. Thomas, of Springfield, Tenn.—to the Committee on 


- Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9268) to remove the charge of 

desertion from the record of Herman Schloo—to the Committee on 

ek bill (H. R. 9269) to remove the charge of desertion against 

Addy—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

bill (H. R. 9270) granting oe on to Mrs. Rebecca L. 
lish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

= a bill (H. R. 9271) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah 
Bennett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill to R. 9272) to remove the charge of desertion 

e—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a oad R. 9273) to remove the charge of desertion 
wford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Division of Rhode Island 
Sons of Veterans, United States Army, in sympathy with the 
Cu 
M 


* 


rl 





ban patriots, in favor of resolutions definitely supporting the 

onroe doctrine, and in relation to the massacres in Armenia— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Keokuk, Iowa, 

the passage of House bill No. 260, to increase the pay of 

carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of J. B. Corey, of Braddock, Pa., 
in favor of the repeal of otis increasing official salaries—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. HITT: Resolutions yo es by the eighth annual en- 

t of the Division of Rhode Island Sons of Veterans, 
United States Army, held at Providence, R. I., February 12, 1896, 
with the Cuban patriots, urgently supporting the 
onroe doctrine, and deploring the massacre of istians in 
Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

iy ty KIEFER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. , Minn., in favor of increasing the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads., 


SENATE. 
Monpay, June 1, 1896. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisury, D. D. 

Secretary to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. Hii, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 

RRILL. Mr. President, I desire to state that I shall ask 
of the ite to address it upon the subject of the House 


with Senate silver-coinage substitute to-morrow in 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


VICE-PRESIDENT ted a memorial of the Patholog- 
dot health, of toa sdelphin i el Goncenadhic ienteartae 
polis, ., remonstra' e 

of bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cru- 
=e in the District of Columbia; w were ordered 


. MCMILLAN presented a petition of ical Union, 
No. 122, of Kalamazoo, Mich., praying for the eon owner- 
ship and control of the saegrey) _ 

an 


Ey 
E 





z 


BE 
235 


lea’ 


fee 
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hh lines; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices Post-Roads. 


on 
He ali a petition of the Baptist, Congregational, and 
Methodist aco ilieeches of Bronson, Mich., praying for the 
enactinent of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
“i eee ttee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ohio, 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
to lie on the table. 


i 


Mr. presented resolutions ad Sons of Veterans, 
aieinan of Rhode Blend, Savoring the Konros doctrine, sympa- 
madness wich wore dered som fe ible ° ag 


it the petition of A. E. Redstone, asking 
bill 2118. In this request the 

forth certain important facts that on the western 
ane tains certain settlers 


z 
% 


Sierra Nevada Moun , himself 
for whom he speaks, settled upon certain public 


i 





land, made farms and other improvements, and when the Sierra 
forest reserve was made by act of Congress it inclosed the homes 
of these settlers, and that from that time until the present their 
homes have been practically valueless to them, cut off from all 
communication with the outside world, and he and his neighbors 
—— asking Congress from year to year since that time for 
relief, 

Senate bill 2118 isa bill that has been introduced in the Senate 
and referred to the proper committee for the purpose of affording 
that relief. Among other things the petitioner asks that a type- 
written copy of testimony which was taken at Fresno, Cal., by 
the Felton Commission, of the Fifty-third Congress, be printed in 
the REcorD, etc. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 

amendment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART presented memorials of John H. Carper and 
42 other citizens of Farmington, Wash.; of W. I. King and 19 
other citizens of Clay, Cal.; of A. J. Kershner and 47 other citi- 
zens of Claylick, Pa.; of William H. Daniels and 21 other citizens 
of Fairhaven, Wash.; of J. W. Baker and 18 other citizens of 
Magnolia, Ark.; of N. G. Wilson and 37 other citizens of Auburn, 
Ark.; of J. F. Gwin and 75 other citizens of Galt, Cal., and of 
the Order of the Patriots of America of Galt, Cal., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the memorial of John Cowdon, of 
Washington, D. C., relative to certain items contained in the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

I beg leave to state, in presenting it, that I do not mean to inti- 
mate any approval or dissent from the opinions therein expressed. 
I present it as a matter of courtesy upon my part, and I commu- 
nicate to the Senate the request of the memorialist that his memo- 
rial og! be en 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
As a document, does the Chair understand? 

Mr. DANIEL. Asa document of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. The memorial will lie on the table. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the nature of a resolution, I will ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that at 4 o’clock to-day the vote 
be taken on what is called the filled-cheese bill. The Senate has 
been very kind in regard to other bills, and I hope that it will 
allow this bill to be voted on at 4 o’clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request 
of the Senator from Ohio to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I ask that at 4 o’clock this afternoon the vote 
shall be taken on the cheese bill and any amendments that are 
peng or any amendments that are offered. 

Mr. HILL. Iam in favor of that bill and expect to vote for it 
on its final e, but in the absence of several Senators who 
are opposing the bill I do not think it is quite right to fix a time 
now for its final passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have inquired of several Senators about it 
and they made no objection at all to the proposition I now make; 
but I will defer the request if the Senator from New York de- 
sires and will let me know when the time comes. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection myself, but I think it would 
be wiser to wait until several Senators who are now absent are 


resent. 

. Mr. SHERMAN. There was an agreement made on Friday 
last to dispose of the bond bill to-morrow. I should like to have 
this bill disposed of without further debate, so that it may go into 
conference. 

Mr. Vest entered the Chamber. 

Mr, HILL. The Senator from Missouri is now here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 

uest of the Senator from Ohio that the vote be taken at 4 
o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At 4 o'clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any agreement on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. [call for the regular order of business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further petitions and 
en reports of standing and select committees are next in 
order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 

lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2941) to authorize the 


ar ene eT aren 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Transit Company of Maryland to| The report is as follows: 
enter the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and 


The committee of conference on two Honses 
the bill was postponed indefinite the amendments of the Senate tothe bill CE, ie flo) mating on 
He also, from the same caiitien to whom was referred the to provide for the of the the Disteiee ey Semin 
bill (S. 2285) to provide for the removal of snow, ice, and dirt from A ae = ean en other purposes, having mv; 


the side 8, crosswalks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, | to their tive H woes 7 oo ee d 
and for other purposes, reported adversely thereon; and the bill te pea as sede. trom its an 
was postponed indefinite 


tely. tart Sata, ris ie 
"ie, McMILLAN. EEE GE 
Calendar. oo ee smendiien sof the 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | ®, tai, ie 145, 151, 
was referred the bill (5.1277) for the appointment as lieutenants ; Senne _ Revere —— 
on the retired list of certain survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay pee to the same w ith ax ; 
ition, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- | #mendmen ae insert “$51,089"; and the 
port thereon. 
ae oad —_ Barns a ae a to — vag it emi ' ; 
referred the ( )) to incorpora’ Maritime Canal o as : we expenditures, 4 
North America, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- vo one yee A _ ne: not ex- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. Amendment numbered 9: That the Hous recede trom its disagree: ment to 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same wi 
bill (S. 2504) to incorporate the Maritime Canal of North America, amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted said amendme t 


and for other aes reported adversely thereon; and the bill n 3 em area nd ouch de h deputy collect. 


the col 
- - = in efinitely. to give Sow to rt) 


OE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- ore By but ie imevery respe . 
onl the bill (S. 2989) to increase the pension of Caroline 8. = chem? Usted ate. ted.” 
Baker, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ini and fo ind 
thereon. Amendment aan: ———E_—_—— 
ELVIRA BACHELDER. to the amendment ey yap see oo to with an 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, + and the 


reported same. 
a bill (S, 8245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder, and sub- | ,,,A™¢ndments numbered 15.and 16: ‘Th ato numbered 15 and 15, and merce 
mitted a report thereon. came with an amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted })y «ai 
The bill was read twice its title. endments, and on page 4 4 of the bill strike out all after'the word. ‘mar- 


Mr. GALLINGER. A nsion to this old lady kets.” in line 21, down to and includ the word “ dollars,” in line > 23, 4 an d 
wes both Houses, but was ate a the President the other odio mthnienet tho mwacte wt eee wouars”; and 


he same. 

y for the reason that the military record was not correctly Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement 
given. The President says: to the ee of — Senate — umbered 27 and mares ee wi i am 
On the merits of the case Iam satisfied this mother deserves on. I amendment, and strike out all after word “law,” in line 5 of tho 

withhold my approval of the bi'l intended to grant her this relic solely be- | matter inserted by said amendment; and the Senate to the same. 
cause Iam way sed that the law would be inoperative for the reason tha ~ dment numbered 28: That the House its disagreement 
deceased soldier never served in the Seventh New Hampshire x {~ prtinmaainaniedaaam abe to the same with an 
should have been described in the billasa member of Company D, Now tas follows: In lieu of the sum $9,000"; and the 

ee a t mumtneeeneh; Siat the Glegen euntite rem the i 

This bill proposes to correct the soldier's record, and I ask for | 4. the amendment of the Senate eapresment 
wen Fy. see ead a bill tine tt a deteed dime he & @ numbered G1..and spear te tie on: same © with an 


26, 29, 
its, Tie Lis. 


its immedia 
assed nate Senate agree to the same. 
° The ee. Is there objection to the request of dment ‘bered 32: That the House oa from its disagreement 
the Senator from New Hampshire? of 9 Senate numbered 32, gO wen on 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Senate to the same. . 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on oenee i ep That the House. recede am ae an nt 
the roll, at the rate of $12.a month, the mame of Elvira amendment as follows: Sa Seaeaeene yee 


000°; and the 

Bachelder, dependent mother of J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private agree to the same. _ 
in oes. , First New Hampshire Heavy Artillery. : ,peeetearem ite disagroement 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered * ‘the sum named HmesGand 7 of said 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘and strike out all of said 
W. H. MICHAEL. 43; and the Senate azreo to 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on , reported the fol- t. 2 the recede from its disagreement 
lo resolution: which was referred to the Littee to Andit at of the ne and agree to the same w ithan 
and the Contingent Expenses Sena’ amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment ins! 
2 fromits disagreement 


and directed to from the fund to W. > witl 
OL Sra pe ae : Droposed inert ©1400" wtih 


indi and completed tnder tmder the authority of the Joint —" 
of January 16, poate from its disagreem«' 


‘ r tothe same withan 
apenas ame Semana RAILROAD. 3 **8150,000 "’; and the 


43: That the House recede from its disagreement 

the Senate numbered tothe same rth an 

R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon 2 “e138 d the 
right of way for railroad es eee through ee on 
Reserve in northern Arizona, to 1 te ae te ‘ane with an 
**$45,000"; and the 


may 
sihere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the «Amendimen a cota a wi 
to consider the bill. : ; and the 


seen penal Senate without amendment, ordered a 
sand ontiek read the third time, and passed. ot se mc 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. ; and the 

Mr. PETTIGREW. e ask to have the conference report on the 


t 

Indian appropriation bill laid before the Senate. mes aes to the sa came ane with an 

Mi TELLER. "wal ence separ tt it may be printed? d the 

resen may be prin ‘ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. reid for that purpose. rem ne 
a te ate > seal an 

sai) ieade ae ye augeemane of the auree to th a dieagreement 

ent of ct tot umbia Ne the year ending es to the sas ame witha 

aus 88, 1807, end for other sumpeane. Lask that the report be ee In lien of the sum = 

printed. ical peeps i 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, t_Amendmen! numtored 5 see te Borge nadlagresto the samme with aD 
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as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
fort th folowing: “For constructing the Fifteenth street and F street por- 


street and Point intercepting sewer, $25,000; and th 
the? og ion of said ee under @ 

therefor, shall not exceed “ $87,000"; and 
agree to the same 


‘Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and to the same with an 
the : posed insert $00,000"; and the 


to the same. 
ae dent numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and to the same with an 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $17,000"; and the 


to the same. 
einen numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an 
wes: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $130,500"; and 


‘Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and to the same with an 
eee ae the ons In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $20,000"; and the 


Amendment jvumbered 101: Theat the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment the following: “ To provide for new hull and necessary repairs 
for $1,250"; and the Senate to the same. 

numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $8,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$32,000’; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement 


amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and to the same with 
to Seoendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $9,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $38,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
numbered 120: That the House recede from its disagreement 

ate numbered ai Gass caren So Se same with 
: In lieu of the sum in said amendment 

7 nate to the same. 

numbered 121: “That the House recede from its disagreement 
Senate numbered 121, and to the same with 
: In lieu of the sum named in the amendment insert 

to the same. 
+t the House recede from its disagreement 
numbered 124, and to the same with 
$ of the matter by said amendment, 
: “A contract is hereby authorized for the construction 
building, Sixth Division B, Giesboro, at a total cost 
priation of $9,000 heretofore made for a 
on B, Giesboro, is hereby made available 
eight-room building”; the Senate agree 


Seal Oh eal aoe ae 
um je same wit. 
of the sum ee pa amendment 
agree to the same. 


5 










































disagreement 
to the same with 
insert $19,500"; and 


ment 
and to the same with 
insert “ §27,750"; and 


5 


the House recede from its disagreement 

numbered 140, and agree to the same with 

: In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘eight; and 
same. 

i141: That the House recede from its disagreement 

the Senate numbered 141, and to the same with 

of the sum proposed * $142,100"; and 


same. 
numbered 143: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the Senate numbered 143, and to the same with 
: In lieu of the sum insert “$3,500”; and 
same. 


147: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the Senate numbered 147, and to the same with 
: In lieu of the sum proposed $38,500"; and 


same. 
d 149: That the House recede from its disagreement 
numbered 149, and == the same with 


agree to 
to ewrneens meh patw 


the Senate agree to the 


: tof the Senate 
menc it as follows: In lieu of the sum $3,500"; and 
mendme: 150: That the House recede from its disagreement 


amen Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an 
ent as follows: I amendment insert 


: That the House recede from its disagreement 
} soe Senate 155, and agree to the same with 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,500"; and the 


That the House recede from its disagreement 

numbered 156, and to the same with 
lion of the sum proposed insert “$30,900 ""; and 
ib That the H recede from its t 
A eer 
of the matter out and inserted by 
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said amendment insert the SoRipwing: ‘* $1,800, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General ”’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and a to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert ** $1,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 196: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 196, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $3,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 200: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $37,994"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 40, 61, 69, 87, 90, 91, 92, 98, 94, 95, 06, 97, 98, 99, 100, 105, 14, 171, 


172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 198, 
194, 195, and 201. 


H. M. TELLER, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
MAHLON PITNEY., 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
FRIEZE IN THE ROTUNDA, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
Library, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 152) ap- 
ropriating $6,000 for completing the painting of the frieze in the 
Rotunda of the United States Capitol, to report it without amend- 
ment; and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, etc., For completing the painting of the frieze in the 
Rotunda of the United States Capitol by Filippo Costaggini, after designs 
to be furnished by him and approved by the Joint Committee on the Library, 
$6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole,and open to 
amendment. If there be no amendment as in Committee of the 
Whole, the joint fesolution will be considered as having been re- 
ported to the Senate for a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am not quite satisfied with the manner in 
which that frieze is being finished or conducted. I make no 
special criticism upon the President of the United States for vari- 
ous reasons, and he might find his place upon it, but I am not 
_- satisfied with an attempt to approve a history of the United 
States, which the frieze is supposed to suggest, that omits George 
Washington and Abraham Lincoln and presents Mr. Cleveland, 
when we consider the respective positions of Mr. Lincoln and Mr. 
Cleveland during the great war of the rebellion. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In my judgment there is not an appro- 
riate place in this fresco work for a representation of any of the 
Presi idents, and this is the judgment of the Committee on the 
Library. The joint resolution proposes an appropriation of $6,000 
to complete the fresco work in the Dome of the Capitol. It is very 
important that the unsightly scaffolding that has been hanging 
there for two or three years, and which one of these days will fall 
and kill some one, should be removed. 

Ihave here two sketches which it is proposed to use in complet- 
ing the fresco work. The one that the Senator from Connecticut 
objects to, or believes he objects to, represents President Cleve- 
land pressing the electric button which notified the world that 
the World's Fair was open. It also represents in the background 
the Duke of Veragua and his family, the remnants of the Colum- 
bus family, and all there is left of it. 

It will be remembered that the first painting in the frieze of the 
Dome is a fresco representing Columbus landing in America. The 
last one will be a fresco representing the opening of the World's 
Fair, attended by the only living descendants of the Columbus 
family. The committee think it a very appropriate sketch. I do 
not believe the Senate should permit, or any Senator here should 

rmit his prejudices, if he has any, against the President of the 

nited States to stand in the way of carrying out the purpose of 
the joint resolution. 

r. HAWLEY. The artistic purpose of the frieze evidently is 
to suggest a great deal more than it tells. I wonder how a man 
giving the history of the United States could entirely skip the 

eat war for the Union. If you ask how I would put it upon the 

ieze, if I did nothing else | would represent the apple tree at 
Appomattox and Grant and Lee shaking hands, with surrounding 
touches and intimations of troops and various designs. I am sure 
that an artist who had poetry and patriotism in him could easily 
8 the whole history and show the whole happy conclusion 
of t great event. I think the scheme lacks something. I do 
not object to the Senator’s idea of giving a hint of the great exhi- 
bition at Chicago, but I object to the utter absence of the great- 
est historical event since the war of the Revolution—one of the 
greatest in all history. However, I will let it go. It will, by 
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the absence of what ought to be there, suggest criticism and con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Connecticut to object to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. If the Senator objects—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; I do not object, for there is more 
criticism of its propositions. The Committee on the Library is 

reparing for us, to put here in this Hall in one of these niches, a 
Cass of John C. Breckinridge, who left the chair you now occupy, 
sir, to engage in the rebellion. You may say, without reference 
to what he was or was not in the war, that he had the elements of 
nobility in his character; you may say, without reference to that, 
that it is simply his historical relations we must consider, and he 
must be given his place among those honored men in the list of 
Vice-Presidents. make no objection. I do not quite like some 
- 0 things, however. I want history told simply asit is; that 
8 all. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. With regard to the bust which is to 
occupy a place in this Chamber, I will say that it will be placed 
here in compliance with a statute and at the request of at least 
one of the Senators from the State of Kentucky and other Sena- 
tors on this floor. Iam one of those who are liberal enough to 
believe that the war is over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, I object to that sneer. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was not intended as such. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was one. I am liberal about these things. 
I have toward the men who were in the rebellion not one particle 
of hostility, and I thank heaven there are many among them 
with whom I am upon terms of warmest friendship, and I could 
easily cast my eye upon some of them here, not to mention others 
scattered all about the country. But I do not believe in telling 
a falsehood about the history of =“y country. There was an 
enormous war over a great principle, which involved untold 
volumes of history of brave transactions, and the Confederates 
need not be ashamed to be mentioned as soldiers, nor the Union 
men, either. No, sir; I have voted here for liberal treatment of 
the men who were in the rebellion. They may come into public 
office; they ma a into the Army if they get appointments now. 
We have wiped those things out, but there is no use in wiping 
out of history the war and its significance, and it will be quite 
im ble to do so. 

. SHOUP. I desire to submit a report from the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. SBROUGH. DolI understand that the joint resolu- 
tion has been of? 

The VICE-P IDENT. The joint resolution reported by the 
Senator from North Dakota has been , 

Mr. WILSON. Do I understand the Chair to state that the 
joint resolution has been ? 

The VICE-PRESID . TheChair had announced that with- 
out objection the joint resolution was passed before the Senator 
from Connecticut addressed the Chair. The Chair then inquired 
of the Senator from Connecticut whether he interposed an objec- 
tion. The Chair understood the Senator from Connecticut to say 
that he did not object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When I heard the joint resolution read I had 
not been paying very close attention. I thought it was the read- 
ing that precedes consideration. I did not know that it was an- 
nounced that it was passed. However, I should have asked leave 
to even had I known to what stage the bill had arrived. 


r, WILSON. I certainly thought an objection had been in- | qj 
derstood the Senator 


te: . Then I un Connecticut to 
withdraw whatever objection he had, and I thought — the 
Chair would ask if objection was made, hereupon I intended to 


arene an objection to the joint resolution. the joint resolu- 
already been 


in 
tien og 
SHERMAN to Mr. Witson). Youcan move to reconsider. 


The VICE-P NT. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Tana to object now to the consideration of the joint 
resolution, 

Mr. WILSON. Ifthe Senator from Washington has that right 
under the rule, I objec 

The VICE-P. 
resolution will go over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PEFFER (by 4 oy introduced a bill (8.8246) to pro- 

Suen Sor tee the teuhs silihc ice ooaninioiens mega, somatok Se 
wice , and, wi e accompan paper, re 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr, ALLEN (for Mr. RSTON) introduced a bill (5.3248) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Yarton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. Taurston) introduced a bill (8S. 3249) grant- 

an increase of pension to Andrew J. Cook; which was read 
ce by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (8. 8250) for the relief of Julia A. 

; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the mittee on Pensions. 


t. 
ENT. Objection being interposed, the joint |- 


read | the Capital Railway Company,” 
The message 
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THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN, LI introduce a bill, and I wish to make a brief 
remark about it. 

The bill (8, 8247) to amend the act entitled ‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1889; was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN, I understand that a bill similar in import has 
been agreed to by the House committee, and probably it may be 
reported to-day; Ido not know. But I introduce this bill with- 
out committing myself to all its provisions, and yet I think I could 
agree to every one of them a: 

The bill is the production of Hon. Mr. Manon, of Pennsylvania. 
It was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce in the House and has been considered by them very labori- 
ously, and after long investigation they have concluded to report 
it back to the House, asI am informed. At all events, I intro- 
duce it upon that soe 

I think, Mr. President, that the country is to be congratulated 
that both Houses in their action, in some form or other, have in- 
dorsed all of the t outlying tions which are involved in 
the Ni subject. I believe it would be hardly possi- 
ble, at in the Senate, to get action upon this bill at the pres- 
ent session of ao I do not hope to realize that expectation. 
At the same time, if the Senate of the United States, before it should 
disperse, would reenact the bill thatit enacted here at the last ses- 
sion of the last or this bill, which is substantially the 
same in its general features, I think that the country,would feel 
great satisfaction with the idea that we were doing something for 
the benefit of the world as well as our own people. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 

on of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. 

Mr. BROWN. _I submit a resolution andl ask that it may lie on 
the table. I shall discuss it in the course of the day. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate gt. the United States, the 
So inens Gay farther ap othr bonkelp GAIMEE teeeentiioey ieeeed cei 
that such bonds that may hereafter be issued by him will be without 
entheriey of law and void. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 

SEIZURE OF SCHOONER FREDERICH GERRING, JR. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be if not incompatible with the 
—_— interest, to report to the 


the facts in to the seizure of 
Frederick Gerring, jr... by 


Canadian revenue 
there is any proot said schooner was fishing 
the time of seizure, and to inform the Senate 
what action, if any, has been taken by the United States Government in re- 
gard to the seizure of said schooner. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 

one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the f acts: 

an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


act (8.145) granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss; 
An act (8.177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 


en ; 
An act (S. 247) gran a pension to Wallace McGrath: 
An act (S. 466) gran an increase of pension to William 


Brown; 

An act (8.1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow oe 

An act (8.2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

An act (8. 2175) ting a to James Lloyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth R Leg paar Valeabens; 

An act (5. 2357) granting a pension to Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, , United States 
Army; 

An act (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 
an 

An act (8.888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 

March 2, 1895. 
also anno the President of the United 
States had on May 29, 1896, approved and signed the following 
n act (S.246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 
granting a pension = fee a eeeeey = 
granting a pension Donohoe. 
further announced that the President of the United 
May 380, 1896, approved and signed the following 


6 pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
ie Geena at the rate of $100 per month; 








1896. 


: 


) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 
. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 
, granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 
on granting a peasion > — a 
‘ yeep. a pension ary Newman; 
. 125) for the re. ief of Elizabeth Cook, of Arkadelphia, 
ty , widow of Robert T, Cook; 
) an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
of mty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; 
(8. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


(8.3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 

message announced that the President of the United 
had on this da peerores and signed the act (S. 1659) to 
the laws of the ct of Columbia as to married women, 
parents natural guardians of their minor children, and 
other purposes. 


Lm lm fm 
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BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


further announced that the following bills were 

to the President mae 13, 1896, and not having been re- 
to the House of Con, in which they originated 
days prescribed by the Constitution, have me 


—, 
981) ting to the testimony of physicians in the 
District of Columbia; : 
2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; and 

(8.2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo. 

message also announced that the bill (S. 730) granting an 
increase of to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll was presented 
to the it May 15, 1896, and not having been returned by 
him to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten 
days prescribed by the Constitution, has become a law without 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
cus of ip aria, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
two Houses on certain ——_ - the — to me yw 
ene or eonele ons for the naval service for the 
hoastene ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further 
insisted its ent to the amendments numbered 2, 
39, $3, 34,9 86, 87, 88, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 49, 51, 52, and 
58 to the bill, to the further conference asked for by the 
Senate on the votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
Mr. Boure..z, Mr. Rosrnson of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 

at the conference on the part of the House. 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 


: 

148) gran a sion to Catharine Dillon; 
pa aautes a Sonalen to Charles Williamson; 
1 
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a pension to Ella D. Cross; and 
( gnower ds a pension to Lue R. Brown. 
further announced that the House had passed the 
ing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested 
= 819 cating a to Catherine Leary 
a m erine : 
rie) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton; 
1342) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith; and 
bill (8.1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 


also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
ch it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
948) to remove the charge of desertion against 


for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 
to place the name of Robert Smalls on the 


granting an increase of pension to John R. 


for the relief of Augusta Tuller; 


gran a pension to Mrs. Eliza G. e; 
notin an increase of pension to Gabriel 


granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham; 
) prenting a pension to George Johnson, of 


gran a on to Au a. ; 
+E eee e pension of Elise Blenker from 


: B. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
ension roll; 
(H. R. 4494) granting pension to Barton S. Dawson; 
(fh 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 
4841) granting a pension to Mellisa Adams, widow 
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A bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury; 

A bill (H. BR. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett; 

A bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Sarah A. Stacey, de- 
pendent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late private Company D, 
One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. 
Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 

A bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 

A bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension to Margaret J. Young. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6249) making Sy oh armen for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, at the time when the hour expired 
in the consideration of the conference report on Friday, I was still 
discussing the question of the point of order. I do not wish to 
spend too much time upon that point unless it shall be renewed 
and discussion be perhaps important to it, but I do desire to add 
a few words from which I was cut off on Friday. 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. seman asked a question, 
** whether there is any rule positive or any rule in parliamentary 
law which exempts a committee of conference from an obligation 
to observe the rules of the Senate.” I understand the precise con- 
trary to be the rule of parliamentary law. The conferees or man- 
agers on the part of either body of Congress or Parliament or 
legislature were originally directed when a conference was ordered 
to submit to the managers of the other House on the part of that 
House which asked the conference simply the reasons in support 
of the amendment which had been passed by the House and dis- 
agreed to by the other. The old practice was to put those reasons 
in writing. They were carefully considered by the House which 
sought the conference, and they were submitted by the conferees 
to the managers on the part of the other House without the right 
to argue, and the disagreement continued if they were not ac- 
ce as sufficient to justify the eee action. 

Then came the other course, which is called a free conference, 
in which the managers were intrusted with the presentation ver- 
bally of the reasons which supported the course desired to be pur- 
sued by one House. 

Now, I will turn to a word or two only in Cushing on Parlia- 
mentary Law to show the nature of conferences and what may be 
done in conference. Speaking of communications by conference, 
he says that— 


The most usual occasions, upon which it is competent for either house, ac- 
cording to the practice of Parliament, to demand a conference with the other, 
may be arranged under the following heads, namely— 


There are five, the fifth of which only is important to the pres- 
ent consideration— 


5. To offer reasons for disagreeing to, or insisting on, amendments made by 
one house to bills, resolutions, or addresses, passed or agreed upon in the 
othe 


r. 

Then later he lays it down that— 

The duty of the rs, on the pore of the house proposing the confer- 
ence, is confined to the delivery to the managers for the other of the com- 
munication, whatever it may be, which it is the purpose of the communication 
to make; and the duty of the managers for the other house is merely to re- 
ceive such communication. They are not at liberty to speak, either on the 
one side to enforce, or on the other to make Objections to, the communication. 

After the practice of the free conference superseded the more lim- 
ited inched of presenting the reasons, the difference was, in the 
eye of parliamentary law, only that the reasons were presented 
verbally, and the reasons of the other House for disagreeing were 
also presented verbally, and if no acceptance of the amendment re- 
sulted, the managers reported back to the House their disagree- 
ment. There is in no treatise upon parliamentary law any provi- 
sion which I have fallen upon which authorizes the conferees to 
make amendments of theirown volition toa bill. They are limited 
by the principles of parliamentary law to the presentation pro and 
con of the reasons which support the proposed amendment or the 
disagreement to it. So far from therule being that conferees are 
exempt from the limitations in the rules of the Senate so that 
they can introduce to the legislation under discussion general 
legislation, or provisions of a character not merely in nature to 

rfect that which is proposed, the rule is laid down thus by Mr. 
ushing,in paragraph 841 of his work: 


The only rules relating to the manner in which the discussions at a free 
conference are to be conducted seem to be the same by which a debate in 
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either house the same subject-matter would be conducted; namely, 1. 
’ oa either toward rs on the other side or the 


‘That no . the 
house w ich they represent are to be indulged ; and, 2— 
To which I ask now particular attention— 


That no irrelevant topic, that is, one not embraced within the subject-matter 
as agreed be 


of the conference, upon, is to be introduced. 


Such is the parliamen law in respect to conferences. Con- 
ferences are to be cond upon the ane mineipae as a debate, 
and of course conferees are to be gov by rules which 
limit debate in the House, and a by a rule which pro- 
hibits the introduction of a new subject of legislation. 

Now, let us see what is the duty of conferees in case a violation 
of this principle should om my in the conference, as, for example, 
if the House conferees in this particular issue insisted upon pro- 
posing nee legislation upon this bill in violation of rules 
of the Senate, the introduc of what is declared to be an inad- 
missible thing, an irrelevant topic, not embraced in the subject- 
matter of the conferences as agreed upon. He says: 


If either of these rules is infringe’, the managers or any of them on the 
one side there is no other remedy Poe the managers on the other to object 


to any further . at the same time reason of their objec- 
tion, and then to withdraw from conference and report the whole matter 
to the house of which they are members. 

That indicates at once what the proper course of Pang nar of 
these conferees was, that the managers on the part of the Senate, 
if we are to sw that this general legislation which had once 
been ruled out of order in the Senate was proposed in to this 
bill by the managers on the part of the House, ins of accept- 
ing it and reporting it as an measure, it was the duty of the 
conferees to have reported that the managers on the of the 
siecue Stgnaee no neaees Be quent ians sangenen e Senate, 
but added to it as a condition the proposal of new legislation of 
a general character, which, under the rules of the te, they 
were not authorized to accept. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that that is a perfectly plain 

on of what common sense teaches. It has been the crying 

of Congress that too much of it was origi- 

nated in erence. The same ern ee 
particulars apply, at least with force, to conferences u 

other bills than bills, because other bills are in their 

ee for the most , and there is no rule 

of the Ww! oe forbid the offe of an amendment 


which the proposal 
nature of the proposal, and for the reason which I gave the other 


t add, as was 
from ppi, that ano 
is that Senators 


to me afterwards by the Senator 
strong reason it, and that 
not to be put to the necessity of voting for 
— measure = they na can — 
eat perhaps the passage of an appropriati 
conscious the needs of the i 
aspect in which this business can be viewed, from the 
of parliamentary law, as to the obligation resting upo: 
or managers on the of the Senate, it seems to me perfectly 
clear that the duty of the Chair is to the Senate against 
the imposition upon of this char- 
acter, when the managers 
same force which it lies upon him to protect the Senate from the 
imposition of such when offered in the course of 
the discussion of a measure. I therefore think the point of order 
ought to have been insisted =. and sustained. Of course it 
comes to the same thing if the eee i 
if we tolerate that practice we have taken away one o 
guards which the rule provides against 


acter. 
I called attention the other day to the fact that this is new 
ae of a general character, not 


and I pointed out, 
t it, t the 


ich was ruled out of order in the Senate 
the conferees is cant so far as any claim 
the one is different the other in the sense of Tule. 
iting it to the su of the i 
amendment is su tially the é 
tically identical. But there is another 

was not in the amendmen 


new legislation but 
I do not propose to 


of 
of the conference, with the | acts of 


upon their neighbors. 
oh aguntry mio the consent 
the same 


which was included in the former amendment, this one now pro- 
poses the Siioung Somsamen $e pains pinay 00 the j 

the government of the Indian tribes: es 
It is he’ declared to be the of the United States to establish a goy- 


ernment in Indian Territory will saetiiy Se meey ualities and 
now in said Territory : 
to the lives and property of all citizens and residents thereof. pereection 


The last clause is pie pty eg ees the reasons or objects 
of the Government, not all that might be mentioned, but the leai- 
ing ones. Thus, by this amendment Congress is asked not only 1, 
interfere with the right of the tribes to make up their rolls of cit. 
izenship but to go much further than has yet been suggested—; 
declare the duty of this Government to establish a government }), 
the Indian Territory. 

Let us consider for a moment what that means with referencs 
to the condition of the Indians under the treaties which have }oon 
made with them by this Government. Of course if the amend- 
ment proposes radically to alter the established government whi); 
is United prehes howe staan os be created ao ook those 

e tribes, n y general legislation general lecisla- 
tion of a most important character; and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Lixpsay], who asked a question the other day in re- 
to the subject, will, I am sure, agree with me that that isa 


Let us, for an illustration, take a single one of these tribes, ani 

I am now only repea the which the Senate heard 
hen the Indian was before it and upon which 
Senate manifested its entire unwillingness to receive this pro- 
egislation. Take the case of the Cherokee Na- 

I shall not trespass the of the Senate to 

length into the ‘tistory treaties with any one of 

ibes. However, I desire to call attention to the engage. 
the United States and the Cherokees. The Chero- 

kee Nation form lived in certain Southern States, and the 
United States had t with them repeatedly as an independent 
nation. Finally it sought to secure their removal beyond the 
i River, and several different conventions were had 
course of a number of im order to reach that 

1818, 1817 1828, 1833, and 1835. 

part of the United 
of 7,000,000 acres 
bounds, and an 
them an outlet to the western bor- 

access to the Spanish 

That outlet em- 

covenanted to 

of the lands 

i of their lands 

in their removal to the West should be absolute 
and perfect in the Cherokee Nation. Now see further what was 
— to by the United States in the fifth article of the treaty of 
1835, which has never been qualified or in any measure withdrawn: 


The United States hereby covenant and ag. re that the lands ceded to the 
ery | Cherokee Nationin the . time, without their 
be or m of any State 
. ation the right, by 
their national councils, carry 


effect all such laws as they 
sete of the persons and 
‘ ie or such per- 
3, That they 
with the United States and such 
as been or may be passed regulating trade and inter 
course Indians. 


Sho Gast pert of the entitle immaterial to read. It is in 
relation to travelers in the country. Now, take the next article: 


eed enna Re tes saree 10 
eens Seer ane Renner ee ee et on 


—— of the and not make war 


interruption and 
who tosettle in the 


; and removed from 
order of the President of the 


uence of our 

ited States can make 
Indians and bestowing 
by the United 

be theirs, in no 
torial govern- 
consent? First, it 
declaration, that 

of their own 

i that 

ity for 

ou lawyer will 
subject as 4 

to create an 
according 
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their own methods, is not to invest them with the full power of 
Setermining who constitute the citizens within that aovecumant. 
Court in the Cherokee trust fund case said distinctly: 


treaties with the Cherokees the United States ha 
a dine Do so far independent as to} 


them as 
y and require 
Eastern Cherokees, who had not migrated to the lands of 
of CCherckee Nation, to cipate as citizens in the funds and 
of the Cherokee Nation there domiciled and settled. The 

preme Court in that case said of that question: 


presented by the Cherokees of North Carolina to a share of the 
The claim 4,000, and of the fund created by sales of lands 


crest of the s to the Cherokee Nation, resting as it does upon 
the treaties of the lands by the Chero- 
kees and ceded to the United States, or uired by them from 


y acq 
roperty of the nation,” oras held for the 


‘nited States as “the common 
the U: rokee people, has no substantial foun- 


“eommon use and benefit of the 


i 


And the reason was given; and I quote further to illustrate 
that reason and to reenforce the proposition I am making: 

If Indians in that State, or in any other State east of the Mississippi, wish 
tse orn my exit, hoy ya” bid Oy ve Court of Clases 
whatever . y 

laws of the Cherokee Nation, and be readmitted 
py win = 

It did not need that explicit declaration of the Supreme Court; 
but if anything were necessary in the way of judicial determina- 
tion, that is ample and sufficient to fix the absolute and exclusive 
right of the Cherokee Nation to determine for itself who consti- 
tute citizens entitled to share the ee and the privileges of 


the t and the Cherokee people. 
But let us wag A A few years ago the advance of 
upon the Indian Territory created a demand for the 


frontiersmen 
country known as the Cherokee Outlet. We created a commis- 
sion to negotiate with the Cherokee Nation to buy the Outlot. It 


resulted in an by which the United States paid a sum 
of money, $6,000,000, for their title to that Outlet, such 
as it was. It wasa title limited in character and different from 
that by which hold the territory of their nation. They were 
reluctant to up, but theyacceded to the desire of the United 
States and made a ba’ to sell. But at the same time, in 
making not only for money 


stipulated afresh 
bet for what they regarded as of at least equal importance. 






their to determine the question of ci ; and now 

I desire to note the covenant in that agreement which the United 
States | only years ago last December: 

For in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment, the 

N tion, and 1 bodiment oon as citizens of the 

the authorities thereof, and who are not in 

the Cherokee Nation or in of citizens of 


r 
deemed and held to be intruders and unauthor- 


the and meaning of section 6 of the treaty of 1835— 


Which I have read— 
of 19, d shall, together wi 
fs, be removed without delay from the linies ot aA tom 
as trespassers, upon demand of the principal 


Mr. Pre when that treaty was laid before Congress and 
became jec i aecnmies, owas held up for some time 


1 think i) arch, 180, FY am not mistakon as to the dato 


a 


ratifying the treaty, and no 

resu , hor 
than may be in 
received the money w was 
But that does not alter this question at all. 
institution of that nation they 
of t their 

government, 
constitute citizens within it, author- 
ee alien ovme. 

Dawes Commission to 
instructs them to accept the 
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and doubtful question, and that is all there is of value in the 
treaties; that is precisely what is the right of the Cherokee Nation 
itself by the treaties which have been made, repeated, reiterated 
with that nation, and only three or four years ago confirmed afresh 
by an act of Congress, accepting from them a large tract of coun- 
try with that confirmation as one of the considerations of the 
trade. 


pause, it is the attempt to override by power the obligations which 
the Government has made and which depend only on its good 
faith and its int 


sion to the district court, and the appeal may be taken within 
sixty days, but the judgment of the court shall be final. 
should the Cherokee people be put to take an appeal from a Com- 
mission when, by the terms of our solemn engagement with them, 
their judgment is final, and by what right are we to declare that 
itis the duty of the United States to establish a government there? 
Have we not covenanted, and are we not bound to respect our 
covenants, that no government shall be established there without 
their consent? 





urged in argument here, that the power lies with the United 

States—that Congress may, if it will, trample down every security i 
which the pledge of this Government to those people would seem ; 
to have given to them. 
from them their property, that we may divide it up and give it to 
the horde of adventurers who are seeking to enrich themselves at 
the expense of those people. 
power to doa great many things; but is it possible that that power 
shall be exerted unless the necessity has become so great and 
overruling as to furnish in the eye of moral, respectable, upright 
pea & justification for the breach of an agreement like this? It 
may 


and no excuse could allow it; but before that is to be done Con- 
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If there is anything in the world that should give Congress 


ity. 
It is said here that there is an appeal from the Dawes Commis- 


Why 


Mr. President, I recognize the fact, which no doubt will be 


I recognize that we may, if we will, take 


We have that power. We have the 


tan engagement of such a nature as this can be justi- 

in the breaking; it may be that in dealings between peoples 
you can proceed to overthrow the obligations which if a State of 
the Union had made, no power would tolerate the overthrow of, 


gress ought to be well advised. It is alarming that when ques- 
tions involving such vast interests—the happiness of a people who 
have confided themselves to our faith and our sense of justice— 
are under discussion we can hardly get attention to the subject. 
Now it is pro to do all this thing; to overthrow and over- 
ride every right of these people by an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill which the Senate has once declared to be notin order. 

Mr. ALLISON. And which is unamendable. 

Mr. VILAS. And which is unamendable as proposed to us, as 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa. If that be the method of 
procedure which can prevail in the Senate of the United States, 
there will be found justification in the fact for a greater lament 
over the decadence of public morals and the sense of public duties 
than has been heard here from any man heretofore, however emi- 
nent in character or exalted in place. 

Sir, I do not intend to weary the Senate with a protracted dis- 
cussion. I had desired to point out only in a direct and simple 
way how far-reaching is this proposed amendment in character 
and in principle, how contrary to every one of those rules of good 
ow ich should govern andtestrain the Congress of the United 

tates. 

I said it might ha —and I am willing to admit it may hap- 
pen—that such a thing as the breach of a public engagement, 
even of this character, may be committed and defended without 
casuistry, but the case must be an extraordinary one. If a case 
exists in respect to our dealings with the Indian tribes to whom 
we have given these rights of separate existence and independent 

ernment that case ought to be submitted to Congress in an 
independent bill. It ought to be a measure which will carry in 
every part of it proper provision for the redress of such wrongs 
as exist, for the security of such rights of property as ought to be 
oe for the security of such rights of persons as can not 
ut be acknowl tobe sacred even withIndians. It ought to be 
a measure formulated with that care which belongs to statesman- 
ship, and be considered in the Congress of the United States with 
solemn attention. Itis little short of legislative outrage to pro- 
pose such a thing upon an appropriation bill, especially in the last 
moments of a session and in the guise of a conference report. 

Mr. President, it is said, and it will undoubtedly be said again 
in the course of this debate, that disorder exists in the Indian Ter- 
ritory and among these tribes. It will be said that bribery and 
corruption prevail in their courts, yet let me remind Senators 
that it is not ten years since it was our habit to point to those 
Five Civilized Tribes as evidence of what the Indian nature was 

ble of when ly guarded and left to work ont its right- 
condition. few years ago there were councils, as there 
are yet, that enacted such laws for the government of those 
tribes vely, and annually their books of session laws were 
printed, and they would compare favorably, at least not at all 
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discreditably, with the volumes of session laws enacted in the 
States. We rejoiced in the success of that experiment. What is 
it that has created disorder there? It is the breach of duty on the 
part of the United States. 

We covenanted to protect them in theirindependence; we cove- 
nanted to prevent them from eye | overrun by a horde of intrud- 
ers; and we have permitted 300, ple to go into the territory 
of one of those tribes where but fifty or sixty thousand Indians 
were living in independence, peace, and good order. 

It is said that there is great misrule there. Read what Judge 
Stewart said of them only a short time ago, a judge of the United 
States court. I wish I had his language before me, so that Icould 
give it with accuracy; but he commended that government; he 
commended those people as equal in obedience to law and the 
order of their society to their neighbors in the surrounding States. 

Sir, it is perfectly evident that the trouble which those Five 
Tribes suffer under results from the United States having failed 
to discharge its or Shall we proceed to make that an excuse 
for the most nt disregard of every national obligation which 
we have entered into with those people? 

I hope the Dawes Commission may continue their labors. I 
hope that they may secure an eventual agreement by which the 
United States shall be empowered to act without dishonor. I 
think it ble to be done. Atall events, I hope beforewe shall 
ay such steps as those who favor this lation would 

d of us, before we shall overthrow so ruthlessly and piti- 
lessly rights which depend only for their security upon the 
solemnity and good faith of our promise, that we shall wait until 
the Dawes Commission by further efforts have given us a greater 
excuse than we now possess. 

It will not be difficult to find in isolated instances in States of 
the Union as flagrant violations of the principles of morality, of 
the principles of judicial administration and political government 
as have been pointed out in that report to have taken place in 
particular instances in the Indian Territory. We have in them 
as yet, in my judgment, no sufficient warrant for such a course of 
action as is now pro to us. 

Here is another thing in this amendment which it was said by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] we have to swallow whole, 
if we take it at all, not suggested in the bill. Let me read it: 

Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sisseton and 
‘Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 1896, is hereby appropriated to be paid at once 
in cash per capita; and he’ r ail in on the permanent fund of said 
Indians, after deducting the amount expended for education, shall be paid 
in cash per capita on the Ist day of November of each year. 


I should like to ask the manager on the part of the Senate, the 
Senator from South Dakota, where the 5S m and Wahpeton 
Indians are? I think perhaps I know, but I shall be giad to be 
accurately informed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What was the question of the Senator? 

Mr. VILAS. Where do the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians 


abide? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the eastern part of South Dakota, near 
Lake Travers. 

Mr. VILAS. What connection has the interest upon the funds 
of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Nation to do with the appropria- 
tion for ing alive the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator will give it. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Iam not aware that it has anything to 
do with it. I will say, however, if the Senator has no other ob- 
jection to this report than that he intimates in regard to the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton and Seneca Indians, and will address 
himself to that, I do not think I shall resist very long sending it 
back, but the real fact of the matter is that those questions would 
never have been here at all had it not been for the other question, 
which ak here under the precedents. 

Mr. AS. Ishould like to know for what reason there should 
be a change of law as to the mode in which the interest should be 
paid to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that under the treaty made with 
those Indians some years a large tract of land 


ago we purchased 
from them. The treaty provided that the money should remain 


in the Treasury and should bear 5 per cent interest, and that the | dian 


principal and interest should be ap riated by Congress. The 
ratification of the treaty provided that it oeld either be appro- 
amperes by Congress and spent for the benefit of the Indians, or 
order of the President. This is oe carrying out the pro- 
visions of the treaty itself; and until either Congress acts in this 
way or the President issues his order none of this money can be ex- 
nded for this p . To-day, through the n 
ent, who for months has refused to issue the order, these Indians 
are starving, and the Western papers are full of complaints of 
their misery and distress. It is about time for Congress to 
in and do something when the Executive fails to do his duty. 
Mr. VILAS. Is it not somewhatcurious that that state of facts 


lect of the Presi- | the 


first became disclosed to the Senate through a conference report 
when the Indian appropriation bill was depending, and the —, 
mittee on Indian has had charge of our relations to the 
Indians during this entire session? 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to say to the Senator that the pro- 

in the Senate. 
; . I was not aware of that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can answer the Senator with regard to 
that matter if he desires. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from South Dakota desires to do so, 
I will hear him with pleasure. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ILunderstood the Senator toask a question, 
and that he wanted to know why the subject had not been disposed 
of before. In the first place, it was su the President would 
act, and every effort has been made in direction. Since this 
bill went to conference these Indians have sent a committee of 
their number here to urge action in this connecti: They were 


v— was put on the deficiency 


on. 
very desirous of securing this legi: lation and escaping hereafter 
the neglect of the Executive. 

Mr. VILAS. I suppose the truth is that the treaty with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians provided that this interest should 
be expended, under the direction of the President, by the Interior 
De ent, for the benefit of those Indians. 

. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator that it has been 
the custom to «he them in cash per capita, for they are voters 
and citizens o: United States. 
at —_ I as ht at a treaty provided that this 

0 expen y terior epapienant for the 
benefit of the Indians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The treaty that the money should 
be expended ng appropriations to be made by Congress, nothing 


more and n er. 

Mr. VILAS. But the when @ ted by Congress 
was to bee ded, under the the President, through 
the Interior ent, for the benefit of the Indians, was it not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. . Iventure to say, without now being able to recall 
accurately in memory all the provisions of that treaty with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians which was made when we pur- 
chased their country in the Dakotas, that there was provision 
there for expenditure for education, for purchase for them of 
various articles and implements of value to them, for the assist- 
ance of the individual Indians in the art of ture, provid- 
ing them with instructors, and other things of that kind, and this 
direction which now would at once put into the hands of those 
Indians per capita this fund into a fund which would be gathered 
—— year after a os at least of ew as it ex- 
isted ore. Congress n tated y to appropriate 
the interest which is due the indian funds The question 
is one of the mode of expenditure—whether it shall be placed in 
the hands of the Indians ves, with the ordinary result, 

ht hours, or whether it 
od hitherto pursued to in- 
their families and children. 


: i ; instance, and as 
well in the Seneca Nation of Indians, two additional provisions 
brou i ae ee oe eee ee ro to be 
legislated upon this bill my is the limitation? 
If the question of o not made, where is the limit? 
Why may not conferees bjects entirely independent 
of the measure in the session for the first time, 


not able to declare. 
should support that legisla- 
to be challenged to 
such a measure. 
it is perfectly obvious that the 
are of a character 
in an independent 
it not been done? this entire session this 
of the Dawes Commission been lying on the 
or accessible to them. The Committee on In- 
Affairs have had since the first day of this session of Con- 
particle of information action ought to 
should be Why have not that 
interested in the matter, proposed 
the evils which they declare 
that proceed 
at least before 
so vast importance, 
I have no doubt 
of those Indians in that Territory of 
,000—affecting considerations of a 
every sentiment of national honor 
we can wait until another session can 
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We can, perhaps, though I hardly know if that is 
over something of the frenzy which seems to rule 

—_ we can, am at all events, —— at the 
session Congress with more composure of judgment. 
freedom, to consider questions of this kind and ad- 
oe = oer. z it be . oan 4S ruth- 
with the whic ese people have obtain ‘om our 
ae and are entitled to enjoy at our hands, and deal in such 
shall not add another terrible imputation upon 
the United States in its transactions with a people 

as these are. 

Mr. President, if the Senate will not have this question of order 
ruled as such, I do sincerely trust that it will send this report 
back into conference, and with an instruction that, if the other 
House will not accept the amendment which the Senate has made, 

conferees shall no longer urge it upon them. Let us 
the rules of conferences as laid down in Cushing’s work 
on law, and insist tat the conference 1 relate 
to su which is committed to the conferees by the two 

ouses of Congress 
ane ae ted this subject some weeks ago while this bill 
was under discussion, similar views to those now entertained 
were ao the floor by myself and others, and seemed to 
secure almost unanimous judgment of the Senate—no, that 
be too strong a statement—but seemed to secure the judg- 
of Senate. We took no vote, but when the Chair ruled 
the amendment out of order there was no question raised of the 


g 


i 


5 


! 


of the ruling, and the usage of the Senate has been to 
Some oe froma Oolorado will agree with me in that. 
Mr. TELLER. I think the ruling of the Chair on that subject 
Mr. President, after that ruling was made, after that bill had 
been thus left, without this injustice ingrafted upon it, at the 
offered, with the hope that it would be a satisfactory ar- 
rangement, the amendment which poate an appropriation for 
know that they absolutely need the appropriation. I believe 
ao was for them when that Toansniesion was started. 
have 
h believe there must still remain a considerable por- 
tion unexpended. But the Senator from 
bably insufficient that I offered the 
opted by the Senate. It seems to me 
sist that that should be regarded as a finality, that that should 
a compromise, but so much of the nature of a 
or rejected. 
President, I make a suggestion tothe Senator 
the bill. As the report has hung along for a long 
of the time that the bill is under consideration. I make that prop- 
osition and ask that unanimous consent be given. 
the Senator from Maine? 
GEORGE. I ob: 
to the conference 
s Mr. President, I feel some embarrassment in 
any attention at all to the subject now 
under feel a very deep conviction that the pro- 
posed amendment by the conference committee is 
unfair. I further and say that it is a simple outrage 
upon the ri ice aatencemocs tribes of Indians who are 


¢ in order which they wanted to do. I think the 

ve TL AS. No doubt. 
suggestion of some of those who had favored the amendment I 
the salaries and ses of the Dawes Commission. I do not 
I think, no report yet to show that that has been 
pe le pt remains. Itwas upon the understanding 
the circumstances the Senate is well entitled to in- 
g controversy at that time as that it 
MOMMA eet enter tae ton-unin aio rule—for the remainder 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
The VICE-PRESID. . There is objection. The question is 
to the attention of the few members of the 

who are - 

unjust and 
filed fa which { nc resid and also from principles 
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The technical discussion of the point of order has been well 
conducted by my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] and by the Senator 
who last ad the Senate. There is but little more on that 
line which might be urged. I will urge a point or two. 

The Dawes Commission, the continuation of which was the 
amendment inserted by the Senate to the bill (and which so far 
as this report is concerned was the thing in dispute between the 
two Houses), was the matter which the Senate and the House com- 
mitted to their respective conferees to settle the difference between 
the two Houses. at Commission, I need not remind the Chair 
as well as any Senator who may see proper to give any attention 
to this debate, was purely an executive committee. It had nothing 
but executive power, and it had no other executive power than 
the power to negotiate; that is, to confer with the authorities of 
the tribes to e propositions of settlement upon matters which 
the United States desired to settle, to receive answers from the 
tribes as to those propositions, and discuss the propositions, and 
arrive at a conclusion, if a conclusion could be reached. That 
was the sole power of the Dawes Commission. It could not dis- 
turb aright. It could not touch by a hair’s breadth any right, 
political or personal, or property which belonged either to the 
tribes as autonomous communities or which belonged to any single 
member of the tribes. 

That was the law which created the Dawes Commission, They 
were officers under the United States as created by law. The 
President of the United States sent to this body the names of five 
persons, first and last, who were to fill these five offices of nego- 
tiators. What does that involve, Mr. President? A law was ea- 
acted. The President was required to nominate and appoint, by 
our consent, these five negotiators. It was his duty to select five 
men who were qualified and who could discharge properly for the 
interests of the United States the duty of negotiators. That was 
all. They were selected for that purpose. Their names were sent 
to the Senate and our advice was asked as to the appointment. 
We gave the advice for the appointment of these officers simply 
as negotiators, as being persons competent and fit to be intrusted 
with the duty of making a bargain, which bargain was afterwards 
to be subject to our ratification or rejection. 

The appropriation bill simply continued this Commission by 
making an appropriation. The House disagreed to that, and we 
have as the result of that disagreement, I will say with due re- 
spect to the very eminent men who signed this report, the most 
extraordinary document, ee the purposes for which it 
was designed, that ever emanated from any committee of this 
body or any other. 


The first thing they do, under the plea, under the specious pre- 
text of ae the powers of the Dawes Commission, is to make 
a judicial tribunal out of an executive board. Now, let us see 
how that changes the situation. These five men were selected by 
the President as fit persons for negotiators. They wereconfirmed 
by the Senate because they were supposed to be fit persons for 
negotiators. Without any recommittal of the propriety of choos- 
ing these five men for other distinct, separate, and, under the 
Constitution of the United States, inconsistent duties, we are now 
asked to confer upon them, without any resubmission of their 
qualifications either to the President or to us, the extraordinary 
powers mentioned in this amendment. 

I will not now insist, Mr. President, that it is constitutionally 
incompetent for the Congress to invest with judicial powers offi- 
cers who were appointed and confirmed as executive officers, 
though if I were to go into that it would be very diffi- 
cult to resist the conclusion that such a thing can not be done. I 
will not put it on that ground. I put it upon the good sense of 
the Senate whether this body will thus do violence at least to the 
ordinary course of procedure, to what seem to be the obvious 
dictates of common sense and common justice, that when a board 
has been created simply for the purpose of negotiation, or mak- 
ing a bargain, we shall convert that board into a tribunal P- 
sessing, lam bound to ny powers which are not ssed b 
any other court in the United States, and which, 
are not ——— by the courts of any nation in Christendom; 
that is, the power to add to the citizenship of an autonomous and 
self-governing body. It has done that. 

But, Mr. President, as extraordinary as the end sought to be 
attained by this amendment is, the provisions of the amendment 
are cnually extraordinary, and I may add, as I will show, they 
are utterly insufficient for the end in view. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Mississippi will sus- 

d. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

TheSecretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance 
of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Iask unanimousconsent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be laid aside temporarily for the purpose of allowing the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi to finish his remarks, 


might add, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside tempora- 
rily in order that the Senator from Mississippi may conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, without being discourteous in 
the least to the Senator from wep ly am compelled to object, 
and _— take the floor on the unfin business to continue my 
remarks, 
aon HALE. Had not the Senator from North Carolina con- 

uded? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (8.1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of , 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator from North Carolina 

ields oa —— anes of eae the attention of the 
nate a while upon the ding 

Mr. BUTLER. I sedeaniuel te Senator from Illinois will not 
speak long, so I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. CULLOM, Mr. President, while I do not question the mo- 
tive which ae the introduction of the bill to prohibit the 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds, yet Imustconfess that Iam sur- 
prisedthat, under the circumstances, it should receive serious fa- 
vorable consideration in this body. No one on this floor deplores 
ees Seen ee ee Se eens eae ae are 

e 


ply appal 

Mr. President, in my opinion, it would be the undoing of all 
that has been accomplished and built up since the f the 
resumption act in 1875. It would mean the speliaiien 
obligations. Its tendency would be to place this country at once 
upon asilver basis, whatever that may mean. It would seriously 
endanger every business concern in the country which has weath- 
ered thus far the terrible financial storm that has prevailed during 
the last three years. It would throw out of empl 
dreds of thousands of laborin begui 
to hope that the dawn of brighter days is at hand. It is wholly 
wan in common honesty, and would forever be a blot upon 
Tere < American history. 

r. ident, I agree with what the disti 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said a few days ago. 
Senator believes this bill will become a law. 
never be deprived of the r given him by the act of January 

ch auth his Secretary of the Treasury to “‘ issue, 
of, at not eae coin, either of the de- 

scriptions of bonds of the United 

July 14, 1870,” unless upon the 

President and 
to borrow money to meet any emergency 
We have, d aw Administration, been confronted 
with an emergen h, in the judgment of the Executive, 
ired the e se of vested in him by the act 
above quoted. And whatever money President and the Sec- 
of the may have raised by the sale of — 


. ae ones 
© not suppose any 
The Executive should 


waco acd tn mek aa honer, ovary Gate of Pevemimans ae 
Sapndiahed of exe iendhing of our praiie haba well be teunted te publia piaan 
Such has always been the spirit and determination 
le. Itis now by this bill to prohibit the President from 
wing @ Lipper, Sen eng erg ns 


may come the country. It is not but it is a 

eriine again the honor, security, and prosperity the nation. 

While the nation was eee eng eee 

the vast burdens of debt no was ever officially which 

had even the semblance of eee ween 
wer 


also | tion and importation of f 


the words quoted gold was at a premium of 38 per cent, as com. 
pared with paper m , and the interest on Government bons 
was 6 cent. The interest-bearing debt was then $2.1); . 
000,000, but the policy of the nation was sound money, a prote<. 
tive tariff, and su t revenue. Under that policy the peo), 
prospered. We were not so t a nation then as we are now. 

ur population was about 38 000, as against 72,000,000 to-day 
Then the valueof our and real was about $30 (0). 
000,000. In value has increased it now approximates 
$70,000,000,000. The injunction is still as imperative to be hones; 
and maintain our integrity and credit as it has ever been. 

But, Mr. President, it is not my to discuss the bond }j]] 
at length, as it will not become alaw. I desire to discuss brictiy 
the financial or monetary question. 

E exigencies of this country and the necessary ro. 
which exists between the monetary = of the 
United States and of the other civilized nations of the world hays 
of late years given rise to the hope of an international agreement 
in regard to and coin values. The money metals al! over 
the world are gold and silver, and nearly all the civilized nations 
are producers, in a ter or less degree, of these metals. 
commerce of the world, infl stea 
——— electric communication, and other modern {:‘\i- 
ties, h a 80 —- aes —— a, and _ conditions 

ve so a few years, that any in- 
consideration of the commercial problem 


must include 


, and push, may 
, India, Argen- 


telligence, 
y possessed by Aus 


yesterda 
tina, and even South Africa, Our Kansas City, Omaha, St. Paul, 


BienosAgres Johannesburg aKinberley 
,and Kimberley. 
ious California and endo was 
but a precursor of similar discoveries in localities but recently 
emerged from barbaric control in the South Sea Islands and in 


So to-day we find that these rome yam Regt colonies and 
countries are vigorous competitors of the U States not only 
oe well rhe commpdttion but in valuable mineral products 
as well. competition which has already met our wheat grow- 
ers, from the great new wheat fields of South ica, as well as 
from Siberia the Sea provinces of Russia, has imade 

of domestic wheat (wheat and 


,000 bushels were ex- 
,000,000 bushels in our 
period. The vast produc- 
has very greatly to 
acers. produc- 
wool has caused a specific and 
unfavorable effect upon the wool producers of the United States. 
I cite these examples merely to show the extensive and con- 
se ee a — countries, -_ the con- 
uent changes in their trade their staple and important 

pe rg Commerce in the of these coun- 
fries instan’ a to these and finctuations, and 
is injured or ted as the case may be. The laws of coinage 
in Australia or in Russia, or the extension or limitation of gold 
or silver circulation in other remote countries, may have either a 
beneficial or an ee peg effect the most important com- 


nited 
to detail how cer- 


tly distinct 

mh United States. 

the important interests 

of international commerce are agree 
distinct governmental policies that 

exists a harmonious aemetional ar- 
affairs. The world’s production of pre- 
world’s coinage of the same have become 
not be overlooked in any study or 
surrounding any country of 

the or the in- 

nations 


netion of silver, 
or forty million 


vastly increased— 
Samared and six- 

some effects upon 
world which it 


to predict. But it does seem to 


SEE 
‘ 


: 
: 
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1896. 





that the only competent authori 
created by reason 
world’s su 
nations of the 

ich shall be adopted 
policy of the others. 


to consider the grave con- 
= he t aa dition > 
ym com of representatives o: 
No one nation can determine the policy 
all, or for itself, without consi ering 
have been several monetary com- 
issions created, and monetary mets char with the 
uty of regulations meet exigencies 
<A hy om Sh ap mel in which they were called together. 
Bu present seems to be the most appropriate time to press 
to a conclusion and to an ultimate ment between the great 
commercial and monetary nations the decision as to the wisest 
ratio between gold and silver to be made universal over the world. 
The reason for this urgency at the present time is the fact I have 
recited of the enormous production of silver which is forcing its 
way into the world’s y. Trade relations, as well as the con- 
ditions ae domestic or — oe an a a rudely interfered 
ith supply of visible coin material 
ean sixteen millions of silver per youn. If this 
new average of supply shall become constant, or even continue 
for merely a few years, it must be provided for and looked after. 
To illustrate the existing conditions, I will here present in tab- 
ular form some facts g the production of gold and silver 
in the world. First, a table showing the production of gold and 
silver in the world from 1873 to 1894, inclusive; second, a table 
showing the amount of gold and silver annually coined in the 
world during the same period; third, a table showing the prod- 
uct of gold and silver in the United States from 1845 to 1894; 
fourth, a table sho the coinage of the United States mints 
from 1841 to 1895; and , & table showing the amount of money 
in the United States—gold, silver, notes, etc.—and the circulation 
per capita annually from 1872 to 1895, inclusive: 


Production of gold and silver in the world for the calendar years 1873-1894. 


epepeeet 


: 








Pine Coining 
ounces. value. 
4,653,675 | $96,200,000 $82,120,800 | $81,800,000 
4,300, 081 90, 750, 000 55, 300, 781 70, 674, 400 71, 500, 000 
4, 716, 563 97,500, 000 62, 261, 719 77, 578, 100 80, 500, 000 
5,016,488 | 105,700,000 67, 753, 125 78, 322, 600 87, 600, 000 
5, 512,196 113, 947, 200 62, 679, 916 75, 278, 600 81, 040, 700 
5, 761, 114 119, 082, 800 73, 385, 451 84. 540, 000 94, 8&2, 200 
ome 108, 778, 800 74, 383, 495 83, 582, 700 96, 172, 600 
5, 148, 106, 436, 800 74, 7%, 273 85, 640, 600 96, 705, 000 
4,983,742; 108,023, 100 79, 020, 872 89, 925, 700 102, 168, 400 
4,934,086 | 101,906,600 86, 472, 091 98, 22, 300 111, 802,300 
4,614, 588 95, 382, 000 89, 175, 023 98, 984, 300 115, 297, 000 
4,921, 169 101, 729, 600 81, 567, 801 90, 785, 000 105, 461, 400 
5,245,572 | 108, 435, 600 91, 609, 959 97,518,800 | 118, 445, 200 
5, 135, 679 ee 93, 297, 290 92,793,500 | 120,628, 800 
5, 116, 861 774, 900 96, 123, 586 94,081,000 | 124,281, 000 
pom ie 110, 196, 900 108, 827, 606 12, 185, 900 140, 706, 400 

973,790 123, 489, 200 120, 213, 611 112, 414, 100 155, 427, 700 
5, 749, 306 118, 848, 700 126, 005, 062 131, 987,000 168, 082, 000 
6, 320, 194 130, 650, 000 137,170,919 135, 500, 200 177, 352, 300 
7, 102, 180 146, 815, 100 153, 151, 782 138, 404, 400 198, 014, 400 
7,008,787 | 157,287,600 , 129,551,800 | 214. 745, 300 
8, 737, 788 180, 626, 100 106, 522, 900 216, 802, 200 

2, 151, 474, 700 | 2, 754, 452, 900 







































SO a ccccnbicoace) 462,800 | $257,690,802 | 101,741,421 | $131,544, 464 
Wes cockccndtiibaadickead mu 135, 778, 387 79,610,875 | "102, 951, 232 
TS nqtabiaianhes-in-c 9,480,902 | 195, 987,428 92,747,118 | 119, 915, 467 
TST... eccccceenne-n--| 10,900,665 | 213, 119,278 97,800,525 | 126, 577, 164 
TBW7 . cette eeee-...-} 9, 758,196 | 201,616, 468 88,449,796 | 114, 350, 332 
1978 -_. | «= 9, 108,202 | «188,386,611 | 124,671,870 | 161. 191,913 
pe Or tent neg 4,390, 167 90, 752, 811 81, 124,555 | 104, 888, 313 
TED nn ccececnnneee-] 7,282,961 | 149,725,081 65, 442, O74 84,611,974 
MAB) oc ceccceseneeee--| 7,111,864 | 147,015,275 $3,539,061 | 108, 010, 086 
DD . cin datnbiteadnn 822, 851 99, 697, 170 85,685,906 | 110, 785, 934 
= =~ssenaibibedaundinen O71, 882 | 104,845, 114 84,541,904 | 109,306,705 
<<methediteamipencccat 000,001 99, 432, 795 74, 120, 127 95, 832, 084 
BD. ckatiibusessst | &On oe 9, 757, 582 98,044,475 | 126, 764, 574 
TD .cccincnectsdanis|  @500, 09 94, 642, 070 96, 566, 844 . 854, 101 
ON occa aac 046,510 | 124,902,465 | 126,388, 502 411, 307 
622,316 | 134,828,855 | 104,354,000 | 134,922, 344 
AMIS ESSAI $ re al 168,901,519 | 107,788,256 | 130, 362, 505 
HMO nee nennne nnn 219,725 | 149,244,965 | 117,789,228} 162,203,144 
Jaap cootttteee 463} 119,534,122) 106,962,019 | 138, 204, 367 
SCSnEEoc] haee| eit | later to | ite en 
mo 11, 025, 680 or sel ont 87,472,523 | 113,005, 788 
tales lla 
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Product of gold and silver from mines in the United States, 1845 to 1894. 

















| 
| 
| 


| 58,330,000 | 57, G50, 


| 60,000,000 | 46, 800, 


Gold. 
Calendar year. Fine Vines 
ounces. ‘ 

Si cictnieiehate nib liiennee 48,778 | $1,008, 227 
1846 inten diehanene ene 55, 116 1,130, 257 | 

iii ll 43,000 889, ORS 

ath eteninin tliat 483,750 | 10,000,000 

1849. ...........--..----}| 1,985,000 | 40,000, 000 

. TO | 50,000,000 

625 | 55,000,000 

2,500 | 60,000,000 

. 875 | 65,000,000 

, 500 | 60,000, 000 

00, 625 | 55, 000,000 

60,625 | 55,000,000 

560, G25 | 55,000,000 

, 000 | 50,000, 000 

9,000 | 50,000, 000 

22h, 250 46, 000, 000 

080,125 | 43,000,000 

896, 300 | 39. 200,000 

925, 000 | 40,000, 000 

30, 100 | 46,100,000 

574, 750 | 58,225, 000 

588, 062 | 53,500,000 

2. 02, 197 | 51, 725,000 

i 3 322,000 | 48,000, 000 

Sa hcinrisiindiinintiibgcaciei 2,370,375 | 49,500,000 

STL se 2, 418, 750 | 50,000, 000 

SL incised’ dcp Raat aeeeeds 2, 104, 300 | 43,500,000 

sella al asa a ae 1,741,500 | 36,000,000 

SSS ERE Te 1,741, 500 | 36,000, 000 

Si esinscnaaubslututiibeptiavidebites 1, 620, 563 | 33,500,000 
aa a ee ia, 1,615, 725 | 38,400,000 
hdl nasa cli 1, 930, 162 | 39, 900, 000 
i ceiniptcinrnsacceguapalseathtahae 2,268,788 | 46,900, 000 
Sa beuniheuiediicddna de 2, 476, 800 | 51,200,000 
ial oe 1, 881, 787 | 38,900,000 
ie ee ee ee 1,741, 500 | 36,000, 000 
a 1,678, 612 | 34, 700,000 
Tl tihinntninetirtnsniinaedai 1, 572, 187 | 32,500, 000 
A a icieati ins atic inci 1, 451, 250 | 30,000,000 
. | ER 1, 489,950 | 30, 800,000 
Se iiheianiadehiiatnieniastiemee 1, 538, 225 | 31, 800, 000 
i cbétiibicmetncnenccee 1, 698, 125 | 35,000,000 | 
NT 1, 596, 375 | 33,000,000 | 
Gi didhibsiamanailistibhipeae 1, 604, 841 | 38,175,000 
1880....................| 1,587,000 | 22, 800, 000 | 
i 1, 588, 880 | 32,845, 000 | 
Ii icieesiiiicieietetyclitbericniinsee 1, 604,840 | 33, 175,000 
RT 1, 596, 375 | 33,000, 000 | 
it iach ialicnihderensinen cei 1, 730, 223 | 35, 955,000 

i ieiiinda natiatpeitintinitissias: 1,910, 813 





Coinage of the United States mints from 1841 to 1895. 








35, 730,000 | 39, 660 
37, 800,000 | 42, 070 





Silver. 


| Commer- 





Fine Coining 

ounces, /cial value value. 
38, 672 $50, 196 | $50, 000 
38, 672 274 50, 000 
38, 672 50, 583 | 50,000 
38,6 50, 428 | 50, 000 
a, 50, 22 50,000 
38 | 50, 000 
a, 51, 74 | 5), 000 
38, 51,279 | 5), 000 
38, £2, 150 | 50, 000 
52,130 | 50, 000 
AL, O85 | 50, 000 
51,985 | 50, 000 
52, 333 | 50, 000 
519, 752 500. 000 
106, 188 | 100, 000 
156, 832 | 150, 000 
1,! 2,062, 151 2, 000, GOO 
3, 4 | 4,683, 880 4, 500,000 
6,5 | 8,842,226 8, 500, 000 
8.5 11, 445, 950 | 11,000, 000 
8,7 | 11,642,206 | 11,250,000 
7,7 10, 856, 362 | 10,000,000 
10, | 13, 865,648 | 18,500, 000 
9, 12, 206, 988 | 12,000, 000 
9, 281, | 12,297,656 | 12,000,000 
13, 000,000 | 17,264,000 | 16,000,000 
17, 789,000 | 23,588,214 | 23,000,000 
22,244, 100 | 29,406, 700 | 28, 750, 000 
27,650,000 | 35, 750,000 | 35, 750,000 
28, 849,000 | 36,860, 000 i 87, 300, 000 
24, 518,000 | 30,549,000 | 31,700,000 
30, 009, 000 | 34,690,000 | 38, 800, 000 
30, 783, 000 | 86,970,000 | 39, 800, 000 
34, 960,000 | 40,270,000 | 45. 200.000 
31, 550, 000 | 35, 430,000 | 40, 800,000 
30, 320,000 | 34,720,000 | 39, 200, 000 
33, 260.000 | 87,850,000 | 43,000, 000 
36, 200,000 | 41, 120,000 | 46, 800, 000 


, 000 | 46, 200, 000 
000 | 48. 800.000 


39, 9130, 000 | 42, 500,000 | 51, 600,000 
39, 440, 000 | 39,230,000 | 51,000,000 
41, 200, 000 | 40,410,000 | 53. 350. 000 
45, 780,000 | 43,020,000 | 59. 195.000 


50, 000,000 | 46,750,000 | 64,646, 000 
54, 500, 000 | 57, 225 


aw) 


,000 | 70, 465, 000 


OOO | 75,417,000 


63, 500,000 | 55,563,000 | 82,101,000 


39, 500, 000 49,500,000 | 31, 422, 


[From the Report of the Director of the Mint. ] 


Calendar year. 


Gold. 
tai coteaebapeiile $1, 001, 857. 
— FRCREREARS ";' 1, 829, 407. 
SI tia desaninaielieduieginandiind 8, 108, 797. 
Si ic aiisindtindiahdiiiet 5, 427, 670. 
li wercttets sve 3, 756, 447. 
elated berinaipeiitinniil 4, 084, 177. 
in da <snacenmunle 20, 202) 325. 
sein casemate 3, 775, 512. 
i ichicdisiqadicndeicniiclne 9, 007, 761. 
lands tiki an 31, 981, 738. 
Gn stebebecdntmciinieais | 62,614, 402. 
OE a aa 56, 846, 187. 
dikinintioncoen 30, 377, 909. 
SE litistiinus ences 25, 915, O62. 
I | 20, 387, 968. 
SR cmatneainames 36, 857, 768. 
Pinte cacbannwddde | $2,214, 040. 
Si cctiestassseniitaltianohamaiinipl | 22, 968, 413. 
ST Ln ncnaithitihietdiabedtibees | 14, 780,570. 
cdcnnenbit mata detiah 23, 473, GBA. 
IT tin aadinicaiedeakbeken 83, 305, 530. 
SI pty juinsinhigdlinaniheatialaie 20, 875, 997. 
SP hetmubdntdnd atebhed 22, 445, 482. 
linn keiGsdmampmsanbiis 20, 081, 415. 
SE onda. ssdotnetetociestiamainte 28, 205, 107. 
Sl biidodnwaden dines 31, 435, 45. 
23, 828, G25. 
19, 371, 387. 
---| 17, 582, 987. 
.--| 23, 198, 787. 
.-| 21, 2, 685. 
| 21, 812, 645. 
-| 57, 022, 747. 
.| 35, 24, 630. 
32, 951, 940. 
46, 579, 452. 





.-| 49, 786, O62. 
-| 39, 080, 080. 


-| 62,308, 279.00 
96, 850, 890. 00 
65, 887,685.00 | 27 , 
29, 241, 990.00 | 29, 246. 





23, 991. 756. 


TIED «sownscssweguonces 27, 773, 012. 50 


Total coinage. 








Silver. 
5O | $1, 122,750.00 
SO | 2,382, 750.00 
50 | 38,834, 750.00 
oo 2, 235, 550. 00 
SO) 1,878, 200.00 
5O | 2,558, 580.00 
00 |} 2,374, 450.00 
5O | 2,040,050. 00 
BO} 2,114,950.00 
ww 1, 866, 100. 00 
BO 774, 307.00 
nO 999, 410.00 


OO | 9,077, 57 
SO | 8,619, 270.00 
OO} 3,501,245. 00 
5O | 5,142, 240.00 
00 5, 478, 760. 00 
SO | 8, 495,370.00 
OO | 3,284, 450.00 
00 2, 259, 300.00 
OO | 3,7838,740.00 





50 1, 252, 516. 
Oo 809, 267. 
oo 609, 917. 
nO 691, 005. 
oo 982, 400. 
00 908, 876. 
wD 1, 074, 343. 
SO} 1,266,143. 
» 1, 378, 2H. 
oo 3, 104, 038. 
OO | 2,504, 488. 
5O| 4,024, 747. 
6, 851, 776. 


mo) 


wD 
80 
10 
00 
2 
25 
00 
00 
» 
30 
5D 
oO 
70 


OO | 15,347,898. 00 





5O | 24, 508, 307. 
43, 999, 864. 00 | 28, 393, 0 


DO 


OO | 28,518, 850.00 
OO | 27,569,776. 00 


| 


Minor, 


$15, 973. 67 
23, 838. 90 
24, 283. 20 
23, 987. 52 
38, 048. O4 
41,208. 00 
61, 836. 60 
64, 157. 99 
41, 984. 22 
44, 467.50 
00, 635. 43 
50, G0. 04 
67, 059. 78 
42, 8. 35 
16, 080. 79 
27,106.78 

178, 010. 46 

246, 000. 00 

364, 000. 60 

206, 660. 00 

101, 000. 00 

280, 750. 00 

498, 400. 00 

026, 687.14 

968, 562. 46 

1, 042, 960.00 
1, 819, 910. 00 
1, 607, 150.00 

963, 000. 00 

350), 325. 00 
99, 890. 00 

369, 380.00 


342, 475. 00 
246, 970.00 
210, 800. 00 
8, 525. 00 
58, 186.50 
165, 008. 00 
301, 305.95 
428, 151.75 
960, 400. 00 


000 | 77,576,000 
O00 | 64,000,000 





$2, 240, 581.17 


22 638, 611 oo 
Xf ’, 


. - 
Baan e! 
2 


22, 400, 264. 00 
23, 753, 149. 80 
21, 618, 019. 24 
20, 054, 665. 36 
33, 461, 314. 25 
26, 557,411. 25 
22, 142, 880. 50 
19, 812, 130. 50 
24, 927 , 368. 00 
24, 236, 613. 30 
24, 686, 513. 50 
61, 426, 950. 10 
42, 448, 881.70 
48, 546, 808. 00 
71, 208, 560. 00 
72, 40/1, 434. 50 
78, 363, ORB. 50 
66, 814, 859.00 
90, 111, 368.70 
125, 219, 205. 50 
04, 821, 217.00 
60, 098, 728. 86 
5B, 323, 106. 43 
56, 926, 810. 74 
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Gold and silver, United States notes, etc., in United States Treasury a 
circulation, from 1872 to 1895, inclusive. 
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It may be claimed that there is apparently no immediate pros- 
of an international agreement. That may be true, but it is 
ikewise true that the tremendous increase in silver production 
everywhere has only recently begun to be noticed and its new re- 
lation to be understood. o would have su in 1865-66, 
when the world was moving along quietly and with apparent regu- 
larity, and had been for many years producing perhaps forty mil- 
lions of silver per year, that the world should to-day be piling up 
five times that amount? 
Mr. STEWART rose. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not wish to be interrupted. 
Mr. STEWART. Of course the Senator does not want to be 
interrupted. It would have the effect of breaking him up. 
Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator that he sit down here 
and listen to me. 
Mr. STEWART. A man who makes suc ah statement will be 


broken ap 

Mr. LLOM. Who could have supposed that in six years, 
from 1888 to 1894, the world should have increased its already 
enormous production of one hundred and eighteen millions to two 
hundred and sixteen millions of silver in a single year? No econ- 
omist ever ed such a condition. It was wholly unprece- 
dented; yet ju 
the yo me ga to the yield of coming years. When the 
understoodthat we are possibly to have a constant and in 
addition to the world’s silver, without any similarly ep | 
demand for it, either as money or as a commodity, it is — 
that its value has become and must continue subject to the inflex- 
ible laws of trade, like a commodity. It must decline in 
market value under such increased supply. Its quotations must 
fluctuate with the fluctuations of supply and demand like coal, 
like iron, and other products, m no consistent basis can any 
fixed ratio be established by the United States alone between silver 
and gold under such circumstances, 

The ratio in 1878 was 16 to 1; in 1893 it was 82 to1. In 1878 it 
— 16 ounces of silver to purchase 1 of gold. In 1893 it re- 
qu 82 ounces of silver to buy the same ounce of gold. These 
are not merely the prices and ratios of the United States but they 
are the world's ratios and the world's values. The United States 
_ a ee —_ and __ Wieht deme oe the a 

can change them, ex a egree? Suppose fora 
moment that free and ‘anlimited coinage of silver in the United 
States had continued from 1873 down to the present. What now 
would be the situntion? The United States have coined in the 


ng by the more recent yield, it is — coe J 
‘ac 


twenty-one years following 1873, and including that year. 
eee, five hundred and twenty millions of silver. oe 

ng to thecontention of the silver producers, if the coi had been 
free during this a we ought to have coined more than dow))|, 
this sum, or perhaps one thousand to twelve hundred millions of 
dollars. But with only the five hundred millions coined we {inq 
the value has declined so that a dollar is intrinsically worth a}jout 
50 cents. What would have been the depreciation if the coinagg 
had been so doubled? No man can tell; but would it be unrea. 
sonable to suppose that the silver dollar would have been worth 
no more than 35 to 40 cents? Probably not. But, say our friends 
the coinage of it into standard dollars would have fixed its value’ 
The coinage of silver or gold or the stamping of paper may (oe. 
clare its nominal value, but that does not establish its intrinsic 
value if the world does not a it or if commerce will not 
have it so. Mexican dollars and the coins of any other countries 
have time out of mind been used in the traffic and transactions of 
other nations, but they have almost always been treated as a mere 
commodity, worth just so much as commerce had determined, andj 
were shoveled or weighed or counted out at their commercia] 
worth only. 

The great and omnipotent commercial public of the world makes 
its own laws concerning money values and determines for itse/f 
what is a just standard or measure of value, ess of the dic. 
tum of any political co: or parliament. In view of the im. 
mense addition to thesilver output to which Ihave called attention, 
and of the disturbing influence which such addition necessarily 
causes, I feel sure that the t commercial nations will be com- 

lled to devise means to adjust our monetary relations so as to 

—_ alike to the producers of silver and to determine a proper 
ratio by which all s abide. 

But let no man flatter himself that a determination of the great 
econ a will ever be arrived at under the teachings of 
the empirics who vie with each other in the effort by legislation 
to put the dollar stamp on a half dollar’s worth of silver in any 
single country. 

In our local and municipal conventions, in the political cau- 
cuses, and on Ss ie ve see men settling this great 
question by insisting that the United States shall adopt free coin- 
age ess of the course of other nations. 

The supply of silver in the world and the commercial demand 
for silver what determines its value practically, it is only 
just that all commercial nations shall cipate in establishing 
an international ratio, gi silver an international value equiva- 
lent to and interchangeable for a certain amount of gold between 
all concurring nations. If we shall devote our surplus eloquence 

patriotism to that result we shall do far 
better than in exploiting tas Uateey at tee, 

Let us look a little into the hi of the several international 
monetary conferences. The first one met at Paris June 17, 1867. 
It was called by the invitation of the French Government. The 
United States of America and 18 of the European countries partici- 
pated. They were unanimous leper mg a single silver 
standard, and, with the exception of the Netherlands, were unani- 
mous in favor of a single gold standard. I may say, in passing, 
that very many of the countries engaged in the conference have 
had the silver standard. None of the countries cipating took 
action ggestions of the commission, 


= February 28, 1878, and met at Paris August 1/, 
lve countries were represented, the United States representa- 
tives being Reuben E. Fenton, of New York; W. S. Groesbeck, of 
Ohio; Francis A. Walker, of Connecticut, and 8. Dana Horton. 
The substance of the opinions of the members was: First, that the 
monetary function of silver as well as of gold should be preserved 
acu ty tee tae eee a one ee be gor 
erned situation each ; second, 
that the  cialien a silver coinage ghowld be: discretionary with 
each state or group; third, that differences of opinion 
the on of acommon ratio the two metals. 

conference August 29. : 
The third international conference was called in 1881 
by the joint action of France and United States to establish 4 


system for the use of silver and gold as bimetallic money, with 4 
relative settled value between the two metals. Thirteen countries 


The United States re were Wil- 
a Allen G. Thurman, of Ohio, and 
This conference 


closed by ad- 


W. Cannon, E; Benjamin 
ingtructions which were 











1896. 
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ga by President Harrison, through Secretary of State John W. 


‘oster, were so concise and comprehensive that I deem them 
worthy of introduction here, as oe in apt lang 
true to be adopted by the 


uestion: 
q DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, November 10, 1892. 


* * * The main which this Government seeks to accomplish by 
this conference is to about a stable relation between gold and silver. 

It is the opinion of the dent, and, as he believes, of the people of the 
United States, with sin r unanimity, that a full use of silver as a coined 
metal at a 'o to gold fixed by an eqompent between the great com- 
mercial nations of the world would very highly ygomete the Ss of 
all the people of all the countries of the world. For this reason your first 
and most important duty— 
This is addressed to the delegates— 

be to 


secure, if ei. an agreement between the chief commercial 
countries of the world loo! to international bimetallism—that is, the un- 
limited coinage of gold and silver into money of full debt-paying power at a 
fixed ratio in coinage common to all the agreeing powers. 

You should not lose sight of the fact that no arrangement will be accept- 


the 
nited States upon the coinage 


- 


able to the or satisfactory to the Government of the United Sta’ 
which by ony poate place this country on a silver basis while 
E coun maintain the gold standard. 

to secure international bimetallism, the next important duty will 
be to , if possible, some action upon the part of European countries 
looking to a use of silver as currency, in order to put an end to the 
further depreci ofthat metal. * * * 


JOHN W. FOSTER. 


It seems to me that that letter, signed by the Secretary of 
State, at that time John W. Foster, but written, I imagine, by 
the President of the United States, states the truth as near as it 
can be stated by anybody; and it states what in my judgment is 
the only safe position which our country can occupy upon this 


uestion. 
. I desire to say here that I should hail and will hail any settle- 
ment of this question that will not take our Government out of 
the position it has occupied and make it purely a monometallic 
silver country, driving out the gold. And in my opinion the 
time is near at hand when this Government and other commer- 
cial nations with which we are dealing will be able to settle this 
question so that the silver interests of this country and silver as 
a money metal will be cared for and will be placed, probably, as I 
hope, on a par with gold. But insist that by any other course 
than an international ent between ourselves and other 
t commercial nations it would be a dangerous experiment for 
fois Government to undertake the free coinage of silver. 

The instructions which I have read present, as I have said, the 
true basis of bimetallism, and in my judgment indicate the only 
solution which can ever be reached satisfactory to most of the 

nations of the world and in the interest of the people of the 

nited States. For the United States alone to declare for free 

would be ineffective, except to the great injury of our own 

—- powerful as it is, populated by 

an intelligent and ne ipo. is not the controller nor the 

the monetary world. Our wishes and desires may all 

t and proper, but our present power does not justify us in 

an exclusive mone system which shall invite the 

antagonism of twenty or thirty other nations, nearly all of which 
are or lesser contributors to the trade we now enjoy. 

. President, what the nations need is an international con- 
agreement as to the use of silver, fixing the ratio, and 
the mints for free coltanas upon the ratio to be 
Every year and month and day makes it clearer to 
conference is sure to come, and I believe very soon. 
What a relief to the situation in this and other nations if this 
vexed, troublesome, — important question could be set- 

y with the interest of silver as a money 
and in harmony with the best interests of the people of this and 
in 


I may say here that in talking with a certain silver Senator, if 
I may so designate him, he intimated to me that he would be will- 
ing to fix the ratio at 32 to 1. I donot know whether the silver 
men would to such a ratio. But whatever ratio 
the pr nations will agree to, whether it is 154 to 1 or 16 to1, 
or 20 to 1, will be entirely satisfactory tome, because if those nations 
make such an agreement, in my judgment it will probably bring 
the commercial value of silver up to par with gold. Bat without 
would be utterly futile, in my judgment, for 
with any expectation that it would increase the 
y for one e nation to do so. 
national conventions have 
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6 values of gold and silver by international action. 
a said at Minneapolis in 1892: 
b - 
: eee eee sere sired: a 7 our Govern 


petite rere 


That is sound. We there took the position four years 
» ‘of an international conference for the purpose of fix- 
atio which would insure a parity of value between goldand 
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The Democratic party said at Chicago in 1892: 
We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 


country and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimination 
against either metal, or charge for mintage, but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value or be adjusted 
through international agreement, or by such safeguards of legislation as shall 
insure the parity of the two metals. 


Iam not sure but that the Democratic platform on that ques- 


tion four years ago was a little better than the Republican plat- 
form, because in addition to their favoring an international agree- 
ment for the adjustment of the exchangeable values of these two 
metals, they used the words ‘‘ but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value.” 
The word “intrinsic” is not a part of the Republican platform. 


The Populist party, calling itself ‘‘the People’s Party,” said at 


Omaha in 1892: 


We demand the free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present 


legel ratio of 16 to 1. 


The Populist party also said: 


We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily increased 
to not less than $50 per capita. 

This latter enunciation of the principles of the party, which 
has been somewhat in evidence for a few years, oun seem to be 
its own most certain antidote. 

I hear a good many men say that ‘‘sound money” is a mere 
phrase; that it does not mean anything; that anybody can use the 
expression and still be entirely in order. Butthere isa definition 
of it which it seems to me means something. The best and most 
sparensiads definition of the term ‘‘sound money” as applied to 
metallic coinage is to be found in the words of one of the most 
distinguished international bimetallists of the world, Henry Cer- 
nuschi, as follows: ; 

It is by the ordeal of fire that money can be tried. The coins which, being 


melted down, retain their entire value for which they were legal tender be- 
fore they were meited down are good money. Those which do not retain it 


are not good money. 


Expressing it in other words, he says: 


Good money consists of coin which is worth as much after it is melted asit 
purports to be worth in coin. 


Edward Atkinson says: 

Bad money can only be circulated by force. Good money requires no force. 
Everybody is glad to get it. Money made of gold, or its representative, con- 
vertible or redeemable in gold, is the world’s standard or unit of value. 

There must be a final ultimate standard or unit or coin by which all other 


forms or types of money—silver, nickel, copper, or paper—must be rated. 
All such subsidiary types of what is sometimes called money, sometimes 
called currency, sometimes instruments of exchange, can only be kept in 
circulation at a parity with the unit or standard by positive, absolute re- 
demption or payment therein. If the law gives an employer the power to 
force bad money upon workmen and does not give the workman an easy 
and ready means of converting that bad money instantly into good money, 
that workman will be cheated. 

The pret xt is that the coinage of silver dollars at 16 to 1 should be as free 
as the coinage of gold dollars, and that, by itself, can be agreed to. Coinage 
is nothing but the manufacture of round disks of metal stamped and certi- 

ere is no danger in free coinage. The danger lies in the efforts of 
these supporters of free coinage at 16 to 1 to force cheap 50)-cent dollars upon 
the community by an act of legaltender. The moment anyone offers to any 
of theee owe to agree to free coinage without an act of force or legal ten- 
der by which they may compel wnintormed ople to accept these dollars, 
they immediately give up their case; they will not accept free-silver-dollar 
coinage without the power to force them upon the people. 


Mr. President, both the act of 1878 and the act of 1890—the one 
called the Bland-Allison Act, the other the Sherman Act—were 
passed by Congress in response to a demand for free and unlimited 
coinage of silver by a portion of the people and as a compromise 
between the friends of free coinage and those opposed to such 
action. When the Sherman Act of 1890 was met it was alleged 
and believed by the friends of free coinage that the effect of the 
act would be to send the price of silver up to about par with gold. 
The price of silver did increase for a time, but soon began to de- 
cline again, and for some time the commercial value of a dollar of 
412} grains of silver has been only about 50 centsin gold. The 
effect upon silver by the passage of the acts of 1878 and 1890, espe- 
cially the latter act, has n very disappointing to the sealed 
silver men and somewhat to all who supported it. I myself sup- 
ported it. It did not have the effect upon the price of silver that 
was expected, and instead of satisfying the special champions and 
friends of silver it has only made them more aggressive in favor 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
and at the same time embarrassed still more the financial situation. 

The solution of the difficulties so apparent can only be reached 
by concerted international action—by the establishment of inter- 
national bimetallism. 

It is claimed by a recent writer that none of the recognized 
defenders of international bimetallism have ever deciared in favor 
of free coinage by the United States alone. Gen. F. A. Walker, 
a most eminent exponent, has declared distinctly his opinion that 
free coinage by this country alone would delay, if it did not pre- 
vent, adoption of an international agreement establishing a par 
of exchange between the gold and silver using countries. 
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As to our former legislation he says: 


Our coinage of two millionsa month under the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 
was directly against the interests of biraetallism, while our purchase of four 
miilions five hundred thousand ounces of silver bullion a month under the 
Sherman Act of 1890 was an even worse strategic 


Balfour says: 
If it be ible by international a: ent to establish a joint standard 
possi y apangninans ¢ j 


throughout the world, it would not be open to the which a single 
standard is open to. 

Barbour says: 

No final or satisf: 
cept by an inte: 

Houldsworth says: 

It is an international question, Itis theduty of Her Majesty's Government 
to negotiate without y with other nations. 

Professor Foxwell says: 

Bimetallism is new and involves international agreement, the question of 
valuation as well as the question of ratio. These matters can not besettled 
by isolated action. We ll never settle the monetary difficulty without 
international action. 

The Bimetallic League: 

The aim of the Miapotaliic League is to secure by international agreement 

0 


the opening of the mints commercial nations to the unrestricted 
coinage of gold and silver at such a ratio as may be mutually agreed 


nations. 
ae Reger rie eer re cain eis ens iret 
an¢ its details must be se in concert the other powers. 

Mr. President, it seems to be apparent that after the failure of 
the effort on the part of the Government to hold silver at a ty 
with gold by the two acts referred to (under which 456,000,000 

ver were between the years 1877 and 
tember 30, 1898) everybody should be convinced that it would 


blunder. 


o settlement 


futile to venture upon free coinage on the basis of 16 to 1, and | der 


yee it b =e of ee ee The ee ane = 
consequences of such action by 
Govemmmnaeh woul inevtinily onils a te 
The United States would at once approach a silver basis, 
tain and changing from day to day, with the fluctuations of silver. 
The total estimated metallic stock in the United States on July 
1, 1895, according to the last report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was gold $636,000,000, and silver $624,000,000, in round num- 
bers. By this statement it will be seen that there is no great dif- 
ference the amount of gold and silver in use in the 
country. The United States, the great depression in 
silver, dealt fairly with the white metal, showing great re- 
lnctance to give up either. 

I am in favor of using all the silver as coin we can, and we may 
be able to use even more than we are now using, but the question 
of the standard should be settled. Weshould not oni the 

standard until we can have the ion of other great 
commercial nations and an agreement as to the ratio for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver for all the nations. — 

The t shows that on April 1, 1896, there 
of ~, United — ee ee 

money ver, paper, and minor 
there was in circulation $1,528,000,000. 
ted States 


pi 
$18.19; im 1873, $18.04; in 1874, $18.18; in 1878, $15.32; in 
82, and in 1892, $24.44. So that the per capita circulation 

not varied to extent for many years. The variation 
amount of has been y produced by the 


ined aba a ee age 


A recent editorial article in the Tribune descri : 
situation thus: oe - 
eee ee mae | thn Sone cctange of sieve ob tho vaio ef 18 to 1. or 50 


cents to the 100-cent dollar, assert that the fall in Value of 
silver was due to “the crime 1. 


settiement of the currency question is possible ex- - 
agreement. 


cou containing 
with her 120.00) am) 


em 


of silver since 1675-76 is not 
takentogether. Tho 

in proportion to the 

metal than the 

purposes, and as an 


itory 

it as to values, just 
corn, and cotton. If the pro- 
become sear cer, 

commercial world, 

every year after a 


the Transmississippi Commer- 

., November 27, 1804, by the Hon. 
statement is » Showing by 
ollow the establishment, respec- 

of gold and the legal-ten- 


coin of any country, or 
established according to 
aaerae standard 

mrbance in ie 

franec,or mark, or florin, or peso, 
settlement of in- 

because the 


tender at the 

to our false 

it would mean taking the 

this not prove that the 
of 


this position can 

is the nearly universal 

by which is meas- 

ons of the while the other 


value, upon demand 

or adversity among 

was rsago. It 

the issue to say that beter 1873 

butes asa measure of values. It does 

The fact exists, 

facts. It can not take 

a. Lamentations 

@ genera’ , resulting 

part of the settled coinage policy a wine-tonths 
fruitless and unavailing. 

was retired in a mercies mi. 

mms rea rer iweden, Nor- 

1878, in Italy and the Dutch 

other countries and since 

value it now bears the return of 

standard would imperil! 

its very position among 


assertions which con- 
the free-coinage, 


ea 


e27fk 


the fact 
bill covers 140 columns of the Globe, and that 
times d its progress 
discussion of its general 
of the omission of the silver dollar from the 
discussed in the 
the distinguished 
Democrat, Clark- 
and Samuel Hooper. Mr. 


Mr. Potter said: 


Sa ey oe Oro. 


coins, should be gold 
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Mr. Stoughton said: 


the standard of value am all civilized nations, and 
when the gold dollar should be distinctly 
ive of the money unit. 


Gold is 
time come in this coun 
the ted to be the coin represen 

Mr. Hooper said: 
concluded that 25,4, grains of 


The atter careful consideration, 
standard constituting the gold dollar, should be declared the money 
unit or representative of the dollar of account. 

It was also diseussed and amended in the Senate. This law of 
1873 was not rushed secretly through without consideration. It 
was-enacted imthe same manner in which all laws are enacted, 
and yet, although it is claimed to have injured silver, it is a fact 
that the annual coinage of silver for twenty years fol- 

ing “ of 1873” was more than ten times the annual 
the forty years prior to that year. The Government 
of its way to favor silver and has as a special favor 
away in its ts some $350,000,000, for which it gives cir- 
to a representative papei certificate which passes for 


the argum or rather the assertion, that the 

has brought about the reduction in the price of silver 
The Temaintion in silver is due largely to the in- 
SECM iataats Ratioce thet by exp ingiesl anguumont or 
no eve y any argument or 

of conditions can it be shovyn that the law of 1873 
commercial value. of silver materially. On the con- 
unlimited. coinage had been given its full effect 
ugh the mints would probably have 
silver much sooner, and to a lower 
reached, because those nations at that time 
: demonetized silver, to use the ordinary expression, 
we had continued the free and unlimited coi of sil- 
ver, without as to the admission of foreign bullion, we 
would have been overwhelmed with silver. 
Why not give to well-known natural and commercial causes 
er enyineit to lngiaiation of 1873¢ "Why, at the Gme that law 
of tol ion 0} 3? , at the time Ww 
Cnn hardly see a silver dollar in circulation 
in a month’stravel. Silver, except in the smaller coins, was prac- 
y out of use. In the next four years, 1874 to 1877, inclusive, 
were no-silver — coined. nes ee was coined? — 
silver lose anything? a farthing. e contrary, in those 
four there was coined $21,500,000 in half dollars and §$15,- 
200,080 in quarter dollars, or a total of over $36,800,000 im silver. 
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qoarier dollar, bem 2 re $9,200,000 a re in — se and 
@ greater quantity of silver ever 
lee silver pieces in any four years either be- 
fore or since 1873. 


And so, Mr. President, on applying the touchstone of simple 
fact to the wholesale creations of the i ination which have 
been woven about this subject they vanish like a breath. 

Let us look at another claim. It is constantly asserted that our 
trade demands an increase of circulating medium. The political 
scientists who. met in Omaha in 1892 and nominated Mr. Weaver 

seriously demanded that the circulating medium 
increased ‘‘ to not less than $50 capita.” 
i circulation in 
per capita since 


that time. 
time, counting the money in the 
per capita 
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discuss the reason why France should 
amount of money per capita. 
i that we have too little 
that it is a mere assertion, in- 
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in. circulation by sa: 
average cir medium in 
the world is less than $13 capita. France 
States stands at the head and has more than 


capita as the average nation of the world. 
contention without further argu- 


a ee se the statistical reports of the 


Mr. in the remarks I have made I have sought to 
give my y on the subject in the hope that we 
Pay be observation, and reason, arrive at a proper 

the interest of the general welfare of alo 





ms oe 


time will soon come when a conference of the nations will be held 
and by which the silver question will be settled by fixing a ratio 
for its use as a money metal and for openiag the mints for its free 
coinage. I hope for it, and look for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hadagreed to yield to the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Brown] after the Senator from [linois [Mr. a had 
concluded, but, by permission of the Senator from Utah, I will 
now yieldten minutes tothe Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart}. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I propose to call attention to 
the fact that the gold standard can not be maintained except by 
a perpetual increase of the national debt or repudiation. One or 
the other must be done to maintain the gold standard: and I 
think amoment’sreflection will bring everyone to that conclusion. 

Our gold obligations, while we are on a gold standard, are very 
large to Europe. We will not quibble about the amount, but I 
think from all the statements I have examined $400,000,000 a year 
of fixed charges would be a conservative estimate at the present 
time. Of course as we add to the principal the:e new loans, it 
will increase very rapidly, and is increasing very rapidly. The 
only means by which we can obtain gold for the purpose of pay- 
ing our gold obligations to foreigners is by the sale of our com- 
modities in foreign markets. Weare compelled to sell those com- 
modities in competition with Russia and all the Asiatics. They 
have about 100 per cent advantage of usin the difference of ex- 
change in competing in those markets. I shall not elaborate npon 
that point; but they have such an advantage that they have been 
geining in those markets and we have been losing very rapidly. 

uring the current year we have not been able to sell enough to 
pay for more than we have bought. We have imported of com- 
modities as much as we have exported in value. Consequently 
there has been added to our foreign debts, public and private, 
resulting from these fixed charges growing out of our foreign car- 
rying trade, travelers abroad, interest and dividends on foreign 
investments, about $400,000,000 during this year. 

So nae the Government of the United States will borrow 
gold and keep it on call for those who | ave greenbacks, and the 
greenbacks are out, of course we can maintain the gold standard 
without individuals paying a premium. But the Government is 
paying a premium. 

he 4 per cent bonds had a very well-established market in 
February, 1895. They never have sold since they got fairly on 
the market for less than 1 per cent premium for each year they 
had terun. In 1888-89, having only about eighteen years to run, 
they sold for as high as 27 per cent premium, but that was ex- 
ceptional. The market settled down finally to about 1 per cent a 
year for the time the bonds had to run. At the time the $62,500,- 
000 of bends were put upon the market in February, 1895, they 
were selling for about 11 or 12 per cent premium, they having 
then between eleven and twelve years to run. The President of 
the United States informed Congress at the time that he could ob- 
tain $16,000,000: more for the $62,500,000 of bonds provided Con- 
gress would authorize gold bonds. In other words, he had to pay 
$16,000,000 on the $62,500,000 in order to get gold. 

At the last sale of bonds the premium was not so high, being 
only 11 or 12 per cent, and while the sale was manipulated suffi- 
ciently, it was not so absolutely a private deal ay, were the prior 
bend sales. The loss to the Government on what it had to pay 
on that loan to get gold was about ten to twe)ve million dollars, 
the Government paying a premium. The Government never can 
get adollar of gold without paying premium. Just so soon as 
the Government ceases to pay a premium for gold and ceases to 
supply gold to these who must have it, somebody else must pay 
the premium for the gold. If the gold standard is maintained, 
payment must be madein gold; but just so soon as individuals 
can not come to the Treasury and get gold they must themselves 
pay that premium; and as soon as individuals pay the premium, 
your gold standard is gone. Just as soon as the Government of 
the United States ceases to pay a premium the individuals must 
pay the premium, and they can not get it otherwise if you main- 
tain the gold standard. ere is one other way, however, in 
which it can be done, and that is not pay at all; but if they pay 
at all, they must get gold ata premium. Consequently the gold 
standard can not be maintained longer than the credit of the 
Government will last to pay a premium, because when indi- 
viduals pay the premium the fact is seen and recognized, but when 
the Government sells its bonds the country does not see that sell- 
ing United States bonds at an enormous discount is paying a 
premium. 

Gold isat a premium now, and the Government paid $15,000,000 in 
1895.0n sixty-two and one-half millions, and paid at least $12,000,000 
premiumon $100,000,000in thelastloan. TheGovernment mustpay 
&@ premium all the time, and individuals would have to pay a higher 
premium. The only wayto prevent the payment of the premium 
would be for individaals to say that they would not pay atall. The 
gold standard can only exist while somebody will load the Govern- 
ment with debt to buy gold to furnish the gold to exporters. The 
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Government has no use for gold, for it has not promised to deliver 
ld. If individuals have so promised, why should all the people 
taxed to pay a premium to get gold to pay gold contracts which 
individuals have made? 

The end is near, and if you do not stop selling bonds yoluntarily 
you will be forced to stop by the loss of credit. Turkey tried it 
and it can not sell any more, Austria tried it and can not sell any 
more, Italy can sell no more, Spain can sell no more. The wreck- 
ing process will cure itself, and the time will come when the Gov- 
ernment will be unable to pay a ae and when the pom 
can not endure the taxation to which they are subjected to pay 
this premium. Weare getting behind at a geometrical ratio every 
year, and whenever the Government ceases to pay a premium on 
gold, those who — obligations must pay gold if you main- 
tain the gold standard. So the gold standard means an unending 
increase of ee poem debt or repudiation by individuals. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what 
remedy he pro’ for the condition of things which he describes? 

Mr. ST WART. I can not answer that question without 
ones on the time of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BROWN. _I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. In answer to the question of the Senator, I 
will say that I propose to reenact the coinage laws of Jefferson 
and Jackson; I propose to have more money by the use of both 
metals; I propose to wipe out that clandestine legislation which 
took away the basis of the fabric, and which put a premium on 
goles I propose to return to the money of the Constitution; and 

en there will be no premium on gold, because we can have some 
other material besides gold out of which to manufacture money, 
but when you have to payin that material only, there is not 
enough to pay, and you have to pay a premium upon it, as there 
always must be high prices on any article cornered in the market; 
and gold is cornered by means of this clandestine legislation; gold 
is cornered by means of the operations of the Administration, 
which refuses to obey the law and _— silver; gold is pooled; 
and mereney Ip to boca e oe It is pooled just 
as stock is pooled that is put in a safe, and I propose to use both 
= and silver, and break the corner that these people have made 

h the ne of the Administration. 
Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator whether he means by 
all that the free and unlimited coinage of legal-tender silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. STEWART. Icertainly do mean that; and that is the 7 
remedy. So long as you can make — out of only one me 
and that metal is led and cornered, the men who have it hold 
the world by the t, and they have throttled enterprise and 
brought misery everywhere through their criminal practices. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks 


would be the effect upon our plenty of gold if we made sil- 
ver a legal tender in sums of $50 in amount only, removing the 
power to receive silver ? 


certificates for customs dues 
Mr. STEWART. I would not bind the limbs of silver and have 
it start on a race with gold. They had a race for four thousand 
years, and they stood abreast; and now the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin proposes to one of them and start it out in the 


race, 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will 
allow me, whether or not it would be his purpose as part of his 
scheme of free coinage at 16 to 1 to issue certificates upon the bul- 
lion before it is coined into money; that is, would the Senator 
pa to issue certificates provi for so many dollars from 
on yet to be coined and resting in the mints? 

Mr. STEWART. I would issue certificates to-morrow on what 
bullion we have, and I would coin it forthwith. There has been 
a deal said about the inability to coin silver, and that onl 

,000,000 could be annually coi I will undertake to coin 
ught tothe mints for the seigniorage the Government 
gets. will let me have qeety ee ten years, I will 
undertake to coin $500,000,000 a year for Government 
for the refining the bullion in the mints and other mint charges; 
Sosa ber expenese. "hare ts io teeabab china Soceessinng ott 

or expenses. ere is no trou uu our 
coinage Ary a day. 

Mr. LISON. I only wanted to know the fact. Then, of 
course, the Senator's idea would be either to have some provision 
whereby the — would be immensely projected, or else require 
Mr. STEWART. I would have a sufficient amount coined. 
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cause the Government charges enough the 

for coinage and other charges to pay the w —— I will 
say to oo from Towa, there is one thing of which I want to 
notify , and that is that there would be no trouble if mints 


‘were except to get eno 
of getting too much silver. see more money and good times in 
the near future, There is an undercurrent coming; the common 


people have dropped on the gold e. They 
stand pyle rag press is not telling the truth, and they have 
discarded its advice. They begin to understand that the public 
men have been misleading them. bi Rage ym to understand this 
Administration. The truth of what ; coln said, that you 
can not fool all the people all the time, is going to be verified in 
Mr CHANDLER, I th cepts 
_Mr. . I suppose the Senator e in his denun- 
ciation of the public press a mendacious publication in this city 
called the Silver Knight. 
_Mr. STEWART. Always excepting that. It takes an excep. 
tion to prove the rule. Thepeople are eo a the Silver 
Knight more than they are the way of the tes just now. 
They have struck the exception, and if my friend New Hamp- 
shire would read the Silver Knight attentively he might get his 
eyes opened. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am glad to advertise the Senator's publi- 
cation. I have subscribed for it, and I also have one copy sent to 
me gratuitously through the favor of the Senator, and I read a 

eat deal of truth init. It goes to an excess sometimes, as the 
Renstte does in his hes. 

Mr. STEWART. [hope that the Senator does not allude to 
the excess of circulating medium that is now aoe he people; 
that they are getting too much of it. I do not think he has refer- 
ence to that. Excess! Is it possib*s to find language to describe 
a transaction which enabled a few gamblers in money to pool the 
circula medium of the world, the standard money of the 
world, and to ask the price they had a mind to, and transform 
70,000,000 of the most prosperous e on earth into 70,000,000 
nm the ca of an lish syndicate? When 

, the great mass of the press has been the 

en syndicate for years; and they have iterated 

terated their nonsense and absurdities until the people 
have found them out. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, Ishould like to 
a little bit. I wish to discuss the bill before the 
the further issuance of bonds by the 
incidentally the resolution which I 
bonds hereafter to 


begin to under- 


the subject 
7 to prohibit 
eee e Treasury, and 
offered morning declaring 
be issued by the Secrgtary of the Treasury 


os for sa. that they are is the Constitution of 
the United States. e Congress of the United States alone, and 
not the Executive, is authorized, to quote the oe of the 
Constitution, ‘‘to borrow money on the credit the United 
States.” I think the further issue of bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury or by the Executive is contrary to that clause of the 
Constitution. The authority claimed for the issue of these bonds 
is the act of 1875. It must be remembered by the students of the 
history of this country that that act was passed at a peculiar time, 
under circumstances, when extraordinary measures had 
to preserve the life of the Government and extraor- 
to the credit and hon- 

t be called heroic 
it was necessary to 
1875. the wish, the long-felt 
of the United States—I might perhaps say 
we should at 

resume specie ts, that we 
basis of coin, silver and gold. 
part of the coun- 


E 


s 
F 
é 
S 
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of their issue. The Secretary not issue any. 
might issue or not at his discretion. He was limited, however, 
if we will remember the circumstances— 


First, by the which was expressed in the act, ‘‘ to pre- 
pers au previa ter. Son SoMa” ee ree. It 
was 


not to use money to supply deficits; it was not to pay running 

; towns not 09 oie a> Oh surplus in the Treasury, but 

“to ee, redemption.” Not even to main- 
tain it. No authority was to maintain the redemption, be- 
Se when once accomplished it needed 
any maintenance. it was simply to prepare and e for it 
of the Treasury was authorized to issue bonds. 


that n 
Second, he was limited by the amount; that is, he was limited 
» serra tae, 0 tenders then in circulation. This grant 
to Secretary only for the legal 
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grants of authority are to be strictly construed,as the law books 
say and common sense teaches also; and the time within which 
the redemption was to be made complete and to be an accom- 
or a dismal failure was four years. 
was passed and at the time it was passed, 
these limitations upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It was given to whomsoever should be Secretary. It might be well 
that Congress would feel authorized and were authorized to ex- 
tend this extraordinary power to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for u limited time, enemy Delp would be the Secretary, knowing 
to what party he would committed, and yet that Congress 
would not and did not indefinitely extend the authority for all 
ime to all Secretaries to issue as many bonds as they saw fit for 
any purpose that they might use them for. 
have the act before me here, and I will read it in this connec- 
tion with my remarks. It is as follows, cutting out those parts 
of it which relate to the payment of money and only quoting the 
passages which relate to the issue of bonds: 
ie in iis, act eetiond or w BF oe Dertborindd tos aon 
of, at not less than in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds 


and 
nited States described in the act of Co approved July 14, 1870, 
of titled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” With like 


4 


: 


q ivileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act 
into full and to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 
(Volume 1, Supplemental Revised Statutes of United States, chapter 15, 
pages 58, 


To this act into full effect was to redeem the legal tenders 
of the United States on or before the ist day of January,.1879. 
That was the effect of the act. When we returned to specie 
ent the purpose and end of that act had been accomplished 
en 
A grave question is intimated, and it again might arise as to the 

tutionality of the act at the time it was passed. It seems 
to have been considered then an act of doubtful constitutionality. 
To a certain extent it was a delegation of legislative authority, a 
thing which this Congress can never do. Congress can not dele- 
gate its authority to oy Secre or to any Executive whatso- 
ever. Such tion is wholly illegal and forbidden; and yet 
, and under the circumstances, and for the 
, it has been so far considered 

treated as a constitutional act, and under the circumstances 
I do not propose to criticise it. 

The use, however, that has been made of that act since could 
not have been foreseen at the time of its passage. It is now used 
for an entirely different p . The original statute simply 
gave authority to ee and provide for the redemption. It is 
now said that it is to be used to maintain permanently the legal- 
tender notes in circulation and their - tual reissue. Orig- 
inally it was a fixed, definite amount, of about, $350,000,000 or a 
little more; now it is $500,000,000, and that $500,000,000 it is pro- 

to maintain in a constant change, a constant reissue, so that 
. y was limited to the Secretary of the 
construed 


oy 


original] 
bonds in the sum of about $350,000,000 is now 
to mean issue of bonds to the extent of $500,000,000 and 
five hundred million eaeneee Strasse as they see fit to pass the legal 
names over the eeeeeer. of Oy ape MS aoe he eee 
an unending amount, so that the au y claimed now an 

exercised by the Executive and the Secretary 

bonds not only to the extent of $500,- 
multiplied b ity itself just as often 
Secretary of the Treasary cece £4 to issue 


i: 
i 
35 
2 


If the exercise of this power be strictly followed and the bonds 
issued for no other eenen, 1 wut not power be necessary 
now to forbid or prohibit the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
President from the further exercise of the issue of bonds. It 


could not be foreseen at the time of the of the act that the 
time would come twenty years after the of the act, six- 
teen years the resumption which the act was to 


—o been and a fixed fact, that the Execu- 
tive United States would search out and bring forward this 
authority under it to issue, at his own will 
oa that he saw fit, the bonds of the United States, and 
thus exercise the constitutional authority of Congress to 

the money that he red. 
affairs we now have. The Executive 





and in addition to paying the ordinary expenses 


ds under the act was in vogue, to accumu- 
far in excess of the needs of the Government, 


E 
i 
t 
: 
: 
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is without limit. The original limitation has substantially been 
— if not passed. There was issued — to 1879, the date 
of the passage of the act of 1879, as 1 understand it, bonds the 
face of which called for ninety-five and one-half million dollars in 
addition to whatever bonus may nave been received therefrom. 
There has since been issued bonds the face of which called for 
$262,000,000, making the face value of all the bonds three hundred 
and fifty-seven and one-half million dollars issued assumedly under 
this act. That, with the bonus and all, is about equal now tothe 
amount of legal tender that existed at the time of the passage of 
the act. We are now asked to say that the Executive shall not 
issue more; that is, that he shall not exceed the limit which was 
originally fixed by the act of 1875. 

It seems to me that the exercise by the present Executive of the 
act of Congress of 1875 is quecutitetional and to issue these bonds 
the Executive is without authority or warrant of law. It is our 
duty to protect the Treasury against further issue, and it is our 
duty to protect those who deal with the United States, who buy 
bonds, who deal with the Treasury, against receiving anything 
except bona fide bonds of the United States that can be enforced. 
Bonds of doubtful validity we have no right to sell. It is a decep- 
tion to the buyer of them as well as a robbery of the country that 
we represent. 

It follows that these bonds will be absolutely valueless in the 
hands of the holders. The question may be raised; and it is our 
duty now to warn the buyer, to pass such a resolution at this 
session of the Senate as to show to every would-be buyer that he 
is buying something which can not be enforced in the United 
States, and it is our duty to say tothe public that these bonds are 
without authority, so that the cry of repudiation can not be suc- 
cessfully raised with regard to them. It is not repudiation to 
say that it is not our debt, itis not the debt of the country; but 
beforehand, before any person buys a single bond, I would have 
them warned by the Senate if they believe it to be true; I would 
have the Senate say to these would-be buyers of the bonds that 
we believe them to be illegal. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Utah yield for a sugges- 
tion at this — In January, 1894, before a bond had been 
issued under the present Administration, a resolution was intro- 
duced in the Senate declaring that the Administration had no 

wer under the act of 1875, the resumption act, to issue bonds. 

at resolution was fully discussed here, and the purchasers of 
Government bonds from that time to this have been put upon 
their notice that they receive these bonds with a questionable 
title. Therefore there is no necessity for warning them again 
that there is lack of power on the part of the Government to 
issue bonds. 

Mr. BROWN. May I answer the distinguished Senator, and 
ask him the further question: Did that resolution pass the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; it was antagonized by the other side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. BROWN. If the resolution passed the Senate I would sit 
down and have nothing further to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuHEr- 
MAN], the leader of his party on the other side, said there was no 
question about the power to issue bonds; that the redemption of 
the notes would exist as long as water ran and grass grew. I 
quote his language. I ciuniy call the attention of the Senator 
from Utah to the fact that he and the leader of his party are not 

upon this question, but that the invalidity of the bonds, 
which I believe are invalid, was discovered and promulgated to 
the world long before a bond was issued. It is nothing new here, 
then, to warn the bondholders that they have no title. 

Mr. BROWN. Our party, Mr. President, does not have leaders. 
Every Republican is his own leader; every Republican isa thinker, 
My friend from Nebraska has time and again talked about the Popu- 
list party and has made promises for the Populist party. He has 
leaned over and asked the Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN | 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to make 
promises as leaders of the Republican party. I assure him that 
while the Populist party may have leaders who can speak for it, 
the Republican party is democratic in that respect; every man 
stands on the same footing. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, every man is a thinker? 

Mr. BROWN. And let me say further in reply, for I have not 
got quite through answering the former eiennlcun of the dis- 
tinguished lawyer from Nebraska, that merely discussing a ques- 
tion is not the opinion of the Senate. When the Senator foam 
Nebraska gave it as his opinion and offered his resolution in 1894 
it went out to the world for what it was worth, for what the 
world thought of the distinguished gentleman’s opinion. So I 
would not now claim any more for the resolution which I sub- 
mitted this morning, and which I will read in a moment. The 
mere discussion of it would be nothing. That is merely an ex- 
pression of a Senator’s views as a lawyer or as a citizen. It car- 
ries no special — beyond the doors of this Chamber; but 
when the Senate of the United States passes a resolution such 
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as I shall ask them to , 1think that is another matter; that 
beeomes the opinion the Senate. I think that will be heard 
wherever a man is going to buy a bond or whenever he thinks of 


buying one. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will of course indulge me a mo- 


= BROWN. a. ee ens ae 
, e Senator is a lawyer. filing of a lis pend- 
ens is notice to the haser. You do not have to have a judg- 
ment declaring a thing to be illegal. 

. 'N. It depends on who files it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever you file a notice of a lis pendens to 
contest the legality of a title, that notice stands good, and a person 
who purchases after that notice has been filed ases caveat 
emptor. The Senator from Utah knows that. I simply call his 
attention to the fact by the filing of a lis pendens (if you may call 
it such, for that is what it is in | parlance) itstanis asa notice 
to all who purchase the bonds of the United States that those bonds 


but just the reverse. 
Mr. ALLEN. And that every Republican is a thinker. Ido 
not care to be ee ee ree 
BRO . aie; t, I have not 


(ain anaten tous. echeealin upon: thabeciijueh: taanans 3 tht he 
tor e su I 
jeapnnap aad aia ene Gace, 

ne anne Dae 
made upon the Se eee ree Wine a eee eee 
oe ee ebraska here. I do not so un 

the notice or law of lis pendens. I understand that every 
notice of every kind to put a person upon his guard must come 
from the who iptends to act. It is the plaintiff in 
lawsuit who files the lis pendens—not some stranger. It is 
second-hand cousins. I pose to file notice lis pendens by 


through which Con oans, This agent, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, ae one designated by law, can not be dele- 
gated with any egislative 


authori of the princi l. He 
out the wil of the Con- 


must exercise the power judgment, of determina- 
tam cif Ghasctatiantion, ond aie teed tine @ necessity for the 
loan of the Treasury is authorizing 
gress of the 
Second. the amount of the loan. The first question going to the 


to representatives of the , is how 
de ee oe be It must be by the repre- 
sentatives of the As exercised the 


: 
| 
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now outstanding legal fonts Dn anette of mat these 
three elements is necessary, as thi been andcan nt 
be delegated to the Secretary of ay Wena ieee attempt by 
him to exercise it would be without legal authority and actual), 


Therefore, I the resolution which I have offered as 1, 
ing bends. It has been boasted hor. 

Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and oth... 
President will 
never concur, even if the Senate declares void the bonds. If \... 


and the country are alike Thave with me a copy 0! 
the resolution now on ae oe Secretary, offered. this 


othe has ee : 
OS oie charts to those een i 
that any such bonds that may hereafter be issued by him be without 
authority of law. 

I believe if we serve et ere rees, Oe expression 
of the Senator from Nebraska, it will be we to stop the 


further issue of and the boast of the Senator from ())io 
‘we area will fall as dead as he hopes the proposed act \/ 


be. 
Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me? 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks the bonds 


issued are authorized by existing law? 
an BROWN. I say frankly to the Senator that I do not think 


they are. I have not argued it in that I have said or am 
prepared to say, because for the this discussion, either 
in a ramen oval omnes the pee _,! do not 
regard it as ; case we have before 8 court 

‘Whenever it shoal aries it ia that a further 
branch 


' may byes I not gone into that 

of the case; yet fadincincmepmarescmnetetnen bonds 

what the are without 
ae of law; that they are illegal, and could be avoided by 
to the resumption act, they 
I think they are legal, or at 
Z All these other bonds 
1875 never could have or foreseen Mr: Cleveland's \!- 
i have foreseen this of chang- 

ing greenbacks for qibesmstienetetaseniien chain which 
it over tothe general 


which we have here, 
a false surplus, a-surplus of which and its evil result I shall have 


The Senator from mr [Mr. ee able argu- 
ment, as it struck me (I not see the from Georzia 
not in his set ee og way, has 

have im @ measure 


not, that the act of 1878 enlarges the power of the Secretary of 
the to issue bonds, and it was against the evil effect of 
the act of 1 ee The act of 1978 has been 
quoted as if it were an extension of power to the Treasurer to 
ee bonds. arieaiemetes an gad or 
Secretary Treasury must construed. [t must 
be in the letter, not in the eee even here 
so that every man can read it, it can not give power by imply- 
ing a necessity. You must say, “He the power; he 
may do this, that, or the other.” Grants of power are so stri:i|y 
construed. There must ee, Secre- 
Gheuis ta an olbearatonet Soicabaminedamanatentay abated. T° 
to an , 10 

an extension of authority, may )os- 


i 
j 
: 


act so far as it re- 
out of the power 


to e the re- 
sumption. There is in the act which simply 
cat eae the 


ae 
i 
i 


Treasury to ‘borrow money on the credit 0! ‘li 


The act says that the tenders then outstandins, 
$347,000,000, be there is no grant of power 
given—is there?—to issue no hint that want the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury to go and ae untold quan- 
endl pot Sb ie tat power, that act, which is really, not )'0- 

, assumed to be the basis and warrant for the action 0! 

the Executive at this time. It is because he has to keep th ~° 
legal neor ——— that hesays he exervis’s 
the power. act imal cuioet. away the power. 
us see. A statute 

to and inconsist- 
The statute of the redemption of 





1896. 
legal tenders. The | 


purpose of the statute of 1875—the object of 
it—was to redeem legal tenders, ‘‘to prepare and provide for re- | 
demption.” 
What is redemption? Payment. A new statute says it never | 
can be redeemed, never can be pee. First, remember what the | 
evil was to be met in 1875, the object o 
It was to retire these greenbacks, to pay the legal tenders, as every 
other honest debtor pays his debts. It was the policy then, and I 
hope itis the policy of the Republican party now, to pay our debts 
in full, to wipe them out of existence, and not to keep them forever 
returning, coming back to annoy us. We were to redeem the 
green , and the authority was given for that; but along 
comes the act of 1878 and says there is danger of contraction, and 
instead of passing an act 1n 1878, as they should have done, recog- 
nizing free silver and the free coinage of silver, and paying these 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


f it, the gist of the statute. | 


5943 


**I thought so and so about it at that time. Therefore thatis the 
construction.” 

Mr. ALLISON, I agree to that. 

Mr. BROWN. “It was understood so and so. Therefore you 
must construe it soand so.” Statutes are construed by what they 
say and nothing else. It must be located right there, and no one 
knows better than the distinguished and brilliant lawyer from 
Iowa and the great financier from Ohio how to make clear their 
meaning in statutes. They did it then, as they always do; and 
what that statute says, that must be its meaning. 

I will say to the Senator from Iowa, when he says that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio can better express what was thought at the time, 
that he himself has expressed it. He can not add to that now, 
either. The debate that was had on that occasion is the conclusion 
of what they had to say in support of the measure at that time. 





debts so that there would be no contraction. they passed the act of 
1878 which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue for- 
ever and ever the same legal-tender notes. That was in exact con- 
tradiction of the purpose and object of the act of 1875, the one 


being to the other to say never to pay in the wide world. 
Mr. N. Will it disturb the Senator from Utah if I 
make a remar 


Mr. BROWN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator to another 
provision in the resumption act of 1875. I was perfectly familiar 
with the of that act through all its phases, as was the 
Senator io (Mr. SHerMan]. The very point that the 
Senator now states: as a conclusive one at the time was really the 
tender Se difficulty. If he will take another portion of 
the act see that the greenback notes were to be reduced to 
seenanees, and no further reduction, in the minds of most of 

voted for that bill, was to be made, and the United 
to was to be a bank, a and paying out. 

After that law was passed a question of argumentation rose 
amon who supposed they knew a great deal about the 
act, was that this redemption fund would retire all those 
—— and that it could be done under the law. That was 

view taken. ward Atkinson and other gentiemen 
who wished then to get rid of the greenbacks. The act of 1878 
was and in support of the original act, except in 
one instance, and that was that the original provision 


which authorized the backs to be reduced to $300,000,000 was 
cut off oan a 6,000,000, and the further provision that 
the notes should be paid out again was sacredly regarded by most 


of those who voted for it as a part of the original law of 1875. 
It was never in by the men who passed that law that the 
greenbacks which had formed such an important portion of our 

should be withdrawn, canceled, and destroyed, and 


| 
‘ 
i 


of the contemporaneous history, 
I was certainly iliar. 
, WN. I know the Senator is familiar with it. I gave 


. 
zt 


i 


the Senator from Iowa was in that matter. I 

too, that the question of $300,000,000 rose in that debate, 

ines aibomaned whether it should be put in or 

would be unnecessary to put it into the law, if I re- 
member rightly. I have not the language before me. 

. ALLISON. If the Senator will bear with me one moment 
more, I will say, as to the passage of that bill through the Senate of 
the United States, that the Senator from Ohio—he can speak better 
for himself than I can for him—had charge of the bill for the Fi- 
nance Committee, and it was understood that there would be no 

of the bill. There wasnone. TheSenator is familiar 

it. Thethen Senator from Missouri, Mr. Carl Schurz, under- 
took to catechise the Senator from Ohio, and he parried his blows 
asvery few Senators in the Senate could do. So there 


fe 


‘was no Senatorial debate which in any way tended to elucidate or 
to fix what was in the Senatorial mind upon that subject. That 
was fixed elsewhere. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator from 
Towa, but I know we never will have the truth of it until the 
Senator tells us what occurred in the caucus. 

Seer. That was a long time ago, and I do not know 
but the statute of limitations has run the caucus. It 


& 


morethan twenty years. But Ido know what [ heard, not only 
inthe Republican caucus, but elsewhere, that with two or three 
exceptions it was in the minds of the men who voted for the re- 
at ke 1875 that the qin were not to be retired, 

Seeerecencent wn to $300,000,000. Beyond that 


notes were to be circulated and redeemed and paid 
by the and keptin circulation. The act of 1878 was 
buta declaration of what was originally contained in 


‘ pega ee gay meee Ser 
that a poor kind interpretation a 
law for a man who was present and for it to say, 






It was ably and thoroughly argued by the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio, and it was passed as he wanted it, without objection 
or amendment. 

I wish to say a word or two as to the policy of the act of 1878, 
and I am reminded by the Senator from Ohio that he was not a 
member of the Senate at that time. I am aware he was Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. At the time of the passage of the act of 
1878 silver had been demonetized, but the effect had not been ex- 
tensively felt nor was the question thoroughly understood. It had 
not been debated in every schcolhouse in the land. We had little 
coin in circulation, and had not arrived at the period of absolute 
redemption. It was feared that if the legal tender should be re- 
tired, redeemed, and canceled when paid, there would be contrac- 
tion. It was to prevent the contraction which followed and was 
the necessary effect of the demonetization of silver that the legal 
tenders were issued. 

Whether intended or not, it was a cover by which the people 
were deceived as to the effect of demonetization. Some have been 
so ungenerous as-to charge that demonetization wasa malicious act 
purposely done, and it may be that the act of 1878 might be said 
to have been intentionally passed with a view of preventing the 
yeca from early appreciating the effect of the demonetization. 

ut it may have been passed in entire good faith. It is not neces- 
sary to impute bad motives to it. But the effect was just the 
same. It was to create a false currency, a false plenty of cur- 
rency, when, in truth, the money was being driven out of the 
country. Had silver been coined instead of the reissue of legal 
tenders, and that silver placed in circulation to the extent of the 
legal tenders at that time, silver never could have fallen as it has. 
We would have had a much larger circulation than we now have, 
| ® greater currency per capita, and now we would have had no 


egal tenders to redeem or to drive away the gold oat of the coun- 
| try. The danger which now appalls us could not have existed. 
The opportunity for the issue of bonds which is now claimed was 
created not by the act of 1875, but by the act of 1878. 

When astatute is passed for a particular object, and that object 
has been accomplished, the force of the statute has beenspent. It 


the other day of reading the debate. I could amounts to a virtual repeal, not a repeal to have any retrospective 


effect, to invalidate that which has been done, but a repeal of its 
power in the future, because all its conditions have been complied 
with. Theact of 1875 authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds to prepare and provide for redemption was temporary 
in its nature by the statement of the object which was to be ac- 
complished at the end of four years. The four years came, the 
resumption of specie payment was complete; the bonds wereissued 
under it, were issued under that authority, and the whole statute 
was fulfilled, accomplished, ended, and it was as impossible under 
that statute, after the resumption had thus been made operative, 
for the Secretary to issue bonds as if the statute had been actually 
repealed by act of Congress. The condition of it had been per- 
formed and its force had lapsed. 

It can not be said that this issue of bonds is merely to meet the 
deficiency in the revenue, because the deficiency in the revenue 
is vastly less than the issue of bonds. Forty-two millions defi- 
ciency of revenue in the last fiscal year and probably thirty-five 
millions this year; I forget how much for the year ending 1894, 
but a small amount, not in all $100,000,000—the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says to me more than $100,000,000 in three 
years. Perhaps so. I ae not the figures. The Senator will 
not differ certainly with the result. It has been vastly smaller 
than the amount of the issue of bonds. I think it is less than 
$100,000,000. And yet to meet this deficiency an issue of bonds 
already of two hundred and sixty-two millions, and the proba- 
bility of another one hundred million to beadded shortly. 

The Congress of the United States has no power and no right 
thus to delegate its function to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States. It can not resign to President Cleveland the de- 
termination of when it is necessary to borrow money for the pub- 
lic good. It can not resign the question of how much money 
should be borrowed to meet the deficiency, or for any other pur- 
pose. It can not resign to the Executive the duty of maintaining 
- am and redemption of its own legal tender and bills 
of credi 
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I was prepared to say before I heard my friend from Iowa, and 
I say it yet, so far as any public debate is concerned, and so far 
as any act of Congress is concerned, that it was never dreamed when 
the act of 1875 was d that it would be necessary to extend 
the power any further than four years before redemption was 
expected to take place. Whatever may have been thought by 
any member of the Senate, nowhere in the debate is to be found 
a hint that the power of issuing bonds under that law was to be 
exercised after the four years had expired. The limit was fixed 
when redemption was to be poe yee and it was for that 
paar ne occasion that they were to prepare, and there was no 

int that afterwards there was to be any further issue. It was 
not to be an indefinite grant for all future time, and as to being a 
contract, it was impossible for Congress to contract. The Senator 
from Ohio said that it is a contract binding upon us morally, if 
not legally, and perhaps legally, that it is our duty to fulfill. 
What moral obligation can exist to violate the Constitution of the 
United States? 

If this act as now exercised by the Executive is in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, is chere any moral obliga- 
tion? Is the Constitution of the United States the subject of bar- 
ter and sale by the a Congress? Can we contract away 
its provisions—moral obligation to set aside the liberties of the 
people which we are sworn here to defend and which the Forty- 
third Congress were sworn to defend? They were and we are 
here to uphold the Constitution and to protect it, under which 
law we are authorized to meet here. 

Yet it is said it is a contract existing with the holder of every 
bill, every legal-tender note, that the Secretary shall have the 

wer to issue these bonds. These bills may never be paid if the 

ntention is to issue and reissue them forever. If this contract 
scheme is to continue, the Forty-third Congress, that passed that 
act, would have the a to contract away the Constitution of 
the United States. Can any contract be said to be moral that 
barters away the liberties and rights of the citizens of the United 
States? What right had the Forty-third Congress to thus barter 
away Constitutional rights? The very definition of a free govern- 
ment is one contro and managed entirely by the representa- 
tives of the people in Congress assembled, and the duty is Sg 
Congress here in this instance to perform these functions and to 
ha sy their further usurpation by the Executive. The usur 
jon in this instance is on the part of the Executive. This has 
never been attempted by any other Executive. It will be remem- 
bered that none of his predecessors since resumption have exer- 
cised or pretended to exercise this ee. It has first occurred to 
this Executive that he can bring that law back which in reality 
had ceased to exist (because it has accomplished the object for 
which it had been ) and, by reason of finding this old law, 
prevent the control over the Treasury of the United States which 
a and properly belongs only to the Congress of the United 


Mr. PALMER. I want to ask the Senator whether it is or is 
not trne that the predecessor of Mr. Carlisle gave the same con- 
struction to this law that Mr. Carlisle has given, and even went 
to the extent of ordering the preparation of bonds to be issued 
under that act? I ask the question because the Senator may be 
better informed on this historical point than I am. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not better informed, and do not assume to 
be informed at all. I will say that I neither know nor do I care. 
I know this, however, that he never committed the act. Many a 
man has thought and contemplated whether he would not commit 
a crime, yet he paused without do'ng it. It would not be com- 
— and proper, in trying a man who had committed a crime, 

say, ‘‘ Well, there was another fellow who was thinking about 
committing the same act and wondering if he had not better do 
it, though e did not doit.” That is about all there is in the 
Senator's question. I do not know, I was not familiar with the 
matter, I never saw the gentleman, I never heard him say any- 
thing about it, and there is nothing in the records of Congress to 
show about it, and I am sure if the henaine has any such informa- 
tion he is welcome to it; I have none. 

The controversy we have here to-day is the same old one that 


has been on between the executive and legislative depart- 
ments, I only in name of acts and name of executive 
and name of legislati: 


ve department from the controversy be- 
tween the Parliament of England and Charles the First. The 
parallel is complete between the situation at that time and the sit- 
uation now. e executive then, as now, did not oepsove of the 
on which the Parliamentdesired toenact. He a 
of government of his own, just as Grover Cleveland has, and be- 
cause Parliament desired to annex conditions to their legislation 
of grants of money he sought to raise money by the executive 
poweralone, So because the Congress of the United States has its 
own theories, has its own scheme of legislation, with which the 
Executive does not areepenen, he desires to raise money by his 
authority only. The effect of this power, thus exercised, of bor- 
rowing money in excess of the deficlency, and using the bonds for 
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Sascuiivetiiegentent ot eimanenegeNbee Cures 
xecutive independent of the ve power 0 E 
Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator alien me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. BROWN. pope 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to express my satisfaction at the 
announcement that this Con has some scheme for raising 
money to discharge public obligations. 

Mr. BROWN. I confessthe sarcasm of theSenator. I perhaps 
might have said, if I had gone a little further, that there might 
have been some scheme if it had net been for this terrible surplus 
on hand. We have got money enough. Perhaps I ought to have 
said, instead of this Congress demanding legislation, the people 
have demanded legislation, and legislation of a character which 
the Senator knows right well. 

The le were heard from in 1894 from one end of this coun- 
try to the other, when they told the Senator what kind of legisla- 
tion was dearest to their hearts. We can — it to-day, and 
why not? Because the Executive does not need money. That is 
the legislation that is being prevented. If it were not for this 
surplus of $270,000,000 tied up in the Treasury, the unruly mem- 
bers would get together, and we could agree on some measure of 
revenue. e necessity would then be upon us, but we have no 
necessity now. We have got the money; we do not need any 
more money. We have too much money in the Treasury, some 
say. The President himself says in effect—I do not quote his 
cmemnas, as I have it not before me—that there is no question 
about the revenue; there is revenue enongh; yet all the money 
that he has piled up in the Treasury is that which he has pro- 
cured by a violation of the Constitution of the United States in 
selling bonds and preventing the legislation which would be 
necessary if he did not do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at this point? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wanted to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that the $100,000,000 of gold reserve, as it is called, and which 
has been the source of all our evils so far as the issuance of bonds 
is concerned, was established by the honorable senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHerMaNn], then Secretary of the Treasury, and 
without a syllable of law autho: its establishment; and there- 
fore the Republican party is purely responsible for the present 
condition of affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is historically mistaken now, as 
he is at other times. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad to be corrected by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The $100,000,000 reserve was first established 
bs hee Manning, the first Secretary of the Treasury under Mr. 
Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I still insist upon 
the fact that the gold reserve was established by the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio, in or about 1878. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A gold reserve was established by the sale of 
$95,000,000 of bonds in accordance with law in 1878-and 1879, but 
the gold reserve of $100,000,000 was established in accordance with 
- ae ° of act = — in the first instance by Daniel 

an . when Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. . The honorable Senator from Ohio sold $90,000,- 
000 of bonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ninety-five millions dollars. 

Mr. . He sol ,000,000 of bonds under the resump- 
pare ds, making $9 00,000 Shee 

to bon ;000, w coin, anc 

he established a reserve fund or a redemption fund 

of the . There was not then, and 
there is not now, a statute upon our authorizing the exist- 
ence of that reserve fund or redemption fund. ing to the 
which has been 
the existence of this 
fund; but I wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Utah 


from Ohio is the author of 
all our evils and financial ills in that respect. 

; Mr. President, I never had heard before that 
the Senator from Ohio was the author of Pu I have heard 
ee oa eae Candee ak cee ie oe 

one no’ - 
a ever advocated irredvemab!e 
paper, nor do I understand that he has ever been a very earnest 

. Ithink sometimes that ho was a little 
extent to which he did go in that regard, but 


I do not understand that he has to the extent of mable 
; haps 1am mistaken, 
5 If the Senator will allow me—— 


Mr. BROWN. Before the Senator from Nebraska interrupts 


nigh i Eavegele ot tite 











says the mblican party is responsible for*he issue of these 
ont ee Oe ee were issued by a President » hom the Repub- 
lican teboved so hard at the polls to defeat. That is the 
usual logic of the Populistic party, because a Republican Presi- 
dent never issued one of these illegal bonds, no bonds whatever, 
since 1878, and the Democratic party did; therefore, the Repub- 


lican party are to blame forthe Democratic party doing it. That 
is the condition we are in. 
When interrupted I was about to say, or, rather, I will interrupt 


myself in the line of argument I was pursuing to call attention 
to an ous — which was made here the other day by 
the dis' ished tor from West Virginia [Mr. ELK1ns], who 
is a friend of mine. I am sorry he is not here to-day, because I 
want to reply to something he said. It was upon the subject of 
these bonds, and his remedy apparently is to change the Govern- 
ment. His remedy is if Congress and the people will not trust 
the Executive of this Government, then the Government will 
come to anend. That seems to be the argument of some other 
Senators, if | understand it. \Vhat government will come to an 
end? The government by Grover Cleveland; the government by 
the Executive? The Government by the Constitution, which has 
confided to the representatives of the ple alone the power to 
borrow money and to raise money by bonds, will come into new 
life when we enforce these provisions and do not yield to Execu- 
tive usurpation. The Senator from West Virginia went on to say: 

No matter if Me had a Populist as President to-morrow, and no matter if 


had unlimited paper money, or silver money, or gold money, I would fa zor 
the proposition that the President should have power to sell bo 


proper 

That is, he favors a different Constitution to that which we have. 
That, as I understand, is the argument of the distinguished Sena- 
torfrom Ohio. Itis not thatthe Secretary of the Treasury now has 
authority, but that he ought to have it. It is consistent with his 
theory vernment, but not with the Constitution of the United 
States w our forefathers provided for us. The Senator from 
Ohio said: 
By the terms of that contract it was the agreement of Congress that the 
of the , an officer always at his post, an officer who is 
charged with these duties and not Congress, should pay the notes 
hen presented, and in order to enable him to do so it authorized him to sell 
certain classes of bonds to them, and he was authorized to say which of 
those classes of bonds should be sold in order to provide the money. 
The of the Treasury is ‘‘always at his post,” said the 
Senator, as if was a reason for the issuing of bonds, that a 
man is handy and can do it often; as if that was a thing we were 
looking for, somebody to keep up the machine and keep grinding 
out thebonds; that we want them to-day; we want them all the time; 
that they are something that we must have. I say it is contrary 
to the spirit of free government everywhere and contrary to that 
Constitution which we are sworn to defend. It was Con that 
was to meet and see the occasion and not the Executive. It strikes 
me that the — taken by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
another Was more consonant with his history of liberty- 
loving and with his life than the expression which I have just read, 
am proud to read and indorse the expression he made to the 
honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] on the subject 
of yo pam of indebtedness. At that time the Senator 

from said: 


nds under 


4 


I would tear a on bill pending in this Senate and refuse 
to ite salacy rather than ine $1090,000,000 of certificates gf 
ind in a single year. 


np was because he did not believe in running this conntry in 


de He would tear up every _—— bill. That has the 
true of liberty and of sound finance—of appropriating nothing 
cones See see to pay for. But let me say if we 

not issue a single bond act of Congress, which the 


eee should we issue bonds by the Executive, who has not 
What gent Ome ere be in this position of the 
Senator from Ohio on that subject? : 

The President has no need to suggest any measure of immediate 
relief from the present condition of affairs. He sends us no mes- 
Sage how a revenue may be raised. He has paw of 


wien friends and supporters which he has in this body 
and in Congress are unwil rt any measure of ob- 


to sup 
taining revenue. The Executive is im ; he is independent of 
the Congress because he has constantly before him this method 


of raising money whenever the gold in the T becomes de- 
pleted or below the standard at which he thinks it ought to be 


maintained. At will he and the Secretary of the Treasury sell 
them, with or without notice, and thus obtain money without the 
need of any whatever. The effect must be demoralizi 
both upon the and upon the people themselves. I thin 
Te have seen its demoralizing effects here in this Congress and in 
sajave ‘already mentioned wherein I think the Executive has 
tion im ¢ ion arith that for wht alcauaiishotecngease’ : 
a or which the avee 
their wish. effect has been equally injurious to another 
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question; and itis with regard to this other question that the 
members of this Senate have been debating day after day this 
bond bill, because they know this question is affected by the 
power of issuing bonds. 

There is another question which has awakened interest in the 
public mind all over the United States. The majority of this 
body, a large portion of the people—all the people, if we may be- 
lieve the expression of the platforms of the two great parties made 
in 1892—are in favor of such legislation as will keep silver ona 
parity with gold, so that 371} grains of fine silver shall be equal 
to one dollar in gold. To-day the President uses this authority 
to raise money so as to prevent any legislation on the part of Con- 
gress which will compel him to put these two metals upon a parity 
with each other, the parity as defined by him being simply the 

rivilege of using silver as a promise to pay gold. As such silver 

s no use whatsoever. It destroys its value as a money metal in 


every sense. 
It has been said if it were not for this power exercised by the 
Executive of issuing bonds from time to time the Government 


would be without means of sustaining itself. That Congress 
would not agree upon any measure—could not agree upon any 
measure—to supply the deficiency, and that the wheels of the Gov- 
ernment must stop for the lack of money and means with which 
torunit. This is an unnecessary and unjust aspersion upon any 
and every Congress. If it is true that the representatives of the 

ple can not be trusted to furnish the means with which to carry 
it on, then the defect is in the organization of the Government 
itself, its foundation, its Constitution. The same fear, the same 
sensitiveness, has always existed. Those who laid the foundation 
of our Government were not afraid to trust the representatives of 
the people. The Constitution is made upon the theory that the 
Representatives will be always ready and willing to vote the neces- 
sary revenue to supply the needs of the Government, and leave 
with Congress the responsibility, the duty. 

The Constitution is made upon the theory that the representa- 
tives will always be ready and willing to vote the necessary revenue 
to supply the needs of Government, and it leaves with the Con- 
gress the responsibility and duty. If Congress fails to furnish 
the revenue, invoke the proper means; then the Government fails 
by reason of Congress, and the blame must rest with the repre- 
sentatives of the people. Such criticism could always be brought 
against any and every free government, and yet a loan on the au- 
thority of the people only to raise money is the most stable of all. 
The Executive has no right, no duty to say to the Congress: ‘‘I 
know that you are incapable of running the Government in the 
constitutional manner, and therefore I will usurp it and run itin 
an unconstitutional manner.” He has no right to assume that 
Congress will not fully comply with its duty when the necessity 
is upon it. It is a usurpation of the power of government when 
he assumes to take from Congress that which duty compels them 
toperform. The passage of this bill is not repudiation or infamy, 
but repudiation of the infamy of usurpation. But it is not true 
that there is any danger that Congres; will not perform its duty. 

Another evil effect of this constant loaning of money in time of 
peace is that it furnishes a place for those who have money to in- 
vest, so that they will not invest it in legitimate enterprises. We 
have a right to assume in the ordinary current of business that 
the money of the country will be invested in ope specula- 
tion—in manufacture, in farming, in buying and selling lands, in 
buying and selling produce, in buying and selling manufactured 
articles. We have aright to have the money of the country in- 
vested in business, but here we first cut off the business by the 
single gold standard and deprive the people of business; then we 
say, ‘* We will furnish a place for the rich men of this country to 
receive an income from the Government by loaning their mone 
to us, and taking it out of the channels of business, and we wi 
pay 4 per cent interest upon it.” That is one of the evils which 
comes from this policy, which I think is reason enough why this 
proposed legislation should pass. 

I confess the fact of this constantly having an immense surplus 
in the Treasury is demoralizing to the members of Congress; it 
has been demoralizing in this Congress and in this Senate. Two 
hundred and seventy millions of surplus piled up, mainly, almost 
exclusively, by the sale of bonds, by constantly running in debt, 
has produced its usual result. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], whom I saw in his 
seat only a few minutes ago, has clamored almost every day for 
spending that money. He says he is in favor of the largest appro- 
priations, whether they are needed or not needed, because he wants 
to disburse the $270,000,000 among the people. If this money must 
be raised from the people again by taxation he would not be so 
ready to pass the a ee ge er 

It been urged here on the floor of this body that we have a 
surplus that we must distribute, that we must dispose of. It is 
true we have a surplus, but it is a disgraceful surplus, a sur- 
plus that we have gained by pledging the credit of our children 
and mortgaging the earnings of our grandchildren, or rather, 
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it, for which every free-silver Democrat 


— it was sent to the House. It was known as the Jones 
bill. I therefore simply make the suggestion what was the ne- 
cessity for it over ? Isay this in justice to my asso- 
cates agen thle of the who differ with me upon the 

Mr. WN. Iam glad that the free-silver Senators on the 
other side have so able a defender. I think they need it. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not think they need any defense, and in that 
respect 1 do not make it; but I simply desire to state the truth, 

° which is, as I think, that they have ee Seek 68 Sis vary 
same session for a free-silver bill; and if votes were cast for 
0 ec Manes, Rese was, therefore, no 
nee DRO . came from the House here, as I have 

said, a tariff measure, a quasi tariff bi 

Mr That was the Dingley bill 

Mr. BROWN. The Dingley bill. 

Mr. HILL. The other was the bond bill, a certificate bill, that 
I referred to, which was stricken out and made a i i 
and sent to the House. 

Mr. BROWN. It was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

struck that bill out, as they had the power to do, and offered 
a as they had the power todo. That substitute was a 


free-coinage measure, and simple, Taking it up, which was 
ios fom Vermont [ Mr. ounn2}, did not 


mee ee It did not remove the substitute. That 

could be done by the action of the Senate. To be sure, it did 

not pass it for consideration of course does not 
it. But when been taken up, what had we before the 

Reacts bats free-coinage bill and nothing else? 

Mr. HILL. was the point in passing another one? 


is q . 
Mr. HILL. That is the question. If they are subject to any 
about ae the criticism plain. 


Senator 
What was the in i free-silver bill? 
Mr. SEINE he denates ashe me two qunotions and when I 
repeats the second 


that we should have it again. They said, ‘* Well, 
we are not satisfied with it once, but we will put it to you again.” 
They were the persons. It was just as much our duty to take it 
up and dispose of it and discuss it and consider it whether it was 
brought to our attention by the Finance Committee or the Secre- 


Senator thinks my should pass another 
possibly i ouse did not agree to 
one, and a fifth one. Is that his criti- 
seemed to be the position of the Commit- 


am not speaking of the Committee on Finance. 
Iam not responsible for their action. 
am 
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Mr. BROWN. Certainly, if they want a bill the 
should pass it, they want a revenue bill they should take it 
ce sere ceanee Sf Gay de net want it. 
it the second time, 
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But the Senator explains, ‘‘ You would have compelled us first 
to vote down the substitute for it, which provided for the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver.” Who would have compelled the Senator 
from Idaho? Is there any great danger of the antisilver minority 
in this body rising up and seizing hold of the majority? Was 
there any danger of the minority that voted in favor of taking up 
the measure, even if it had been taken up, ever obtaining control 
of it? Could not the majority that voted it down still continue 
to control? They were in the majority and amended the bill. 
What compulsion was there? What reason or excuse can ever be 
given for not taking up this measure, which contained at once the 
opportunity for free coinage, an opportunity for revenue, and an 
opportunity for protection? The Senator from Idaho is in favor 
of protection. He is im favor of free coinage. Here was a bill in 
which both would be represented, in which both would have 
joined. Wehad thefree-coinage bill. We were voting upcn that. 

e could have voted to add the revenue measure to it. 

I hope that the next Republican Administration will set the trap 
again, and that it will be successful in catching the Senator and all 
other Senators, and that free coinage will become the law. I 
trust the Senator from Idaho will be caught in the trap and will 
be found once at least voting for free coinage of silver, and never 
again against it. 

The outery against the Dingley bill and its free-coinage substi- 
tute by the Democratic party, and the demand by that party for 
a platform of a single standard, is but an attempt to divert the 
attention of the public and to prevent at the coming election the 
issue turning upon the great question on which the majority of 
the people have set their hearts, and upon which the Republican 
party are sure of victory. The issue of the tariff has been made 

uring the years before. The Republican party upon that issue 
has been formed and are united. In 1892 the platform of that 
party demanded a high protective tariff. The Democratic party 
won at the polls, but failed in the performance of their promise of 

trade. The people demand now that we go back and pass 
such measure as was pledged to them in 1892. This is the issue 
of the Republican party, and it is pledged to free the people from 
the blighting effects of the Wilson-Gorman legislation. 

The attempt to talk about the financial question in New York 
is but an attempt of Democrats to lead away Republicans from 
this great question. The metropolitan press are teeming with dis- 
cussion in favor of the single standard, and demand that this 
country shall follow in the lead of Great Britain and make our 
finances conform to those of that country. They have a gold 
standard now; what more do they want? The Democra -.c party 
stood for free trade. Do they dare shrink from it now? Do they 
dare avoid the question? It 1s evident that the Democratic party 
do not dare to face the issue upon which they have fought for 
fifty years. If they believed in it they would again demand that 
that should be the foremost question, but this outery that is 
going abroad is only to injure and break down the Republican 








rty. 

Protection or free trade is a legitimate issue this year. The 
Republican party owes it to the country to restore the protective 
tariff which the Democracy has destroyed, and in destroying it 
has destroyed the prosperity of the country. Let us not be di- 
verted into passing a platform to please the gold-standard Demo- 
crats. If they can divide us on that issue, it is possible there may 
be some little Democratic hope. United on the great question, the 
Republican party is sure of victory. Victory not only for to-day, 
not only for this year, but for the years to come. Break up the 
Sensiiien party once, as it is sought to be done by those who go 

the country and seek in the name of the financial ques- 
tion to have us join other issues, and then the great mainstay of 
the country will be taken away. Destroy protection and you de- 
stroy the country itself. I ask the Republicans on this side, I ask 
those who believe in a single standard, if they are willing for that 
standard to give up their tariff convictions of a lifetime? Are 
they willing to see the issue of protecting the manufacturer and 
the farmer sacrificed at the hands of this gold craze that has sud- 
denly taken ion of the country? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Utah will suspend, that the Senate may receive 
a message from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bill 
$.3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act of 
gress entitled ‘* An act approving with amendments the fund- 

ing act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act amenda- 
a and supplemental thereto, approved August 3, 1894. 
e message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 187, and 
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for other purposes; further insisted upon its ment to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6,7, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17, 82, 
61, 96, 97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 140, 146, 147, and 161 to the bill; asked a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. HAINER 
of Nebraeka, and Mr, Savers managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


VETO MESSAGE—HELEN M, JACOB. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the a 
message from the President of the United States; which was : 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return without gogrorel Senate bill No. 149, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob.” 
The pu of this bill is to grant a pension of $12 per month to Helen M. 

Jacob, of ester, Ind., widow of Benjamin Oden West. 
ar Department that Benjamin O. 








It appears from reco of the 
West served in the Mexican war from January to November, in the year 
1847, The beneficiary named in this bill was married to him in 1850, and he 
died in 1866. She was pensioned as his widow and received such pension from 
the date of her husband's death until April 17, 1861. On that day she was 
married to William W. Jacob, whereupon the pension ceased, but two minor 
children were awarded pe ns continued in the receipt of the same 
until January, 1873, when the youngest child became 16 years of age. 

The entire absence of any fixed or reasonable fy or rule regulating 
private pension legislation at this time s the danger of its near ap- 

many cases to caprice and favori 

Though I have in a number of instances deferred to the judgment of Con- 
gress, and refrained from inte objections to bills of this character 
which seemed to me to be of doubtful merit, 1 am unwilling to follow sucha 







wide rture from a palpably just pension theory, and assent to the estab- 
lishment of such an unfortunate precedent as this bill involves. 


There is no oy ° tion due from the Government to a soldier's 
widow except it be worked out th h the deceased soldier. She is pen- 
sioned only use he served his country and because through his death she 
as his wife has lost his support. 1n other words, she becomes a beneficiary 
of the Government because she is a soldier’s widow. When she marries 
— and thus displaces the memory of her soldier husband and surrenders 
all that belongs to soldier widowhood she rue ought not on the death of 
d to be allowed to claim that she is again the soldier's 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 






her second husban 
widow. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 1, 1896. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move that the message and accompanying bill 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions and weinted. 
The motion was 








HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (8S. 948) nn charge of desertion against Jacob 


‘A bill (8. Oat 









; an 
7) to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jack- 


son. 
The patty ana were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the mittee on Pensions: 
bi a R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly 8. Brown; 
H. R. 1874) to place the name of Robert Smalls on the 
H vena ~ Ap an increase of pension to John R. 
. ns.; ° 
. (8898) for the relief of Augusta Tuller; 
$990) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne; 
. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 


. R, 4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Gra- 
R. 4281) granting a pension to George Johnson, of 


R. 4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary; 
R. 4410) 5 ioe the pension of Elise Blinker from 


oe to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
= 4494) granting a pension to Barton 8. Dawson; 
am 
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4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 
4841) granting a pension to Mellisa Adams, widow 


. 1552) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Brad- 
5880) granting an increase of pension to Greenville 


. 5938) for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns; 
a pension to Sarah A. Stacey, de- 

of Manley P. Stacey, late private Company B, 
d eleventh ent New York Volunteers; 
6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 
72) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 
0503) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 
6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 

. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 
. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman; 


. R. 9139) granting a pension to Margaret J. Young. 
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commi 
the amendments of the Senate to 


Senate bered 3, 6, 18, 19. At cet noes 
nate num \ , an an 
That the H its 


Senate numbered 1 and 2, 
lows: In lieu of the amend: 


which sum not exceeding $100,000 may be expended for 
. ith: That 


n buildin; 
entered fato, waaee 


work for construction of fortifications, to be 
from time to time be made by law, to an adi 
to exceed $2,500,000. 


ate numbered 5, and agree to the 
the proposed 


ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ "; and the 
Sanaa recede from its t+ to 


ee 






FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 
The ttee of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. ) making appropriations 

for the armament thereof, for 

, and for other pur. 
to recommend 


reement to the am —_ z 

8 endments of 
to the same. the 
mt tothe amendments of the 
d agree to same with an amendment as fo)|- 
ed paragraph insert the following: 
‘Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of fortifications, $2,500,000: of 


from 


ouse e from 


the construction of 
contracts may be 
War, for materials and 
for as appropriations may 

sum in the aggregate not 


conn t : 
the direction of the Secretary 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagri.ement to the amendment of the Sen. 
same with an amendment as follows: [n 
insert “*$1,205,088""; and the Senate agree to the 
Manpe recede fem tin Chengrosmant te tha ginentments of the Sen- 
same with an amendment as fellow 


a sum 





armament of forti- 
agree to same. 

House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 

wi een ae Sellows: In 

Sena’ the same, 

ieseuntinent of the i 

* 000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

isagrement to the amendment of the 

an amendment as follows: 

$300,000""; and the Senate agree to the 


ate numbered 12, and to the same with an amendment as follows: I 
liew of the sum proposed insert Fike aume. 






ent as foilows: 





** $200,000"; and the Senate agree to the 

2, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the sum insert “ $2,075,000"; and the Senate agree to the 





the amendment of the 
an amendment as follows: 
Senate agree to the 





amendment of the 

t as follows: 
the following: ‘' of 
amendment of the 
amendment as follows: 
after the word “ fortifi- 
the Senate agree to the 





rr 


toread as 


000 to be and its foundations, 85 per cent 
ri Payments as the Work in ieabdatce with 
AE. to Hoard in his letter of January 
required for the return of this money if the 
be pegeired to return the 
to when the tests 
riage shall have been tea ees amas S a col 
also have undergone and a to the Board of 
nance and Fortification. endured to be paid for testing i one oon. 
hin roportionall 
Seapetary = War ia 
directed to contract wi 
tus 
ie age Merrie 


as 
so constructed a part of the work of 


as the 


i 


i 
ul 
i 






recoil traverse carriage th k- 
ing of can fe used * for the oiae, Ferniobed 
es which gam shall be due 
to contract, : test herein 
ne to make the sum of is hereby appro 
That thee hee its to the amendment of the 
n 23, to same amendment as follows: 

= of the following: 
% to procure and test 
one on the plan of R. J. Gat- 
cand of a 
oo tothe prepared by said Gatling 
and under is supervision, aoe a ed 2 
built-up 7 ; 
ated to eraath gun. ef sum cent shall be in Warcal pay: 
ments ote BS con to be entered 
into between Secretary of War , and the remainder 


Leerecenaensrerieres- rar secertenesn ery eie tiie 
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and test of said 





nm: Provided, That before said con- 
lans and specifications for said gun shall be deposited 
. which plans and specifications may be modified, 
Gatling, from time to time as the work progresses: 
, That the said gun shall conform in general form and 
nance, and not, therefore, differ materially in 


and i ns, in order that it may admit of being 
mounted on a service car and ina service emplacement or fortification.” 
And 


GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
W. B. ALI 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
E. J. HAINER, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
FRANKLIN BARTLETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


uISON, 









Mr. ALLISON. There is no agreement about them. The 
House, it will be remembered, placed them under contract, and 
the Senate amended the provision by inserting Providence and 
Garfield hospitals. Those are still open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
remaining amendments and agree to the conference asked for by 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 


The report was concurred in. 
SOUTHERN STATES EXPOSITION AT CHICAGO. 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] per- 
mit me for a moment? — 
Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. Senate concurrent resolution No. 42, relating to 


ference; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HaLe, and Mr. GoRMAN were ap- 
pointed. 



















POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Utah 
for a moment that I may present the report of the committee of 
conference on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 


Southern States exposition at Chicago, was submitted by my-| Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 
self and referred to the Select Committee on International ml Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 
sitions. I ask that the committee may be discharged from the | he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
further consideration of the resolution in order that I may ask the | the amendments of the Senate to the bill (EL 


R. 6614) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, having met after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 

That the House recede from its Ghagrecmnent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 5, 6,7, 9, 10, 11,12, 13, and 14, and agree to the same. 

atthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $10,400,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For pay of letter carriers, $12,240,300; 

“For marine free-delivery service, $3,500; 

“For horse-hire allowance, $344,000; 

“For car fare and bicycle allowance, $170,000; 

“ For street letter boxes, its, and pedestals, $15,400; 

“For kage boxes, $10,250; 

“Twelve mechanics in the six largest cities, exclusively employed in re- 

iring boxes and locks, and erecting boxes, planting posts and pedestals, at 

per annum, $10,800; 

“Incidental expenses, including repairs, painting, freight, straps, time 
cards, maps, directories, furniture, etc., $24,000; 


: 


to permit its withdrawal. I desire to state that I ask for 
the withdrawal of the resolution at the request of the parties at 
it was originally presented. Let the committee 
from ee _ re withdrawn 

without attention of the Senate further to it. 
aa OFFICER. Without objection, that order 


ci 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the sundry civil bill may be laid 
before the Senate with the action of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference of the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) 
ae eet os for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


He also laid before the Senate the action of the House of Repre- 


i 


> 7 “ In all, $12,818,250: Provided, That 10 per cent of the foregoi ounts fc 
sentatives further insisting upon its ment to certain | free-delivery service may be avaliable interchangeably dor ednendivare = 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appro- | the objects named, but no one item of eppropriation shall thereby be in- 
j cre more t per cent: ovided further, at $10,000 of this amount 
for a yt 1 — SS —— may be used to defray the expense of experiments in rural free delivery un- 
ending June 30, » and for other purposes, and re- | ger the direction of the Postmaster-General, and that the amount heretofore 


conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 


a ee for this purpose and still unexpended be available for said 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 


ex ments.” 
nd the Senate agree to the same. 






. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

The PRESIDIN: CER. The report will be ; Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

The report was read, as follows In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* $28,000,000"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses | On the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 the committee of conference 


disagree 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appr. agree 
sundry evil expenses o the Government for tho fiscal Jonrtent- have been enabie to : 
Eanes Suse pergosss, having met, after full and free 
and do recommend to their respective 


recede from its amendments numbered 24, 25, 111, 112, 125, 


129. 
reat from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
10, 28, 91, 98, and 94, and agree to the same. 
a> Sen its disagreement to the amendment of the 
23, ence oe Ce came Wi om senendimens an fetlows: 
— 7 ont by said amendment insert “‘ macadamiz- 
same. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


E. F. LOUD, 
GEORGE W. SMITH, 
J. C. KYLE, 


Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the rt of the committee of conference. 


from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe | Mr, PLATT. I do not think that we ought to agree to these 
Snsat becers “Gatelss ama the Bemnee canes te the conference reports where we have had a serious difference with 


the other House without some explanation. I listened to the 
reading of the report as well as I could with the confusion in the 
Chamber, but I was utterly unable to learn what the conferees 


Peyre bane mnabie te agree on the nmentanente 
iia 2, 8, 4, 6, 7, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17, 32, 61, 96, 97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 
. 


W. B. ALLISON have done with reference to the action of the Senate for the con- 

EUGENE HALE, tinuance of the experimental free-delivery system. I should like 
Managers on the part of the Senate. | t0 have some a as to that item, to say the least. 

J. G. CANNON Mr. ALLISON. Amendment numbered 1, inserted by the Sen- 

EJ HAINER, ate, relates to the consolidation of post-offices. It consists of two 


parts, the first relating to county seats and the other confining 
consolidation to corporate limits. The conferees were unable to 
agree to that provision. Astoitem No. 2, the House appropriated 
for compensation to clerks in post-offices $10,350,000. The Senate, 
by an amendment, increased it to $10,500,000. The House con- 


et PLATT. I ask the Senator from Iowa to state what is still 
. Theimportant amendments left open are those 


, which have not been to by the | ceded $50,000 in addition to the amount already appropriated, 
No. 97, which relates to arid ; the amend- | leaving the sum upon $10,400,000. 
of public lands; also the amendment | The next amendment is No. 4, wherein the House specified in 


detail the uses to which the appropriation for the free-delive 

service should be applied, and giving the appropriations in detail. 
The Senate struck out that provision entirely and inserted what 
has hitherto been found in the Post-Office — bill, a 
gross amount for the free-delivery service. e House insisted 
upon its detailed a tions. The Senate conferees agreed to 
recommend to the that the detailed appropriations should 
be made, with a provision that 10 per cent of each detailed amount 
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may be transferred from one item to another, thus leaving a flexi- 
ble sum in the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

se It ae provided er $50,000 _ ——_ oe be a - 

efray the expense of experiments in rur ivery, under 

direction of the Postmaster-General. The sum of $50,000 was 
stricken out and $10,000 inserted in lieu thereof, and in addition 
to that the amount heretofore appropriated for this purpose and 
still unex is made available in the future. 

Mr. PLATT. I notice that a little more is done than to strike 
out $50,000 from the Senate amendment and insert $10,000. The 
Senate amendment read: 

Provided further, That $50,090 of this amount be used to defray the expense 
of experiments im rural free delivery under the direction of the Post- 
master-General, and that the amount heretofore appropriated for this pur- 

be available for said experiments. 

I see that the word *‘may” has been inserted. It is a small 
word, but I am very much d it may come to be a very impor- 
tant word. It now reads: 

Provided further, That $10,000 of this amount may be used to defray the 
expense of experiments in rural free delivery. 

As we understand that the Postmaster-General is not very favor- 
able to these experiments, the little word “ may ” may result in there 
being no experimental free delivery after the 1st of July, 1896. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecti 


cut will also ob- | This 


serenade cheeses ay ea 
w ‘ma 

inserted there. I have nodoubt that the Postmaster-General 

so use the money. 

. Mr. PLATT. While I am on my feet I wish to ask a question. 

Have the conferees an upon the subject as to whether 


tions where the words ‘‘ may in his discretion” or “ in the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General” are not inserted it is generally 


as equivalent to ‘‘shall.” 
‘ CHANDLER.’ 1 ao not wonder that the Senator from 
necticut ; TT] interrogates 
seep ne ference. In 
of 


Fg 


view of the precedent attempted 
lished in the it will _ 
conference 


- 


be necessary to spend a great 
reports. I now take occasion 


£ 
: 


g 
E 
8 


ple 


z 
2 
F 
; 
eS 


‘ 
: 


fr 
F 


z 
: 
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e to ask the Senator from Iowa 


ei 


I will say to the Senator from New Hamp- 

not in conference. It is one of the orig- 

pe eee eee which 

Senate. It is for the purpose of conveying 

one place to another, known as transportation, 
d I think under no construction could it be used for purchas- 


: lines. 
BN ees Aicch cuttinch isons dicen. Seas 
by the committee of conference? 
not. 
suppose I may infer, then, that there is 
steamshi cabattien. I can cover the 


p 
myself about by asking the Senator whether 
a not the subject of differ- 


in this report that was not a 


ze 
2 


wil] | to there will bea 


carefully the chairman of be 


the Brazilian steamship subsidy, and I very much regret, if ¢)); 
system is to go on, that the conference committee, knowing that 
fact as well as I do, did not put the Brazilian subsidy up 
the Australian subsidy. 

] . That question was not considered by the com. 


mittee. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire has ;.+ 
through illustrating that story of Henry Ward Beecher about ||, 
dog Noble, I will venture to ask the Senator from Iowa how 11) }; 
is amount reduced in Senate amendment numbered 2? |; j, 
now $10,400,000, the Senator stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis reduced from the amount named in {)). 
Senate amendment $100,000. 

Mr. PLATT. It makes an increase of $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PLATT. The $150,000 which the Senate put in there, so 
far as I remember, was to enable the Postmaster- I to clas- 
i t-office clerks; at least it was stated that if we would 
150,000 additional to the amount appropriated by ¢), 

Sanaa we 

country, for which they 

uggling, and in which are much interested, 
suppose, will make immipoasttile for that to be 
under the as agreed 


Mr. ALLISON. It is probable that 
deficiency next winter. Of course if the }t- 

master-General sees proper to do what the Senator thinks he ouvht 
to do, it can be done as well ate eee a as under a 
arger one, but the deficiency would be im that instance 
than it will be under the appropriation made. That is all. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has not stated another matter of 
disagreement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have stated that there is onl 
disagreement, and that is amendment num 
ment originally placed the bill the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Mary added to on motion of the Senator 
from Florida. 


Mr. LODGE. It was on that I desired to say a word. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator to first w this report to 


agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE. All right; but in regard to the item of disagree- 
ment to which the Senator has now referred I desire to be heard 
for a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be in order as soon as the report is 
concurred in. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

The was concurred in. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I have the consent of the Ser- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Brown 

Thé PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mass:chu- 
setts [Mr. Longs] has been recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. want to in regard to that portion of 
the item was on the motion of the Senator 


one matter in 
1, an amend- 


the telegraph lines and establishing a | from 


a i 
2m all the Sitios, 

care for the city of Boston. 

There are no less than 157,786 persons now served from the bos- 


ut I have 


are not municipal limits, who 

amendment will be thrown out of that service and 

and service greatly 

have received petitions, which I have fi! 

from different city sov- 

this plan of taking 

Semdpatieen “otrceit but 

circuit, out 

municipal limits of Boston, are, wit 
follows: 


served from the cen metropolitan 
which declares that no station or su 

‘etatetnined outside of _ 

. . and cities 
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ask the Senator from Massachusetts to con- 


. ot 
an that this matter be now allowed to go over until to-morrow 
morning, when we have a fuller Senate. I shall then be glad to 
have the attention of the Senate to this amendment. 

LODGE. Very well. 


Mr. ery 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the fact that so many matters are 
ahaa be he now, and that we have an order for to-morrow 
which 


an agreement to vote upon the bond bill, so called, 
before eigummmnent, I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow 


a G OFFICER. Is there objection tothe request 
of the Senator from Iowa, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 
r. HARRIS. Is the conference report disposed of? 
Mr. ALLISON. The conference has been concurred in, 
but the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar]} 


goes over until to-morrow. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I desire ne some morning business. 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to the Senator from Utah if it will 


be agreeable to him to yield to a motion te proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business? It is now twenty minutes to 6 
o'clock. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have already said to the Sena- 
tor from Commecticut (Mr. Haw ey] that I would yield for a very 
important matter w he wishes to present. So I shall not 
go on further to- t. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had intended to move an executive session, but 
I do not like to come in conflict with my friend from Connecticut 


if there is matter in which he is interested. 

Mr, HA . Lrose toa matter which would occupy two or 
three but it is important — 

Mr. I to the Senator from Connecticut. 


Mr. HAWLEY. L[had rather speak to a fuller Senate than is 
now present, and do not claim the floor. 


CATHERINE LEARY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend. 
ment of the House of to the bill (S. 819) granting 
a pension to Catherine , which was, in line 6, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert “ twelve.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the Honse of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; See enaete pencentes Seseoote, 
sideration of ve business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 50 
re Sone until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 2, 1896, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Jwne 1, 1896. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
ee, ow Nexis, to be of the 
United States for the Territory of New ico, vice J B. H. 
Hemingway, deceased. 
CHIEF EXAMINER, CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Abram R. Serven, of New York, to be chief examiner of the 
Civil Service Commission, vice William H. Webster, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 1, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Adjutant-General’s Department. 
baa Henry Clarke Swath the rank ofeslonel 
be salsieah nijatent quantal withthe rank of eaenieeestebes. 
Corps of Engineers. 


First Lie: Joseph Ernest Kuhn, to be : 
Second Leuk dap Johncon Morrow, to be lieutenant. 


mien ©, Fink, of Montrose, Colo, to be receiver of pubtic 
: POSTMASTER. 


eed . : ig ‘bere - oe 





REJECTION, 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate June 1, 1896. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
William H. Fowle, of Virginia, to be collector of internal reve- 


nue for the Sixth district of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monbay, June 1, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Henry N. Couper. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the pre- 


ceding session to be read. 


Mr. KEM. I make the point of no quorum. 
The SPEAKER (after counting the House). A quorum ep- 
ring, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 
he Chair hopes that inembers will be present promptly and si ve 
these annoyances. 
The Journal was read. 
Mr. GIBSON. On page 5914 of the Recorp I am recorded as 


| not voting, which is a fact. But when my name was called I 


answered ‘‘present,’ and I desire the Recorp to show that I so 
answered. 

The SPEAKER, There is no record made in the Journal of 
those present upon a roll call and not voting except on particular 
occasions where members present and not voting are necessary to 
be counted in order to make a quorum. The gentleman's expla- 
nation will appear in the Recorp. 

ELECTION CONTEST—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would tike the attention of the 

House for a moment. The matter which now comes before the 
House in regular order is the election case of Johnston against 
Stokes. As the House will recollect, the previous question was 
ordered upon the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elec- 
tions and upon a substitute submitted on behalf of the minority 
of the committee. A vote was taken on the substitute, and it 
was disagreed to. The question recurring on the resolutions of 
the committee, a division of the question was asked for; the first 
resolution was voted u and adopted. A motion to reconsider 
was then made, and a motion to lay that motion on the table is 
now pending. 
As the Chair understands, some members of the House, perhaps 
all members, desire to vote not merely upon the two propositions— 
that Mr. Stokes was elected and Mr. Johnston was not, or that 
Mr. Johnston was elected and Mr. Stokes was not. They desire 
to vote in addition upon the question whether either of these gen- 
tlemen was elected; and the present situation does not give an 
opportunity to do that. Hence the Speaker thinks it proper for 
him to say that if the House should reconsider the vote by which 
the first of the resolutions reported by the committee was adopted, 
it would then be open to the House to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was negatived and also to reconsider the 
vote by which the previous question was ordered; and if that 
were done, a motion could be made (which would be in the nature 
of a substitute for the amendment) that the seat is vacant. The 
question now before the House is on the motion to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to lay on 
the table. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Then the question recurs on the motion to 
reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to 
reconsider the vote whereby the House refused to substitute the 
resolutions of the minority. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not exactly understand the parlia- 
mentary status, and I would be glad, before the question is sub- 
mitted, to have it clearly understood by the House. 

“he SPEAKER. A motion is now made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of 
the minority of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But what isthe amendment? That is the 
question I want the House clearly to understand. 

The SPEAKER. It is the minority resolutions, namely, that 
Mr. Stokes was not elected, and is not entitled to the seat; and 
that Mr. Johnston was elected, and is entitled toa seat. If the 
House shall agree to reconsider the vote by which the minority 
resolutions were rejected, then the matter will stand precisely as 
it did when the previous question was ordered, 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, Mr. 5 , I move to reconsider 
the vote ty which the previous ques was ordered, 
The was agreed to, 
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The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the demand for 
the previous question. 

r. JENKINS. I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I now move as 
an amendment to the substitute resolutions proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and on that demand the previous question. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘ Resolved,” in the resolutions submitted by 
the minority, and insert: 

“That there was no valid election for Representative in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional 
district of South Carolina on the 6th day of November, 184, and that neither 
Thomas B. Johnston nor J. William Stokes is entitled to a seat therein.” 

The aetna question was ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the question is submitted on the reso- 
lution, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 
If this is voted down, then the proposition will be as to whether 
Mr. Johnston is elected or not? 

The SPEAKER. Or Mr. Stokes. 


te! . 
aspera, Linney, 
emenway, . 
Linton, 
Long, 
Loudenslager, 
Low, 


Metal, Tenn. 
McLachlan, 
Mercer. 
Miller, W. Va. 
NOT VOTING—10. 


Foss, 


Mr. McMILLIN. If theproposition is voted down, it leaves the | At 


— in exactly the situation, as I understand it, that it was 
when the previous question was demanded by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin on Friday last? 

The SPEA . Precisely. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
proposition is adopted by the House, is the sitting member de- 
prived of his seat and the seat declared vacant? 

The SPEAKER. If the resolution is adopted, it vacates the seat. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May the resolution be in reported? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If I understand the situation correctly, 


in the event the resolution fails, then a vote may be had on the | Dr 


substitute? 
e SPEAKER. That is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. § er, there is one parliamentary inqui 
I would like to make involving a somewhat more difficult posi- 
tion. Sup the resolution is voted down and each of the other 
two resolutions submitted by the minority are defeated, what then 
wiil be the parliamentary situation? [Laughter. | 

A Memeer. In other words, where are we at? ; 

TheSPEAKER,. TheChair absolutely declinestosay. [Laugh- 


ter. 
The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
McCatu of Massachusetts, the House divided; and there were— 


yeas 104, nays 103. : 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question being taken, there were—yeas 130, nays 125, not 
voting 100; as follows: 
Ab’ 


Allen, 
puderme. 


y 
er, Kans. 


8 
ani 
Skinner, 


Bartiett, N. Y. 
Bell, Colo. 
Berry, 


Sutchings, 
Clardy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 
Cockrell, 


Wis. 
Sooper, Fila. 


, Wis. 


ashington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Willis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Fletcher, McClure. Wilson, Ohio 
Foote, McCormick, Woomer. 


So the Ye agree of Mr. McCa.u of Massachusetts to aniend 
a Tiatk tasanntell tatiilamton eaten 
e erkK announ ° 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Manon with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. WoomMER with Mr. RussEu1 of 
Mr. WituiaM A. STONE with Mr. Rusk. 
Mr. Bowers with Mr. Miner of New York, 
Mr. SNOVER with Mr, Mappox, 
Mr. Cor iss with Mr. Mosss. 
Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr, Cox. 
Mr. PICKLER with Mr. M1LEs, 
Mr, Cousins with Mr. MEYER. 
Mr. Kup with Mr. MEeREpITH. 
Mr. Hype with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. Royse with Mr. Turner of Virginia, 
On this vote: 
Mr. Joy with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
this question: 
Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. HuTcHEson. 
Mr. Foss with Mr. SHaw. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. LIvInasTon, 
Mr. Morse with Mr. STALLINGS. 


ER 
; 
: 

4 
a 


ee 
: Ae 
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On motion of Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, a motion to Te 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parr, one of its clerks, 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





5953 





that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the River from the borough of Braddock to the 
township of Mifflin, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 2658) for the relief of M. S. Hellman. 

The announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3282) to section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; and 

A bill (S. 3245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder. 

The méssage also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 


Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of the Fort Omaha Military 
Cosevebiot to the State of Nebraska. 
announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Can- 
Railroad Company right of way for railroad purposes through 
the Grand Canyon Forest e in northern Arizona. 

The also announced that the Vice-President had a 

pointed Mr. FAULKNER one of the conferees on the bill (H. R. 6614) 
ions for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
year ending June 30, 1897, in place of Mr. 


5 


ment for 
BLACKBURN. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 
lows 


A bill (8. 2658) for the relief of M.S. Hellman—to the Commit- 
on Claims. 
A bill (8.3245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder—to the 
: on Lye Pensions. 


A bill (8.3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
River, from the borough of Braddock to the 


the 
township of Mifflin, Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. , 


CERTAIN BONDS OF NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. 


Mr. OWENS. Mr. er, I move to md the rules and 
pass the bill cae which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The The gentleman moves to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill R. certain acts of the legislative assembly of the 
ew authorizing the issue of certain bonds of 
Pope for other purposes. 


12, and 
to rebuild same,” appro’ 
building bonds of Territory of 


ting to authorized by sec- 
Territory of Wow tex: 
of the tary institute 


000, au thor- 

rritory of 

‘um 

insane persons of the Terri. 


* approved 18%; and 
the of 
Meee cites ace Eenooien 





bonds and indebtedness, $50,000 in amount, together with the interest coupons 
thereto attached, of the city of Silver City, county of Grant, Territory of 
New Mexico, dated March 1, 1893, issued under the provisions of an act of the 
Territorial general assembly of the Territory of New Mexico entitled “An 
act —— the authorities having charge of the finances of any town or city 
of the Territory of New Mexico to refuznd any bonds or other obligations of 
said town or city by the issuance of similar obligations, bearing a less rate of 
interest.” approved February 11, 1891. Such bonds having been issued in 
refunding and in lieu of bonds and indebtedness to the amount of $50,000 of 
said city of Silver City, county of Grant, theretofore issued and outstanding, 
are hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. 

It is intended hereby to validate, approve, and confirm any and all laws, 
ordinances, and p ings, and bonds relating to the matter necessary to the 
validation of the said Santa Fe County, Grant County, and town of Silver 
Ogg Donde. but no further and for no other purpose. 

e said county of Santa Fe is hereby authorized and empowered to again 
refund all or any portion of the indebtedness thereof by this act validated 
within one year from the passage of this act, in accordance with the terms 
and provisions of an act of the legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, 
being chapter 79, entitled “ An act for the financial relief of counties and mu- 
nicipalities " (house bill No. 192), approved February 26, 1891, except that such 
refunded bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable 
semiannually, and shall become due twenty-five years from the date of the 
issue of such refunded bonds, and shall be issued for the amount of unpaid 
principal of the bonds of said county by this act validated, with interest 

ereon from the date thereof, to wit, September, 1891, and March, 1892, re- 
spectively at the rate of 4 per cent per annum until the date when the sum 

Il be refunded as herein provided, less the amount of interest heretofore 
paid on such bonds; and when said bonds shall be so refunded they shall be 
subject in all other respects to all the provisions, liabilities, rights, obliga- 
ti benefits, and advan s of said act of the legislature herein referred 
to. In case said bonds shall not be refunded by said county of Santa Fe 
upon the terms and conditions in this section set forth, then the bonds vali- 
dated by this act shall remain as the legal obligation of said Santa Fe County. 

If said bonds shall be refunded as herein provided, the holders of the bonds 
herein validated shall, upon actual notice given by said county, deliver to 
said county the bonds herein validated, and shall receive in lieu thereof the 
refunded bonds provided for in this section: Provided, That any of said bonds 
which shall not be delivered for refunding to said county of Santa Fe within 
six months after said notice shall be given, as herein required, shall not bear 
a rate of interest ter than 4 per cent per annum from date of issue: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to make the Gov- 
ernment of the United States liable or responsible for the poymnent of any of 
said bonds by this act approved, confirmed, and made valid. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I demand a second. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, can we have the report on this bill 
read? 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. BARTLETT of Geor- 
gia objected. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Owens and Mr. BAKER of New 
Hampshire as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 14, 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. OWENs] is entitled to twenty minutes—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I make the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. It is very apparent that there is a quorum 


present. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is the point of no quorum insisted on, Mr. 
Speaker? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been overruled by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky _— OweEns] 
is entitled to twenty minutes in the affirmative, and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker] to twenty minutes in the 
negative. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. 5S er, as most of the members of the 
House will recall, the bill now up for consideration is one passed 
some months ago by the House of Representatives to validate cer- 
tain municipal bonds issued by different towns in the Territory 
of New Mexico. That bill went to the Senate, and was there 
amended so as to validate certain other bonds issued by the county 
of Santa Fe, N. Mex., and also by the city of Santa Fe—bonds that 
had been issued some ten or fifteen years ago for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a railroad within the Territory of 
New Mexico. When that came back to the House it was referred 
to the Committee on Territories; which committee added a still 
further provision or amendment validating certain bonds issued 
by the county of Grant and also by Silver City for a like purpose. 

A short history of the bonds issued, included in the Santa Fe 
and Grant County and Silver City bonds, will present the issue 
before the House. 

There is no controversy, I believe, but that these bonds all 
stand upon a like basis, and were issued in perfect good faith by 
the people of New Mexico. They desired the construction of a 
railroad; which was largely beneficial to the people of Santa Fe 
County and also of Grant County, as well as the adjacent coun- 
ties. After contracting with a company for the purpose of secur- 
ing the construction of these roads, they agreed, in consideration 
of their construction, to issue the bonds named in the bill just re- 

Theconstructing companies, operating in like good faith, 
went ahead and constructed the road, in compliance with the con- 
tract made with the people. 

There is no contention indulged in by anybody here or elsewhere 
but that the bonds issued to the construction company had been 
issued ee good faith, and that the bonds were used in the 
constru of this railroad, and that the company did construct 
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fact is before me now that Grant County gave 
$100,000 in bonds for the construction of that road, and the rail- 
road has paid back to that city and a, in taxes, more 
than saeneh te pay the original bonds with the accrued interest 
; county of Santa Fe was in the same position. The 
bonds were issued by all the ies in perfect good faith. It was 
——— by everybody that they had a perfect right to issue them; 
when these bonds were issued went ahead paying the 
interest for a number of years on the idea that they were com- 
pletely within the terms of the law. But afew years ago, in the 
case of some bonds that were issued in a certain county in Ari- 
zona, the Federal court, passing upon their validity, determined 
that those bonds, similar to the Santa Fe bonds, were not issued 
within the terms of the law. In other words, these bonds were 
iseved under an act which authorized the Territories to issue 
bonds to aid in internal improvements, and these bonds having 
been issued in order to ida they did not fall within 
the term “internal improvements,” and therefore were invalid. 
Now, that is the sole objection to them, a technical one, which 
seems strained and farfetched. Many of the best lawyers of the 
country had not supposed up to that time that that objection could 
lie against these bonds. Prior to the time when this decision was 
rendered the people acquiesced in the regularity of the bonds and 
the interest upon . Their regularity been tested in 






shall pay a still lower 
rate of interest than is provided in the Senate amendment, «| 
the bonds to be issued are to be twenty bonds, at 4 per 
cent interest instead of 10 per cent, at which were originally 


Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman to say that |. 
: ve of the Territory of N.\, 
ir, OWRME. Yen aie king Gor the peameret 
. es, sir; or of this bill wit) 
the Senate and House amendments. _ 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that letter be read. 
Mr. OWENS. Lam to have it read, 
The letter was read, as : 


Hovust OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C.. May 30, 189°. 
Dear Sixx: Having accepted an invitation to make an address befor: :)\. 
the University of Missouri, which has been fixed ; . 
senes, 5 ana Coenen to be absent during the coming week to ful!ill tl... 


Rover that H. R. No. im rezard to the validation of ¢:;. 
tain bonds of New Mexico, be acted upon by the House before the close of cine 
bill \ for the validation of bonds to aid in ¢),.. 
construction of certain educational institutions, the asylum : ;: 
Iain ot the tapers sadaty pe en bebe of te Remieetn 

on Jommiit- 

tee when that wee wes pegeeraen eee $0 which I refer. the bill passed 
the House it was im the ‘80 as to validate certain other bows 
issued as refunded bonds by the of Santa Fe. It was returned to :)).. 
House, and on reference to the on Territories it was there aviin 
validating certain other refunded bondsof the . eS Santa 

y. The 

bonds of Santa Fe , when refunded, had the interest thereon decre:- «{ 
from 7 to 5 per cent. amendment of the House committee now aut })r- 
her refunding of said bonds and a reduction of the interest t. « 


When ee Eh wos ented ue be 3B Low, after the Territori:| 
ttee it etna eee at that 

7, se information _ be ae the 
vali ol ose bonds, which. been said, furnished from 
Santa Fe. No information has been however. Lhave mad. 
in to them, and am with their status 
of my own individual knowledge. a mat’ law, i do not believe the 
Santa Fe County bonds are frand was perpe- 
when the original bonds were issued, 


hich 
ized in each instance by a eee eeney It was 
= such » valid: and that 


such bonds would be legal. 

of railroads into the county. The 
= wotup construgies a5 Alpes 208 ete how teapenalion. eave made 
uiry Sais taxpayers ee ments 
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they had the benefit of an ena act, and put their bonds upon the 
market under that act, and with the moneys thus secured from that 
loan they had paid off the old bonds issued by the construction | 
commen? and issued new bonds to the t holders. Thus you 
nr kx tes onli oto al tad amie ob pe onan not 

i i ue ' question t 
and can not be valid in this con ; 

There is no question but those who hold the new bonds parted 
with their money in good faith, parted with it on the faith 
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attorney of the Territory. There was then, I say, no possible 
dialas thah tenn eens were in capau te ox ‘ckagead 
The men who own the bonds had taken the money out of their 
pockets and placed it in the hands of the in New Mexico 
soleiy for the of taking up their bonds, for which they 


. 
| 
i 
e 
s 
i 
i 













ving a higher rate of interest, and giving to them the ben- | Gaussaitentzounts, Itaraith you with Gus Gwe Saleen trons taxjay.'. 
were a Al oi and gi —— xpayers 
oat of alow rate; and it can scarcely be denied that these le 6 ae ee ee = . which will show you the fecling 
have acted in faith in furnishing the money to enable the There Min boone general Guna on tas the Territory, since the 


Territory to take up the old bonds and furnish the money ata 
comparatively low rate. It can not be contended, I think, that 
they should escape the payment of these bonds, and this t 
of i ity was not entertained by anybody until after the 
cision I have referred to. 


passage of the bill was delayed at @ to further infor- 
mation, to have the bill a as it will be for fhe general intore of the 
ceases. The institu eB wn oe Sofurnish aid 

contracts made completion buildings. ey can 
hot reafiae gn the homds tnleas they be validated. Those institutions wil! 


remain paralyzed without therefore to the bill sed, if 
= your power to do before the cow of the presomt session Should it 
can @S expressing iny 

views, il ctee binemn tions a other let. 
of this bill on the St ioe azeat tntallont te Saale, end 140 
anc ao 

not furnish them to you, because it will encumber to have them 















that you will give this matter attention and secure the passage of 
am, 
‘ery respectfully, T. B. CATRON. 
Delegate from New Mexico. 
Hon. Wrii1aM C. F 
House of Washington, D. C. 














Mr. TERRY. eee Oe eee Ai dint wn caged by 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Coorer]? 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Is not he a member of the committee? . 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Did not he contend on this floor that there had 


Mr. OWENS. I reserve the remainder of 



















vey eee es the House at this session. It was called up 
which the abeneeded — 

sion of it at time, after vote, 
and the vote then taken on the question which is before the 
was validation of these bond#-ayes |, 

73. twill be therefore, that this is the second atte) t 
which bas boon madeat this session to ‘this bill, which, I trust, 
I shall be able to at tir a without cation. 





pages et seq. of 
see the reasons then assign! 


a form almost 






the parties interested directly in the bonds and the 
representative from New Mexico, the agreements having been 
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Pima it must irrespective of every other 
attains oftion, that @ legislature exceeded its powers in authorising and 
for those of the rail- 


‘The question in that case was, as I have said, almost identical 
before the House. Then, in closing, the court 


aE 
5 
5 
: 


compelled to hold that the bonds in question create no obligation 
the county which a court of law can enforce. 


in my hand an issue of the Santa Fe Daily New Mexican 
ee oye 1. This is a peer printed in the very 
where these were issued, and, if legalized, will be a tax 
the people. It contains an article of which the headings are 


as follows: 
WING—FULL EXPOSURE OF SCHEME TO VALIDATE FRAUDUT- 
LENT BRICE AND COLER BONDS—HOwW BRICE AND COLER HAVE LOADED 
JT WITH AMENDMENTS AIMED TO ROB PEOPLE OF SANTA FE AND GRANT 
COUNTIES—REOORD OF PERFIDY AND FRAUD—SUBSTANTIAL REASONS WHY 
PEOPLE OF THIS COUNTY FEEL THEY ARE NEITHER LEGALLY NOR MOR- 
ALLY BOUND TO PAY THESE BONDS—RBEASONS THAT OUGHT TO WEIGH 


zt 


2 
rf 
s 


: 


i 


passed an actauthorizing the counties 
to issue bonds in aid of railroad construction, but caprently provided that 
assessed valuation of the property in an 

county sould toaid in the construction of any one railroad, and 
con’ the to wit: ‘‘ Provided, That no bonds or other 
created par value, nor 

such bonds or other evidence of debt shall be paid or delivered to any railroad 
or or i oe aoompany, nee shall toy bo pgemaited 
to leave the hands of such commissioners except on the certificate of the gov- 


m conceded has been com- 


F 
i 
L 
F 


bonds. 
‘or the of limiting the power of the ties 
corporations in issting bonds, Congress passed olaw expressly 
no county co! 
are “except where Sheolutely for 


ation shall issue bonds for 

management of its internal 

Is there any member of this House who believes that the build- 
ent of the internal 


of a railroad is necessary to the managem 
pr unicipal corporation? If not, then these bonds, every 
one 


of am 
of them, are absolutely against not only the statutes of the 
New Mexico but also in violation of an act of Con- 


article goes on to say: 
of this absolutely prohibitory provision of the t 
ot Bante Saeco gos cds ore Se ow Mexico and 


of 
at one election, and were really intended to be used 
c built its entire 


te med without aid from any county, except 

exemption taxation other exem provided law; and no 
eT ee ea Fe voted any aid to the main line of railroad. 

void for two reasons: First, they were absolutely pro- 

in 1878, and it was a fraudulent evasion of the 

that they were issued Sere of aiding 

roads when they were in to apply to the 


from the very first refusing to pay thom, and the law 
‘orce collection. 

to Messrs. Coler & Co., 

the accrued 


a 
of the bro who sold 


nt 
if 
E 

i 


f 
i 
i 
F 
: 
g 
5 
g 


Feely 
z 
Be 
a 
7 

: 

E 


Stig gustes wits toa at per enter ts eon: 

wi at par @ con- 

construction company so many dollars in bonds 
on of this railroad? 

. The gentleman can make 


at 
| 





any dispatch that desires to make in his 
own 

Mr. whom were sold? 

Mr. of New Hampshire. I am not worrying about 
Mr. They were sold by the man who got possessio 
of that contract, not by the county. = 7 
Mr. E of New Hampshire. Here is the dispatch: 


3 Sriver Crry, N. Mex., March 23. 
W. T. Taorwrow, National Hotel, Washington, D. C.: 
O bonds and $42,350 past due coupons, Santa Fe County 
Shien GEORGE H. UTTER. 


the bonds were taken asa speculation, not a dol- 
[he New Mexico and Southern Pacific 















as a consideration, 


The statute absolutely required that an equal amount of stock 
should be issued with the bonds, but not a dollar’s worth of stock 
has been issued and turned over to the county. 

Mr. OWENS. How do you know that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know it by the statement 
of this paper, printed in Santa Fe, N. Mex., and I trust that if the 
gentleman wishes to assault the paper he will do it in his own 
time. 

Mr. OWENS. 1 do not want to assault the paper, but I assault 
that dispatch. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to state to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that he has reserved the remainder of his 
time and can answer me init. I can not give up mine, limited as 
it is, for his argument. The article proceeds to say: 

After Messrs. Coler & Co. had obtained these bonds they brought suit to 
recover the defaulting interest, and obtained judgment for seventy-odd 
thousand dollars, Messrs. Catron, Kna bel & Clancy appearing for the plain- 
tiffs. The decision of the supreme court of the Territory affirming this judg- 
raent will be found in the 27 Pacific Reporter. 

An attempt was made upon the part of the citizens to appeal this case to the 
Supreme Court of the United States—the citizens offering to pay the entire 
expense of the appeal, making transcript and all costs in connection there- 
with, which was refused by the county commissioners, the commissioners 
being entirely under the iniiuence of the bondholders. 

That is the statement of the Santa Fe paper. If anyone has 
anything to controvert it I am perfectly willing that he shall pro- 
duce it in his own time; but I do not presume that a paper issued 
at the very capital of the Territory, where every citizen knows 
the facts, would make such statements if there was not at least 
&@ preponderance of proof in their favor. 

The bondholders afterwards, through the influence of their attorney, Mr. 
J. H. Knaebel, secured the passage through the Territorial legislature of a 
refunding act, and the $250,000 of Santa Fe County bonds included in the Coler 
amendment are the funded bonds issued under this act to take up the original 
$150,000 issued, with accrued interest. How completely the bondholders dom- 
inated this islature will be proved by an examination of the law (chapter 
79, page 146, Laws of New Mexico of 1591) which provides not only for the 
refunding of the bonds but makes it a penitentiary offense to refuse to levy 
the tax or for the collector to refuse to collect the taxes to pay overdue in- 
terest on these bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state where those bonds 
are held now? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know, but I suppose 
they are held in New York City. Ido not know where they are 
held. I do not know a person who owns them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It might be interesting to identify their own- 
ership at this time. 

Mr. BAXER of New Hampshire. But it does not matter what 
the ownership is if the bonds were fraudulent in their inception. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. These bonds were sold orig- 
inally at a small figure, leaving a margin large enough so that 
parties interested could come and bedevil legislatures and Con- 
gresses in connection with them. 

Mr. LOW. Why does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
sup that those bonds are held in New York? 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because in this country 
bonds of this kind are generally held in New York. That is the 
only reason. 

r. LOW. In fact, they are scattered all over the country. 
= BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not care where they are 
held. 

Mr. LOW. You simply suppose they are held in New York 
without any knowledge. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do suppose so without any 

rsonal knowledge, for reasons sufficient for myself. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. What is the amount of these bonds? 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. Terry}. 

Mr. TERRY. The statement of a member of the committeeon 
that subject, made in the previous debate, is to this effect: 

In one instance, bonds that had been purchased by some agent or broker 
named Coler,and known as the “ Coler bonds,” which originally amounted to 
$150,000, but in the refunding act you find that after having been refunded they 
amount to $250,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That was my understand- 
ing, that were originally $150,000, and that about $50,000 was 
accumulated in interest. Where the rest of the amount comes 
from I must confess myself ignorant, for I do not know. 

Then this railroad was sold. As appears by Record Book O, page 
19, it was conveyed by George S. Preston and wife to Catvin 8. 
Brice and wife, of New York. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask whether 
he has received any petition from citizens of Boston in connection 
with this bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have a letter from a gen- 
tleman in Boston calling my attention to the preceding action of 
this House; stating that he was familiar with the matter; that 
these bonds were fraudulent, and that he hoped I would do any- 
thing I could to prevent the passage of this bill. 
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Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Isit not true that this Boston man has some bonds 
which he thinks will be strengthened if these bonds can be repu- 
diated? Is not that all there is in it? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am reading from a paper 
peg in Santa Fe, N. Mex., showing that the people in Santa 

e are opposed to the validation of these bonds; and I do not sup- 
— there is a person on this floor who is in favor of validating 
hem that has not some friend who owns some of these bonds. 

Mr. OWENS. What was that statement? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I say that every person who 
is in favor of validating these bonds, if he has looked into the 
question, must have some friend who owns some of them. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, sir, I can say for myself I do not know 
an individual on earth that owns one of them, I am in favor of 
validating these bonds, because I am against repudiation in every 
form and wherever it comes from. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am in favor of repudiation 
of eoeey Dee which was absolutely void at the time of its issne. 

Mr, LOW. Is it not a fact in regard to these refunded bonds 
that when they were refunded an act was passed by the legisla- 
ture of New Mexico validating them? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is true; but the asser- 
tion is yo rp made in Santa Fe and elsewhere that the legislature 
which did it was corrupted; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States has held in a similar matter that bonds so validated are 
absolutely void. 

Mr. LOW. One more question, and I will take see. Why 
is it, then, that to-day the largest taxpayers in New Mexico want 
these bonds validated? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not believe they do. 

Mr. LACEY. And why is it that Boston men are fighting these 
bonds? lain that, if you please. 

Mr. B. R of New centile. The account from which I 
have been reading goes on to say: 


The road was completed from pergencie $e Santa Fe, and was operated by the 
cos Fe Southern system untila short time ago, when it went into the hands 


ver and was sold. For the purpose ot pins validity to its bouds 


erty exempt placed u as 
a 


ful r by the accompanying certifica’ repared from the records of 
San Re ounty by Geovac "Rnae of the Santa Fe Board of 


SAnTA Fx, N. MeEx., March 20, 1896. 
PeARGOVERNOn: At the request of Judge Downs I assisted him in getting 
Gedo gale for in your telegram to him of the 19th instant, and such data 
are as follows: 


Total assessed value of real estate 
Total assessed value of personal property 


bel, secre’ 


Toh Seo yoounte of the Territorial auditor. 
ae GBO. W. KNABREL, 
Gov. W. T. THORNTON, 
National Hotel, Washington, D. C. 


When these bonds were issued there was a Congressional statute 
absolutely ees issue of the bonds; the Supreme Court 
Sean ond itappeare shes toons Sr leds auupiaiin to epee te 
a 0; and it a ere ve nin 
the enactment of t e Territory of Now Meales which oe 
to validate them; and that that action of the Territorial legisla- 


ture was in contravention of an existing statute of Congress—the 
act of 1878—no one denies. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
how the matter he mentions can cut any figure morally, so far 
as innocent holders of these bonds are concerned, ratified, as the 
bonds have been, by the action of the legislature? 

Mr. HEPBURN. How can there be ‘innocent holders” in this 


case? 
_ Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not suppose that there 
is any man who buys a bond in the United States of America any- 
where who buys it without knowing something of it; and if \o 
knows are of these bonds he is not an innocent holder. 

Mr. LITTLE. But is not the record of these bonds straight 
as far as the acts of the legislatureare concerned? In other words, 


did not the legislature, in passing the acts th 
these bonds, settle that ratifying the issue of 
Mr. BAKE fon 


Ss pshire. No; because the act of a Ter- 
ritorial legislature in contravention of an act of Congress is void, 
and because it was contrary to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. That ought to be enough to ss banker 

on his guard in dealing with such securities as these bonds. 
The bonds issued to the New Mexico and Southern Pacific Railroad were 
as a bonus — they accepted with a 


stock was 
by the —s. Sow — amount 
pretense that 

the two roads. 
ari mare issued to 
g fraudu- 
assessments toevade the (on- 
were issued in fraud in that they 
the road under construction, and 
to receive would have been in a corporation 
For these reasons the citi- 
nor morally bound to pay this obli- 
f and asking 


ent for to 
Ponds which have teen toenea ta an aking 
by its actions 


ences for 
t waco, it would that municipal 
or. 


ee in point ic ) of an 
them to speculators, who, failing 
aid, to make legal 


may end. 

they feo found a prec- 
, Case, found in 10 
respect it issu that they are 
of the Territory of 
in an extra session, in the year 
. This legislature, among other 
Bo moe am of a railroad company, 
.. Under this law Yankton 
bscribed stock in a railroad and voted bonds in aid thereof. In 
proceed = ack legislature void, 
of by Yankton County; 
for the protection of the 
not issued until after this 
torial legislature, and 
county subscription, so that the bonds at the 
rsuance of an g law made 
issued, delivered, and sold in 
years afterwards, and after 
of such bonds was void, the 
an act making valid void 
certainly can be no 
and Northern Rail- 
Congress, on July 
or any political or 
any manner loan its 
company or yon. or borrow 

company or association.” 
4 in violation of it, bonds 


pany nearly 


upon an election held only twodays before said 


does the gentleman from New Hamp- 

the information he is now giving the House? 
Ww. ; tleman please repeat his question so 
. Lask where the gentleman gets the informa- 
the House? These facts were not in evidence 


Bar 


Ege 
one 


I get the information from 
hand. 
Is that the only authority the gentle- 
these bonds were sold at 50 


No, sir; it is not the onl 
n to which I have referred, 


tleman be kind enough to 
he has given the House 


Spe ssegmeamea had listened 
had toask the question. 

I did not care about wasting my time. 
ou do not suppose a newspaper would lie, do 
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Mr. DOO . Especially when it is an interested 


original issue of the bon and 


LITTLE 
Mr. POWERS. What was the 
it to be validated? I understand the 
amount has been increased in some 


Ni pshire. The original amount author- 
was $150,000, but through some kind of a hocus-pocus pro- 
a 5 have reached $250,000. ae 
If the gentleman from New Hampshire will per- 
4 that Se _t op of the ee er = the costs " 
or the purpose co g the coupons. It 
made a judgment of the court, and Sparenaed the 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The accrued interest is only 


about OT . : 
Mr. LACEY. There was a judgment in the first instance of 
000 for accrued interest on $150,000, which amounted to 
000, and the run it up to $250,000. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I hope I may be permitted 
to without interruption; I should like to occupy the floor 
a 


while. 
Neither the from Iowa, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, nor gentleman from New York, nor anyone else has 


been able to show in any way how bonds which were void in the 
can be found right subsequently. 
pro tempore (Mr. Payne). The time of the 


tleman has 

. OWENS. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey]. 
CEY. , we have here presented the re- 
of gentleman from New Hampshire | Mr. 
a determined fight in Sie to the validity 
bonds or obligations as inst the Dele- 

ame who wants them valida 


question Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield to 
a 

SS d to the gentleman for one question. 

: BAKER of New Hampshire . 


. Are there not some people in 
borhood who are interested in this matter, 
bonds, and who are represented by you? 

° : , these bonds are held part in Iowa, 
in New York, and elsewhere. They are 
all over the country. They were issued 
refunding other bonds outstanding in that Ter- 
originally issued under the law they 
The question of validity arose subse- 
on the bonds was in default, and suit was 
That question went to the supreme court 
New M ae a7 declared ~e bonds 

legislature ry passed a law au- 
refunding of the bonds. And the gentlemen living 
the country, to whom my friend from New 
as ing the bonds, furnished the mone to 
them; furnished put good, honest money into these 


en ge New Mexico . CaTRoN] asks that the 
and left unquestioned by an act of Congress. 
the Lewis Case from ao ee 
afterwards, which practically wo ect 
Whether it would do so as to bonds 
in judgment and that subsequently 
bonds is a question that 
Territory of New Mexico prefers, 
and he sends a written com- 
to effect— no question be raised against them, 

the fair faith of the Territory of New Mexico be upheld. 
the newspaper that has been read, issued in Santa Fe last 
ee n> eee statement and Emp curgemnd to 
fr from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] ying. £0 
ly on what he finds in a newspaper. I am not inc to 
MEE Mt inelinen who ropreemits' the Territory. If he i 
who represen ry. e is 

a fraud upon his constituents in asking us to validate 
him of that fact next 
He takes his political life in his hand when he asks 


bonds. 

j eee they do? How will that leave us? 
How is it going to leave these men who have 
she if these bonds are not validated? 1 want to 

that to ay friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], because 
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gentleman, who lives there u the spot 
make any representation that was 
m he advocates this measure here in his official 


a 
: 
i 
: 
‘ 
: 


us some time ago that he thought some further time ought to be 
given, and asked that the House would not pass the bill at that 
time in order to enable him to communicate with his eeoeee. The 
House refused to pass the bill by a two-thirds vote at that time, 
but since then he has had ample time to communicate with his 
people, and he says in his letter that the people are satisfied. Let 
me call the attention of the House to the statement signed b 
Governor Prince and others when these bonds were first ‘sonal 
The statement was in these words: 

We, the undersigned, members of the Santa Fe Board of Trade and tax- 
piss of Santa Fe County, respectfully represent that the issue of $150,000 
n Sante Fe County bonds, issued in 1880 to aid in the construction of the 
Santa Fe, New Mexicoand Southern Railroad, affords a safe and reliable in- 
vestment. * * * 

That is signed by L. Bradford Prince, the very gentleman who 
ee this article in the newspapers and who coutests these 

mds. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. He was the governor of the Territory. 

Mr. KNOX. Allow me to suggest that these bonds were certi- 
fied to be good by the United States district attorney for the Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. LACEY. They were certified by many of the leading citi- 
zens of the Territory, by the Board of Trade of Santa Fe, and 
others. They voted these bonds four times before they could get 
ee take them. 

Yr. OX. Five times. 

Mr. LACEY. Five times. And the fifth time the bonds were 
issued the money was furnished and the railroad was built. After 
the Territorial supreme court had declared the bonds valid, they 
issued new bonds to take up and pay off the old bonds. Now, my 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BaKER] wants the bonds repu- 
diated, in order that some gentlemen in the city of Boston, who 
have some bonds, may have the opportunity to get in on the ground 
floor with their own bonds, by having the Territory repudiate its 
honest debts to somebody else. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. OWENS. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute. 


Mr. OWENS. ILyield that time to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Watson}. 
Mr. WA N of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I want to make just one 


statement in connection with this matter. The gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] a moment ago said he did not think 
that any gentleman upon the floor of this House would vote to 
validate these bopds unless he had some personal friend who 
owned some of them. That is a very serious reflection upon gen- 
tlemen who constitute this House. I never heard of this transac- 
tion in my life until the gentleman rose to make his speech. Ido 
not know anyone who has any money interest in these bonds, but 
Iintend to vote to validate these obligations, because I believe 
them to be just. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
— the rules and pass the bill. 

e question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that in his opinion two-thirds had voted in favor of the 
motion. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. TERRY demanded a 
division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 23. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. TERRY made the 
point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN (during thecount). I make the point of order, 
on the counting of a quorum, that those members who enter the 
House after the announcement of the vote can not be counted. 

= SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overruies the point of 
order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. On this question I demand 
the 7 and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced a sufficient number in 
support of the demand for the yeas and nays. 

r. LACEY demanded the other side. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 48, 
not voting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 

Adams, Blue, Cobb, Fairchild, 
Aldrich, Ala. Brewster, Codding, Faris, 
Aldrich, Til. Broderick, Coffin, Fischer, 
Apsley, Brorswell, Cummings, Fletcher, 
Arnold, Pa. Brosits, Curtis, lowa Fowler, 
Arnold, B.L Brown, Curtis, N. ¥ Gardner, 
Avery, Brumm, Danford, Gibson 
Babcock, Buck, Dayton, Gillet, N. ¥. 
Barney, Bull, Dingley, Goodwyn, 
Beach, Burrell, Doolittle, Griffin, 
Belkna Burton, Mo. Dovener, Griswold, 
Bennet Cannon, Ellett, Va. Grosvenor, - 
Bingham, Chickering, Ellis, Grow, 
Bishop. Clardy, rdman, Hadley, 

lack Clark, Iowa Evans, Hager, 
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adie sua and ozo ray a which 
quunstlds eaaillteweeieenoaaanitie tay tentielomelinen: ’° 


Mr. OWENS. With 
The SPEAKER. Withanamendment. And if there be no ob- 
jection that will be considered asthe action of the House. 


Mr. KEM. 1: 
iN. Soe that has passed with a 


Senate meet the case. 
| The SPEAKER. "ibe tpocinie te Gieat tha Monactiennrpemed ths 
| bill with a Senate amendment and an amendment thereto 
| Mr. OWENS. I move that the record be made to conform to 
the action of the House. 
| Mr. HENDERSON. The bill has passed with a Senate amend. 
ee ee eae 
The SPEAKER. the Reporters have the kindness to giv. 
urtharthe dame aataimaainen ian een 
Mr. LACEY. The motion was toconcur in the Senate ameuii- 
ment with an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill will have to jb». 
regarded as a House bill with a Senate amendment. 
an We have just passed the House bil! with 
a Sena’ 


The SPEAKER. ‘With the Senate amendment amended. 
Mr. OWENS. Thats all I wanted. 
| TheSPEAKER. Itseems ‘to the Chair that ‘that-was not the 
transaction of the House, 
a That is ‘the transaction as the House under- 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, would it have been compet it 


under this order of business to have taken conte emma opted 
‘the amendment of ‘the Senate without 


ee 
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‘the purpose of passing the bill. 
Gravould one conrpetent to concur in 
the Senate amendment with an amendment under-suspension of 


Mr. LACEY. That is’the effect. 

‘The SPEAKER. It would have been competent to do that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It ‘to the Senate-as a House bill. 

‘The SPEAKER. The ‘thinks ‘the action of the House 
ought to prevail, but of course cam not control’an individual 1me1- 


| ber who: 
‘Would a motion ‘to correct the ‘record to that 


Mr. 
effect be in order? 

‘The The trouble is that the record'has got to be 
| corrected with reference to the facts. ees f° 
muke'the acts conform, ‘but the gentleman can be recognize: to 


‘Mr. Speaker, I move ‘to reconsider the vote by 
the bill. 


‘Mr. 
which the House has. ; 
| The SPHAKER. ‘can not ‘be done; ‘but the gentleman 
. ‘can now be Tecognized to make the proper motion. 
Mr. OWENS. Then I'move'to suspend ‘the *rules and concur 
| in the Senate amendment with the amendment proposed by the 


‘House 
‘The bill and amendments were'read. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I demand 


additional pairs were announced: . ew tne ee eee eon that a 
Se ee ‘Mr BAKUR of New Hampshire. 
: |. Mr. a I withdraw the motion to suspend the rules, Mr. 


the President of the Unitea States 

| was communicated to Sees a. Prv- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced the Presi- 
dent had ea resolutions of the 


sates hide 
ee 


ie ee Sy 


4: 
2 


Btone, A. 
Thorp 


il 


i On this question the yeas are 150, a 
two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, therules are suspended, 


and the bill is oper. a ers the Talla- 
Mr.OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I want to see if the record is right. | hatchie i, a law- 

I understand the record is that the bill was eo 

really to concur ao the Senate ainieent. e bill passed the Creek and 

House some time a railroad 


.- This isa ‘House bill with a Senate amend- forest reserves in the 


The SPEAKER. 
ment which ‘the House has passed. 
Mr. OWENS. It is this way: Tt-wanm louse bill with a | the State of 
‘the House committee passed with an- Reservation in 
j State under the 
SPEAKER pro of South Dakota 
up is a House bill with a 
S. The 
right. I know that it was ‘the vient bill. 
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to improve the merchant marine 
to increase the efficiency of the 









Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, that is a bill that 
was introduced by my colleague, Mr. Baruam. He is not present, 
but from conversation with him I know that he would wish to 
have it referred to the committee which considered the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message and accom- 
panying bill will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem}. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I move that the message and bill 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


H. Res. 174) permission to the circuit 
county courts in Bodkingkean Oseer, Va., to occupy the 
at in Harrisonburg, Va. 7 


) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 


ES 
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a 30 oo relating to the District of Columbia, The motion was agreed to; and the reference was made accord- 
, . ’ ingly. 
An act (H.R. 515 ting a pension to William Grose; By ‘iene 
An act (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday; AMANDA WOODCOCE. 
An act (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
An act gg 8 ene pension to aret A. ma dent of the United States; which was read, as follows:, 
— _s P one mother of Ma ~ Davis an invalid To the House of Representatives: 
daughter; f , . I atom yea ap ol House bill No. 6087, entitled “An act granting a 
* : nsion to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock. 
An act R. 5854) umes @ pension to John Caster; Phe bill provides for the granting of a pension to the beneficiary therein 
Aa aot (EL Ht. 480) for tho relict of Mary Jane Lone ti — 
; riva’ n ero J o € far y in the exXican war. 
An act ( R. 483) the relief of Ma Jane Lynn, the daugh- - My action in this case is based upon the following statement concerning 
ter of John R. an a Revolutionary soldier; the bill from the Pension Bureau: Rs 
An act (H. R. 140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late “ The bill, if approved, would be inoperative, inasmuch as there was no such 
M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cav ° organization in the Mexican war as named in the bill (Fourth United States 
“An ael oon : or ion to Eugenia R Sweeny tho Fourth Kentucky Vol = on inte alleged by the soldier having been in 
« i. —— gen : ’ e Fou entu olunteer Infantry. 


(H.R. 4182) coeeul ant Georgia 
An act - gran increase 0 nsion to rgianna 
C. Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased 
United States Army; 
An (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 
An act (H. RB. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 


An act (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John 8. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 30, 1896. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and 
accompanying bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to, and the reference was made. 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


. 


Evans; : ss To the House of Representatives ; 
An be 2. a = a ne ot Soe S. Barwell, adminis: | " : nerewith return without approval House bill No. 45%, entitled “An act 












granting a — to Jonathan Scott.” 

This bill directs that the Secretary of the Interior place upon the pension 
roll, at the rate of §72 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jonathan Scott, late of Company M, Sixth 
Re ent Iowa Volunteer Cavalry. 

e beneficiary was dropped from the pension roll in October, 1895, after a 
very thorough examination for fraud, it appearing to the satisfaction of the 
Pension Bureau that the disability for which he was pensioned was not due 
to his army service. There certainly ought to be a strong presumption that 
the case was fairly and justly determined by the Bureau, and the evidence 
strongly tends to support the conclusion reached. If restored to the rclls, 
such restoration wo’ still be “subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws,"’ and he would not be mamas from further investigation if 
circumstances or newly developed facts justified such a course. 

Whatever may be the merits of the case, however, lam advised by the Pen- 
sion Bureau that the bill, if it became a law in its present form, would be in- 
operative, for the reason that the beneficiary is therein described as having 
been a member of the Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Sameer. whereas 
re oeeay served in the Fifth Regiment of the Volunteer Cavalry of that 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


, deceased; 
An act R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the N: fo farah fou poces condemned cannon to the city 
‘An act (HL R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for 
dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other 


On June 1, 1896: 
An act R. 4785) to incorporate the National University. 


WILLIAM H. MAHONEY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will read. 
‘The message was read, as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 
I : without bill numbered 900, entitled “An 


House um 
of the claim of William H. Mahoney.” 
of the Treasury to receive and pay to W. H. 
certain bead by 
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of N.A. Rogers,a issued 
the sum of 0, such payment to be made upon Mr. ANDREWS. I move the reference of this message, with 
or # bond to hold harmless the United States | the accompanying bill, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
of The motion was agreed to. 


one a large issue which was authorized under an 
known as Oregon war-debt bonds. They were 


the Treas 





SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. CANNON. I rise topresent a privileged report—the report 
of the committee of conference on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. I ask that the statement of the House conferees may be 
at and that the reading of the conference report be dispensed 
with. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the statement will be read 
without the reading of the report. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
aneiine: the conference report will be read. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honses 
on amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7664) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

the Senate recedefrom its amendments numbered 2%, 25, 111, 112, 125, 
126, 127, 128, and 129. ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 10,28, 91,93, and #4; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered'23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend- 
ment insert “‘ macadamizing *’: and the Senate agree to the same. 




















Amendment numbered #2: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $24,000""; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
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The committee of conference have been unable to on the amendments 
Sina 4, 6,7,8, 18, 15, 16, 17, 82, 61, 96, 97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 140, 


146, 147, and 161. 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
ES - the part wh, the House. 
ALLISO 
BOGEN HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
— following statement of the House conferees was read: 
ers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
appropriations for paneer Sxe Sage expenses of the Gov- 
ear 1897 submit the following written statement, 


in explanation of the effect of the action upon and recommended in 
br omen ying conmarente zeport on of amendments, namely: 


Pall. gad or bathroom and lavatory in the pu 
building ‘at Bioux vs As. oe 5 08 _ = Senate. 


Nos, 23, 24 0, we by the mousy in- 
of he Demsto, ire on improvements of the 
, $7, 


e 

No. 2: A tes $30,000, the Senate, f light 

osm By Sl eee een m0 
as 000 as by the Senate, for lighting & : 


marin 
On 


by the eo the Capitol 

a and as proposed bv Senate, for extension of 
ight plants in the tol and iseben bout the Capitol. 

Oe No. bt soeeees aoeenee Se eee 


of the 
On Nos. Renate win 12: Strikes out the a 


Pe arepenes the 
Senate for editing documents relating the war of the iowa ~~. by 


On Nos, 126, and 120: A on the 
grounds south of the ‘Executive rot = = s Sameer hein: Judi- 
Gory. and Lincoln parks, at the by the House. 
The anne conference have een ame agree on tS following 


as follows: 
and appro- 


yen spe. ee? roping 0, and appropriat- 
a Va., for 


te hey aa, Mont., increasing en Bio. Oat te $200,000, and appropriating 


=" ty, Mo,, increasing limit from $1,200,000 to $1,316,000; 
am Jbr., appropriating $100,000, instead of $70, as proposed by the 
| he 


He eh TONOn net cee by the Manas 
and 000; 
Bele Lake City, Utah, appropriating $18,000 appropriating $5100; and Saeet 
On smendment numbered 82, appropriating $15,000 for a light-house on Swan 


Jeland, in the Caribbean Sea. 
On amendment numbered 61, a pone for an additional fire- 


proot ae oe et Se the aaa on 
amendment numbered sagroreation surveys and 
nerves Duc lands trom $290,000 


t numbered 97, relating to the reclamation of arid lands. 
umbered ‘ob e 5.) fo ‘coable the Govern- 


> Nos 2, 3 gs asa and 17, ting te ae eee buil 


= Xj. increas 





On n’ 
ment to take part in the International Belgium. 
for gas amps inthe public grouhds. = Folnding to ths beiee'te be peid 
ogiamendments Se beved 1a) cna 141, relating to the improvement of the 

ver. 
On amendments numbered 146 aa 147, rela to the su and medical 

treatment of destitute patients and to the Pro ovidence and eld hospitals. 

On amendment num it of appropria- 
tions for the National ated for’ Dina , A. 

J.G. CANNON 


Sienagetdae thopart el Goes. 
The question being taken, the conference report was agreed to. 
Ga tetlon of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the House further insist on itsdis- 
ent to the Senate amendments still in controversy, and 


a further with the Senate. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Iaska vote on Senate amend- 
move concurrence. 


ment numbered 3, on which I desire 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put on the motion of the 
gentleman from [linois [Mr. Cannon], excepting amendment 
numbered 8. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read amendment num- 


bered 8. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
at Camden, N : For construction of building, 000; 
aud abe itenf limit of ‘Jounte ald building is ini increased $125,000. ~ 
anne LOUDENSLAGER, I move that the House recede from 
ts disagreement and concur in the amendment. 
Tuas haan wer atnsaneh ane there being: ae ere meee, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the m of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 3, oa Gh 
conference with the House thereon. 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a ae to reconsider the vote 
ja Pi nes Pa the House further insisted on i es to Sen- 
dments and asked a conference with Senate thereon 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the former conferees. 
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S and shall at the conclusion of its submit a final oper. 
eS Sees be two years. salary of 
member of as ee ae eee! aoeap and actual war 

to Washingto 















LABOR COMMISSION. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I movea aM - _ rules for the con- 
0°. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


enion 

roblems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital. — 

ee of those the various fields of labor and also 
ane eee are organized together w: it f 


Setene, Score to give a hearing and to meet the require. 

to Frositens of he lied the indus au- 
a commission, to be called t 

We aye ew vd "Three men representative of ee thoes 

ve of agriculture, three men . mee Seaereee tative of mai'as 


eeam men representative of Speer 
not to any one of the patton took 
belong 7 Th poli a part in 


r to remove 


e President shall ewe 
for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or malfeas- 


co a ee i SEE a 
em compensation shall eens 2 ee fora 

Somaplanion, 00 oun snevelegy, a salary ot shin 
shall convene in Se = s within sixty 


days after its tment, and shall the f 
members as aaa ae shall = to time one Sora - > 
for this act as secretary of the commission, 


t and officers shall be a vote of th 
be removed from office at i aeieetors two-thirds of 


may determine; cna J een shall detersnine the oe 
tion of ite otanding ocmnmsittess and their duties, and shall a a 
commissions that may be required as for in section 5, and commit- 
tees =o = ons shall ik eee Seeemiecion 
pom ye a ee deem necessary or carrying 


te questions 
g, and to 
as it may deem best 


Sxc. 3. en ee Se Se Cay in cemtatante te 
to Congress such 
such laws as 


cud Sebereetion end negpet 
may be made a basis for uniform ae Se oe States of the 
Union, in order to harmonize — and to be equitable to the 





for the same. It 
and to administer 
necessary expenses, clerk, short- 


Suey temas eee or 


ee ie ae ae See, 


report from time to time tothe f wogiiens of the United 


i; 


m and re- 


Sxc. 8. ee the commission by reason of death, 


disability, or from an Se mn appointment of th 
President of the United States = — 
Sec. 9. That asum it to the provisions of this act is hereby 

out of any moneys in “tee a the United States not 






The 
pend the rules? 


. BARTLETT of New York. I demand a second. 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire that a second be 





? 
Mr. eee Soon cee Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be consid- 







a was 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from oe Mr. 
ree 2 eee See minutes, and the 
a ew York [Mr. BartTLEeTt]} the same amount of 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I reserve my time for the . 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr , my object in 
asecond was to obtain the to criticise cer 
tain pro of this bill from the of a lawyer and 
from a constitutional point of view. This being brought up 


ry 
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members of this House are afraid even to criticise a bill which 
comes to the House in the name of the labor interests of the coun- 
try. ButI shall indicate, sir, two objections, of a constitutional 
nature, which I consider are serious, and so serious as to demand 


be ey 
Bear in mind that when the labor organizations of this country 
recommended such a bill it was not the bill now before the House. 
It was a LJ se ag in the Fifty-third Congress, some time in 


the year 1 e have had no opportunity to examine that bill 
to-day, and I call your attention to the fact that one of the labor 
in recommending that bill conditioned its approval of 
it upon strict economyin expenditure. What is the case in regard 
bill? You give each of the 12 members of your composite 
committee $5,000 a year, and ae also provide that there shall be 
four advisers—an entirely unn expenditure. I cer- 
tainly, Mr. — should advocate at proper times the in- 
janet al the bar. But on this occasion I sce no necessity what- 
ever for advisers; hence there is a clear waste of $20,000 per 
annum in one item. You also provide a number of clerks, 
at the salary fixed in the bill, amounting in the aggregate to $9,600 
for the two years, and further $50,000 per annum in the way of 
expenditures, making the sum total for the two years 

200 as carried by the bill. 

Now, Mr. , the first objection to the bill is that it provides 
that the mem of the commission shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States alone. If we takethe test of the de- 
cisions of the Su e Court of the United States, going back to the 
case of The U: States vs. Hartwell, in 1867, reported in 6 Wal- 
lace, and continued in the Germaine case of eleven years later, and 
in the latest case, The United States vs. Monat, decided in 1887, you 
will find certain rules are laid down as to what constitutes an 
office. It is laid down by the Supreme Court that the indicia are 
duration, tenure, emoluments, and duties, and you find in the 


se 


i 


ideas in this ar case under consideration appertaining to 
the functions of these officials all the indicia of a United States 
officer. 

Now, if are superior officers, they must be pepelates, under 
our Constitu the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the If they are inferior officers, by the Presi- 


dent, or the head of a Department, or by the courts alone. But 
no one will contend, when it is remembered that even a second 
lieutenant or an officer of inferior rank in the Army or Navy is 
dependent for his tment on the confirmation of the Senate— 
that one of these commissioners is not an 
officer of high rank in the constitutional sense, and hence that 
his tment must not be confirmed by the Senate. Now, ap- 

men on that commission, but beware lest they never 

paid their salaries, lest after serving two years and applyin 


for their salaries the me Court of the United States sha 
decide that they were officers of the United States and had been 
in violation of the Federal Constitution. 


ow, whatis theother objection? It is that by the Constitution 

of 1787 all legislative — are vested in the Congress of the 

United States. If this been an act providing for the appoint- 

ment of a commission to collate or take evidence as to strikes, 

lockouts, and so on, or the interests of capital as opposed to labor, 

I yg oy bay and good. I should gladly es: such a meas- 

is a proposition to delegate the legislative powers 

of is, to delegate the powers of suggestion, with a 

force almost equal to that of Congress—to a body of 

12 men are to consider the whole subject-matter of legisla- 

tion upon the subjects involved. And I say that there, tle- 

men, you violate one of the first principles of the Federal Consti- 

the of the tripartite division of power into the 

ive, and judicial branches. And if you read 

the of the United States you will find that Article I, 
section 1, provides that— 

powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 


And yet to-day are about to advertise pees tothe people 
of this country, and wide, as incapable of legislation. You 
have your great Committee on Ways and Means, your committees 
on , on Labor, on Banking and Currency, on Coin- 
age, W oe and Measures, on every oval relation cA te Gov. 
ernment, propose to say to ple of the Unit 
States ee iteotbete of the Fifty. mares Conanten, have not 
the br ewes, we have not the knowledge, the experience, or the 
' legislate for the people of the United States, and desire 

cake end of the nineteenth century, to abdicate our powers 
them to a tribunal composed of twelve men. 

, L[say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that this is a most un- 

butic to exercise the powers of the Government. 

I a have no taking in view the fact that the only ones 

to are the people of this country—the electors of this 

the one hand and we, their Representatives, on the 

other, your powers. They give us certain powers by 

electing us and sending us to Congress. The Federal Constitution 


a 


— 


gave us other powers to which the people at large consented; but 
nobody has ever yet voted in favor of such a change of the Federal 
Constitution as that which you practically will inaugurate to-day. 
Legislative powers are vested in the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives. These powers from 1787 have been exercised by the 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my friend permit me? I have been lis- 
tening to what he has said—that there is something in this bill 
which gives to this commission legislative powers. I have read 
the bill very carefully. I have seen nothing of that kind in it. 
This commission may inquire into and investigate certain prob- 
lems relating to labor, immigration, etc., and may recommend, 
may suggest to those who have the legislative power, any propo- 
sitions of legislation or otherwise, that may seem to them desirable 
for the promotion of these great interests. Where is there any- 
thing in that bill to vest in this commission legislative powers? 
This is a mere commission of parliament, which Great Britain 
has created over and over again, and which we have created. We 
have a Labor Commissioner, who suggests legislation. I do not 
see ART this bill which goes beyond that, as I have read it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the 
distinguished gentleman from Maine, to whom I am always glad 
to listen, because his suggestions are always full of point and in- 
terest, let me say that if we do not violate the letter of the Fed- 
eral Constitution we violate its spirit. Let me call the attention 
of the distinguished gentleman from Maine to the decisions of the 
courts in our various States, where the judges have said if the 
general legislative power can not be delegated with propriety to 
an individual it can not be delegated to communities or to the 
electors of the whole State. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Is there any delegation of legislative power 
in this bill? I do not find anything of the sort. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say that it violates the spirit 
of the Federal Constitution. It was intended by those great men 
who met at Philadelphia in 1787 that the only suggestions as to 
legislation should come from the people at large. Now, you give 
this special body of twelve men a standing between the people who 
have sent you here and yourselves, their representatives. If you 
do not give them the absolute power to legislate, you give them 
power toinvestigate on all these questions. With what intent and 
— That their suggestions shall have a certain degree of 

orce, be it more or less binding. I should agree with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] if this bill were only to investi- 
gate questions of the relations of capital and labor, that is, as con- 
cerned in lockouts and strikes. That might be a pertinent and 
proper subject of investigation, to hold hearings, and to report 
the evidence taken to this body, in order that we might be guided 
in the future; but it is wrong to write ourselves down as incom- 
petent, and to relegate to this commission questions pertaining to 
immigration, as to which we have just passed a bill, with full 
pose, oe from the distinguished gentleman from Missouri, 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts. You have passed your 
immigration bill. What more need of inquiry? Then as to labor, 
let that pass, if that were the only question. But you go further, 
and say all questions as to agriculture and all questions as to 
business. The last, Mr. Speaker, covers nearly every field of in- 
quiry as to which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina.iey] is 
regarded by a large part of this country as the highest exponent 
and the most worthy legislator. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak in the true interests of American labor. I 
am in favor of and I shall always advocate the true interests of 
the laboring man, of the mechanic, the artisan, and the agricul- 
turist. 1 do not, for one, understand the subdivision, which must 
be new and artificial, between labor and agriculture. That isa 
division which would hold that the man who follows the plow is 
not embraced in the ordinary ranks of labor, but that the railway 
conductor is. Now, can it be said—and I ask the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine—that when you pass a bill authorizing the 
ee of a nonpartisan commission to collate information 
and to consider and recommend legislation, to meet the problems 

resented by labor, agriculture, and capital, that the recommen- 

tions of this commission, inchdate to-day but probably spring- 
ing full into being a week hence, shall have no force with this 
body? Can you say that they shall have no binding effect to any 
extent whatsoever? Doesthe gentleman maintain for one moment 
that if that commission recommends various schemes of legisla- 
tion we shall be as free as we are to-day? No, there will stand 
another body, another armed force, between us and our constitu- 
ents, a force which shall say, ‘‘ Vote in accordance with these 
measures which we recommend or be relegated forever to polit- 
ical obscurity.” 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In a moment, before I have 
finished. Now, I maintain, gentlemen, that this bill is unconsti- 
tutional for the reasons which I have indicated. In the first 
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—you will find it was to the fanc- recommendations will coi 
we had any real government, before we commission which, when enacted into laws, will sayo 
tution, to , ee ak es 
me make a brief quotation from f Mr. 
nsti- | Pumttes on the cost of strikes: a 
are enh ert he meee carver is 
the sacrifice of lif 
Hen. Carroll D. W 
submitted the 


years named (1881 to 
States. 


Gheze were SLAM estattichments anf more then 12028 employee: in- 


"St wilthecsndine by this report that— 
a The loss ‘tothe strikers for the period of six years was ............ $51, 811,72 
. : of York. Certainly. ‘Loss to the employees by reason of leckouts........................ 57,717 
Mr, LOW. Is it not 2 fact that the Venezuela Commission was | Lore of 15 
ormation, und that the members of that Commision were not 
; | These figures represent the actual loss to the parties ,and do not 
= ae 
outs are not fully accessible. They are recent history and are still morc 4 


informa 
. bs rth tae the by strikes 
sacomnenting i ion at Others estimate it as 

to States. As to the other point, commission in the face of these figures? 
call the attention of the. from New York to the indicia| * ng into ee  eeenake such 

‘to office, as laid down by the Supreme Court of secure the of the very best men. 
States duties and emoluments, tenure and duration. ThatCom-| The Interstate Commerce Commission is ee an- 
mission is a temporary commission; commission, . The 5,000 
s : years, ae . > Indian Commission each, and the 
epinion this 
This com- 
and Repre- 
’ tion. 
‘be their recommen:a- 
over the expense in the face of the mighty 


‘of creating such a commission is called in qucs- 

‘Mr. Speaker, ‘“‘ the world moves,” and the lawmaker that 
— inate al - needs of ameter 
especially : soon at home, ought to 
‘Labor and its manufacturing, are 
with modern in 


: first established in 
in 1800. They have since 
of Labor, the 
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German commission of labor de Bae deal, and it 
M4 suemhens 160 aivl) socmnate, : igher 
was a — of 50 men 

among s we 
economic 4 Te Belgas Righer council 


‘in 1991. 
48 chosen in equal 
in economic science. 
withthe spirit of the age 
these great and growing 


icultural 

sage 

great ire 

us with one voice vote 

us—I believe 

a kindly dis- 

may : the prayers, 

be able doctors, some be able : . to try to 
ne to this y = = 

mation that be a. surprise to mostof us. Isay to you, talk | New Jersey 











GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, the 
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as he usually 
makes statements, that he to criticise this bill from the 
standpoint of a TGcmcch the House to dake that pave af 
the gentleman's » Whether by reason or by courtesy, as 
# Uthat he has said against it from that standpoint all that is to 
bene gentleman seemed concerned because the Senate of the 
United States is not to confirm the members of this commission. 
es anna | Seen thes Ce Senate Sas the 
capacity to take care of itself and of the Constitution in that 
regard. , the view of the tleman that that is neces- 
sary is buta of that error which makes him set down the 
creation of ener On eas 90 Be goes of 
Congress to create these commissioners officers of the United 
States ve power. I admit that the gentleman 
is on the tution. I admit that he somewhere 


i 
; 
: 
: 


there is anything left, it is that Congress is going 
eel source from which to get information for Jegis- 


Now, Ido not wonder—I would not wonder, I 
gentleman 


— er to say— 
should conceive the notion 


it was en- 





expensive process proposed in 


| law, but when we recall the frequent occurrence of strikes, lock- 


outs, and similar events, ing suffering and distress to many, 
we can not but conclude that misunderstanding exists be- 
tween the employer and the employe, or that there is uently 
oan and injustice. Therefore, it is our highest duty as 

immediate representatives of the people, honored as we are 
by their su with seats in this branch of our chief legisla- 
tive body, to such measures as will do away with this un- 
fortunate condition of affairs. This can not be done without a 
careful consideration of the interests of all. The facts must all 
be weighed in an unselfish, thoughtful manner, so that a fair and 
just conclusion may be reached. 

The intment of the ‘‘industrial commission,” as author- 
ized by this bill, I believe, will accomplish this most desirable end. 
Composed, as it will be, of competent representatives of labor, of 
agriculture, of manufacturing, and of business, all sides may have 
a full hearing and all interests carefully weighed, and as a result 
proper legislation for the remedying of existing evils may be rec- 
ommended. 

This measure has received the earnest attention of able men, 
fully competent to come to a wise and proper decision upon such 
matters, and it has their unanimous recommendation. 

By referring to the third annual report of the Hon. Carroll D. 
Wright, Commissioner of Labor, we find the results of an exten- 
sive investigation as to strikes and lockouts in the United States. 
It shows that during the years named (1881 to 1886, both inclusive) 
8,902 strikes occurred in our free and grand Republic. Establish- 
ments to the number of 22,304 and more than 1,323,203 employees 
were involved. The report also shows that— 


The loss to the strikers for the period of six years was. ............ $51,814,723 
Loss to the employees by reason af lockouts............ VO 
Loss toemployers of labor... ......... las cbisenbll ahepieaicraardnnideuti” SOU 
Amount of assistance to strikers by contribution.................. 4, 430, 505 

a cecndoetsmnnnoume 98, 566, 859 


These figures, which I take from the report of the House of Rep- 
resentatives Committee on Labor, in connection with the bill we 
are considering, show the losses in dollars and cents; but, gentle- 
men, I ask you to refiect upon the fact of how insignificant and 
en are these losses in comparison with the heart- 
aches, distress, and sorrow brought about by these unfortu- 
nate occurrences. Think of the sorrowing wife, the suffering 
children, the heartbroken father; hunger and want staring in the 
face him and his; and all this unhappiness brought about by the 
selfishness of some, or on account of unfortunate misunderstand- 
ings between-man and man; all occurring right here in our own 
prolific land, filled with plenty, and where none who are worthy 
should ever want. Answer by your votes if it is not high time 
that we, the le’s servants, should act, and at once, and afford 
a proper met of relief. 

, Mr. Speaker, all will recall the fact that since 1886, 
the last year covered by the report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
heretofore referred to, strikes have occurred greater and more 
distressing than those mentioned in the period named. Aye, sir; 
something must be done without delay to right this hurtful and 
unhappy condition ofaffairs. 

The investigation of the questions involved must be made in a 
nonpartisan manner. This bill requires that a majority of the 
commission shall not belong to any one of the political parties. 
Therefore it meets that most necessary requirement. 

Mr. Speaker, as members of this body we have considered varied 
and ee uestions, but none of which concerns more closely 
the w of the Republic and the happiness of its people than 
the one now before us. This bill brings together the chosen rep- 
resentatives of capital and of laber, in the same room, around the 
same table, where the needs of all may be carefully considered; 
where the interests of all may be discussed. It harmonizes these 
conflicting elements. Instead of pulling against each other they 
will pull together. Instead of working as enemies they will act 
as friends. What better method could we adopt, Mr. Speaker? 
This bill has the hearty approval of every labor organization in 
the land. Itis a fair and just measure, and we oweit to the bone 
and sinew of our country that it should be passed. 

Task you, gentlemen, to bear in mind the fact that the Union 
of the States was preserved by the men who guided the plow, who 
swung the hammer, who pulled the throttle, or followed some 
other worthy avocation in the ranks of labor. To the heroism 
and self-sacrifice of the laboring man capital owes the preserva- 
tion of the best form of government ever known to man. 

Some seem to think that patriotism is dying out, that love of 
country is diminishing; but, Mr. Speaker, this can not be. On 
the heathered hills of Scotland the sword of Wallace is yet a 

i tradition. The genius of France, in its brilliant literature 
of the day, still pays its high tribute to the young Maid of Orleans. 
On the mountains and in the valleys of the picturesque Republic 
of Switzerland the story of William Tell is still rehearsed and his 
memory most hi honored. The sons of the Fatherland still 
love the country through which runs the lovely Rhine. And the 
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sons of the Emerald Isle still cherish the records of her heroes 
and are loyal to her cause. And here in our own fair land, if at 
any time our country should be in trouble; if at any time our free 


Republic should be attacked by some monarch from across the | now 


sea, the so-calied laboring man would be the first to respond to a 


call; to see to it that the principles represented by the Stars and | ?% 


Stri the dearest flag that waves, always triumph. 


r. 8 er os of the times are auspicious; the return | 9 


to power of the y of protection is assured. Then will the 
worthy unemployed be given the work of which they have been 
deprived by an unjust and uncalled-for free-trade policy. 

erefore, gentlemen, pass this bill and give to all right and 
justice, and thus take a grand step forward toward that happy 
— of “peace on earth, good will toward men.” [Loud ap- 
plause. } 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from | ti 


New York (Mr. Howe]. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, to my mind this bill is oneof the 
most important that has come up for consideration before this 
House. It has for its object the bringing about of a better under- 
standing between capital and labor, and therefore I am in favor 
of its ' hay ene that has for its object the bring- 
ing about of a better understanding between capital and labor 
should commend itself to our most earnest thought, for it concerns 
the enlargement of our internal commerce and the enrichment 
and happiness of 70,000,000 people. This bill has the support of 
labor organizations throughout the country, and the fact that not 
a single board of trade or commercial or manufacturing organiza- 
tion tested inst its passage shows that it will be t- 
able to classes of our citizens, and will go far toward solving 
the vexed questions that so often arise between capital and labor. 

It will be far-reaching in solving the problem as to the condi- 
tions that attain in parts of this country, in Europe, and 
throughout the world, and, Mr. Speaker, not the least of its 
achievements will be to _ a@ quietus upon the traffic in human 
labor as now practiced through the importation of foreign pau- 
pers; men who are bartered and sold like cattle, men who are im- 
ported by unscrupulous demagegues to compete with and degrade 
American labor. These foreign paupers are not immigrants; they 
do not come here to stay; they do not intend to make this country 
their home; they are scavengers; they are antagonistic to Ameri- 
can institutions; they are as clay in the hands of the potter, and 


are guided by their emagogic slave owners and are only here to 
ican lean the fruits of honest toil. 

The pesenge ot this bill will blot ont this inhuman traffic in for- 
eign pauper labor. It will also be an eye opener to the next Con- 
gress in placing the bars of protection high enough in the interests | j 


of American labor so that it will not have to compete with un- 
favorable conditions in Italy, Japan, and India, for, Mr. Speaker, 
this commission will show that the conditions that attain in this 
vountry will not compare with those in lands that are but now 
emerging from the dark-lantern ages of the middlecentury. The 
characteristics, results, and fruits of civilization can not be brought 


to the low level of ignorance and poverty without watering loss. | ing 
te a different 


It will show that values here are established on qui 
basis, and that they can not be brought to the low level and con- 
ditions that exist in countries that are only now, in the beginning 
of the twentieth century, emerging from barbarism without 
bringing depreciation, stagnation, and eral demoralization 
upon the business and labor interests of our country, for, Mr. 
Speaker, in proportion as we still the hammer and the chisel by 
foreign pauper labor, in proportion as we silence the wheels of 
industry, so in oe owe breed discontent and unrest 
among the masses of our counffymen. 

In conclusion, allow me to say that in my humble opinion the 
enactment of this bil! will fe far toward brin ali lines of busi- 
ness and labor to an intelligent understan with each other, 


so that all will share in the general prosperity of the country. 
Apres) 
r. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I now call for a vote. 


The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules | to 


and pass the bill; and two-thirds voting in favor thereof, it was 
agreed to. 


JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. CULBERSON. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4154) to amend section 9 of anact entitled “An act to provide for 
the appointment of additional judges of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 

Re it enacted, etc., That section 9 of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
pe eeanee additional judges of the United States court in the Indian 
ee aory ed for other purposes," approved March 1, 1895, be amended soas 

read as follows: 

“Spe. 9 That the United States court in the Indian Territory shall have 
jurisdiction of all offenses committed in wg hey ee BS which the United 

court in the Indian Territory now has j ction, have 


such original jurisdiction of civil cases as is now vested in y 
States cnet in the tnaion and =, ~~ 
where 
ited Btatescouns 
6 Indian 
On As 
ali laws Pam Bo 
tes courts held in 
tside of the limits of the Indian Territory 
Territory, and notin con- 
the same are hereby, reenacted 


$ Surther, That ev case 
United States court in the Indian Territore 
of by the court where the same is pending wn |oss 


be as herein provided. 
Sec. 2. That all laws parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, but 
I am willing to consider a second as ordered if there be no objec. 


on. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks that a seo- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. KEM. I object. - 

The SPEAKER. Ob is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis} 
= oe hay we Mr. CULBERSON] soot aa tellers, 

© rLouse divi ; an reported—a, » Noes 2, 
So a second was ordered. oT 
The —— Thegentleman from Texas (Mr. CULBERSoy] 


is ized. 
Mr. LBERSON. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr, LITTLE]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, Doubtless the House is aware that 
for more than twenty the Federal court at Fort Smith, Ark., 
ner ae onin theIndiancountry. Later that juris- 
diction was divided between that court and the court at Paris, 
Tex. In 1889 there was a court estab: an inferior court, in 
the Indian country. Later on, during the last session of Con- 
gress, that court was increased ae ee er and it was pro- 
vided in the bill that the jurisdiction at Fort Smith, Ark., and at 
Paris, Tex., should cease from the ist of a 1896. Asa 

at that time I voted for that bill, hoping that 
cient to accommodate the business of that coun- 
Se But the record of the 

are wholly unable to trans- 

tlemen here have doubtless 

Ses crime has increased very 

relations between the whites 


Territory there were 

3740 criminal cases, 

docket July 1, 1895, 

, Indiana, and lowa dur- 

were instituted 1,690 cases, 1,120 

. As to the voy apewenng = _ 
year cases. inthe 

344 cases, being 177 

the three States of 


there. 
yield for a question? 


statement be correct, and I have no 

did not the Judiciary Committee 

the judicial forcein the Territory instead 
of these cases? 

for the committee on that point, 

friend that so far as I was able 

, outside of thecommittee, there was 

a general disposition against increasing the appointees at this par- 


Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman from Arkansas think 
that it is rather a doubtful to allow the courts of a foreigu 
urisdiction arising in the Indian Terti- 

the crainane asked th t ques 

at ques- 

Do not forget this: That 


Mr. ‘HOPKINS interrupting). Well, they have acourt, as the 
; ve a ’ 
tleman has stated. 


at HOPKINS. “And with fall jurisdiction in civil and crimi 
* an . 
nal matters. : 


Mr. LITTLE. Oh, no; not full jurisdiction, and never had. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Well, they have full jurisdiction in all mat- 
ters aristag in tne Indian Territory, have they not? 
Mr. They have j ction of all matters where the 
is not now vested in the courts at Paris and Fort 
th. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Are there any cases where the courts of the 
Terri do not have jurisdiction? 


Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What class of cases? 

Mr. LITTLE. The higher felony cases, principally. Cases 
against the laws of the United States are within the jurisdiction of 
the Fort Smith court on the line on the east, and at the Paris 
(Tex.) court on the south. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Asa matter of fact, under existing law, by 
September 1 next, would not the courts of the Territory have full 

? 


; inly 


Mr. HOPKINS. Then this bill will take from the courts of 
the Territory a certain jurisdiction in some classes of cases at least 
them to Paris, Tex., and Fort Smith, Ark.? 

Mr. LITTLE. This continues the jurisdiction exactly as it 


now stands. ae ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. By the legislation of Congress certain juris- 
diction has been taken from the courts—from these foreign courts 


in the States—and is given to the courts of the Territory. 
Mr. LITTLE. That is true; but it does not take effect until 


September. 
Mr. HOPKINS. And this bill takes from the courts of the Ter- 
itory the jurisdiction they will exercise in September under the 
law. 
Mr. LITTLE. Thatisit. It repeals the limitation. 
Now, in theentire Indian country they have nota well-established 
jail is ey a court-house in the Territory. There is 
the jail in the city of Fort Smith an average of about 250 lawless 
men. But there are not sufficient facilities for the courts to exe- 
of the vigilance of the officers, no matter 
be, or how efficient, for they have not the 
d to protect the country from the lawless 
who come into that country. And there is 
to this measure from the Indians from any 
talked to many of them, and have letters from 
agree that the great protection of the Indians 
ons of lawless people invading the Territory 
measure due tothe court at Fort Smith. It is 
The only difference is that Fort Smith being 
urors are taken from a State where they can act 
y without being influenced by the a 
on one side of the line and the other is on the other 
have been going there for twenty years, and 
with the ectiitions existing there will see that 
over by Judge Parker, by his vigorous and de- 
of the law, has done much to punish and 
murderers = — land. a 
sees Passed e present law taking away this 
6, that sufficient rovision would be made 
enforce the law, but it not been done. But 
increase in crime; when I saw the absolute 
ing lawlessness there and the inadequacy 
it would be better that the jurisdiction 
in these extraterritorial courts, and that it 
injustice to nye of that country. 
that, I believe that when this jurisdiction ceases there 
increase of crime. I believe, sir, that the lives and 
homes of the people inhabiting that country demand a continuance 
of its exercise, and I am not willing to meet these perils without an 
prs ee th a to stay the rising flood of crime in that 
protection of all the courts as they now exist. 
Mr. Does the gentleman from Arkansas state to 
of this House that the residents of the Indian Terri- 
enforce the laws of the Terri against crime, and 
to go to a foreign State to have jurors selected, 
to administer the laws of the Territory? Is 
that ’s contention? 


spate scp a pees Tt tnd Bat 
i occupy ; e 
as nik dom tab eutente tae lave with vi r, 
cours a organiza ther You can not confine the ari 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas and Mr. CULBERSON rose. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I would just as soon take my time now. 
Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill will be defeated. On the ist day of 
arch, 1895, the Fifty-third Congress passed a bill creating 13 courts 
in the Indian Territory, giving them jurisdiction to try thé crimi- 
nal cases which are now being tried at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, 
Tex.; and now these gentlemen, before these courts have had an 
oppertunity to try a criminal case, ask that we nullify that act. 
The only reason given for the continuation of the courts at Fort 
Smith, Ark., oud Past Tex., is that they can not obtain a fair jury 
in the Indian Territory to try criminal cases. I want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that there are in the Indian Territory to-day 300,000 
ple, 250,000 of whom are white menand whitewomen. At least 
75,000 of these citizens are eligibletojury service, the most of whom 
are honest and law-abiding, and they should have the right to try 
the crimes that are committed there. 

Now, we have established these courts for that purpose. That 
is not all. The reason these gentlemen desire to have these two 
courts continued is perfectly apparent. It is because of the great 
amount of money that has been paid out in these two cities. and 
will be as long as they retain jurisdiction over crimes committed 
in the Indian Territory. It has virtually kept these two cities for 
twenty years. I havea report here given out by Judge Kilgore, 
in which he informs us that it costs $10 to prosecute a case in his 
court while it costs $350 to try a similar case in the United States 
court at Paris, Tex., or Fort Smith, Ark. Why? Because men 
charged with crime are arrested in the Indian Territory and are 
taken to Fort Smith or Paris, having to travel hundreds of miles; 
the dockets are crowded, the cases arecontinued, the witnesses re- 
turn home, and then they are forced back again and again. There 
isabsolutely no excuse for the continuance of these courts; and let 
me call attention of the House to the fact that the law enacted 
March 1, 1895, was based on a report of the Attorney-General for 
the year 1893. He says: 

In 1889 Co established courts for the Indian Territory, being the 


courts now held at Muscogee, South McAlester, and Ardmore. Their juris- 
diction, chiefly civil, does not, however, extend to the common or the grosser 
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offenses. ese are under the ae of two courts situated 
ee Se Territory—one at Fort Smith, Ark., and the other at Paris, 
ex. 


Since that time additional courts have been provided for, and 
there are now 13 places where court is held in that Territory. 

Your attention is also called to the following statement, con- 
tained in the same report: 

In almost all cases situated very remote from the localities of the offenses. 
Hence ¢efendants and witnesses are compelled to travel hundreds of miles 
from their homes to the places of trial, while the two courts upon which all 
the business is accumulated are so crowded with work that defendants 
and witnesses are frequently obliged to remain in waiting for weeks before 
their cases are called, and sometimes to return at subsequent terms because 
their cases are not reached at all, but continued. The necessary results are 
that lawlessness and crime are greatly encouraged and that their investi- 
gation and punishment are attended with great uncertainty and difficulty, 
with great hardship both upon the accused and upon witnesses, and with 
most inordinate expense to the Government. 


Mr. HOPKINS. What ~~ is that? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is the report of the Attorney- 
General for the year 1893. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before you get through, I want to ask you if, 
in pursuance of the report made by the Attorney-General, legis- 
lation was had such as suggested by which the Territory is given 
thirteen additional courts? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Thatis right. That bill was passed 
by the Fifty-third Congress on the 1st day of March, 1895. The 
very gentlemen who are now asking that the jurisdiction of these 
two courts be continued were here in support of that measure, 
and now they are asking that the law be os and they have 
not given a chance to have a single criminal case tried in the new 
courts. Thatis notall. The Attorney-General says further—— 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will allow me. We are not 
here insisting on destroying the courts out there. Does not he 
know that the courts at Ardmore, South McAlester, Vinita, and 

, four of the principal places where the courts are held— 
that the ace those courts is more than two years behind? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I do not know that to be the case. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have a letter stating that fact. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The judges of these courts can try the 
cases just as well as they can in Texas or Arkansas. Another 
thing; it is well known that the criminal cases are always tried 
first. and no matter how far behind the docket may be, the crim- 
— is called first and the cases upon it are the first to be 





the outlaws who are crowded 


o—_ in the Indian 
worst outlaws 
disgraced the country; and when the le 


Mr. LITTLE. Will the paeenen allow me to ask him another 
a Are the people there entitled to have their civil causes 
tri 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They can have them tried. If they 
need more courts, instead of piling up the expense of continuing 
these courts, that cost us over $600,000 a — give them more 
courts in the Territory. What is the use of spending $310 in the 
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trial of a criminal case when it can be tried for $10, and tried just 
as well in the new courts as the old? 

Mr. LITTLE. Did not my friend introduce a bill to that effect 
as to these other courts? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I did not. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have seen the letter of Judge re, who 
seems to be advocating an increase of his own powers instead of 
attending to his judicial business. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I decline to yield for a speech. 

Now, the Attorney-General continues: 


Tn the face of a situation like this, which should be changed for the better 
at whatever cost, to advert to the of maintaining the existing 
tem seems almost like trifling with a subject of ¥4~ importance. Yet 
Wastefulness of the system is probably as marked as its snemneety. 

The expenses of the Uni States courts incurred and paid during the 
fiscal year ending July 1, 1895, th hout the entire country, with its popu- 
lation of 65,000,000, amount to §4,525,676.87, The corresponding expenses in- 
curred and paid during the same period on account of the courts of the 

ndian Territory, with jess than one-twentieth of = population, amount to 
2%, or between one-seventh and one-eighth of whole. 
These are the courts they want you to continue, that cost us 
25,000 that year. Now, why do they want them continued? 
ere is a letter published in one of the leading papers of the Ter- 
ritory and signed by Mr. Powe, in which he says: 

Why is it that men are daily arrested in various parts of the Territory and 
taken scores and even hundreds of miles to the Fort Smith court for woling 
Whisky to Indians, and are heavily fined and often sent tothe pen, while righ 
in Fort Smith, under the shadow of the court, a score of saloons have for 
twenty years sold whisky to Indians ws openly without molestation, and not 
only this, but the ‘s office is a collection mcy for the saloon- 

Y The saloon men have ranners who keep up with court witnesses. 
latter, Indians, whites, or blacks, are given credit for whisky, and in re- 

A give an order on the marshai for a certain amount of their witness fees. 
is order is filed in the marshal's office, and when the witne the 
amount is eo by the clerk and by him turned over to the saloonist or 
agent. seems incredible, but isa notorious fact which the writer 
witnessed time and again and will not be denied. 


The following is his opinion as to the benefits these two co 
have been to the country: 


some of the most notorious outlaws this country has ever known, amon 
them the Daltons and Starrs, have ee ek canal os ce an 


t of the Fort Smith jail, where they were in y upon triv- 
inl harges and returned to their hom ng for revenge. 


ex 
‘ventare the assertion that this court has manufactured two criminals 
where it has punished one. 


Why, it is a weli-known fact that one of the Dalton boys was a 
deputy United States marshal, and 
of the — complain of. What 


he was the leader of one 


do the we a 
say about matter? I read from one of the Indian 
papers, the Muscogee Phoenix. It says: 
for years have fattened at our expense, would be willing to er re up the 
“snap” a wernepe some 5 ie | 

a dooms Aaoeens and ‘Texas culate he the deans oT elie tere teed 
two Congressman LirrLeof Arkansas and Barry 
Le wants the Fort Smith court to retain jurisdiction over 
he ished ‘at ar lle, Tex Jurisdiction war On Indian een 
other words, they both seek to levy tribute upon the Indian Territory to 
mn up the ying grandeur and crumbling greatness of their home 
The House should stand by the existing law, at least until after it 
has been determined whether or not these : 
I submit further that it is an insult to the 300,000 people 
Indian Territory, a large majority of whom are honest 
abiding, to say that it is tenpouinte a jury from 
Unior They talk about gangs being organized j a 
on. an 
commit crimes. If they do, then they answerable 
of the States where the crimes are committed and can 


Congress 
Texas. Li 
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The SPEAKER tempore. The gentlemay from Kansas has 
coven: teiuinanh thee 


Mr. CULBERSON. Fela five minutes to the gentleman from 


fee Fe 

Mr. 18. Mr. Speaker, this bill was before the Judiciary 
Comtnittee and was very carefully considered. It has been favor- 
ably reported to the House. The act conferring jurisdiction 
the courts of the Indian Territory to try accused of 
committed in that Territory does not effect until the 

of ber next. It has never taken effect as 

simple question here is whether 

wise and in the interest of justice 

tection of lives and the 


i 


st 


Upon the facts as presented to the committee, which seem 
be overwhelming in their and —— and otic 
factory, the committee that that time had notarriy..). 
It is notorious to the country and the world that some of the 1m; 
terrible, outrageous, and ruinous crimes of every description h:\o 
been committed in that country. It is also well known that :),, 
courts in Arkansas, Texas, and have efficiently dealt w\;), 
the criminals. The «x of a court is to uphold the law a), 
to administer justice. hether it is ve or not, the court 
is utterly useless unless that result can be obtained. 

that if the jurisdiction were in the local courts it woul) |. 
attended with costs, and as have no jails in which to con). 
these criminals and hold them until justice can be enforced 1))1, 
them, the Tne ge hee that instead of diminishing expenses 4), 
costs there would the present 


system. 
pos a of Kansas. hig is there to prevent _ sending 
of crimin or safe-keeping other , as they do in other 
States, in case the local jails are not ent? 
Mr. LEWIS. Would not that be attended with e se? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The not be nearly as 
great as the traveling expenses of all the witnesses in each cas. 
Mr. LEWIS. I the jail ought to be within the jurisdic- 
tion of the court whose duty it is to administer justice upon an 
offense. Thatis my idea of that. I wantto say further that it is 
well known tothe country that justice has been effectively adi in- 
istered in those courts which have heretofore held this juris:ic- 
to life and property. 
ry. It 


I presume 


, and it seems that these 

yy hee 

. © juries 

a e d oo Seeoriem of 
confederatesof those daysof martyrdom hav 

passed, and it is no reflection upon the of any man whe 

sits as a juror to say that he would be un to return a ver- 

dict of guilty when he knew that assassination or destruction of 

his omenety was over him. It would be too much to 

ask of The — < the western district of 

was the committee, uses the 


se. Th 
for, treated, 
crimes. None of 
is not a jail there 
‘Tess and desper- 
there ever wasa 


eases without 
_ they can act 
in the Indian 
environment 

the members of 
by the vigilance 


are now largely 
, to find verdicts of 
when the confed- 
destroy their prop- 
eet c=: 
that the strong 
what are 5 me- 
= over the Indian 
eae to place is tar on o:" flag— 
is now to statehood. 
L. ©. PARKER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The time of the gentleman |: 
Mr. LEWIS. I wish to have printed asa of my remarks 
eo re e gen — 
That can be done only by unan- 
imous consent. Is we objection? 
The SPEAKER tempore. Objection is made by the gevt! 
pro y the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. : 
CULBERSON,. I ask the gentleman from Kansas {Mr. 
whether he desires to use the remainder of his time’ 
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. Curtis] hasseven minutes. Does the gentleman from Kan-| “These bandits have the citizens of the Indian Territory thoroughly ter- 
ro! . any jury w wou nd one of these desperadoes guilty 
desire to use e? rized, and j hich ld find f 
sas of Kansas. No, I do not. would be sure to be assassinated by his friends. This assertion is based 
Mr, CURTIS Very ae on t -yube tomy callenges | aan experience and knowledge of the condition of things within the 
i ° . . 
ee eat to make a sta y “Recently we have received information that bands of robbers are now 
Speaker I simply desire to say that the forming, and it is their avowed intention to begin operations against rail- 
. . , 


road express companies and others in September, or as soon as the law 
giving to the Territorial courts the jurisiiction referred to becomes ef- 
ective.” 

Your committee has also received a memorial from the governor and over 
fifty of the officials and Jeading men of the Chickasaw tribe of Indians, resi- 
idents of the Territory, which sets forth their views as follows: 

“ We are heartily and sincerely in favor of that peace and security in the 
Indian country which can alone come from an enforcement of the laws of the 
United States applicable thereto, and if this continues to be done, as it has 
been done by the United States courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex., 
we feel that we can take care of our own criminal classes. 

“Under treaty obligations, and therefore in justice to us, the Government 
of the United States is pled and in duty bound to take all necessary steps 
to effectually suppress lawlessness and crime in the Indian Territory 

*“ Nomore effective means can be taken, looking to the effective enforce- 
inent of the law, than tocontinue and retain the present jurisdiction over the 
Indian country of the United States courts at Paris, Tex., and Fort Smith, 
Ark., over the higher and graver classes of criminal offenses. 

“ These Federal courts, having jurors free from prejudice or bias, and who 
therefore act without fear or favor, have been most effective in the trial and 
conviction of the worst criminals who ever infested our country. Besides, 
they have ever shown that they are the true friends of the Indian; that they 
know his rights and have maintain them. 

“ We assert that the majority of the higher and graver class of criminal 
offenses in the Indian country are committed by those people known in that 
coun as the criminal-intruder class from the States, and the crimes not 
committed by them are very largely committed through their instigation 


and example. 

“This jurisdiction should be given and retained in said courts for the fol 
lowing reason, as we believe: 

“As is well known, there are two distinct classes of people now occupying 
the Indian country. One class, the members of the tribes or citizens of the 
respective nations; the other class is the white man who has settled in this 
country. Conflicts are frequent between these two contending classes, and 
crimes are committed by the one upon the other. When these conflicts arise 
they should besettled by a fair and impartial tribunal. This can not be done 
if the person charged with such offense is to be tried in the Indian Territory 
The jurors there necessarily belong to one or other of these two classes, each 
a for his own peopie, and will be incapable of doing justice to 

e r. 

“The jurors of the United States courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, 
Tex.,are beyond these influences, and therefore entirely unbiased and un 
pre iced, and besides the United States courts at these places have demon 
strated by experience that they have been the only effective barriers between 
such con classes. 

“The abandonment of such jurisdiction would, we believe, greatly increase 
such class of crimes, as we believe such criminal classes would have no fear 
of the courts and jurors in said Indian Territory.” 

Your committee also have a memorial from the officers of the Kansas City, 
Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company—which company does a large busi- 
ness in and through the Indian Territory—in which they strongly urge the 
retention of criminal jurisdiction over graver crimes of the Indian Territory 
in the United States courts at Fort Smith, Paris, and in Kansas. 

They say of these courts: 

“ They are the test as the people of the Indian country have had; 
that they have aided them in their journey along the pathway of civiliza- 
tion; they fearlessly declare and vindicate rights; they have stood by the 
people of the Territory in their contest with the criminal invader of their 
country; they have taught the ye ge gecete of the Indian Territory to 
rely upon that great handmaiden of civilization whose mission is peace 
onl harmony — © law—as upheld by brave, fearless, just, and impartial 


article which has been read by the gentleman from 
Konus {Mr. CURTIS), so far as it relates to me, is an unmitigated 
lie. I have not introduced the bill that I am accused of intro- 


Mr. 
lawyers have to the Indian Terri- 
amen ‘floored that 5 Rave mlgpatel the pockets of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] with stale statements about 


Paris and at Fort Smith—such statements as are 
one of which has just been denounced as an unmiti- 


oe I on my ae sam the gentleman 
Fret linois [Mr. ConnoL.y]}, which is one of ablest reports 
I have ever read upon a subject like this, and if members want to 
understand the real reasons why this bill seeks to repeal the act 
of 1895 I ask them to listen to this report. The papers referred 
to are all on file. They are in the room of the Committee on the 
J . They come from reputable business men, not from 
avhitical tawyere and hotelkeepers who have gone into that coun- 
to the substance of the people when the provision 
this court goes into effect. I ask to have the portions of the 
of Judge Connou_y that I have marked read in my time. 
— the report until the time of Mr. CuL- 
y unanimous consent, leave was given to 

print the whole report in the Recorp. It is as follows: 
Committee on the , to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4154) 


J 
9 of an act entitled ‘An act to a for the appointment 
of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 


the following report: 
t the Federal 


Federal courts 
district of Texas, and the 

—~—$] {y+ 
September 1, 1896, to the new courts organ- 
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of these courts in enforcing the criminal laws and con- 
— the fact that the juries in those courts have 
or terrorism that the indicted crimi- 






* We fear the vest consequences to express and railroad companies in 
that country if. its mt condition, the jurisdiction of these courts is 
taken away. They a they only, in our inagment, can cope with the law- 
less criminals who have refu imto the Indian country.’ 

To the same effect, and in equally vigorous terms, is a memorial your com 
mittee has received from the officers of the Wells-Fargo Express Company, 
which does a large business in the ey They say: 

“The environment of the whole class of people in the Indian country is 
such that they can not act with that spirit of freedom and independence nec- 
essary to secure an impartial and an efficient enforcement of the law for the 

of life and property in the Indian country. In our judgment 

strong judicial arms of the Government should remain extended over 

the Indian country until that country is able to place its star on our flag— 
until its autonomy is changed from what it is now to Statehood.” 

The United States district judge at Fort Smith, Ark., who has had over 
ones yenry experience in that court in dealing with the criminal classes of 
the I Terri ,and whose judgment is therefore of great value on this 
question, writes to committee, under date of January 21, 1806, as follows: 

“DEPARTMENT OF Justron, Erontna Crrcurt, 
“Fort Smith, January 21, 1806. 

“In reply to your letter of the 17th instant,asking me to give my views 
upon the tion as to whether the jurisdiction now in the United States 
courts at Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex., over the Indian country should 
remain until there is a change in the condition of that country: As you are 
well aware,as far as lam personally concerned, to take away this jurisdic 
tion would remove a great burden trom my shoulders, because for twenty 
years I have had to wrestle with one of the greatest problems of the age, a 
pee owes out of acontest between civilization and barbarism, a a 

m exists because of the intrusion into the Indian country of ange 
numbers of criminals from the different States in the Union. To 
relieve me of this responsibility would be to take from mea great burden; 
but at the same time, while the Indian conntey is in its present condition, 
can not see that it would inure to the benefit of that country or its peaceable 
and ee ee, but on the contrary, in my judgment, it would 


“ As you are aware, the Federal court for the western district of Arkansas 
has been held at Fort Smith since the year 1871. After the State was divided 
into two districts the court for the western district of the State, up to 1871, 
was held at Van Buren. The United States courts for the State of Arkansas, 
and then for the western district of Arkansas, have had jrrisdiction for the 
punishment of crimes committed in the Indian country ever since the Lith 
of April, 1844. For over halfa century have the people of Arkansas, as jurors 
in the Federal courts, administered the law for the Indian country. These 
courts, first for the State of Arkansas, and then for the western district of 
Arkansas, have had criminal jurisdiction over the whole of the Indian country. 
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From its eastern boundary to the Texas and Colorado lines was within the 
ah of this court. For some years this jurisdiction has been divided 

ween the United States courts for the eastern district of Texas and the 
United States courts for the district of Kansas, held at Wichita. More re- 
cently the United States courts in the Indian Territory have been established. 
They have as yet but limited jurisdiction over any of the higher crimes under 
the laws of the United States. 

* The fact that the criminal laws of the United States have been extended 
over the Indian country, and that. the United States courts for the western 
district of Arkansas have had jurisdiction to enforce those laws, is why it is 
there are so many criminal cases tried in this court, and the same remark 
applies with equal force to the condition which exists in the United States 
courts for the eastern district of Texas, held at Paris,Tex. There have been 

rhaps more criminal cases of tude tried in the courts at Fort 

mith than in any one court in the world, yet there are fewer of these cases 
which come from that part of the district in the State of Arkansas than come 
from any district in the United States. The t majority of criminal cases 
in the Federal courts usually are violations of the laws of the United States 
regulating the rations of the Government, such as counterfeiting, offenses 
under the sostel Inwa, offenses affecting the revenue department of the Gov- 
ernment, such as violations of the revenue laws, cut timber, etc. 

“ Now, there are less of these crimes committed in the State of the 
western district of Arkansas than in ony gener Federal jurisdiction I know 
of. That part of the district is proverbially — and orderly, and largely 
free from vivlations of the Federal laws, and its people have as higha 
for the laws of the United States as people to be found in any section of the 
country. The whole country can with teffort understand that these t 
Sep nobectunagasuensitnel te tes ponieal kaimmmap, bat thay ore very tame 
are note comm y the people ut they are very y 
crimes committed in the Indian sour Wy the refugee criminals from every 
State in the Union. Everyone should know that the Federal courts do not 


have jurisdiction over cases of murder committed in the State or over other 
criminal offenses affecting individual rights, such as the rights to persons or 


with its juries, has had cast 
criminals ea 
ex 


rty. 

7 tt can therefore be seen that the court here, 

from every State 

. . The records of the 
reat pro 
and other high crimes are not Indians, but whites and negroes, ci 
United States, many of whom have refugeed into the Indian 

ou well know, courts are the pone agencies of civilization to 
n any system of government use, if efficient and able, 
the great ey of peace and order, and f 
man of crime, the man of blood. He re ity. 
while the majesty of the law, as upheld Z the courts, represents a state of 
ae aeee and tranquillity growing out of the security of the citizen in all 


“ As you well know, I have for almost twenty-one years been the riatns 
jadgs over the United States courts at Fort Smith, and I think it may be 
tru lly said that during that time more has been 
United States courts at Fort Smith to establish the su 
the Indian country than 


accomplished by the 


bands of 
any civilized land heve infested the ving 
laws of the States. A greater ured and 
brought to merited quclshenen the United States courts 
Paris, Tex., than in any other cou It is a maxim that certainty of arrest 
and reasonable certainty of conviction follows the commission of crime in 
the Indian country. Tas mombere of banditti after banditti have 


“As you are aware, 
raph t a 
now are Yy are 
ness to uphold the law, 00 conten Wits and punish this v: 
gee criminals who have in violation of law sought 
ndian country. The United States courts at Paris 
courts where sorta of arrest os surety of cet 
grea blessing dian people have had or now have is these 
courts, who have stretched their 
OOS ie ee ae 
country. They have aided the in 
civilization. These courts have stood by all 
citizens in the Indian country in their contest 
that — man of blood, These courts have taught such people to 
rely upon that great handmaiden of civilization whose on is and 
harmony—the law as upheld by courts who have the opportunity 
ing their =. 
N in condition of that 


udice, and they before 
t may be entertained for or against the one 


JUNE 1, 


safely rely u the laws of the United States when they 3 
a but it has taught the whole country a lesson of the greatest bencm 


it. 
t has at Fort Smith a very fine court-house. 
U t at exp nse. 
are cared for, 
re is n % en 
ot a jai 
the lawless a 
h. there ever 


the 
upright ci Indian 
formative condition. Hundreds an 
less, many of them ve flocked into anticipation 
of some opportunity that might be afforded pom aad they have to be dealt 
with by a power that is so free and independent it can exercise the fujj 
measure intended by the law to be exercised to secure the rights of the 


“As you know, there can not be obtained better 
Federal 


an here 
wate Sp the ponsis te Se ie 


court at Fort They are men of 
cases without 

they can act in. 

in the Indian 

mvVironment 

tee th the members 
country, though by the vig. 
Paris they are now lar ay 
if willing, to find verdicts 
bands when the con- 

down or destroy their 


rty. 

Mien can not afford to w old the law of United States, great as 
duty may be, under eee And it is judgment, ne 
twenty years’ experience with these conditions which that the strong 

judicial arm of the Government, as it what are some. 

mes called these outside remain over the Indian 
country, and that the ae apogee See and rty should be 
brought before these outside courts, and that ion to try such 
crimes should remain until able to its star on our flag— 


“TI. OC. PARKER.” 
country. Railroads have made 
usands of citizens of the 
east to west and from north to 
which millions of dollars’ 
to citizens of the different States 
of commerce between the 
imperil the safety of these 
and your committee, regard- 
of these travelers 
Territory, believe 
crimes committed 
should be continued 
to the Indian Territory 
unless this bill becomes a 
with the recommenda- 


the rules and passing 


ARIZONA FUNDING ACT. 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
d the Senate bill which I send to the desk. 


of the acts of approved June 

the funding of cartain ined af 

amended so as to author- 

of said , and the coun- 

as in the act of Con- 

outstanding bonds, 

Territory of Arizona, 

, heretofore au- 

bearing a higher rate of 

nding act approved June %, 

d ot! denc meanebtodnens 

compliance with the terms of the 

authorized, be funded, with 

and can until funded into the 
by 


evidences of indebtedness heretofore 


under the provisions of the act of 
act thereof and sup- 
are declared to be valid 
and funded; and all 

under the 


as ‘ore matborised _ 
validated, and ma 
a Provided, That not ane 
Government of the Uni 


— ts, 
ee 


upon the question of ordering a second, 
the tellers reported—ayes 980, noes 1. 


Now, Mr. , I ask that the 
ewr’a exoieacus report and ex 
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The Committee on the to whom was referred House bill 8885, 
leave to submit the f: re : 
Fie act of entitled “An act approving, with eee ey 


which had accrued and would accrue, with the interest thereon, 

antil and including December 31, 1890, into 5 per cent and under the 

of the act a loan commission, consisting of the governor, secre- 

and Territorial auditor, was created to fund indebted- 
ness under the terms of the act. 

The purpose of the law was to effect an annual sa on Raiaeest ant lace 

ness 


| 


The floating inde 


r cent int a pon that indebted. 
cent inte and w e - 
of he 


had mat 
untarily surrendered by the holders thereof. 
ve Gabel Conprem ved A 


a 

warrantsfor Territ expenses 

of the funding ‘act approved Sune 25, 1800, until Janu. 
approv une un anu- 

extend the provisions ; ee 


as to and au fun 
ening as might have been funded under the original : 


act had the same 
to fund any inde ness which could not have been 


it 3, 1894, 


tions. 
The eighteenth of Arizona unanimously memorialized Congress 
to validate eet which doubt existed. . 
the committee believe the legislation beneficial and 
government, and therefore recommend the 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I reserve the balance of my time, 


unless some desires to ask questions. 
Mr. HO. Mr. 8 , [think it is quite im t that 
the should explain the provisions of this bill somewhat. 
A of Arizona. Isupposed that the report explained 
it sufficien’ but if the gentleman thinks it does not I will gladly 
supplement it with a brief e tion. Under the working of 
the act of Seeneerrove! une 25, 1890, the Territory of Ari- 
zona was authorized to fund all its indebtedness of whatever na- 
ture into 5 per cent bonds, thereby effecting an average sa of 
3 cent upon ness. That law applied to all kinds 
of in diatrict, Territorial, county, and munic- 
ipal. 
Acommission was organized under the act, consisting of the 
governor, the , and the Territorial auditor, for the pur- 


secretary 

pose of siaek tithe sone Mp of — er moryarperen oe 

ness a rate of interest could no com to 
eae or funded unless it had matured, and therefore there 
still remained a considerable portion which could not be funded. 
obligations were about to mature, and they werefunded. A 
of the 8 per cent indebtedness was funded, but some of 
higher interest-bearing of counties and municipalities 
were refused to besurrendered for funding. The expectation was 
to put the Territory upon a cash basis, but that expectation was 
disappointed, and the members of the Territorial government came 
here and asked the last to extend the ing act for a 


i There is about $200,- 
. lL will ask the Clerk to read the memo- 
if the gentleman desires. 

That is not necessary 
JOHNSON of North Dakota. I wish to ask the gentleman 
in the act of 1890 saf these 

sold for less than par? 
Arizona. Yes, sir; can not be so sold 





5 


; Arizona. Well, this bill refers to the 
other act, which prohibits the selling of the for 


 JORMBON of North Dakote. What arrangement is there 
r 1g @ premium on the bonds, provided the market should 


of Arizona. The Territorial officers constitut- 


vi- 


ing the loan commission are required, under the provisions of the 
act, to advertise for bids. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. What experience have you 
had on that subject since the act of 1890? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Bonds to the amount of $500,000 
were sold at a premium, bringing 102. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The bonds, as I understand, 
which were sold under the act of 1894 were gold bonds; that is, 
the interest was payable in gold. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir; and the principal in law- 
ful money. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. And the same requirement 
applies with d to these bonds? 

tr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Will this issue of bonds cover the entire 
indebtedness of the Territory? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes,sir; the entire indebtedness of 
the Territory may be funded under this act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will this bill, if it becomes 
a law, have the effect of validating any bonds which are now 
questionable? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir; to a certain degree. 
None of the bonds have been repudiated by the Territory, but 
there is a cloud to a certain extent resting upon some of them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This indebtedness, or the larger part of it, was 
incurred, I believe, while a statute of the United States forbidding 
the oe issuing bonds was in force? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Oh, no; only a very small portion 
of it—about $200,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the total amount that has been 
funded or may be funded under this act—the total amount of the 
indebtedness of the Territory? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Probably less than $2,000,000. I 
funded $1,600,000 while I was governor. The aggregate I have 
named covers not simply debta of the Territory proper, but in- 
debtedness of cities, counties, townships, and school districts. No 
one would call the debt of New York City the debt of New York. 
The amount of indebtedness I have named includes every kind of 
obligation ofthe Territory proper and the indebtedness of munici- 
palities, school districts, etc.; and the funding of this debt will 
save us on the average 3 per cent interest. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What portion of the $2,000,000 of indebted- 
ness has been or will be incurred in the refunding of bonds of the 
prohibited class of which we have been speaking? 

Mr. HILBORN. The Pima claims? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. None of the Pima claims; but of 
obligations similar to those, about $200,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam willing to yield the floor to any gentle- 
~~ oy wants to speak on this subject. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
* Vote!” 

The question was taken; and the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7907) for the protection of the pas of the Indian Territory, 
extending the jurisdiction of the United States courts, providing for the 
laying out of towns, the leasing of coal and other mineral, timber, farming, 
and grazing , and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the criminal laws of the United States be, and the 
same are hereby, extended over the Indian Territory, and the United States 
courts now in ex nce, or that may be hereafter created in or for said Ter- 
ritory, are hereby given jurisdiction over all prosecutions for crimes and 
misdemeanors commit within their respective jurisdiction, without re- 
gard to the race or citizenship of the person or persons violating or charged 
with ha violated any of the laws of the United States, or the laws of the 
State of Ar heretofore put in force in said Territory by acts of Con- 

and sections 1636 to 1644, inclusive, entitled embezzlement, and sections 
fr to 1718, inclusive, entitled bribery and embracery of Mansfield’s Digest 
of the State of Arkansas, are hereby extended over and put in force in said 

Territory, and the word officer where the same epee in said laws shall 

include officers of — of the governments of either of said tribe of In- 
ians: Provided, That this section shall in no way destroy or curtail the 

jurisdiction of the United States courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex. 
under existing laws. The fifteenth section of the act of Congress entitled 

“An act to establish United States courts in the Territory, and for other 

” approved March 1, 1889, limiting jurors to citizens of the United 

Btates, is hereby repealed, but not to affect any causes now pending in said 

court or crimes committed prior to the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That said United States courts withing their respective districts be. 
and they are hereby, given exclusive jurisdiction to hear and determine all 
civil suits arising between citizens of the United States or between citizens 
of the United States and members of any of said five tribes of Indians, or be- 
tween Indians of the several five different tribes, and said courts shall also 
have jurisdiction over all appeals from any iotpeent or determination of 
any ian court in said Territory, and the said United States court may, in 
the event of a reversal of any such judgment or determination of an Indian 
court, a new trial to proceed within its own a. 

Sco. 3. That said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in their respective 

districts to try cases against those who may unlawfully and forcibly enter 

into at ae Cooma - ona eee - owe who havin 
as a ul an eable entry in nds and tenements an 
un wiully and by force hold the same beyond the legal period, and also 
those who claim to hold as members of a tribe and whose membership is de 
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nied by the tribe but continue to hold said lands and tenements notwithstand- 
ma objection of the tribe; and if it be found upon trial that an unlawful 
and forcible entry has been made, or that the said lands and tenements are 
held by force, or that the same, after lawful or peaceable entry, are held un- 
lawfully, or that the same are held unlawfully against the tribe by those 
claiming to bo members thereof, and the membership and right is disallowed 
by the court, then said court shall cause the parties c. ed with oeeenay 
holding said ons to be removed from the same and cause the lan 
and tenements to be restored to the — or persons or nation or tribe of 
Indians entitled to the possession of the same. 

Sxc. 4. That before any action by any tribe or yore shall be commenced 
under section 8 of this act it shall be the duty of the party bringing the same 
to notify the adverse party to leave the premises for the possession of which 
the action is about to be brought, which notice shall be served at least thirty 
days before commencing the action by leaving a written copy with the de- 
fendant, cr if he can not be found, by leaving the same at his last known 
— of residence or business with any person occupying the premises over 

he age of 12 years, or if his residence or business address can not be ascer- 
tained, by leaving the same with any person over the age of 12 years upon 
the premises sought to be recovered and described in said notice. 

Sxc. 5. That the summons shall not issue in such action until the chief or 
governor of the tribe or person or pecsons b suit in his own behalf 
shall have filed a sworn complaint on behalf of the tribe or himself with the 
court, which shall as near as practicable describe the premises so entered 
upon or detained, and shall set forth either an unlawful and forcible entry 
and detention or an unlawful and forcible detention after a ful entry, or 
a detention without the consent of the person brin said suit or the tribe 
by one whose membership is denied by it: Provided, t if the chief or gov- 
ernor refuse or fail to ong suit in behalf of the tribe, then any person 
authorized by the council of the tribe may make complaint and bring said 


suit. 

Src. 6. That no continuance shall be granted for a longer period than thirt 
days, unless the defondant applying therefor shall give an undertaking, 
required by the court, to the adverse party, with good and sufficient sure- 
ties, to be approved by the judge of the court, conditioned for the payment 
of all da es and costs and double the rent that may accrue if judgment 
be rendere: nst the defendant. 

Sec. 7. That when a judgment for restitution shall be entered by the court 
the judge shall, at the request of the plaintiff or his attorney, issue a writ of 
execution thereon which shall command the proper officer of the court to 
cause the defendant or defendants to be forthwith removed and ejected from 
the premises and the plaintiff given complete and undisturbed possession of 
the same. The writ shall also command the said officer to levy upon the 
property of the defendant or defendants subject to execution, and also col- 

ect therefrom the costa of the action and all costs in the service of 
the writ; said writ shall be executed within ten days. 

Sxc, 8. That the rolls of citizenship of the several tribes as now qnisting ats 
hereb d my. peace who shall claim to be entitled to be added 
to said rolls as a citizen ther of said tribes and whose right thereto has 
either been denied or not acted u or any citizen who may within six 
months from and after the of this act desire such citizenshi . may ap- 

ly to the oaeny constitu court or committee designated b © several 
Flbes for such citizenship, and such court or committee shall determine such 
application within thirty days from the date thereof. 

duc. % That the commission heretofore appointed under acts of Congress 
approved March 3, 1893,and March 2, 1895, or their successors, to negotiate 
with the Five Ci d Tribes in the Indian Territory, in addition to the 
authority already conferred upon them by law, are authorized and directed 
to at once to hear and determine the application of all 
may apply to them for citizenship ons, 
hearing the determine the right of such applicant to be so 

, however, + such application shall be 
six months after the peasege of this act. The said 
ch applications wi ninety days after the 
determining all such applications said com- 
all laws of theseveral nations or tribes not inconsistent 
with the laws of the United States, and all treaties with either of said nations 
or tribes, and shall give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs 

of each of said nations or tribes. 

Sec. 10. That the said commission, after the onesies of nine months, 
shall cause a complete roll of citizenship of each of said nations to be made 
up from their records, and add thereto the names of citizens whose right 
may be conferred under sections 8 and 9 of this act, and said rolls shall 
and are nerety, Sate rolls of citizenship of said nations or tribes, su 
however, to determination of the United States courts, as pro 


erein. 
In the performance of such duties said commission, and each of shall 
have power and authority to administer oaths, to issue process for com- 
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‘phabitants of such towns, without regard to race, shall be subject to all laws 
ordinances of such town governments, and shall have hts, privi- 
and and therein’ Such town governments shall in Jeunams 
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pose upon or levy any tax against any lands in said towns; 
y, including all improvements wwe lots, which for 
act shall be deemed and considered personal property, 
all occupations and privileges, shall be subject to taxation. 
ceuncils of such town governments, for the appears of the 
school and other public pu aay provide by ordinance 
levy, and ection, ann ¥ of a tax upon such prop- 
to ex in the te 1 per cent of he assessed value thereof, 
provided in chapter 129 of said digest, entitled “‘ Revenue,” and 
purposes may also impose a tax upon occupations and privileges. 
Such town councils may also establish and maintain free schools in such 
towns, under the of sections 6258 to 6276, inclusive, of said digest; 
and may exercise all the powers conferred upon special school districts in 
ip the State of Arkansas by the laws of said State when the same are 
with the provisions of this act. 
the purposes of this section all the laws of said State of Arkansas herein 
as applicable, are hereby put in force in said Territory; 
States court therein shall have jurisdiction to enforce the 
and to penieh any violation thereof: Provided, That owners and hold- 
be privileged to transfer the same. 
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minor children as allotment herein provided; and any per- 


possession of or other property in excess of his share 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. TATE. I object. 

Mr. TATE and Mr. SHERMAN were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 14. 

Mr. TATE. No quorum. 

The Speaker proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. TRACEY (before the count was concluded). 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and eighty members are pres 
ent—a quorum. The motion to suspend the rules is seconded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | shall occupy but a moment 
in speaking on this bill; and then I shall yield to the gentlemen 
composing the subcommittee that did most of the work in fram- 
ing the measure. There were introduced some three or four bills 
on the general subject of ameliorating the condition of affairs in 
the Indian Territory. Those bills were considered by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs for many weeks. The members of the 
Dawes Commission were before the committee time and time 
again, discussing fully the condition of affairs in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. Full hearings were given to the representatives of ever 
tribe of Indians in the Territory. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs sat daily between three and four weeks until every interest 
desiring to be heard upon the propositions covered by the various 
bills had had the fullest possible hearing. And then that sub- 
committee took up the subject and framed the bill which is now 
— as a substitute for the various propositions which were 

fore the committee for its consideration. 

It has the approval, Mr. Speaker, of these gentlemen; it has the 
unanimous approval of the full committee; it has the approval of 
the Indian Bureau, the Secretary, and of the Dawes Commission; 
and I believe it has the approval of every person who has any 
understanding of the condition of affairs in that Territory and 
who desires to see a step taken in the line of better government 
and progress among the people there. The bill as presented gives 

roper consideration to every interest involved, and is the first 
important step to civilize the uncivilized and advance the condi- 
tion of over one-quarter of a million of people, now residing within 
the limits of the indian Territory. i believe it ought to pass; yes, 
without opposition. 

I now yield to my colleague on the committee, Mr. LirTLe of 
Arkansas, for ten minutes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the recent history of this country 
furnishes no more striking examples or illustrations of a lawless 
condition of affairs which has worked to unsettle all progress and 
destroy all material interests than are to be found in the Indian 
Territory. The growing shame of that country is, first, the non- 
enforcement of law in the Indian courts; second, a monopoly in 
landholding, and thirdly, the unfortunate condition of the many 
towns inhabited by good citizens situated in all parts of it. 

The bill that the Committee on Indian Affairs has now pre- 
sented for the consideration of the House has been the result of 
many months of labor on the part of that committee. Objections 
have been met and remedied, until the bill now presented is the 
unanimous voice of that committee as to what they believe ought 
to be done; not what many of us believe should have been done, 
but that this, at least, should be done under present circumstances 
as an urgent necessity. 

In the first place it has become a notorious fact that the Indian 
courts in that Territory are incapable of enforcing their laws and 
unable to protect the lives and the property of their own people. 
This isa well-recognized fact by all persons who are at all familiar 
with the condition of affairs existing in that Territory. 

This bill provides that all criminal jurisdiction shall be vested 
in the Federal courts in the Territory. It gives the right of ap- 

al from the Indian courts in civil cases to the Federal courts. 

o that extent it affects the jurisdiction of the courts there. It 
provides next for completing and finishing the rolls of citizens of 
that country for a just, equitable, and legal distribution of the 
common property. These rolls are essential and necessary before 
a step can be taken looking to a just division of this property. 

It is a crying shame, as I said at the beginning of my remarks 
to-day, that a few people, some of them members of the Indian 
tribes, and many of them in whose veins not a drop of Indian blood 
flows, should absorb the public domain of the Territory, as they 
are absorbing its wealth steadily, in violation of the treaty rights 
of the Indian people. 

This bill seeks to remedy what all recognize as an evil in that 
respect, and that is that the lands,as soon as they are surveyed 
(not the title, for the title is maintained intact to the tribes under 
the treaties)—but it is made the duty of the commission, after the 
survey of the land is made, to set apart the right of occupancy 
equally to every member of every tribe in the Territory. 

It seems to me that any man who loves justice to the Indians 
must see the wisdom and the necessity of such an enactment, and 


I move that 
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that there can be no possible objection to this provision. It is in 
yeees beyond controversy that in one tribe 61 people occupy no 
ess than [: 250,000 acres of this land. In another tribe 21 people 
occupy 164,000 acres of the public domain. And yet hundreds 
and thousands of their citizens are without homes and land. 

This bill does not affect the title, but decrees that the occu- 


pancy of the land shall be set apart to these people. In the towns, 
many of them with three, four, five, or six thousand inhabitants 
they stand in that country absolutely without any corporate or 
municipal law governing them. They have no means of enforc- 
ing health saan or sanitary rules, no means of protection 
heb ainst fire or otherwise. They are absolutely helpless to-day. 

6 bill provides for the incorporation and organization of the 


ae than that, Mr. Speaker, there are some hundred and a 
thousand white children in that country without schools, poe 
up in utter ignorance to become part of the bone and blood of 
this t nation. This bill provides that they shall have the 
benefit of a common-school education; that school shall be estab- 
lished and maintained by taxes levied on the property of non- 
citizens, and ‘I believe a provision of that character looking tothe 
education of these children will meet the approval of this House 
without any dissent. As to the leases in that country, this bill 
maintains those that are legal. The others are disregarded, and 
the land is directed to be set a as I have said. 

As to the abolition of the criminal jurisdiction of these courts, 
I have in mind an instance where only afew weeks ago the sheriff 
of one of the counties was murdered in open daylight, and the 
next day the murderer announced himself as a candidate for suc- 
cessor to the position of the man he had murdered. 

In the courts of the Choctaw Nation 14 criminals charged with 
murder forfeited their bonds and went into an organization and 
defied the courts of the Territory. This bill, in order to create 
uniformity in the administration of the law, invests the criminal 
jurisdiction over all the people, without regard to race, in the Fed- 
eral courts of that country. More than that, the bill provides for 
an investigation of the condition and status of the colored popula- 
tion of the Choctaw Nation who claim the rights of citizenship. 

I wish I had time to consider this bill section by section and ex- 

lain it to this House, because I feel sure that it would commend 

oe to every man who wants to see the right done and the 
ties carried out with these people. 

orn bill does not violate a treaty with the Indians. In every 
treaty between the United States and any tribe it is provided that 
it shall be the duty of the Government to maintain and 
life and property in the Territory. That right is reserved to the 
Government, and order can not be restored until the conditions 
in that country are broken up. 

Why, sir, if you will travel over that country—the richest in 
almost all the land, you will see men occupying hundreds and 
thousands of acres to which they have no right. On the other 
hand, you will see the young Indian who has called to his heart 
the young, loving squaw who is to preside over his home in future 
ienislioer or land on which to erect an honest little cabin home in 
which tolive. He finds the land guaranteed to him by the treaties, 

nteed to him by this Government, See can not obtain it. 
t is in the possession of another. And ted and broken- 
hearted they enter the battles of life, while o feast upon their 
inheritance. “ These things have commended themselves to the 
committee. The committee have acted with great earnestness, 
and have endeavored to protect every interest in that country. 
We urge this to raise its in defense of these defense- 
less people, the Indians themselves. The lobbyists who 
thy amon) o = expenses out of money which they 
have extorted e, and are not representative 
in their character. The traits their own criminality is used 
to Again 4 their extortions and ro 
neo in the name of the ees Oe, ein 
the Indian Suthers, 60 give to tam, under the law, t 
which the treaties guarantee to them. Do not let the tribes 
handle these rolls as a political football. Let the authorities of 
the Government make an authorized roll and then aa chet |emet 


ese Indian men tenes Coser : 
t they are eyed BL egal Commission 
commission and committee commi 


ih ete A ie ey le, 


country and investigated the condition of these tribes, and they 
return here telling you with one voice of the conditions whic! 
exist there. There is no disagreement in that regard. If you 
seek to make that country a country of law, of order, and of 


uae either to pass this measure or some 0 measure of 
import, giving to the Indian his rights to the good, 
honest American citizens of that coun’ emg to their 
lives and families and education for their [Applause. | 


How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 
nae LITTLE. I yield that back to the gentleman in charge of 

e time. 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I should like to ask the gentleman 
woes roved by the Dawes Commission? 
r. LITTLE. It is substantially on the same line as their bill. 
i vena oieal as the one which recommend. 

— KIRKPATRICK. lyield ten minutes to my colleague, Mr, 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. eee 3 in my opinion this bill is entirely 
too important to be passed under a suspension of the rules, with 
out o ty for amendment. There are some features 


pportuni 
in the bill, which, in —— opinion, ought to become law, but it 
ought to be amended 


poten ye and without an en 
nity to amend\it it it ought not to be taken up and he re 
eral ria in which amendments tpn necessary 
order to ete Thoserights ought not to be dis. 
eedel cues tee i are ag le of es — have invested 


considerable sums of 


in the 
Territory. Those rights o = ee not to coun tramp upon. They 
ought not to be , and uniess the bill is amended in 


some particulars they will be disregarded. 

ow I hold this to be an absolutely just position. In the years 
men have been invited to go into the Indian Territory 
reer 8 ven 2 of that on down there and develop the 
that invitation and 
=e Some of then aa know personally, have 
ested a good many thousands of dollars in the development of 

— LITTLE. Will the tleman permit me? 

gen 
Mr. TRACEY. Yes; certainly. 


Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. TRACEY. 7} enibcstaatts: is the belief of the committee 
oe all these rights, but I do 
tly explicit to protect the rights 
With reference to what constitutes the matter in issue in the 
case of the renewal of a lease, the language is not sufficiently 
I should like to make it more explicit, 
the reasons why I am opposed to the considera- 


ee ee 
eee kindly read section 11, 
wae arene 


TRACEY. Sern siaReuiinaiee-tiabiee ite ance, or 
half a dozen times. The provision to which the gentleman refers 
reads as follows: 


prevailing in the In- 


= 


of any holder or 

t or authorit i Gon 
consent or y of Co 
continue unimpaired hereby. 


come to the succeeding 


you do not con- 
Jae that eeveoee and in the fol- 


aay put it in at all, the samo 


— -. and control the leases: that is 
aa any holder or owner owner of the lease- 

hold tine under wre. ot poichs vom 
en That when under the customs and laws heretofore 
of the 
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= ae cases the ae deen an leneen of coal 
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provision for coal claims and mineral or timber 
think it would not still be perfect as to the rights 
of the parties about which I am talking, but they would be cer- 
—— better protected than they are in the bill as it is. 
In words, it is not sufficiently explicit in the latter , 
cases of the leasing or renewal of leases” it should 
be, and the specification should be made as in the first provision, 
where the words “‘ coal and coal deposits” are used in the latter 

the section. It ought to beconstrued,and the lawought to 
so state, as to *‘ coal rights, coal claims, mineral or timber rights.” 
t to be provided for in the last as well as in the first 


Evidently it was the intention of the framers of the bill to guard 
interests of these men who have invested their 
for the p of developing the coal a? in that coun- 
t is t that they intended to do it, but I do not think 
it. There is at least a question of doubt as to 
have done it; and when it comes to the renewal of 
, there ought to be a provision more explicit than 
is here, w gives a preference to those men who have 
invested their money. That is attempted to be guarded here in 
the bill, but I do not think the nang is as explicit upon that 
point as it ought to be in order to guard and protect the rights of 
the people who have invested their money down in the Territory. 
Now, for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am op to the pas- 
sage of this bill in this way, and for an additional and larger rea- 
son than that—that no bill involving what is involved in this bill, 
no bill ha the importance that this bill has, ought to be taken 
u under a suspension of the rules. 

ATRICK. r. Speaker, I have been endeavoring 
to consider this billin afew moments. Of course I was not aware 
that it would be taken up at this time. I have examined it to 
some extent heretofore, and I am inclined to believe that the bill 
in man 
tion I , to the bill, but since making that objection I have been 
informed by’a member of the committee that the committee con- 

the correctness of my opposition and that an effort will be 
made in the Senate to have an amendment inserted. 

Now, from our part of the country quite a number of people 

have gone down into the Indian Territory, have been invited down 


there, the purpose of improving the farms, and they made 
leases that ee been heretofore recognized as valid. These par- 
ties have acted upon these leases and have expended large amounts 


of money in the improvement of farms with the privilege of —- 
ing them from five to seven and eight years to pay them for mak- 
these im: ents. Now, it seems to me that this bill does 
rights of these persons; but the committee sug- 
gests that an effort or application will be made in the Senate to 
amend this bill so as to protect the rights of these ple. You 
readily see that if this bill should go through in its present 
condition, if the construction is to be p on it that it annuls 
these leases, it would be a manifest injustice to a 
ber of persons. For that reason I have op the pas- 
seems to me it is an unsafe thing to a 
submit it to the other body, the Senate, and take 
secure an amendment which is conceded should 
be made in this House. 
It would have been far better for those who have been intereste? 
in this bill that it should wait until it could be considered in a 


rl 
Ei 


way, and all suitable amendments could be . This 
a bill alle g with very eA ge a poe t we need 
legislation along the line proposed in bill there is no question; 


but we should proceed in a careful way about this matter, so as 

to a great number of citizens who have hon- 
down there to develop that country and have expended 
and their money. should not have their rights, 
under foot, in order that we may protect the 
some one else. For that reason I can not vote for this 
in its present condition. I reserve the remainder of my 


. I wish the gentleman would occupy all his 


TRICK. Unless some other gentleman desires to 
I have no further remarks to make. 

. Then let us take the vote. 
taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to 
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division. 
Mr. Speaker, it is evident that there is no quorum, 
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culars is a very excellent one. There is one objec- | 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5287) for the relief of 
widows who were wives of soldiers and sailors while in the service 
of the United States, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2125); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole Hiouse on the state of the 

Tnion. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R.35) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incor- 

rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 

ebruary 20, 1889, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2126); which said bill and report were 
7 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 3926) to correct the war record of David Sample. 
(Report No. 2106.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H.R. 5693) for the relief of the city of Racine. (Report 
No. 2107.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2336) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau. 
(Report No. 2108.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5128) to increase the pension of Jere Smith. (Re- 
port No. 2109.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3858) granting a pension to Charles L. Stephens, 
(Report No. 2110.) 

o Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to Theodore Jones, late 
brigadier-general of volunteers. (Report No. 2111.) 
oat bill (H. R. 2060) to pension Oscar Dunham. 

2112.) 

The bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Alfred Vansickles. 
(Report No. 2113.) 

The bill (H. R. 7563) to pension Sarah A. Halter. 
21 


(Report No. 


(Report No. 


14.) 
The bill (H. R. 5041) to pension Ella F. Sydnor. (Report No, 
2115.) 

The bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Delia Fry. 
No. 2116.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Henry Willis. (Re- 
port No. 2117.) 

4 Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 5457) to increase the pension of John Yahne, 
(Report No. 2118.) 


(Report 


The bill (H. R. 7342) to pension Ella 8. Mannix. (Report No, 
2119.) ‘ 
The bill (H. R. 2321) to increase pension of John J.Cross. (Re- 


port No. 2120.) 

The bill (H. R. 7581) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria N, 
Flint. ( rt No. 2121.) 

The bill (H. R. 7440) to increase the pension of Albert G. Dow, 
(Report No. 2122.) 

The bill (H. R. 1896) granting a pension to Sarah E. Hoadley, 
(Report No. 2123.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 2871) entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act for the correction of 
the military recordof Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 
1892. (Report No. 2124.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9274) to amend an 
act making es for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1880, and for other 
purposes, and to repeal a certain provision therein—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. 8 OWAY: A bill (H.R. 9276) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows when they become 65 years of age—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HOPKINS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 53) relative to the printing of 10,000 copies each of the ma- 
jority and minority reports of the Committee on Ways and Means 
es reciprocity and commercial treaties, and also 10,000 
copies of the hearings before the subcommittee of Ways and Means 
on the same subject—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A concurrent resolution 
(House Con. Res. No. 54) authorizing the local United States en- 

ineers in the State of California to examine and survey Mormon 

hannel and Calaveras River, etc., in California, and to report 
the results to the Chief of Engineers of the United States—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 894) giving to each messenger of the House post-office an 
extra month’s salary—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 395) to 
authorize the Clerk of the House to oat messengers during 
the remainder of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress— 
to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, — bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. a. to remove the charge of 
ae from John L. Arms—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

“_ CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9278) granting a pension 
to Ezra Crosby, of Barnard, Kans., late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany A, Thirty-eighth, and Company F, Thirty-fourth Regiments 
owa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 9279) for the relief of Wesley 
Porter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. wa“ granting a pension to John 
Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R, 9281) to complete the mili- 
ar record of John Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Af- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9282) to complete the military record of 
Ww Johnson—to the Committee on Mili airs, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9283) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Nettie B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2, SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9284) to increase the pension 
of Edward Blanchard, en L, Second Michigan Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Seen 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9285) 
to Sener H. Tucker, of Minneapolis, Kans., late a ser, t of 
Company E, Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and a first 
lieutenant of Company B, One hundred and forty-third Dlinois 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill 
Frank W. Gold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: - 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Papers to accompany House bill to 
— Henry H. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petitions of citizens of Annapolis and Prince 
Frederick, Md., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to 
reduce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of citizens of Ogdens- 
burg, N. Y., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, amending a laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-R 





anting a pension 





By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in the matter of ting a pen- 
sion to Frank W. Gold, late an employee of the Quartermaster’ 


Department, Army of the Potomac—to the ttee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, testimony in the matter of ting a on to B. 
Chamberlin betlior of Gnaties L. COmanene late nf Company 


D, Ninth Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee on \ 

Also, resolutions adopted by the General Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, held at Cleveland, Ohio, in relation 
to the Armenian atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John Amrein-—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of citizensof Evansville, Ind. 
shen favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend 
the laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Poat- 


By Mr. KERR: Petition of Albert F. Remy and others, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 4566, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
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(H. R. 9286) granting a pension to | on 





Also, petition of J. R. McKnight and 32 others, of Huron County, 
Ohio, on behalf of House bill No. 6851, to aid Wilberforce Univer- 
et the Committee on oe Affairs. 

y Mr. KNOX: Petition of the Old South Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of ing, Mass., favo the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the of Colum to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LINTON: Statement to a bill No. 8304, 
9 the relief of David J. Newman—to mmittee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill for the relief of Charles 
Coles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., in favor of the transmississippi exposition 
at Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition and papers from 
citizens of Connecticut, in favor of free alcohol for use in manu- 
factures and arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

- Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 88 citizens of Hustis- 
ford, Wis., favoring the of House bill No. 8315, for the 
manufacture of pure beer—tothe Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Penn Yan, 
N. Y., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4565, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of citizens of Albany and 
Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against the acceptance of the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 2, 1896. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.aurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when,on motion of Mr. HaLe,and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

COST OF PRODUCTION OF GOLD AND SILVER BULLION. 

Mr. PEFFER,. I have had frequent requests recently for Sen- 
ate Report No. 1310, second session Fifty-second a Upon 
inquiry I find that the edition has been exhausted. [ask that it 
may be reprinted. It is a report of the Committee on Mines and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Shperening, votes of the two Houses 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill re, penne appro- 
jane ay, d . in the for enzo end- 
une and for prior years, ‘or other * having met, 
after full ‘erence ha to and do recommend 
to their ve Houses as follows: 
That the its amendments numbered 10, 12, 20, 58, 59, 62, 
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on page 37 of the bill; and the Senate ayrve 

to the amendment of the S«1- 


an amendment as follows: |n 
said amendment insert “ $64,951.08"; and the Senate 
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ered to the cmecdment 0 
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from 
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in the Senate of the United States as a Senator from the State of Delaware, 
' “To pay Somes L. 
tion to claim of Hi 
bursements and expenses of the prosecution of their case in such opposition, 
‘And the Senate to the same. 
The committee of conference have been unable to we on the amend- 
of the Senate numbered 14, 24, 25, 27,30, 31,37, 74, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 108, 104, 


Wolcott, for himself and associates, counsel in post 
«mry A. Du Pont, the same to embrace all their dis- 


e 
ments 
106, 122, 137, 147, 148, 190, 192, 200, 207, and 208. 
— EUGENE HALE, 
W.B. ALLISON 
FP. M. COCKREL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J.G. CANNON 
8. A. NORTHWAY 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The was concurred in. 

Mr. I move that theSenate further insist on its amend- 
ments still in disagreement between the two Houses, and request 
a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. Hatz, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. CockRELL were 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Downing 
and Lawrence Dry Dock Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remon- 
strating — the adoption of amendment numbered 45 to the 
river and ‘bor appropriation bill, giving to the estate of the 
late J. P. Robinson land in Gowanus Bay Channel, at the foot of 
Court street; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of Biltmore Branch, 
Journe Stone Cutters’ Association of North America, of Ashe- 
ville, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the use of stone cut by convict labor in penitentiaries in the con- 
struction of public buildings by the vernment; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. McMILLan) presented petitions of the 
Methodist Church, the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, and the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society, of Somer- 
set Center, Mich., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McM1LLan), from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, submitted a report to accompany the 
bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington Tran- 
sit Company of Maryland to enter the District of Columbia, here- 
tofore reported from that committee. 

He also (for Mr. McMILLAN) from the same committee, sub- 
mitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2840) to incorporate the 
East Washington Heights Traction ilway Company of the 
District of Columbia, heretofore reported from that committee. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3218 ting an increase of pension to Charles 

. Hanscom, repo: it without amendment, and submitted a 


9 


, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 1551) granting a pension to Mrs. Selena McKay, of Suwanee 
County, Fla., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 


. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor. to 
whom was referred the bill (S.3243) regulating the salaries of 
ers, and other skilled workmen employed in the 


ns Office, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a ene ereon. 
He also (for HansBrovuGH), from the Committee on Pen- 


to whom was referred the (H. R. 1820) granting a pension 
to Neil McNeil, reported it without amendment, and subtnitted a 


. Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Daniel Draw- 
Sens, oo sepert it with an amendment, and submit a report 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that this is not a unanimous re- 





that I to it, with other members of the committee. 
ask for a little time in which to prepare the views of the minor- 

—— be printed with Gemewn 
ia ENT. Leave be granted, in the absence 
Mr. from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
en R. 8787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon, re- 
AR ae testy te wyeten of 
e m oO 
sales in the : , Pto i whe pony en- 
men of the Army, reported it t amendment, and sub- 

thereon. 
a Tr 








Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4721) granting an increase of pension to Orleina J. 
Clark, of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R.950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs; 

A bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, 
of Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension to Jane Fisher. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2916) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Sprague, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severaliy without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton; and 

A bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pension of George V. Barnard. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of George Hager, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3224) to amend an act approved August 19, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


MARY E. CHAMBERLIN, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6221) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Chamberlin, to report it without 
amendment. 1 will state that the Senate passed a bili for this 
claimant increasing the pension to $40 per month. The House, 
instead of acting on the Senate bill, passed a House bill at $30 a 
month. The Senate committee has concluded to report the House 
bill back without amendment, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary E. Chamberlin, widow of Lowell 
A. Chamberlin, late a captain in the First United States Artillery, 
and pay her a pension of $30 a month, in lieu of the pension she is 
now receiving or of that to which she is entitled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. H. MICHAEL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Andit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back 
favorably the resolution referred to that committee yesterday, and 
on behalf of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] | ask that it be 
considered at the present time. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was read, con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to W. H. Michael 
the sum of $1,600 for compiling and eee all the acts imposing duties on 
imports heretofore passed by Congress, the said compijation having been 
made and completed under the authority of the Joint Committee on Printing, 
as authorized by concurrent resolution of January 16, 18096. 


HENRY H. BAILEY. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent tocall up the bill (H.R. 
8582) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Henry H. Bailey. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion now standing against Henry H. Bailey, pri- 
vate of Company H, First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and 
record the fact that this soldier died on or about Destin 21, 
1862, while in the service of the United States and in the line of 
duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITIA ORGANIZATION, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2849) to promote the 
efficiency of the militia, to report it with amendments. 

I beg leave to say a very few words. The report is not yet 
ready to be submitted. This bill may be called the essence of the 
acts that have been attempted in Congress from time to time for 
a hundred years. 

The original militia act of 1795 had hardly passed before George 
Washington begged that somebody would take up the subject 
and reorganize the militia properly. Every President from that 
time down to—I think the last formal recommendation was in 
1843—repeatedly called attention to the inefficiency and utter use- 
lessness of the act, which required the enrollment of every single 
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man between the ages of 18 and 45 and required that he should be 
trained every year, etc. 

The act di Gradually there has grown up by natural selec- 
tion a system of national guards throughout t tates, which is 
practically an organized militia. Other citizens are practically a 
reserve militia. 

The bill proceeds upon that theory, and we have yy recog- 
nized what is in fact in existence and put it in form, and repeal 
the rubbish of the old law. 

There are some delicate questions in regard to the use of the 
Army, as at elections, for example, and in certain circumstances 
to enforce the statutes and protect public property, that are pro- 
vided for in other statutes. Those questions have nothing to do 
with this bill and we have nothing to do with them. Our bill is 
simply the business of revision, repealing an old and obsolete act 
and covering with statute law the National Guard system, which 
has so happily grown up under the independent legislation and 
expenditures of the individual States. 

bill will not be called up until the next session, and I make 
these remarks only that I may forefend misapprehension and 
speak for its pom | consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the oe bills, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. 1285) to promote the of the militia; and 

A bill (8. 883) to promote the efficiency of the militia. 

ABRAHAM H. PARKER. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam dirocted by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5946) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham H. Parker, to report it back favorably 
without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the 


anna et Macken: &. Parker, late private of Company x Forty- | 2@0¢e- 
e 


fifth ent Kentucky Mounted Infantry, on pension roll 
of the United States at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now ee 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H, KILE. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sious, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3184) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Kile, to it with an amendment. I 
ask unanimous consent for its t cegpanag or a 

There being no objection, Senate, as in Commi e 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 6, 
before the word “doilars,” te strike out ‘‘thirty-six” and insert 
“twenty-four”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to 8s late first lieutenant, Batte: ‘ 
First Tennessee Light Volunteers, $24 per month, in lieu of $17 heis 


now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill adel 0s bs anaveinal 8 third reading, read 
e was ora 4 

the third time, and passed. 
CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 


of the House of Representatives to the bill (8, 1201) eranting an 
use ves (8. ing an 
increase of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow Bvt. Beige 
Gen. Horace Boughton. 
The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert 


ie ALESNGED. Ynaunech ns the eueniinent to thé 


made by the House of tatives _ 

cisely the amount of on that she is now drawing under the 
meral law, I am constrained to move that the Senate disagree to 

the amendment and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes 

of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. GaLin- 
GER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. ROUGH were appointed. 

LENA D. SMITH. 
a ee ee me age an 1a eae 
ouse 0 ves 18 granting a 
pension to Lena D, Smith, 
The amendment of the House of ee oe 
ae ee ee insert 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


NANCY G. ALLABACH—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. PALMER. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, 
after the regular morning business is disposed of, I shall ask the 


os unanimous consent of the Senate to call up and consider the bil] 


(8. 894) a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, which has bee 
retusa to the te with the disapproval of the President. r 
FRANCIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I give notice in the same connection that 
if the Senate will be kind enough to permit me, I shall at the same 
time ask for the consideration of the pension veto on the bill (H.R. 
1094) amg | a pension to Francis E. Hoover, a case that I am 
very sure not consume much time when all the facts aro 
known to the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM omen a bill (S. 3251) - procure a site and 
erect a peace monument at Appomattox, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 3252) to increase the pension 
of Esther Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a biil & 3253) granting an increase 
of on to Mark Hathaway; w was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3254) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. > granting a pension to 
Anna B. Gillett; which was read twice by its title,and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 155) to au- 
thorize a scientific investigation of the fur-seal fisheries; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 


PRICES OF ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of th 
y taken before the Naval Committee entitled “ Prices of Armor for 


testimon 
Naval Vessels.” 
AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution which I ask to have 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Committee be directed to inquire, respectin 
for the Indian Territory, into the manner in 
jails, and other public 
reasonable, and into 
received 


ns er mage 
persons not legally 
for such payment, 

and reasonable; into 

and deputy mar- 

or indirect viola- 

1888, and whether 

ve been permitted to receive and 
or have been re- 


ie a 
and disposi on oO 
have existed in 

and like cases; into 
on receivers’ 

and referees 

to them, the 


abuses have 
whether demurrers 
of the judge to hear 
required to 
have 
it was the 
of justice 
abuses have existed, 

to apply remedies therefor. 
for the adoption of the res- 
Committee. - wish, 
udiciary Commit- 
the junior Senator from 
the singular 


ee as to whether 
wholly 


the southern dis- 

ates eppot toa 
nte 

eaid romiver to 

and Northern 


from eee loan. 
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the Red River, near the city of Denison, Tex., the lines so to be constructed 
being about Wimiles. For purpose of carr on this construction work 
the receiver is empowered to issue receiver's certificates at the rate of $11,000 
per mile, said certificates to be issued “at the par value thereof,” to r 6 
per cent 


interest por yess and to be payable Januar 1, 1s, t to be secured by 
ulpment,and a@ ve 
i, right of priority over an other claims enueet these ¢ of ¢ complats. 
Iam informed that this company has no assets whatever; that 
substantially no money whatever has been paid into the treasury 
of the company, but that the court has appointed Moran Scott a 
receiver, and that all the means for building this railroad of 104 
miles are the receiver's certificates. If this be true, it is a gross 
perversion of justice, and it ought to be promptly checked by the 
action of — I call it to the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas. He may know something about it. 
Mr. BERRY. A Senator told me that the Senator from New 
pshire made some reference tome. What was the reference? 
Mr. CHANDLER. The inquiry was whether the Senator knew 
anything about the construction of the Denison and Northern 
Railroad in the Indian Territory on receiver’s certificates. 
Mr. BERRY. I had never heard of the Denison and Northern 
i , or receiver's certificates, or anything in reference to it in 
way whatever until the Senator made his statement. I know 
solder about it at all. I never heard any intimation in regard 
to it. 


Mr LER. If any jud 


. CHAND of a United States court in the 
ian Territory or in any other 


erritory is building a railroad 
wholly on_receiver’s certificates the proceeding ought to be 
checked. I have reason to believe that is being done, and my be- 
lief is that the certificates never will be worth the paper they are 


written on. 
Mr. HILL. I to the Senator from New Hampshire that 


this is JO ape illustration of the Government running a rail- 
road, is in accordance with the doctrine advocated by certain 


e. 

. CHANDLER. The broad and statesmanlike view taken on 
this subject and the lesson which the Senator from New York pro- 
poses to draw from it I do not care to discuss now. Iam ona 
narrower line of debate, and that is the proposition that this thing 
should be arrested by the aid of the Judiciary Committee of the 


ae possibly be done. 
; Y. I would suggest that it is another illustration of 


ty of ing to the conference made by the 
from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew], and that legisla- 
tion should be had with reference to the Indian Territory. The 
condition of affairs there should be changed at the earliest prac- 


t. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam or» pesbuae that all is fish that 
comes to the net of the Senator from Arkansas. 
IN. Mr. President, just a word. Allusion has 


Mr. 
been made by the Senator from New Hampshire to the action of 
J Kilgore, of the United States district court for the Indian 


i 


. 


. Ihave no familiarity with the particular transaction 
about the Senator reads—the newspaper clipping—but I 
remember at an early day in the present session to have had a 


conversation with a gentleman connected with the Denison and 
Northern Railway, and | recollection of the state of the matter 


that after a great deal 

of y failed and the road was put into 
receiver. Its promoters came to Co and 
asked for an extension of time for the construction of their road. 
Some citizens of Texas were interested in it, and I enlisted myself 


in wae: extension. 

nothing about the particular order of Judge Kil- 
ai ie: b general way bes boon that doding, after the grad. 
a wa t ing, e - 
ing of the road was largely completed, that they had no money to 
continue its construction, in order to prevent the whole project 
ee, ret an order from the court to buy the iron 

the railroad a serviceable enterprise. 
The Senator from New Hampshire criticises that sort of judi- 
cial order, and I think myself that such a method of admi r- 
ing eee, merits disfavor; but it certainly is no novelty. 
courts have a ordered the issuance of receiver’s 
lete construction of unfinished lines. The 
enotionss boon a matter of judicial censure. I re- 


the late Judge Miller, of the S e Court of the 
cerasion enlarged 4 inal upon this topic, 
to the difficulties ding railroads and pro- 

in the Federal courts. 


case, as 1 have said, according to my information, 
were authorized as a matter of necessity, and by 


ee eee on nctive concern. 
. . The resolution will be referred to 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
announced that the House agreed to the 


money had been spent upon the grad- 
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aa 
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report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 


| 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commissioh to collate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; and 

A bill (H. R. 9275) approving certain acts of the legislative as- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the issue of 
certain bonds of said Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water- 
main taxes, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8.148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon; 

A bill (8. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; 

A bill (8S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 

A bill (8.819) granting a pension to Catharine Leary; 

A bill (8S. 997) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 

A bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of 
se public library and reading room in the District of Colum- 

1a; 

A bill (8. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Brown; 

A bill (8S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘ An act approving with amendments the 
funding act of Arizona,” cenneved June 25, 1890, and the act 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto approved August 3, 
1894; 

S bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin; 
an¢ 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
eee, right of way for railroad purposes through the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona. 


PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Secretary to read the title of the 
House tariff bill. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the discussion of the tariff, free 
coinage, and collateral matter by the Senate having been conducted 
very largely by one side only, I hope it will not be intrusive for me 
to ask to be briefly heard on the other side, though I could wish it 
were represented by more ability. 

When Congress met here in December last,all Republicans 
were a to be agreed, in view of the failure of the Wilson 
tariff bill in supplying sufficient revenue, to add to the receipts 
of the thirty or forty million dollars by amending the 
existing Democratic tariff. They knew that it could not be done 
by a plenary and thoroughbred Republican tariff bill so long as 
the executive de ent was under Democratic control, nor so 
long as the leadership of the Senate Populists wabbled between 
the learned and iridescent farmer of Nebraska and the veiled 
prophet of Kansas. All knew, however, that any tariff additions 
would afford some incidental protection. The tariff bill of the 
House of Representatives at the present session proposed this, and 
very little more. The business of agriculture, manufacture, mer- 
cantile trade, and transportation might all be classified, if not 
wholly in the group of nondividend-paying enterprises, certain] 
as enterprises so very seriously depressed that even a little inci- 
dental protection would have been refreshing to all the group, 
while the direct aid of more revenue to the Treasury would have 
been highly eegme even by Democrats, if conferred, and no 
questions asked. 

The Democratic party might well blush for having proposed in 
time of peace a clumsily made income tax, but after its defects had 
been exposed, and the law ignominiously thrown overboard by the 
Supreme Court, the party might well have admitted without a 
blush that there would be a shortage of thirty to forty million 
dollars of revenue. Otherwise the party must concede that it had 
maladroitly attempted to obtain thirty or forty millions of unnec- 
essary revenue. The expenditures of the Government, compared 
with its receipts, every month still show a deficit. 

The Democrats have broken away from the leadership of their 
President, and, while marching to the drum and fife of a North 
Carolina Populist, are in such dread lest the Populists should get 
control of their party that they seem to be in a hurry to become 

ulists themselves. 
e executive department would seem to be bound by law to 
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maintain the parity of gold and silver money, but with no other 

means within its reach for the purpose than an issue of bonds for 

whatever amount might be ns rons The Republicans were 
nm 


not only willing to provide bonds, as more quickly available in 
the emergency, but were willing also to provide a more ample 
revenue to prevent an endless recurrence at coukt emergencies. 

To the bond bill of the House of Representatives the Demo- 
crats and Populists of the Senate, in sheer mockery, at once 
proposed a free-coinage substitute. The stiff refusal of the go-it- 
alone free-coinage Senators to favor any measure by which gold 
can be cheaply obtained to maintain the parity of all our money 
now in circulation undeniably uncovers a pu , whether 
acknowledged or not, to stampede the country, if they get the 
power, to silver monometallism. 

The recent obstructive tactics brought forth in the Senate to 
defeat the ‘‘coin redemption fund” bill, as well as also to defeat 
the emergency tariff bill of the House of Representatives, with a 
silver coinage substitute, wholly irrelevant, and having no possi- 
bility of becoming a law, but contemptuously obtruded — to 
defeat the measures of the House, can hardly be regarded as 
standard Senatorial statesmanship, nor as legitimate ——- 
by regular party opponents, still less when promoted by those 
who claim to be friends, and the excuses of such participants, if 
not merely accusatory of somebody else, must always have a fair 
a if ee ar 

The ocratic vote for the substitute is poorly justified by 
the fact that the party deny any present deficiency of revenue and 
repudiate all tariff protection, but the hot and cold prevailing 
reasons for the adverse votes of their auxiliaries was conspicu- 
ous, some claiming to hold to the doctrine of protection, yet, 
like Ensign Stebbin. on prohibition, were against its enforcement, 
and asserting that the present Democratic tariff was protective or 
high enough on eve ae except wool, and that all further 
revenues should be collec by internal-revenue taxes, that the 
bill should have been made nonpartisan, and, finally, that the 
bill was not of a Republican protective tariff character and did 
not change ad valorem duties to specifics, well knowing thatsuch 
a tariff bill would not receive an Executive approval. 

The incongruous free-co' silver substitute for the House 
tariff bill was a repetition of the Senate substitute for the House 
or bill—a legislative twin, =. which the aS eee 
only may now be supposed to be especially proud—and illustrates 
the old apothegm that ‘‘ Men are but chil of a larger growth,” 
as they appear to have as much pleasure in playing with cheap to 
silver substitutes to House as juveniles ever enjoyed wit 
the repeated and stunning toy show of a jumping-jack-in-the-box. 

The tariff bill of the Republican House of Representatives, sub- 


“jected to remarkable assaults by Republicans, and made with 


much ability, but with some con ts, perhaps, most agreeable 
to the taste of our Democratic opponents, was merely an emer- 

mcy bill to last only until 1898, when it is believed the Executive 
Ceoton will have a Republican occupant and that a less number 


of free traders in the Senate will @ themselves with revenue 
bilis. Some une seems to have borrowed to be thrown 
upon the tariff bill suggesting that ‘‘ while little or nothing was 


proposed for wool, the New —— woolen mills were very well 
taken care of.” A more caref of the House bill might 
have made it unnecessary to call uponeither Ahithophel or Abisha i 
for its true interpretation, as that would have shown the bill to 
have square] on first and second class wool, now free, 
60 cent of the duties imposed by the McKinley Act of 1890, 
and only an equal compensatory duty on woolens, but that the 
woolen Schedule K was wholly excluded from the additional 15 
cent ad valorem duty proposed u all other schedules. 
as this not right? And does it not choke the life out of any 
borrowed charge of neglect on wool, or of sectionalism? 

When, even in friendly hands, the promotion of sheep husbandry 
has | been a difficult problem where land is dear and where 
winter feeding is mostexpensive. The woolsof Australia, Africa, 
and South America are produced at a cost so small comparatively 
with all other countries that the duty on wool imported into the 
United States has to be oo at a rate almost as high as would 
be on if it were a , or it would d little revenue, 
and the protection would be wholly inadequate. 

The wide difference in the market price of wool before 
tive duties were repealed and after will show the benefit ved 
by the woolgrower. The market price of Ohio XX wool in July 
1892, was 28 to 29 cents a in December, 1894, atfer wool 
= — free, it was 18 to 18} cents per pound, and to-day (1896) 

t is less. 

The Democratic tariff has made husbandry no longer suc- 
cessful in any American State, and this most attractive national 
industry, if trade Se hold the power, is to be wholly 
and forever abandoned and extinguished. 


only 64 per cent of the hands in 


Slat and those at a reduction of wages. The sales of wool 

y — are the smallest ever known, and, among the non- 
dividend class of mills, the woolen mills are more largely repro- 
sented than any other. 

The bill was sent to the Senate by a ublican majority of the 
House of Representatives the lar we have had in many years. 
A Republican caucus of the members of the Senate had instructed 
the oe members of the Committee on Finance to support 
the bill without any amendment. As chairman of a committee, 
though it was erroneously supposed to have had a majority of its 
mem who were, at least, in favor of incidental protection, I 
did not think it an ‘‘ unseemly” harge of my duties to move 
the consideration of the bill in the Senate, February 13, 
and repeated the motion ra 25. Both of these motions 
were defeated, showing conclusively that the tariff bill was not to 
have any chance, even of amendment, but that the plot of the 
majority to obtain, through the threatened policy of coercion, the 
free coinage of silver, was to be inaugurated at once, if possible, 
by stopping all further tariff supplies. 

Whenever the ublican shall be so unfortunate as to 
have presented for its adoption any measure not practically for 
the general welfare, or not worthy of national favor, the party 
will not mourn to see it slide into oblivion, but the party will 
spurn the success of even a cardinal measure if it is to degrade 
its members by being obtained comes for an equal support 
of any other measure, or bad. No man of ind dence, no 
cena My even to his dinner on compulsion, and no politica! 
party be prone to suicide when it is nearing the goal which 
promises the mastery with its highest honors. 

The National Republican platform of 1892 in relation to silver, 
though constructed, as recently disclosed, the distinguished 
Senators from Colorado and Nevada [ Messrs. and Jones] 
with the exception only of the best and most important part which 
provided for the preservation of the money parity of silver with 
gold, did not secure, as it will be remembered, either the vote of 

lorado or Nevada for the Republican ticket. But, if the same 
distinguished platform builders should this year be intrusted with 
full authority to give form and substance to the financial part of 
the Republican P tform, there would be as little doubt of their 
learning and ability tosoframe and dovetail it that avictory would 
be as plump and sure in Colorado and Nevada as would be a 
Waterloo defeat in other equally im t States. 

As there have been cheats e to the St. Louis convention 
between seven and eight hundred sound-money delegates, and 
less than one hundred who favor the free coinage of silver witl- 
out the ration of any other Government, or who want the 

ets of American poole ie jingle with silver money only, 

t is very certain that the platform of the Republican party in 

1896 will place every dollar of our money in circulation on a parity 
with the dollar of the world. 

It seldom happens that any member of a political party is rea: 
out of the party to which he may have attached himself. Suc: 
parties are apt to be tolerant, even of the vagaries of their frien‘\s, 
and do not rashly pursue technical heresies. Occasionally some 
members will put themselves outside of the party breastworks, 
especially if pondering a divorce from their , and then they 
feel bound to put forth some plausible pretext by finding fault 
with pending measures. The retention of constantly growling 
members of a party, like the retention of loose teeth, is rarely pos- 
sible and never very serviceable. 

The political ground under the Democratic party appears dan- 

y volcanic. In South Carolinaa tous revolt is threat- 
ened unless the convention at Chicago favors the free coinage of 
the 16 to 1 fifty-cent dollar. In , no longer conservative, 


an irruption hardly less sublime is indicated by the meteoric ‘ec- 
wonelatiee poured out upon sound-money Democrats who miy 
dare to go to their convention. Even a Democratic Pre-i- 


dent ian net adhere to the sound- doctrine of Jackson and 
Jefferson without being ‘“ barked at by , Blanche, and Sweet- 


heart” of a a ee . 
Some Republicans of Colorado, also afflicted with the same ¢))'- 
demic, have announced that if the Repub- 


lican sufficiently recognize t)e 
claims of silver Colorado would bolt as heretofore, and Mr. |)'!- 
ford claims the State should secede. Idaho, too, is training a bt, 
which the trainers do not expect will be as 
Harmless as summer lightning. 
It does hot yet appear, however, whether these bolters will «!! 


cuddle together in one thunderclap, or each one have a separate 
and independent bolt. are all of and have the right in 


please. : 
No doubt had our country shielded by a sound protective 
tariff, during mopsinns years of een temerstic Admin- 
o business distress and woe of unemploye! 


that | labor might have been averted; but another adverse and sore |- 
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eon than a free-trade tariff, has been the unceasing agitation of 
free co of silver, and on aratio that would not fail to re- 
duce the stan value of our money, as well as the whole fabric 
of public and private credit, to one-half of its present value. 
Parties most respectable in numbers and ability, as well as par- 
ties with that reputation all yet to win, have together made what 
they call demonetized silver their snarling and woeful jeremiad, 
and to them might justly be imputed the fatherhood of much of 
the unrest and distrust in many industries which now becloud 
even republican institutions. They have disclosed the fact 
that the people of several States are not unwilling to pay debts in 
cheaper money than what they borrowed, nor to obtain wealth by 
compelling the Government to take their silver bullion at twice 
its value. The extreme positions thus proclaimed have jostled 
and prodded all American securities abroad, insomuch that their 
easily frightened holders have been sending them home on a canter. 

There is a lofty imperial assumption among its 16-to-1-standard 
advocates that silver has a miraculous dignity of character as 
one of the elect money metals, and that it must not be wickedly 

by having its value subjected to criticism or to the vul- 

test of acommercial market. Therefore any inquiry into the 

present standing and character of the white metal, even if not as 

white as it should be, is to be regarded as worthy only of wicked 
Pharisees and uncircumcised gold bugs. 

The droll and weak-backed contention a to be, if the 
United States should alone open its mints to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, that it would at once be hoisted to its ancient 
full-coinage value, and would not only increase the value of the 
silver actually coined in the United States, but would hypnotize 
and increase the value of silver in all the markets of the world. 
The insurmountable impediment to this high-stepping theory is 
that it is to have the American people assume all of the 
risk, loss, and shame of a gigantic boomerang in the perilous at- 
tempt to boom silver. 

It is msly claimed by leading supporters of the silver 
16-to-1 standard that its consumption in the arts as merchandise, 
or in whatever manner, however large, except that of free coin- 

as standard money, will debase and not increase its value, and 

t even the purchase and coinage of silver is not an equivalent 
of bimetallism. Nothing less than the perpetual free coinage of 
silver until the crack of doom, and giving to the owners all the 
difference between its nominal and its real value, with no charge 
of seigniorage, it is seriously urged, will prove a wholesome tonic 
and restore silver to its former Pan and standard value. 

According to this hysterical theory the United States may thus 
indefinitely inflate our currency with silver dollars, but, should 
their coinage at our mints ever cease or be suspended, the Treasury 
and our people would find these dollars had suddenly tumbled 
from their fiat value to that of the paralytic class of 50-cent dollars. 

The increase of the annual silver product of the world since 
1873 has been very t, that of the United States alone being, in 
1894, in coinage value, $77,575,757, or almost as much as the $81,- 
800,000 of the whole world in 1873. Our present stock of silver, 
now mainly in the Treasury, and a — wherever pushed as circu- 
lation, $624,000,000, is excessive and far beyond any legitimate 
demand. No one hoards or covets for himself a stock of dear- 
bought silver any more than he would nurse or covet carbuncles, 
but all **gome other fellow,’ especially bond-holding gold 
SS exclusively enjoy the blessing. 


t now finds it a task of some difficul to sustain 


our silver and silver certificates on a parity with gold, obviously 
an unlimited increase of such currency would be perilous. 
If the Government has been sadly overreached financially by 


taking at a cost much too dear from the mine owners several hun- 
dred millions of silver, for which its obligations were exchanged, 
to circulate as money, it appears to have only prompted the mine 
owners, after silver has had a further and profounder slump, to 
shove a bigger job upon the Government and people, and the de- 
mand now is for the free and unlimited coinage of all the 
silver oo domestic or foreign, which may be brought to our 
mints. For all this our paper obligations, in the shape of silver 
certificates, are to be exc , to circulate as the chief part of 
our money, and be receivable for customs, taxes, and all 
ues at the rate of $1 for 371} grains of silver, or at nearly 
the present value. 
Po Government can never recoup its loss of over $150,000,000 
preciated 


i 


silver itself, came to stay, but the loss may be indefi- 
if the silver autocrats now succeed in their 
16 to 1 free coinage plot. In _ of all past experi- 
ence, we are asked to stubbornly embark alone in the knight 
errantry of a world-bounded coinage of silver dollars, having the 
ae of ‘Trust in God” prayerfully stamped 
face, but only in circumference and number of 
not in real value, and with the honorable pledge 
of the U: 
, and wholly 


ee oo Perey wee gold 


ul 


carefully, 


: 








recently acquired stock of silver, as that loss, like the de- | 


If it was a great crime in the sixth, fourteenth, and sixteenth 
centuries for the rulers of nations to grossly debase their silver 
coins for their own profit and to defraud their subjects by shov- 
ing such coins into circulation as standard money, a similar act 
to-day of defrauding the people can not be sweetened by the denial 
of any depreciation of the metal or made innocuous by providing 
that the profit of coining depreciated silver shall accrue to and be 
pocketed wholly by the owners of silver mines. It would be even 
more reprehensible for our Government to incite the greed and 
cupidity not only of our own people, but to spread out an invita- 
tion over the whole world to all holders of silver bullion to bring 
it to our market to be coined as dollars, wrongly stamped as dol- 
lars, and paid for and held by our people as dollars, although 
known to be much less in real value. 

Hamilton and Jefferson are entitled to the credit of establishing 
the ratio of our gold and silver coins, and their labor then was 
what it would be were they here to-day—to fix the ratio precisely 
in ten to the intrinsic value of gold and silver. In 1805, 
under the Administration of President Jefferson, the coinage of 
silver dollars was wholly suspended and not resumed for over 
thirty years. Jefferson then furnished the precedent for what is 
now denounced as the ‘‘demonetization of silver and the great 
crime of 1873,” and yet the learned and alert Senator from Nevada 
has neither denounced the thirty years of silver demonetization 
nor the great crime of Tom Jefferson in 1805. 

Even at the present reduced value of silver bullion, its pursuit 
is indispntably more remunerative than that of agriculture or 
manufactures, and this fact appears to be confirmed by a distin- 
guished Senator from one of the silver fertilized States, who with 

vardonable exultation has told us that the wealth per capita of 

is people is two dollars to one compared with that of the more 
populous Eastern States of Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, and 
yet all the Senators from the States now enriched or pregnant 
with silver, rigorously demand about i00 per cent additional 
profit on their silver bullion through its coinage by the Govern- 
ment, although that profit must come out of the more limited earn- 
ings of those whose wealth per capita, after two hundred years of 
hard labor, by themselves or their ancestors, is only one dollar to 
two, compared with that in some of these young and more wealthy 
silver States. 

We are often sympathetically informed by silver-tongued 
orators that Japan manufactures numerous articles—bicycles 
especially—far cheaper than they can be made in the United 
States, and that it is the silver currency of the oriental people 
which confers upon them this mastery by the cheaper payment 
of their wage earners, who are now receiving less than one-third 
of what is paid in the United States, and are paid in silver, as they 
were before its great superabundance had so largely depreciated 
its value throughout the world. 

The patent and only remedy of the United States, as we are 
— told, is to crush this all-conquering Japanese competition 

y equalizing our exchanges; that is to say, by pushing our silver 
coinage to the front, leaving gold behind as a commodity to be 
bought and sold at a premium, and thus to obtain the supremacy 
of cheap silver with which to pay all American wage earners. 
To thus equalize exchanges would not relieve us of the competi- 
tion unless it brought down American wages, as would be the 
manifest tendency, to the level of wages in Japan, or brought up 
Japanese wages to the level of wages in America. 

syond all controversy, wherever the silver standard of money 
alone practically prevails, the lowest and poorest standard of wages 
prevails. The wages of the progressive Japanese, however, within 
the last ten years have been much increased, and their workmen 
are likely to demand American wages long before Americans will 
stoop to accepting wages now current in Japan. 

The ludicrous misinformation which supports the broad asser- 
tion that countries where the silver-money standard prevails have 
a hundred per cent premium in their favor of exchange is as much 
a travesty on the facts as on common sense. The country which 
uses a depreciated currency falls under many disadvantages and 
as certainly and swiftly as the man of business whose credit is de- 
preciated. What we buy of silver-standard countries can be paid 
for in depreciated silver. What — buy of us must be paid for 
in the best of sound money and nowhere subject to any discount. 
Free coinage of silver as a remedy against Japanese or any cheap 
foreign labor would prove very much like taking refuge in a pest- 
house to avoid the plague. 

Bimetallism is nothing more than two-metallism, though some- 
times industriously and artfully used to mean the unlimited free 
coinage of gold and silver, and was first used by Cernuschi, a dis- 
tinguished Frenchman, soon after Germany and the Latin nations 
had lost confidence in the stability of silver money, who then be- 
gan the agitation of a larger use of silver among nations. When 
this prominent leader of bimetallism visited this country some 
years later, he was invited by me as the honored guest to a dinner 
party, and his advice then was against the free coinage of silver 
without the cooperation of other leading nations, as no nation was 
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competent alone to handle so large a question. M.Cernuschi has 
reiterated this opinion several times since. If the United States 
start in this desperate silver risk alone, of course we shall be de- 
teated, and silver will be further humbled and take a lower posi- 
tion in the estimation of all commercial nations. 

Certainly an invitation from commercial nations to join in a 
cooperative agreement for a larger money use of silver would 
here be ted by a Republican Administration, and it would 
be more desirable that the United States should receive rather 
than offer the invitation, as the American production of silver is 
comparatively so large that any initiatory step on our part might 
subject us to the charge of being inspired by the thrifty purpose 
of securing a better market for our annual domestic product. 

Were it as certain, as some extreme silver advocates represent, 
that no cooperative agreement among leading nations for a larger 
use of silver can be obtained, that fact alone would be a cogent 
and sufficient reason why the United States should decline to 
stultify itself by embarking single-handed in an experiment so 
reckless and so distrusted as to be shunned and coldly rejected by 
the statesmen of every enlightened nation. 

But this hopeless representation of the silver question in Europe 
is untrue. e trend of public opinion in Germany and in Great 
Britain favors tolerance of the question. Very recently Mr. Bal- 
four, the first lord of the treasury, in response to an inquiry 
whether the Government had refused to cooperate with Germany 
in furthering an international monetary agreement by reopening 
the Indian mints, replied that there was no truth in the rumor, 
and added that ‘“‘we should willingly consider, in conjunction 
with the Indian government, the reopening of the Indian mints, 
if the measure comprised a satisfactory scheme of currency.” 

As recently as April 20, 1896, there was an international bime- 
tallic conference held at Brussels, with the view of paving the 
way to international negotiations on the subject, to which dele- 
gates were present from Germany, the United States, Great Brit- 
ain, France, Austria, Russia, Belgium, Denmark, Holland, and 
Roumania. 

It would almost look as though—if the vociferous cry hereabout 
opening our mints alone to the free coi of silver were only to 
cease—the United States might be invi to a conference where 
silver would have some practical favor besides wind. 

Our Southern States are for the most part far less densely popu- 
lated than their sister States of equal age, and the acreage of their 
uncultivated land is oneal ter. The unused water 
power of their numerous rivers, their inexhaustible iron ores 
and coal fields would seem to invite an unlimited ion of 
diversified industries as well as a increase of tion. 
Their material prosperity and advance in the value of their estates 
in land must be, for generations to come, wholly based upon in- 
spiring confidence in the owners of capital and in many e to 
move there with the view of finding a safe and conservative home 
for both labor and property. Instead of this the silver heresy 
threatening the stability of all values, rages like an epidemic, an 
is rampant in the South, where it may be supposed that some 
advantage will be derived by pe in co he mee of cheap 
labor, and where, I fear, are about to show t willingness 
to bid adieu to wee See itional Anglo-Saxon growth. 

Ths highest ambition of all the enterprising people of our new 
States must be fo attract large accessions of an industrious and 


permanent investments within their 

as an attractive sign to ae either domestic or f capital 

and labor to go west of the Mississippi to build up safe and happy 

homes, will it be wise to advertise and tolerate no other financial 
but the silver standard at 16 to 1? 


dous fraud upon the 


tion upon their business ty. 
ver is treated by most of its advocates, 
onal ee many large commerciai 
r 


silver go into circulation as 
value of the silver received, and then it is c 


faced solemnity, that silver will at once spontaneously flop up- 
ward to the same value where it stood years ago, when the an- 
nual product was comparatively small and when its coinage had 
not ceased, as it has now ceased altogether among the largest com- 
mercial nations. 

There are some meee who accept with reluctance the mira- 
cles of the Bible who eagerly accept in advance the miracle thus 
ae serine by stump orators concerning the resurrection of silver 

y the magic wand of the United States. 

My interest in the silver question is no other than that of every 
American citizen who woul oe the interest and happiness 
of the greatest number, and public credit of our Republican 
Government. I believe the pom ee of the South is absolutely 
essential to that of the North, that the prosperity of the West, 
where the East finds kith and kin in every school district and 
every church, is the ty of the same tamil . The growth 
of every State is a su of national pride. I am glad not to be- 
long to a party which flourishes most in times of ad ity, 
whose brighten when calamities threaten. I believe the 

rty soon expected tocontrol national affairs will best flourish in 

ys of prosperity, and whose will brighten when our 
ep find full employment and full wages, and are paid in money 
t will suffer no m in contact or exchange with the 
— money of the most enlightened and leading nations of the 
wor 
THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am instructed by the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Ni anal to report back the bill 
fb mal: Sa an a ed “An act to in -- rate the 

time Compan - nyt e ry 28, 
1881, and submit a thereon. i ask that the rt may be 
printed, and that the bill may be put u the Calendar. 

I am also instructed by the to ask the Senate to fix 
Monday, the 14th day of ber next, as the day on which the 
bill may be taken up for consideration. I now ask unanimous 
consent to that effect. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLkKner in the chair). 
The Senator from Alabama asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the 14th day of December next shall be fixed for the 
consideration of the bill which he has reported. Is there objec- 


tion? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Io 
Presi 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 
Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Spy 3 ttorney-General be directed to transmit forthwith 


A 
te a of all final in Indian depredation 
the day of May, being the date of the last report to 


2ist 
What is the t of the resolution? 
calls on the Attorney-Gen- 


cases. 
bills been passed? 
committees any more. 
for a report for the benefit of the 

the adoption of the resolution. 
considered by unanimous consent, and 


for current and con- 
t and fulfilling treaty 


the Senator from eae. 
adding a word or two 0 
the amendment which | 
amoment. It has refer- 
Dakota. 


Indians on the 
the 8d day of 
lands 


shall be held in the Treasury of 


States for the sole use and benefit 
of the said bands of Indians; 


the same, with interest thereon at 5 per 
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cent annum, shall be at all times subject to a riation by Congress 
for education and civilization of the said bende ef Indians a members 


Under that act it has been the custom of the Government to 
make appropriation from the annual interest in such manner as 
shall best employ it for the education of the Indians and their 


civilization. 

In reference to that also the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
has sent to me a copy of a letter which he addressed to the honor- 
able Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Perricrew] on the 26th 
day of May last, which I suppose probably the Senator may have 
received before yesterday's discussion. It had reference to the 
amendment for the first time 1 was ne by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLtIson] the Senate adopted on 
the general deficiency bill. His letter related, therefore, to the 

roposed amendment to the general on bill, but of course it 
sn precisely the same effect as applied to the amendment when 
now proposed the conference committee as an attachment 
to the Dawes ion appropriation. I will read it: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington May 26, 1896. 
page 5664 of the Recorp of yesterday the following 
ee to the general deficiency bill, namely: 

“i ane Resustery Ot the Tressury ts directed to pa to the Sisseton and 
W: Indians of South Dakota all interest money due them up to Jul 
1 and that thereafter all interest money as it shall accrue be pai 
on the Ist day of November annually.” 

If this amendment should become a law it will have the effect of stopping 
all educational work w the Sisseton Reservation and leave the In 


without necessary tu conduct the agency. Under the direction of 
the President there is paid out of this interest fund the sum of $4,000 for 

employees and $8,450 for school employees, and the sum of about 
$12,000 for school supplies annuall . This money accrues from the agreement 
concluded with them December 12, 1889, and ratified by act of 


Congress @ 
... Section 27 of the a provides that the prinel- 


am of t be so as to pro- 
vide that at least $25,000 should be reserved for education and necessary em- 


D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. R. FP. Perricrew, 
States 


Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will simply say, in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin has stated, that this amendment is still in 
disagreement on the deficiency bill. We have in the Committee 
on @ similar letter to that just read by the Sena- 
tor, and of course modifications will be made in the amendment 
80 a8 to comply with what seems to be necessary under the agree- 
men 


t 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state, in reply to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that I received the letter which he has read be- 
fore the amendment was agreed to in conference. The amend- 
ment agreed to in conference protects the schools 
vation, while the amendment placed upon the deficiency bill does 


not 
act of Congress or the agreement with those Indians reads 


E 
= 


SS See Se Be tends coded, onid, relinquished. ong conveyed as 
aforesaid the United States stipulates and agrees y to the Siascton and 
Wahpeton bands of Dakota or Sioux 
acre for each and 
that the sum so to be 


ry * 


ae 
= 

















people get any benefit from the agency employees. It is doubtful 
if an agent is needed, but even if an agent is needed it is not re- 
quired that in addition to that $4,000 of their money shall be paid 

rhaps to men as a reward for political service. For that reason 
it was left out of the amendment, and properly so, in my opinion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. verve, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. WilltheSenatorfrom Mississippi allow me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield tothe Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iwas puzzled yesterday by the remark made 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALi.1son] to the effect that there 
was a clause already upon the deficiency bill in connection with 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians. I could not understand why 
this clause should be in these two places. If it is on the general 
deficiency bill, why is it on this bill? Why is it in two places? 
Why, if the clause is upon the deficiency bill, is it necessary to 
write it into the conference report on this bill? That is what I 
can not understand. 

The remark of the Senator from Iowa was mysterious to me. I 
thought it was bad enough to have the clause on the conference 
report, but to learn that it was also in the deficiency bill was a 
great puzzle. I thought perhaps I was getting dizzy in the mat- 
ter of legislation and unable to comprehend the modern methods 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire is laboring 
under a misapprehension. The amendment was not put on the 
deficiency bill the conferees. It was put on in the Senate be- 
fore we had une inawiaiaanet the conference now in charge of the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why, if it is on the deficiency bill, is it put 
in the Indian a pro riation bill? 

Mr. ALLISON, That I do not know. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the close of my remarks yes- 
terday I stated that this amendment of the bill, as recommended 
by the committee of conference, was inartificially drawn, ambigu- 
ous, and seemed to be impossible of execution. I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate, and especially I desire to call the at- 
tention of the members of the conference committee, if there be 
any of them present and take an interest in this matter, to what 
Iam now about to state as to the effect of the amendment. It is 
provided— 

That said commission is further authorized and directed to proceed at once 
to hear and determine the application of all persons who may apply to them 
for citizenship in any of said nations, and after such hearing they shall deter- 
mine the right of such applicant to be so admitted and enrolled. 

That is one distinct provision for the purpose of amending the 
rolls of the citizenship of the various tribes. There is another 
provision on the same subject to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], if he will give 
me his attention, so that he may explain it: 

Provided, however, That such application shall be made to such commis- 
sioners within three months after the passage of this act. The said commis- 
sion shall decide all such applications within ninety days after the same shall 

made, * +. 7“ « . + 

And provided further, That the rolls of citizenship of the several tribes as 
now existing are hereby confirmed. 

This is the point to which I desire especially to call the atten- 
tion of the conferees: 

And any person who shall claim to be entitled to be added to said rolilsas a 
citizen of either of said tribes and whose right thereto has either been denied 
or not acted upon, or any citizen who may within three months from and 
after the passage of this act desire such citizenship, may apply to the legally 
constituted court or committee designated by the several tribes for such cit- 
izenship, and such court or con:mittee shall determine such application 
within thirty days from the date thereof. 

So it appears there are two distinct provisions for the purpose 
of adding to the rolls of the tribes. One is that the addition shall 
be made by the Dawes Commission. The second is that an addi- 
tion may be made by any one of the authorized committees or 
tribunals of the several tribes. So it appears that there are two 
boards, two tribunals, having equal authority, having the same 
jurisdiction, who at the same time are to hear the applications of 
these ies. WhatlI desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado to is, if a man should apply to one of these tribu- 
nals and at the same time should apply to the other, because he 
has a right to apply to both, and one should decide one way and 
the other the aan what would be the situation of the applicant? 
Would he be a member of the tribe or would he be excluded? [I 
think that ought to be answered. I hear no answer. 

The amendment proposes these two distinct and contradictory 
and inconsistent tribunals to decide the same thing. Either may 
act or both may act, and if one acts one way and the other the 
other there is no provision here as to which shall prevail. 

I call the attention of the Senate, too, as it is very pertinent, to 
the question whether we ought on a mere conference report to 
decide to legislate upon these important matters. They are 
always drawn ?P in haste; they are always acted upon without 
amendment in this body, so that incongruities and inconsistencies 
occur, as they do here. 


. 
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There is another provision to which I callattention. The Dawes 
Commission is required to decide an application within ninety 
days after the application is made. When the application is made 
to the Indian commissions, to the Indian committees, to the In- 
dian tribunals, they must make the decision within thirty days. I 
should like to know what motive or reason influenced the com- 
mittee in giving the Dawes Commission ninety days in which to 
make the decision and confining the tribunals of the tribes to 
thirty days? 

Then I should like to know, and it is a very pertinent sogeley 
if a man shall apply to the Indian committee and it should be de- 
cided against his right within thirty days, there would be sixty 
days, then, in which he could apply to the other commission; and 
is it the meaning of the amendment that an applicant shall experi- 
ment in this way with both tribunals, that he shall apply to the 
Indian commission or to the Indian tribunals that are to decide 
within thirty days, and then after the thirty days he is allowed sixty 
days r-~~e in which to apply to the Dawes Commission? How is 
that? Why was that done? Will the Senator from Colorado or 
“ae member of the committee explain it to the Senate? 

en, there is another ambiguous provision in the amendment, 
and one on a very important point: 

That in determining all such applications said commission shall respect all 
laws of the several nations or tribes, not inconsistent with the laws of the 
United States, and all treaties with either of said nations or tribes, and shall 

ve due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of each of said na- 

ons or tribes. 

What is due force? Is it just such force as the commission 
shall see proper to give them? If so, there is no use for the in- 
troduction of this provision at all. What is due force? I should 
like to have that explained. I will read further to show what a 
ce provision this committee of conference have given 
to the Senate for its ratification: 

In the performance of such duties said commission shall have power and 
authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and compel the attendance 
of witnesses, and 


to send for persons and papers, and all depositions and affi- 
davits and other evidence in any form whatsoever heretofore taken where 


the witnesses giving said testimony are dead or now residing beyond the 
limits of said tory. 


What affidavits? Taken before whom? Taken in what kind of 
ing? Taken merely ex parte, without any judicial pro- 
ceeding pending in which affidavits can be used? If that be the 
meaning of it—and I think it is—then every affidavit, every depo- 
sition, not taken under judicial proceedings and with the view of 
a in judicial trial and pertinent to the issue in that trial 
will be utterly worthless, because if the party swore falsely in a 
case of that sort he could not be indicted or punished for perjury. 
Do the comm 'ttee of conference mean to say that mere ex 
statements, made by anybody at any time, may be used for the 
purpose of determining the very great question whether a man is 
a citizen of one of these tribes or not? 

Then here is another very important provision, such as I under- 
take to say was never found in any statute which attempted to 
regulate proceedings for the determination of rights of person or 
property. They are not only to take these ex parte affidavits, 
taken at any time and anywhere and for any purpose, but they 
are also— 


To use every fair and reasonable means within their reach. 


What are “fair and reasonable means”? Simply the discretion 
of the Commission. Whatever the Commission may determine to 
be fair, whatever they may determine to be reasonable, for the 
P. of ascertaining the truth in this case, whether they be 
egal or not, they are authorized to use; and t, too, in a case 
w I have just said is one of the most important that could be 
submitted to any tribunal in the world—the right of citizenship. 

Then we come to another very extraordinary provision, one 
which the vcmmittee of conference must have eee to be 
effectual for the purpose of securing right and jus to these 
tribes. It is the proviso— 

SB cones aa ees tomate ween eran ae 

ro or in or he ma 
from such decision to the United 8 court. ™ 


There is no provision as to how the appeal shall be ted. 
There is no provision as to any bond or want of bond for costs 
that ma, ' 
peal shall ope 
sion, and, what is more important, 
whereby the nation shall know the 
commission, so that it may take the 
ified. There is no provision for any notice 
tion or any one of its authorities when 
is no pro as to what record shall 
on an appeal. 
trict court shall be upon a record 
No man can tell. 
explain thems Ghinage, Fiore tea sqpenl to'¥s, tobe 
n these things. How a 
tice is © be given to the other side? Then what record is to be 


or 


made and sent up? Then how the district eourt shall proce..;- 
whether upon testimony introduced originally in that cour: , 
whether upon the testimony certified? It must do one or :), 
other. Now, see. If they are to try it upon the record ma. 
the court below, then there is no he for any record at » 
to be made in the court below. ere isno clerk. There is , 
duty imposed upon the commission but to make one record. ;,),, 
that record is to be made at any time after six months, after ;), 
we of all the duties im upon the commissi,)). 

ext, sir, I was going to remark, there is no provision made /\; 
the purpose of putting in the record any evidence that might |,. 
introduced before this commission. How is the court to deci, 
it? There is but the one record — to be made, and [ wil! 
read to the Senate what that record is: 

The commission is hereby uired to file the lists of members as ¢)),y 
finally approve them with the of Indian Affairs, to reiaiy 
there for use as the final judgment of the duly constituted authorities. 

After everything has been done, after six months have expir../, 
then the first record that this Commission is authorized to 1ake 
is to be made, and what is it? Is there any evidence to be re. 
pane No; nothing but the simple names of the parties w jo 

ave been admitted to the roll. 

I should like for some member of the conference committee or 
for some member of the Senate who favors this report to explain 
to the Senate how that appeal is to be taken, how it is to be tric, 

Then here is another remarkable While the two boards, 
while the Commission and any trib in the Territory are lim- 
ited as to the time in which they shall make their decision, t) ore 
is no limit as to the time in which the court shall make its (oi- 
sion. Soit may be years after the final adjournment of al! tho 
proceedings under the Commission before the decision of the is- 
trict court. 

Mr. President, it may be said or it may be thought (I do not 
think any ar will say it in the Senate openly) that all these 
omissions to which I have called the attention of the Senate may 
be supplied by the action of the ion. In answer to that 
I have but to cite to the Senate a very simple rule of law, which 
every lawyer recognizes at once as soon as it is stated. Where a 
tribunal of any kind, having judicial owes, has a limited juris- 
diction, it has no power to go beyond the of the law which 
created it. The reason is very simple. Here isa board, not a 
court, an executive board, with no common-law powers, who are 
endowed with certain powers by act of Congress. What are the 
powers? They are ro the powers specified in this amend- 
ment, and where there is no specification of a right or of a duty 
by a well recognized ciple of law, not disputed by anybody, 
there is no part of the board. 

Mr. B ER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

. GEORGE. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Mississippi will pardon me, 
I call attention of the Chair to the fact that the morning hour has 
oe The Senate having met at 11 o’clock, the morning hour 
ends at 1. I ask that the bond bill be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina raising the question of consideration of the unfinished }u<i- 
ness, if there is no objection, the business will be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does not that come up at 2 o'clock? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour comprises 
two hours. When the Senate meets at 11 o'clock, of course | 
o'clock is the end of the A question of the con- 
sideration of the unfinished being made, the Chair will 
lay, if there is no objection, the unfinished business before the 


a ee do not = but I do aeetend that : 
conference report priority over unfinished business. 

hereafter. If the unfinished 

mted, and 

it is disposed 

It seems to be a unani- 

agreement the bond bill shall go on, but I[ do 

not acquiesce in any such decision of parliamentary law as w!!! 

nfinished business preference over a conference re}. 

to the conference report 

matter. Iam will- 

If by the rules of the 

nished business does not come up until 2 o'clock, 

matter before 


business, as 4 

o’clock when the Senate meets at |'. 
tful precedence 

it has not, I in- 

proceeded with. I desire to 











Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that there was an agreement a day or two ago that there 
should be a vote on the unfinished business to-day. If there are 
Senators who desire to speak it seems to me to be very unfair, 
without regard to the question whether it is absolutely right, that 
the w ished business shall give way to the conference report. 
The unfinished business ought at least to have the right, in view 
of the fact that there has been a unanimous-consent agreement 
that there should be a vote to-day on the unfinished business. 

Mr. VILAS. I understand that the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment did not limit the hour. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir, it did not; but Senators pre- 
fer not to stay all night in session. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas has great force, and ought to weigh and prevail with the 

ate. 
= CHANDLER. In viewof the point suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, that it has been agreed to finish the bond bill 
to-day, I make no objection to going on with the unfinished busi- 
ness, if the Senator from Mississippi does not care to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, if there be no objection. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 


interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 


Brown] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICH. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add at the end of the bill: 


Unless in case of an porgency it is necessary,in the opinion of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue such 
bonds in accordance with the provisions of existing law, to preserve the public 
credit or to meet obligations of the United States created by such existin 
law which can not otherwise be met, and all such bonds when so issued 

first be offered at public sale. 


offe’ 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Utah give way a moment 
for me to make as stion? The Senator yesterday introduced 
a resolution in regard to this same bond question. He was discuss- 
ing it yesterday, and I presume he may continue that discussion 
to-day. In that the whole bond question —_ be disposed of 
at once, as the Senate will probably be as prepared to understand 
the question now as ever and not have it come up hereafter, I sug- 
gest to the Senator whether it would not be wise to ask unani- 
mous consent to take up that resolution and vote upon it without 
further debate immediately after the bond bill is acted upon. 

Mr. BROWN. I had intended to ask it at that time. 

Mr. HILL. There ought to be an understanding now, if at all. 

Mr. BROWN. If it is more fitting to ask it now, I will do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the resolution of the Senator from Utah 
is worthy of very serious discussion and very close examination 
by the Senate. Iam in favor of the resolution; I have been in 
favor of it for a t+ number of years; but I feel as — the 
remarks of the ator from Utah ought not to pass without a 
reply of some kind from the Populist representation in this Cham- 
ber. Therefore I shall object to its—— 

Mr. HILL. Object to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. 0; I shall not object to its consideration, but I 
shall o to voting on it immediately after the vote is taken on 
the measure. 


: . I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska and the Senator from Utah that we get unanimous 
consent, if that is the pleasure of the Senate, to vote on the reso- 
lution to-morrow evening at 6 o'clock. I should like to be heard 
ten minutes on it. 

Mr. HILL. No; let us dispose of this whole bond business to- 
day, or not at all. We do not want this along to 
in business. Let the whole 


ie 
after the vote on the bill which is now the unfinished busi- 
the resolution that he introduced relating to the same sub- 
voted upon without further debate. Is there objection? 
ALLEN. There is objection Se und alone that I 


y of. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. BROWN. With regard to that matter, I believe that it is 
to take action, and I shall call the attention of the Sen- 
after the vote has been taken upon the meas- 


to ask the Senator from Ne- 
ing u it and answering 
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Mr. CHANDLER. That is the customary method in the Sen- 
ate these days. If the Senator would do that it would be a great 
convenience to other Senators. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam decidedly in favor of the resolution of the 
Senator from Utah, and the only serious objection I would have 
to letting it be voted on and then debating it afterwards would be 
the absence, I am afraid, of my distinguished friend from New 
Hampshire. I should like to have him here until the question is 
disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I assure the Senator I will be here when 
the vote is taken, and if I absent myself when he speaks it will be 
from no disrespect whatever to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire be pres- 
ent when I speak? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will give consent to the arrangement. 
will agree to stay even if no other Senator does. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I will consent, too. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Then it is the unanimous agreement, I under- 
stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent that after the vote is taken on the unfinished 
business the resolution that he introduced touching the bond 
question shall also be voted upon immediately after the other votes 
without debate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
jects. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say, so that there may be a fair test of 
the question, that immediately after the vote has been taken on 
the pending bill, if it is in order, and I understand it will be, I 
shall move to take the resolution from the table and pass it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Utah that he 
has a remedy in his own hands. He can moveit as an amendment 
to the pending bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I can moveit independently. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You can move it as an additional section to 
the pending bill. I presume that the friends of one measure are 
also the friends of the other. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare losing all the remarks of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which are no doubt very entertaining. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested to the Senator from Utah that he 
move his resolution as an amendment to the pending bill, either 
in the form of an amendment to the first section or as an addi- 
tional section: and then he will be sure to get a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Utah will not be per- 
suaded to walk into that trap. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 presume Senators who are in favor of one 
measure are also in favor of the other. 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly I should have been misled by it 
had I not had the light of my friend from Nebraska to warn me. 
Otherwise I should have allowed this purely Senatorial resolution, 
to be passed by the Senate as the expression of their judicial opin- 
ion, to have been attached to the bill. But in view of the fact 
that the Senator from Nebraska has put me upon my guard I 
think I shall not add the Senatorial resolution to an act of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I shall always feel as though I 
have accomplished something. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is satisfied with very little, though. 
[Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah has the 
floor and will proceed. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, recurring to the subject which 
I was discussing when we adjourned last night, I wish to say that 
protection in the sense in which it is used—protection of our Ameri- 
can industries—and the free coinage of silver go together. They 
are kindred. They are measures of the same class. Both are for 
the protection of the same persons. Both are for the protection 
of the American farmer, the American laborer, American enter- 
prise, and American institutions as against the foreigner. 

The merits of each have been tried and each has been found an 
efficacious remedy for hard times. The period when we have been 
deprived of both—the last three years—is the period of the greatest 
depression in all classes of industry and all enterprises. Since the 
beginning of the war we have had protection in greater or less 
meastire, It has brought us prosperity notwithstanding our ca- 
lamities. The Senator from New Hampshire has most ably pre- 
sented in detail the benefits derived from a purely protective-tariff 
law. lLlagree with all hisconclusions. I presume he is correct in 
his figures; I know he is correct in his argument, and yet I apply 
the word protection in a little broader sense. Protection is not 
only a tariff on imports, but is such legislative assistance to each 
kind and class of industry, labor, production, or manufacture as 
that particular form of enterprise may, underall the circumstances, 
need to — it on an equal footing with every other and to enable 
such industry to successfully compete with foreign rivals. The 
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nature of the protection must depend upon the nature of the busi- 
ness. It may mean a tariff for one article, a bounty for another, 
a subsidy for a third, and discrimination in duties for a fourth. 

We applied the doctrine of Republican protection when we 
voted a subsidy to the oceanic ee for carrying the United 
States mail. 1t was in the line of upbuilding thatindustry. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKins] has introduced a most 
beneficial protection and Republican measure in proposing to 
discriminate in duties in favor of American ships. e shi 
building and shipowning can not be built up merely by tariff 

rotection; but it may be built up by proper discrimination in 

uties and, if necessary, by subsidy. So with silver. Silver isa 
production of American soil. The miner and manufacturer of 
silver and the laborer who digs it out are equally entitled to the 
protecticn of the United States; not merely as an article of com- 
merce, not merely for the benefit of the laborer and the silver- 
mine owner, That is but a trivial benefit subsidiary to the great, 
vast good that is to come to the whole community by the free 
coinage of silver. It is a money, and coi is the true protec- 
tion, not only for the silver miner, but for the whole nation. 

We meet with two classes of opponents to the free coinage of 
silver; one class who believe theoretically in a single standard, who 
wish all nations and our nation to come to the one gold standard 
all over the world, and thus accomplish two objects—one to have, 
it is believed, but one measure of value, a single uniform measure 
of all values. and have also, as necessary to it, the concomitant and 
constantly ap iating value of money; the other class is in favor 
of the free coinage of silver at a uniform ratio to be agreed upon 
by us withalltherestoftheworld. They desire, or say they desire, 
or believe that they desire, to enhance the value of silver so that 
it shall remain constantly on a par with gold at the ratio that may 
be thus _ to. They believe in a double standard, an appre- 
ciating value of production or a depreciating value of money, but 
think that the United States is not strong enough or large enough 
to bring about a double standard alone, and that the free coinage 
of silver in this country would force us to a single standard of 
silver. The fact remains, however, recognized by each of these 
classes and by the advocates of free coinage by the United States 
only, that a single standard constantly does increase the value of 
money and decreases the value of ucts. The believer in the 
theoretic gold standard regards as the goal to be reached, 
the constantly in power of money, constantly enhancing 


creasing 
the value of it and the depreciation of all other interests, all other | ad 
yess. The true way, however, as we believe who are not only 
silver advocates, but also that branch of the advocates of the pres- 


ent status of affairs who say that they desire to return to a silver 
basis if they can do so safely, and I am sure the only way to pros- 
perity is that, as the population of the nations is increasing, as the 
needs of money are constantly greater, as civilization spreads over 
the face of the earth, the value of the dollar should be all the time 
slightly, very, very slightly, depreciated; that is, that the value 
of human labor, of human enterprise, of human production the 
world over should be constantly, slightly, very shghtly, increas- 
ing, so that enterprise and commerce, agriculture and manufac- 

uring may always be having the advantage of advancing prices, 
subject to the competition which improved methods will always 


uce, 

The natural competition which comes from inventive — 
and enterprise, so far as that depresses prices, is proper, that is 
a proper depression; but the price of ucts should never be de- 

ressed in any other manner; it should not be depressed by law or 
by a constantly growing measure of value. The world is not at 
a standstill; the world is advancing. It demands more and more 
money. It can only do its increasing i upon a double 
standard. It demands money more and more because it is doing 
more and more business everywhere over the face of the earth. 
We need more and more , more and more manufactures, 
more and more enterprises; and labor, in a broader and wider sense 
of the definition of that term, is called for from one end of the 
earth to the other. 
never has been put in practice for a sufficient i 
know whether it is a success or not. No country or nation or 
series of nations, not even Great Britain, has ever, until the last 
iment of a le standard of 


Groated Great Britain free d independent and glorious, the sing] 
rea and in orious, the single 
standard has been a curse. If we may believe the public press 
and the discussions in the newspapers, the agricultural classes 
have suffered immensely by the gold standard of Great 
Britain. It must be remembered t at some ratio silver and 


The single standard is but an experiment. It | has 
lenath of time to has 


ld, | the 
to 


alone, the act of Great Britain’s legislation had no effect whatever. 

Silver circulated as money side by side with gold in Great 2) i+. 

ain freely and constantly at par on the usual ratio from 181\ ; 

1873, and in all the rest of the nations of the world. All the ot}).; 

nations together were enabled to hold up the other standard s,, |; 

was fully equal and sometimes more valuable than the gold st), .|- 

ard. At no time was there any serious departure from the ya) ),. 

of these two standards. Whenever the one became more y;)|))- 

able, the ch was used until that in turn equaled the valu... ¢ 

the other, and thus we have had the true measure of values |), 

adjusting one standard by the other. The double standard });.. 

vents the single standard from a ting constantly in valye. 

It prevents any fictitious value of single standard, which 1), ) 

for a time exist and thus destroy the proper relation of comme)... 

product, and money. By the double standard the cheaper 1) ;,\| 

will always be , and thus, making an increased demand, w)|| 

enhance its value until it passes the limit of the dearer. [t was 

only after the leading representative nations and the United st... 

legislated against silver that its price began seriously to decline as 

compared with the gold eng and the price of gold to advance iy 

proportion. The result m from that time to this a oon. 

ae falling price. I care not to go into particular details 

the tables, which have been so often repeated and spread bef ro 

the Senate, in different ments which have been made uj) 

that subject, though the es will show that there has been con- 
stantly falling values in everything that can be produced. 

Differences exist as to the extent of those values. There havo 

been slight variations. It has been shown that the values hive 

el ap om oA ee Bt ———. to the aN < =. but as a 

w ng enty years ver has substan- 

tially been the measure of the value of land and of land products, 

It has been substantially the measure of the value of the manuf ac- 

tured products. It has the measure of everything excepting 

indebtedness. Isay that we need not go to statistics to prove this, 

because every ar, ent that has been addressed inst the free 

coinage of silver by that statement and ends in it. It has 

been said here on floor that the effect of free coinage of sil- 

ver would be to permit the to pay their debts in 50-cent 

dollars. In con of all that can be 

i How can the debtors get possession 

which to pay their debts, ex- 

which have to sell will 

00 cents in nominal valuation? They 

their debts in 50-cent dol- 

for whatever they have to 

production will advance; the 

ce exactly in the proportion of 

that the indebtedness of this 

paid in just one-half the prod- 

, or just such a proportion as 

t of 50-cent dollars not 

os it shows _ this is 

et Sliver to its 

16 to1, will d eeprice of 

advance everything in 

rtion, then it must follow that had silver never |«on 

tion as a metal, had it remained on 

16 to 1, these prices never would 

have kept at the 


th a double standard, dollars 
that is, the farmer, manufac- 
double the price. ‘ Fifty- 
double standard had been main- 
1873, produce would now be worth just 

twice what it is and dollars worth just half as much. 
The use of the phrase ‘50-cent dollars” concedes all that silver 
men have ever claimed to have been the effect of demonetization 
uction and money 
one-half and money 


we return to a 
aid in the rob- 


is dishonest to 
ust as dishonest 


peace in 
e phrase 
to demand 200 

all the in- 


under the old 
silver at & 
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parity at that ratio, and under promises which have been made 
ever since 7. every platform and by the nation in its law to keep 
the ee ay and silver at that ratio. It has been said here 
on floor the old contracts have been changed, have taken 
new forms, have been created within a few years, and that the 
present indebtedness is a new contract. That is but paltering 
with the letter. The debt that the United States owes isa sacred 
one, because it was contracted in behalf of the Union and for the 
of the nation. 

It was contracted from 1861 to 1865. Itis that which makes it 
sacred; when it dates back to that, when values were formed upon 
the basis of a double standard, there can be nothing but injustice 
and wrong in attempting to pay an indebtedness thus created 
in a single standard. It is the payment and has been the pay- 
ment of an indebtedness contracted on 100-cent dollars and not 
200-cent . Itis not a 50-cent dollar that we now ask to be 
restored, but we do ask to abolish the 200-cent dollar. When men 
speak as if it were dishonest to pay in 50-cent dollars, they must 
remember that the indebtedness has been advanced to 200 per cent 
of its original amount. It is the doubling of the dollar which we 
now demand shall be reduced to its old figure. 

The cry of 50-cent dollars will be —— true, even more true, 
of bimetallism by international agreement. Then all 
nations will have agreed that the relative value of production 
and money shall change, that money shall be reduced to one-half 
what it now commands under the single standard, or that pro- 
duction shall be doubled. It is but the other form of stating the 
same proposition. We in this country accomplish the same re- 
sult, however, alone and by ourselves, if we are able, by passing 
a free-coinage measure to raise the standard of silver the world 
over, so that it shall be worth, not only in our own country but 
in the markets of other countries, as much as gold, dollar for 
, at the ratio of 16to 1. Weshall have doubled the value 
of production the world over if we are able to accomplish that, of 
which it seems as if there could be no possible doubt. But at all 
events the effect will be the same whether we do it by inter- 
national t or whether we do it alone. As soon as the 
price of silver goes up relatively to gold, so that they stand equal 
at = 
an 


F 


old ratio, the value of production will at once be doubled 
the value of the dollar will be cutintwo. It is just as true 
do it alone or whether we do it by the aid of all the 


we 
The effect of the single standard has been to drive out of busi- 
ness all kinds of effort to manufacture or to produce or to specu- 
late. How can any m safely buy with a view of profit any 
product of the , of the soil, or the soil itself upon a con- 
stantly falling market? Every man that ever dealt in any prop- 
erty whatever knows that it is never safe to buy upon a falling 
market. It is only when the market begins to rise, when there is 
for the future, that anybody will invest. The single stand- 
has luced a constantly falling market from the moment 
that we have embarked upon it, from 1879 to 1896. The market 
of e hing has been down, down, down. The Senator from 
Ken shows the relative price of wheat to be to-day one-half 
what it was when the single standard was adopted. The fall in 
the other 23 items he had in his list was equally as great in pro- 


portion. 

Per a test better than any test of marketable articles may 
be fo by ae er by applying it to farming lands in his 
own vicinity. 


senyTapaeeya 2itee 
nea 


outside of a city anywhere, into any farming 
community from New York to California, go through the large 
States, go to Ohio or Michigan, and as soon as you get into the 
here farming lands are, you will find that they are worth 
y than they were last year. That they are worth 
price that they were in 1873. That land has kept 
. That it is down, down, down, and going lower. 
producin eave hen it is cortain: oehioe <a 7 
g anything w t price is going 
— to be less each year? The Senators who have 
vor of the single standard have not held out any other 
not pretend to any other expectation. They sim- 
t this is all owing to some other cause, and that it is 
it should fall; but it is not land only, it is manufac- 
les as well. How can a man engagein manufacturing 
manufactured article will every year sell for less and less 
and stack his warehouse with something that will produce 
than cost—something that if he does not happen to sell it 
7° the market, the next year he knows somebody else 
make it cheaper. The only profitable business to do under 
standard, and y the only business intended to 
the si standard, is the lending of money. 
has to be a borrower and somebody a creditor. That 
alone is successful. 
oo Semen aeeened thetne slavery to Grent Britain, 
and nothing else. estillowe her. Wehavethis enormous debt 
topay. The decline is not going to stop here on 50-cent dollars 
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and 50-cent prices and 50-cent wheat and 50-cent land, but it is 
going lower so long as the single standard is maintained, because 
with but one metal to supply the needs of the whole world, by 
which to measure all the values of all the world, that metal, ac- 
cording to the law of supply and demand, the supply being not 
equal to the demand, must appreciate in value. The desire for 
that gold dollar is greater, and greater, and greater, and the sup- 
ply is less, and less, and less, or at least not in proportion to this 
enhanceddemand. Thatis the trouble with this redemption fund, 
or the lack of it. ‘There is but little gold in the world. All the na- 
tions are striving for it. If weare to redeem constantly and every 
year the five hundred millions of greenbacks in gold it will soon be 
an impossibility with all the mortgages that we may place upon 
our Poe. Mortgage it as you will, it will only bea few years 
until the debt will get so high that we can not raise money by 
mortgage or bonds, which is the same thing. Our property is 
already bonded or mortgaged almost to the extent of its value. 

The time is nearly at hand when instead of our bonds going at 
a premium of 114 or 16 per cent they will go below par. The in- 
evitable result of a single standard has been outlined in the expres- 
sion of the Senator from Connecticut. The single standard means 
‘*repudiation, bankruptcy, anarchy, infamy,” It means bank- 
ruptcy because, like ‘* the affluent spendthrift,” to use the expres- 
sion of the Senator from Ohio, running in debt and giving a bond 
upon what we have leads to the inevitable result of expensive habits 
and expenditures that we would not otherwise indulgein. It leads 
to seventy-million-dollar harbor bills. It leads to every other con- 
ceivable improper bill that can possibly be passed, and then when 
the debt is due we have no means from the revenue to pay it with, 
and we have no revenue with which to raise means. The people 
are getting poorer and poorer, and nothing is left but constantly 
mortgaging over and over again. Where is it to end, and where 
can it end? The President has shown by his message that the 
constant presentation of the legal tenders for gold produces the 
endless chain by which the Treasury is being depleted and by 
which it will be infinitely and forever depleted. There is no way 
to stop it until the wealth of this country is wholly absorbed and 
wrapped up in this loan or this series of loans. Must this process 
of drawing the gold out of the Treasury and replacing it with 
bonds be continued? That is bankruptcy, to mortgage in time of 
peace our property and our wealth. ‘To mortgage to pay the 
common ordinary expenses of the Government, the ordinary ex- 

nses of existence, is bankruptcy in either a government or an 
individual, 

It is worse than bankruptcy; it is repudiation. The Senators 
have already heard the growl of repudiation on the floor of the 
Senate at this session. 1 do not believe in repudiation. I believe 
that every cent should be paid, but there comes a time when the 
constantly enhancing debt and the enhancing value of a dollar 
will render the nation wild and crazy. Usurpation leads to an- 
archy, and anarchy isrepudiation. Theholder of the indebtedness 
of the United States should be willing, must be willing, to accept 
its payment in the same coin in which the debt was contracted. 
He will either be paid in silver, as his debt was contracted in 
silver, or he must content to take the result which his own 
avarice is bringing upon this country—bankruptcy, repudiation, 
anarchy, infamy. 

The “affluent spendthrift” designation of the United States by 
the Senator from Ohio, in seeking the single standard, borrowing 
money from year to year to live upon, has the same result as to 
a private individual. What would we think of a man who would 
mortgage year after year all his own earnings, mortgage his in- 
heritance, and when the interest came due, instead of earning it 
and paying it, would run in debt and issue bond after bond? 
A single standard and issuing bonds will indeed take the last 
shirt from the people, as the Senator said he is anxious to do, to 

rotect the public credit by gold monometallism. And yet the 
_ tor from Ohio is among those who vote for aiding in spending 
the means of the affluent spendthrift; to vote the river al harbor 
bill of seventy millions when we have not a cent with which to 
meet it; to runin debt to build deep-sea harbors for British ships, 
even though it takes the last shirt from the people to pay for it. 
If this nation is really to govern itself as an individual should 
be governed, the appropriations must always be within and less 
than the system of revenue provides; and, first, we must agree 
upon the system of revenue before we can take anything to appro- 
priate. Ifa farmer of Ohio had raised both corn and wheat to sell, 
and he should insist on burning up and destroying his corn, lock- 
ing it up so it could not be used, and only utilized his wheat crop, 
and should then goand borrow money to make good the deficiency 
for what he might have received for his corn crop, we all would 
agree that he was not only a spendthrift, ‘‘ affinent or otherwise,” 
but that he wasinsane. And yet that is just exactly what is being 
asked of us here. We are asked to destroy our silver crop. The 
United States is the greatest producer of silver in the world. The 
others that produce are small, so small that their product amount 
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to little or nothing compared to that of the United States. The 
wealth that would flow to us, a debtor nation and a nation pro- 
ducing silver, from making this one article commercial the world 
over at a dollar for 8714 grains would be immense, and the Sena- 
tor from Virginia has estimated it as equivalent to over a billion 
per annum. Perhaps the estimate may be a little indefinite; but 
certain it is that in a short time it would wipe out the indebted- 
ness. The effect of the legislation against silver has been to 
deprive the United States of this great source of revenue. I 
know it is said that if we adopt the system to-day by law—the 
free coinage of silver alone and unaided—that gold will disappear, 
go to a premium, and therefore we shall lose one of the elements 
of the circulating medium. But why shoulditdisappear? Itcan 
not unless it goes to a premium. It can not go to a premium 
unless there is plenty of silver money to supply its place. The 
question is, is there silver to be as to this country to supply 
its place? It is said by those who believe in the gold tentard 
that there is danger that siiver will be brought in here and coined, 
s0 that this conntry will have to $1.29 per ounce for foreign 
silver. Where is it to come from What silver is there in exist- 
ence outside of that produced by the United States? European 
silver is coined. It is in use. We ship from here to Europe, and 
from Europe to Asia. It is the United States that supplies the 
silver, and not Europe that supplies it to us. It is not shipped 
from Asia here. 

The single standard has never yet been fully tried in any of the 
countries, and it has been successful in none, unless it is in Great 
Britain, the great creditor country, and unsuccessful there so far 
as the agricultural classes go. Ever since the single standard 
was adopted by law prices have been falling in thiscountry. We 
have been able to check in a measure the force of the wrong and 
evil by that other kindred necessity, a protective tariff, and from 
the date of our resumption in 1879 to the date when the Repub- 
lican party went out of power in the fall of 1892, the protective 
tariff and Bland-Allison Act had broken the force of the blow 
which had been made to our industries by the single-standard law. 

It should not be forgotten that we did not entirely go — the 
single-standard basis during those years. We broke the force of 
the injury that came to us by another measure, and that was the 
Bland-Allison silver law. e had the free coinage of $2,000,000 
per month, the amount provided by that law, and it produced 
great benefit up to the time of its repeal. It aided in keeping up 
= Yet notwithstanding a protective tariff, notwithstanding 

he Bland-Allison law, notwithstanding the Sherman Act of 1890, 
notwithstanding the different efforts which have been made to 
keep prices up, they have gone down in consequence of the single 
standard. True, notwithstanding the tariff, there had been a defi- 
ciency. The tariff was essential to our welfare, and it enabled us 
to tide over, but — fell constantly even under the beneficent 
effects of that. e only received the full benefit of the single 
standard and free trade when in 1892 it was believed that the 
Democratic party was about to come in power and enforce their 
free-trade doctrine. Then it was, believing that the Democratic 
us would keep their platform, that every manufacturer ceased 

buy and every consumer at once c to buy. Then it was 
that trade was brought to the condition in which it must always 
be with the single standard and free trade. The effect of it from 
the fall of 1892 to the fall of 1893 I need not recall. The memory 
of it will always be with the American people—the gradual con- 
stant injury, the loss and financial crash, ruining and blighti 
wherever these two doctrines were brought together. It destroy 
the banks which created the panic, and it destroyed the manu- 
facturers, ruining debtor and creditor alike and impoverishing 
the farmer. It was only when the Wilson bill was found not to 
be a free-trade measure that in part the country slowly rose from 
the staggering blows which been given toit. Now, there is 
but one method by which we can return to prosperity; that is to 
return to the finances of our forefathers; return to the double 
standard. Coin silver freely, so that the debtor may pay his 
creditor and not be bankrupted. 

It has been said here that the employee, the workman, the wage 
earner will be thus cea sa to receive less. It may be true that 
his dollar will be worth less, but, on the other hand, he will be 
enabled to obtain it. As it is now, under the conditions of a single 
standard, the employers of the wage earners—those who take 
the risk of business enterprise—are growing fewer and fewer. 
There are 15,000,000 employees and wage earners in the United 
States, it is estimated, and when we subtract from the 70,000,000 
the women and children who are neither wage earners nor em- 
ployees, and then deduct the million or more of those who have 
accumulated wealth and live only by loaning money, it must be 
apparent that the number of employers—those who are enabled to 
pay wage earners—must be very few, probably not more than a 
million as against the 15,000,000 wage earners. Who can become 
an employer with the certainty staring him in the face that the 
article he produces by hired labor is constantly diminishing in 
value? From the farmer to the manufacturer the lesson is the 
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same. The farmer may possibly till his soil for himself wit) },; 

own hands—be laborer and owner at once, for his own subs _ 
ence—but he can not afford to hire help to enable him to run |, 
farm when the products of his farm will not pay for that hir.. 
help, The manufacturer who must depend entirely upon hir.| 
employees can not afford to manufacture goods when the artic). 

after they are produced, will not pay the price of his employ...<: 
and yet that is the condition of affairs we have to-day, and {),, 
result is that just as er as the men who are employers ¢;, 
get out of the business of employi ng help they cease. 

The single standard and free trade make war upon every 1), 
who is engaged in promoting industry, every rustler, every pers.y 
who hires, and thus prevents the employees from having an 0))))- 
tunity. A wage earner can do better to be paid $1 a day for «ix 
days than to be paid $2. day for three, and yet that would be the 
effect of free coinage of silver. His dollar may not be wort}, so 
much, but his opportunity is vastly greater; his chance of em)|\y- 
ment is five times — The whole amount of money t)):t 
will be paid out to all the wage earners of the United States under 
free silver coinage will be double that paid now to the laborers of 
the United States. Thesingle salaried officer might complain t},t 
his dollar will not buy so much, but the t mass of wave 
earners are the very ones that will be benefited by it. Among 
those who are equally benefited is the creditor. The free coinaye 
of silver is for the benefit of the debtor and creditor alike. 11 ¢ \\ 
first place, there are few, if any, creditors in these United States, 
It is almost impossible to say when aman is acreditor. The same 
man is debtor and the same man is creditor in so many com))li- 
cated transactions of this world that it is impossible almost for 
the man himself to say whether he is a debtor or creditor on tho 
whole balance. We are all in debt. We all owe our share and 
portion of the national indebtedness. However wealthy the ci- 
talists imagine themselves, they owe a part of the national de))t. 
We all owe a part of the a debt. We all owe a part of 
the railroad debt. Whether we like it or dislike it, whether we 
live near or far from the railroad, the railroad indebtedness of 
this nation to foreign nations, to Great Britain, must be paid by 
ali of us. By means of their rates they reach down to the pocket 
of every man, woman, and child in thiscountry. They reach all 
property as if with taxing power. 

oman can use the railroad to ride himself or to transport what 
he produces or to purchase what he consumes without paying in 
some measure some part of the railroad indebtedness. He can 
consume nothing unless it has been brought to him by the rail- 
roads, roads of which he knows nothing, whose names perhayps 
he may never have heard. But he is paying in every consump- 
tion he makes a portion of the indebtedness of rail s. {t must 
come from us all, and we are all debtors to the extent of our pro- 
rtion of it. But so with all the rest of the debt of the nation. 
hen this shall have been adjusted, when this shall have beea 
paid, it is impossible to say whether an individual is a debtor or 
ph The benefit, however, of the free coinage of silver is to 
alike. 

It is not right for this Congress to adjourn without making 
some effort to pass some measure to raise revenue for the benctit 
of the Government. We donot doour duty until wedo. It is our 
duty now to return to constitutional methods, our duty to see to it, 
first, that the Executive is stripped of that evil power which he is 
now exerting, contrary to the Constitution and contrary to its law, 
of himself determining when, where, and how much money shill 
be borrowed. It is our duty to deprive him of that first, and then 
proceed to pass some measure, upon which we must agree, to fur- 
nish revenue by means of a proper and suitable bill. The occasion 
is here. The bill is still before us asitcamefrom the House. !t is 
our duty to-day to take that bill up, to consider it, to amend it, 
and provide revenue and to thus prevent the need of the Execu- 
tive usurpation. ; 

This country can well afford at once to undertake the free coin- 
age of silver. The coinage itself is necessarily slow, and no great 
amount of foreign silver could be received or coined at our miits. 
Joined with protection, which the nation is demanding, free ¢oin- 
age would stop the meee all of prices of ev ne. We 

s ty, er prices, 

the country. parties were in 15‘)? 

committed to a double standard. True, there were certain qu.l'- 
fications detracting from the force of the plain statements t!:t 
were in favor of the double standard, but the declarations 

still stand, and all the United States is pledged to this double 
standard. The Republican to carry out measur’s 
to bring this Ler le That ise remains 
unredeemed. It is the d that promise. 


ay to 

leaving the simple 
d the free coinage of both, = silver at the old 
whieh i see to ve policy, 
which is the index of American patriotism, sud then the countr 
= Segeriiy wink Joie hepa men Thame Wee Rockets the ¢ . 
ment of promises. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I sugges 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call | 
roll. 
a ieBectolary called theroll, and the following Senatorsanswered 
to their names: 


t the absence of a quorum. 


ic Daniel, Hill, Pugh, 
seem. Davis, Jones, Ark. Quay, 
‘all Dubois, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Rate, Elkins, McBride, Smith, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Brice, Gallinger, organ, Teller, 
Brown, Gear, octal, +o 

é George, eison, est, 

Batier Gibson, Peffer, Walthall, 

r, — serene, wo 

andl e, ettigrew, nite, 

Gentes.” Harris, Platt, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pritchard, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, it is probable that 90 per cent | 
of the American people believe that the power to issue bonds | 
should be withdrawn from the Administration, if it ever existed 
there constitutionally and legally, and that it should be reposed 


again in the hands of the representatives of the people. The 
granting of such authority was a threat of danger. Its appalling 
misuse by the mt Administration is an achieved disaster. 


believe in the now pending and shall therefore vote for it, as 
also for the resolution which has been proposed to serve notice 
that all bonds hereafter issued without consent of Congress shall 
be considered void. 

Having said so much, Mr. President, which is all that is neces- 
sary on uestion, I might conclude, but for the necessity of 
referring to strictures which have been passed upon those Repub- 
licans who chose on the 25th day of February of the present year 
to vote to conscience and the will of their constituents 
and against deration of the so-called Dingley bill. 

It has become the fashion of late on the part of those Senators 
who do not believe in the free coinage of silver to hold up to pop- 
ular disapproval and to invoke the detestation of the people upon 
the Senators of mblican faith who joined with the Democracy 
and the Populists in favor of silver as against a partial and inde- 
fensible . It is quite noticeable that such remarks usually 
come from Senators who have political fences to repair at home, 
and who, f the need of an argument to reenforce a position 
already dec their people to be untenable, seek to transfer 
disapproval from themselves either to their colleagues or to other 
Senators belonging to their own party. I have the utmost sym- 
pathy with gentlemen, and I do not desire to resent with 
any unkindness the attacks which they may choose to make, 
any man can find comfort in this way, if he can win back the 
lost love of his people, if he can again acquire their confidence 

such methods, no matter who may be the object of attack, I 
ply pity him, as I always pity weakness. But, Mr. President, 
it is Bg within the province of any man on this floor to cast 





on upon any one of the five Senators of Republican feith 

who on the 25th of February voted against the consideration of 
an iniquity, a monstrosity in legislation; nor is it just to allow 
such on to be attempted without comment. The Dingley 
bill would have taken from those who had not to give to those 
who already had too much. It was a narrow, a sectional, an 
unjust measure. This is not to question the conscientious vote, 
or speech, or conduct of any man upon this floor. I believe that 
those who themselves are honest in their motives and in their deeds 
are ready to concede that others are also honest. The imputation 
of insincerity attempted to be cast upon us reflects directly back 
upon the men who utter it. A h ite fancies all others are 
guilty of h y, no matter how straightforward their course. 
I know of only two influences which should guide a man in this 
Chamber or in any position of public trust. e highest and the 
first—that which should always control—is conscience. A man 
should first satisfy his own idea of right. Next to that he should 
tify the wishes of the e who sent him here. I do not care 
fall into the custom, which is more honored in the breach than 


in the observance, of ing aspeech to my constituents from this 
Chamber, by which to some break in the lines of selfish or 
tical interests at home. But I do wish to say that there is not 


one of the five Senators u the Republican side who voted 
the consideration of the Dingley bill who has not had a 
tion which any man, no matter how high his station, might 

well take with unto himself. 

Tuomas H. Carter and Ler MANTLE, Senators of the United | 
States from the State of Montana, voted against consideration of | 
that bill. At the ensuing State Republican convention they were | 
returned to the national convention of the Repub- | 


= 


lican . Frep T. Dvusots, a Senator from the State of Idaho, | 
voted consideration of the Di ley bill. At the ensuing 
State blican convention in Idaho he was retarned to head 


his delegation to St. Louis with only 5 dissenting votes; and by 


gE 


the way, Mr. President, he was the only Senator from the State of 
Idaho who was thus honored by his people, as he was the only 
Senator from the State of Idaho who chose to vote against con- 
sideration of the Dingley bill. Henry M. TELLER, a Senator from 
the State of Colorado, voted against consideration of the Dingley 
bill, and he was unanimously sent to St. Louis atthe head of the 
delegation from that State, and the other delegates were instructed 
to follow his leadership. One Senator from the State of Utah 
voted against the consideration of the Dingley bill, and at the 
ensuing State convention he received 501 votes out of a total of 
522, and his nearest competitor received more than 200 votes less 
than that number. 

Mr. President, the five Senators from the silver States who de- 
clared that a protective tariff, sectional and unjust, should not 
become a part of the revenue system of the United States by their 
votes, and who declared in public announcement that no protec- 
tive tariff disassociated from bimetallism would be sufficient to 
relieve the distresses of the people of the United States, have all the 
consolation which they need. Doubtless each one of them feels 
the approval of his conscience, and each one of them has positively 
received the indorsement of his people at home. 

I have no desire to reflect upon any gentlemen on this floor or 
elsewhere, but I do know that the great beating heart of the in- 
termountain States is for free and unlimited coinage of silver, and 
that the people there take for their leader on this question HENRY 
M. TELLER, rather than the distinguished Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN]. Any gentleman who seeks to pacify his people at 
home by saying that he voted for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, or for the consideration of a measure looking in that 
direction, by following the leadership of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Morri.u] and the Senator from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRICH] rather than 
the leadership of the senior Senator from Colorado | Mr. ge 
will find that his people reject magnificent technicality anc 
splendid hairsplitting and plant themselves on the plain common 
sense of the proposition. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for 
@ moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], who 
has addressed the Senate at considerable length on this subject, 
entered into an elaborate argument to show that the power granted 
by the act of January 14, 1875, had been exhausted, and that any 
further issue of bonds under its provisions is illegal and void. I 
should like to ask that Senator, who is a distinguished lawyer, 
what disposition he would make of section 3700 of the Revised 
Statutes, under which all the bonds which have been issued re- 
cently have been issued. 

Mr. BROWN. Idonot understand that they were issued under 
that section, and I ask the Senator whether he claims that they 
were issued under it or the act of 1875? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury and the Presi- 
dent say so in a published communication, both to Congress and 
the country. 

Mr. BROWN. In the published statements, as I understand 
and as I have read, they say that they are issued under the law of 
1875. If I am not very much mistaken, the bonds themselves state 
that they are issued under the law of 1875. The discussionin their 
favor has been upon the law of 1875, the discussion against them 
has been upon the law of 1875, although of course that would not 


weigh. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The President in his annual message stated 
that the bonds were issued under section 3700 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

Mr. BROWN. The last one? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, the last one. 

Mr. HARRIS. If Senators would address the Chair and not 
each other perhaps the rest of us could hear what is going on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Secretary of the Treasury makes the 
same statement. If there is not sufficient power under the act of 
1875, there is certainly under the provisions of section 3700 of the 
Revised Statutes. This is surely too serious a question to be dis- 
posed of without full consideration. If the Senator from Utah 
expects to get the action of the Senate upon this proposition it 
seems to me that he and the gentlemen who think with him should 
state what view they take of section 3700. If the bonds which 
have been issued recently have not been legally issued, if they 
are not valid, if they are void in the opinion of Senators, it is time 
that the holders of those bonds and the country should under- 
stand it. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he claims that these bonds were not issued and 
not authorized by the law of 1875 or whether they were wholly 
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issued by the law of 1862 and section 3700 of the Revised Statutes? 
Because it must be true that they were issued under one or the 
other. There must be some explicit law to authorize it. They 
must be authorized by one or the other, and we must plant our 
right to issue them u that particular law. I had supposed 
from the argument of the venerable Senator from Ohio—I had 
supposed from the statement made by the President that it was 
assumed that the law of 1875 was the only power for their issue. 
I can state, if necessary, why I think that section 3700 does not 
give oe ae 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Utah has asked me a ques- 
tion as to my opinion. I have not the slightest doubt myself 
that both the act of 1875 and section 3700 of the Revised Statutes 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury tosell bonds of the United 
States to any extent he pleases whenever it is necessary to main- 
tain the pablic credit, for the redemption of United States notes, 
or for the payment in whole or in part of the public debt of the 
United States. 


of the Treasury to issue bonds to borrow money to curr 

e . There is no contention of that kind here =o oo. 
else, 80 far as I know. He is authorized to issue bonds for two 
purposes. One is to provide for the redemption of United States 
notes; the other is to obtain coin to pay the public debt, the whole 
or any part, either the principal or interest; and no Secretary of 
the Treasury has any authority of law to issue bonds for any other 


pu ' 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, having yielded to Senators about me, | 
hope, as I intend only tos briefly, that I may proceed with- 
out interruption and say what I desire to say on the pending bil] 
I regret that we have occupied several days of the closing hours 
or days of the session in the discussion of a proposition which jt 
is well known can not pass at the present session, and therefore 
will have no other effect than to enable those who desire so to do 
to express their B sqynens upon the subject. 

There is, I think, no doubt of the fact that every Senator on this 
floor agrees that the power to borrow money is not an executiys 











Mr. STEWART. May! be allowed to say a word? 

Mr. BROWN. . Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say just one word. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield with great pleasure to my friend 
from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I have taken this matter into consideration 
before. Section 8700 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin— 

Not gold coin— 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interest. 

It does not authorize the Secretary to purchase coin with any 
other bonds than those authorized bylaw. He can not sell bonds 
to buy coin unless he is so authorized by law. 

This was passed in 1862, when from time to time laws were 
being passed to buy coin to pay interest on the public debt which 
‘was payable in coin. But funding act of July 14, 1870, pro- 
vided what kind of bonds should be issued, and all the bonds now 
issued were issued under thatlaw. There is®o other law in exist- 
ence on the statute books describing a bond that may be issued. 
The bonds issued under that law were confined, in the first place, 
to the refunding of the national debt, with a provision that the 
national debt should not be increased in amount. When the na- 
tional debt had been funded and the full amount issued there was 
no further power to issue under that act. 

The only other act that authorized the issue of bonds was the 
provision in the act of 1875 authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury tosell bonds to the extent necessary and to buy coin to redeem 
the greenbacks which would be outstanding on the ist day of 
January, 1879. So the law is absolutely inoperative unless you 
can point to a — that authorizes the issuance of the bonds. 
If there is any law authorizing the issuance of the bonds the Secre- 
tary can sell them for coin whenever the law authorizes it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act of 1870 does it in express terms. 
a The act of 1870 authorizes the issuance of 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; of various denominations. 

Mr. STEWART. I beg pardon; it authorizes the issuance of 
bonds enough to fund the public debt, and it declares that there 
shall be no more issued an amount sufficient to fund the 

ublic debt, and that the public debt shall not be increased thereby. 
hen the public debt was funded all the bonds authorized by the 
act of 1870 were issued and no more could be issued. The only 
authority for wo ras the my must be found in the act of 1875, 
That is a limited authority and does not apply to the issuance of 
bonds now. 

Mr, BROWN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Rhode Island put a question 
to me which I in —_ answered, but =%t fully. Idesire to answer 
why section 3700 did not, in my judgment, authorize the issue of 
bonds. My answer is that that statute permits the sale of bonds 
for coin, but in itself does not authorize the borrowing of money 
or the issuing of bonds. It presu that bonds have been au- 
thorized by some other statute. itself it would not be opera- 
tive. But if bonds were authorized by another statute, and there 
were other statrtes then in force stating the amount to which the 
Executive might borrow, the Secretary could issue the bonds 

which he was allowed then to issue; he could exchange them for 
coin. That was the moperenes: that statute as it has just been 
read here and as it appears in and of itself. It is nots t to 
warrant the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow money. But if 
he were authorized by some other statute he might exchange bonds 
for coin. That is my answer, and I think it is conclusive. 


Mr. ALDRICH. is no authority of law for the Secretary 















days since. I shall object to any order being 
some — in regard to the measure known as the filled- 


can do so. He will get no 






power. It does not rest in the President or in the Secretary. |; 
is a power conferred u 


mn Congress. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa will sus- 


pend while the Senate receives a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J, 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives, in 
which it originated, the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for 
the construction, 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, with his objections 
thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of the Constitution to 
consider the same; and 


ation, and repair of certain public works 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatiyes 


agreeing to the same. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 


yield to the Senator from Missouri? 


Mr. ALLISON, I will yield. 


Mr. VEST. Iask ous consent that the river and harbor 


bill and the message of the President thereon be taken up for con- 
mene immediately after action upon what is known as the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill known as the river and harbor 


bill, with the message of the President of the United States, be 
taken up for consideration immediately after final action upon 
the pen unfinished business. Is there objection? 


Mr. 8 MAN. I must object unless some arrangement is 


made in regard to the bill which has been before the Senate two 


or three times, and which ought to have been ee of several 
e until we have 


cheese bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects. 
Mr. VEST. If the Senator wants to take that responsibility he 
t about the filled-cheese bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects. 
Mr. VEST. I give notice that I shall move to take up the river 
and harbor bill to-morrow morning immediately after the routine 
business, 
SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


votes of the two Houses on 
the its of (HL. R. 6094) to the sale of 
ge in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference 
fatto to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
OWS: 

ments of the and oe the a het the aloes 

ae, same so section 

shall 


of the down to read as follows: 

“That Washington Gas Company of the District of Columbia is 
authorized So Sarge and SS oe ist day of July, 1896, for illuminat- 
OS. Shi al den sate af amano per thousand ate feet until the 

umbia, at rate of exceeding $1.10 cubic feet until the 
Ist day of July, after which the rate shall not exceed $1 
thousand cubic feet; and that after the Ist day of July, 1896, the Wash- 


Columbia shail furnish to tho 
Columbia gas at the rate of $1 


B 
F 
: 


to the amendments of the 
Renate sameness Cons © an nares So same amended so that the second 
eee eee te business in that 

known as : is author: 

charge and collect after the Ist day of July, 1806, for illuminating gas 


ished to and paid for by private in that part of the District of 
ap pep the rate of  doweding $38 per thousand cubic feet, until the 
lst day of July, 1901, after date the rate shall not exceed 
per thousand oublo fect; aud tues etter the Jet Gaz of July, 1900, the sult 
Coe Lig eee to the United States Govern- 

ment and the of Columbia gas at rate of $1.2 per thousand cubic 


he 
a 

F 
ib 
E 
: 


ee 


be is | ta ale 
‘a 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the fifth, seventh, and 
amendments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 
the House 


recede from its disagreement to the sixth amendment of 

the Senate and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the words 

“twenty-four” insert the words “twenty-five”; and that the Senate agree 
the same. 

*omnat the House recede from its disagreement to the ninth amendment of 

the Senate and agree to the same amended so that section 5 shall read as fol- 


“spo. 5. That neither the Washington Gas Light Company nor the George- 
town Gas Light Company shall hereafter issue any rater number of shares of 
stock than shall be tothe actual cash value of said plantsand necessary 
cost of the construction of future extensions or future enlargement of plant, 
which cash value and cost of extensions shall first be ascertained and author- 
ized upon —— therefor to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
under such regulations as the chief justice and the justices thereof shall pre- 
scribe; ane S omer of — said — maaens shall ~—— hereafter to issue 
ds w P , secure¢ mor e or otherwise, upon petition 
therefor to said court, setting forth the necessity thereof and the amount of 
stock issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for said court, or the 
chief justice and justices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them, upon 
public notice, to be prescribed by the rules of said court, to permit the issu- 
ance of such bonds and mortgage as desired: Provided, That the amount of 
stock and bonds issued shall not exceed the actual cash value of said plants 
and the cost of such extensions or enlargement of plant: And provided further, 
That the W: Gas Light Company is hereby authorized to issue such 
additional amount of capital stock as will provide for the conversion into such 
stock of its ig certificates of indebtedness, which conversion of said 
certificates is hereby authorized to an amount not exceeding $600,000.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its tenth amendment. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the eleventh amendment 
of the Senate, and to the same amended so that said amendment shall 
stand as section 6, and the Senate agree to the same. 
JAMES McMILLAN, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
B. B. ODELL, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 

REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President be requested to 


return to the House the bill (H. R. 3279) to author- 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes, and for other purposes. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appointment of a non- 
ion to collate information and to consider and 
recommend ion to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. B . I should like at this time to get unanimous 
consent in reference to a vote. The Senator from Iowa knows 
about how along he will speak. About how much time will the 
Senator from Iowa occupy? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible, I will say in answer to the 
Senator, for me to know a how much time T shall occupy. 
I will be a8 brief as possible. I think there will be no trouble in 


Mr. If the Senator himself has no objection I would 
pn that we have a unanimous agreement to stop general dis- 
at 4 o'clock, and then continue under the five-minute rule 

until 5 o’clock, if the Senate so desires, but to take a vote as soon 
after 4 o’clock as there is no desire to continue discussion under 
five-minute rule, and to take the final vote on the-bill and all 

thereto not later than 5 o’clock. 
TELLER. I think the Senator from North Carolina had 
the order stand, which is that we shall come to a vote 
I suggest to the Senator from Colorado, if he 
me, that, as all are aware, a great many Senators 
like to attend to some social duties this evening, and it will 
hard to hold a quorum here. 

We are very likely to get through with the bill 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado ob- 
The Senator from lowa will proceed. 


g 


eile 


if 


Kbpee 


ALLISON. Mr. President, I will repeat that the power to 
borrow money rests in Congress under the Constitution, and 
eee, ee bel is sim oem age its face, which has 

purpose only of repealing the existing power in our 

statutes to borrow money. icadons 1k enpeenen aa lamnceteny 

for the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] to hold in his observa- 

as ane that there is no en are we Sa ber 
money any purpose. on y 1 interrup 

him with a view to > an opinion as respects the powers con- 


of 1875, he 
be construed 


I 
l 


ded to me very properly that 
the mazy and misty memories 





of those who participated in their enactment, but that we must 
take the laws as they are found upon the statute books and inter- 
pret them in their letter and spirit. 

I believe and have believed since the statute of 1875 was put 
upon our statute books that it carried with it, by its own force 
and vigor, the power to borrow money to execute its purposes. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] yesterday argued at some 
length that the plain import of that statute is that when a United 
States ..zote under it was redeemed in the Treasury it was then to 
be destroyed and canceled, and that there was under it no power 
to borrow to reissue, and that therefore this power to borrow 
money exhausted itself for that and other reasons on the Ist of 
January, 1879. 

When we look at the contemporary circumstances that surround 
the passage of that law we can readily see and know that the 
plain import of the language of the statute taken as a whole was 
meant and intended to provide that only those greenback notes 
over and above $300,000,000 should becanceled and retired, and that 
$300,000,000 and no more should be allowed to continue in cireu- 
lation as bank notes were continued in circulation, redeemed, and 
reissued by the Government of the United States. 

It will be remembered that we had a contest, long and serious, 
respecting these notes before the resumption act of 1875. In April, 
1866, we passed a law through the two Houses that the Secretary 
of the Treasury conld withdraw and retire and cancel $10,000,000 
of these notes within six months, and that he should thereafter 
retire and cancel $4,000,000 per month of the notes until they were 
all canceled and destroyed. That law was on our statute book 
for two years, and under it there were canceled $44,000,000 of 
greenbacks, the total issue authorized by law during all the period 
of the war being $400,000,000, with an emergency act authorizing 
the issue of $50,000,000 more. During all that period the green- 
back circulation of the war was limited to $400,000,000. In De- 
cember, 1865, after the war closed, in the House of Representa- 
tives, Democrats and Republicans alike, with but 5 dissenting 
votes, declared it to be wise public policy to retire all those green- 
backs, but as time went on the opinions of men changed, and when 
1866 came that same Congress limited the retiring of greenback 
notes to $4,000,000 a month after six months. 

In 1868, when there were $356,000,000 of these notes in circula- 
tion, Congress passed a joint resolution, as I remember, prohibit- 
ing the further retiring of a single dollar of the greenbacks then 
in circulation, and, therefore, from 1868 to 1875, with an exception 
to which I shall allude, the destruction or retirement of green- 
back circulation was inhibited by the joint resolution of 1868. 

In 1878, during the panic which occurred in that year, the then 
Secretary of the Treasury construed the law which authorized 
the issue of $400,000,000 to permit and enable him to reissue up to 
the amount of $400,000,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the stress of that panic, issued greenbacks to the extent of 
$27,000,000. So when the statute of 1875 came into play the limit 
of the greenback notes was $383,000,000 in round numbers. It is 
not important to my purpose, but I am reminded that both 
Houses of Congress afterwards passed provisions looking to the 
justification of that issue by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There is another bit of history that should be remembered in 
connection with this law of 1875, and that is that in December, 
1861, the banks of the United States suspended specie payments, 
and from 1861 to 1879, a period of eighteen years, there was a sus- 
pension of specie payments in the United States. I merely allude 
to this, for itis useless for us to stand here and talk about the 
double standard, the gold standard, or the silver standard between 
those years. There was no standard in the United States, except 
for a brief period, between 1861 and 1879 but a paper standard, 
fluctuating day by day and hour by hour as measured in gold, 
and gold was sold upon the marts of our great cities at a premium 
during all that period; the premium at first being small, I agree, 
at least being small as we approached the year 1879. It is well 
known to those who are familiar with that period, and to most of 
us here, that during all that time, especially after the close of the 
war, there was a condition of unrest and distrust, followed at 
times by panic, by people not knowing how to transact business, 
for they could not tell, owing to the rise of gold or its fail, whether 
they would make profits or losses. Therefore the great business 
interests of this country had knocked at the doors of Congress over 
and over again and asked that Congress should in some way pro- 
vide for the convertibility of the irredeemable paper of the United 
Statesintocoin. We had the greenback agitation running through 
four or five years, some insisting upon an indefinite issue, and 
others insisting that the greenbacks which were already author- 
ized and had been issued should continue in circulation. 

Mr. President, if you will look at the fluctuations of this money 
during all these years you will see that in 1862 it fluctuated from 
1014 to 134, in 1863 from 122 to 172, in 1864 from 151 to 285, in 
1865 from 128 to 234, and so on untilin 1869, long after the close 
of the war, the fluctuations were from 1194 to 1624 in a single 
year, a fluctuation of over 40 per cent in a single year in the cur- 
rency of our country, which measured all values, controlled all 
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rchases and all sales of property, and measured the wages of 
abor. Soit isnot singular that during these years, continuing up 
to 1875, the fluctuations ranged from what I have stated to 9, 10, 
15, and 20 percent. ~ 
When we convened in 1874, after the elections of that year, 
when the Democratic pr for the first time since 1861 had se- 
cured a majority of the House of Representatives, there was a 
pressure of public opinion upon the Congress of the United States 
to deal with this question in some form. There were then, as 
there are now, men in both political parties who believed that the 
eenbacks should be obliterated from our circulation; that the 
nited States itself should be free from any responsibility re- 
specting the circulating money of the country. These divers 
opinions found their way into a caucus of the Republican party 
in 1874, in December, and that caucus, consisting of eleven Sena- 
tors, prepared a bill which became a law on the 14th day of Jan- 
uary, 1875. I wish to take note of the provisions of that law for 
amoment. The first section of it directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury to proceed immediately to the coinage of fractional sil- 
ver—for what purpose? For the purpose of placing in circulation 
fractional silver coins in lieu of the fractional paper money which 
was then in circulation,and no other. Not only the silver dollars 
of the United States had found their pathway out of this country, 
| but the 10-cent pieces, the 25-cent pieces, and the half dollars had 
ei taken wing and flown to more remote places where they could find 
} circulation. So when this law was passed the first section was 
designed to deal with the minor paper money which was then in 
circulation, and we provided for a substitution of fractional sil- 
ver for the paper money then in circulation, there being no frac- 
tional silver in circulation when this law was passed. 
The second section related to the charge for coinage. Section 
ae 8 provided— 
~~ a That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes, limiting the aggregate amount 
; of Soguiating notes of national banking associations, be, and is hereby, re- 











































































































































































































What was that for? There had been by prior statute a limita- 
tion of $354,000,000 upon the aggregate circulation of national 
banks. That was repealed in order that there might be an addi- 
tion to the re circulation; and for what epee It is shown 
further on in the act, where it is provided that— 

‘Whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 
banking association, so sporoeding He ~ tal or circulating notes, or so newly 
—— as aforesaid, it shall the duty of Secretary of the Treasury to 

eom the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,000,000, to 
the amount of 80 per cent of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any 
such banking association. 

That is tosay, as fast as $100 in national-bank notes were issued 


$80 of greenbacks might be retired, until the sum of $300,000,000 


was reached, 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. ALLISON. The act of January 14, 1875, which is called 
the resumption act. Then comes the remaining provision: 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879,the Secretary of the 
ez shall redeem, in coin, the United States | -tender notes then 
outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assist- 
a Ss of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not 

In the face of the surrounding circumstances at that time, is it 
to be supposed for a moment that this law was intended by those 
who made it to be construed into a provision whereby the entire 
greenback circulation should be destroyed and canceled and re- 
tired? When, however, this law es upon the statute books, 
and when this process authorized by the act itself was going on, 
it became a moot question, agree—and Iam not surprised that 
the Senator from Utah has been misled by it—among the people 
who wished to destroy the greenback currency whether, as ap- 
plied to the Government, the word “ redeem,” in the latter part of 
this statute, did not mean to pay off, and require the Government 
to borrow money in order to redeem and pay off every dollar of 
the greenback currency. In order that there might be no ques- 
tion about the construction of that law, later, in 1878, there was 
a statute passed, which was alluded to by the Senator from Utah 
yesterday. The only purpose and intent and effect of that stat- 
ute was to limit the retirement of greenback notes to $346,000,000, 
and to require specifically that they should be again paid out. 

Mr. President, when you take the whole of this statute you will 
see that its a was to require the oe sag Mr the Treasury 
to provide for the redemption of these notes, first using the sur- 

us revenue, and then selling as many bonds as he chose to sell 

or that pu , of course in the expectation that no unnecessary 
debt would be created for the redemption of these notes. 

The then Secretary of the Treasury, the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, whose duty it was to execute this law, s0 managed that 
great office during that period as that the redemption of these 
notes on the ist day of January, 1879, became a pleasing pastime, 
and the business men and the industrial le of this country, 
its wage earners and producers, knew n of the change. 
The Secretary of the $95,500,000 as a pre- 
liminary step to the execution of the law, and a surplus revenue 
‘was also provided. Did the Secretary of the Treasury or any 
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his successors ever for a moment dream that when these green- 
backs were paid into the Treasury a be retired and can- 
celed, even though money had to be borrowed for that purpose? 
That law was uniformly construed as I construe it, as meanins 
that down to $300,000,000, and afterwards $346,000,000, thes. 
greenback notes were to continue a circulating money as bank 
notes are circulating money, to be redeemed and reissued in the 
onmenney coaeee of business. 

Mr. STEWART. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not refuse the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Was it ever contemplated at the time spoken 
of by the Senator from Iowa that those notes should be redeemox 
only in gold? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will have patience I will dea) 
— that question frankly; but Iam dealing with another ques. 

on now. 

Since 1879 what I have stated has been the course of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. During that time—I do not reniember just 
when—those who believe as the Senator believes bron @ suit in 
one of the courts of New England to test this law and the amend- 
ment to it, claiming that when greenbacks were redeemed they 
could not be paid out again by the Secretary of the Treasury, ani 
if he did so pay them out it was a new issue of backs, which 
was unauthorized by law and wasin violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. That case went up to the Supreme Court. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will remember the details 
of it. I believe it was upon that case that every member of tho 
Supreme Court of the United States united in the opinion that it 
was a question for Congress to decide as to the emergency and the 
time of dealing with the notes of the United States. 

Mr. BROWN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


Mr. BROWN. That Tonlaiotn was limited solely to the legal 
tenders. Noword is to be found in the decision as to the legality 
of the bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I understand that. 


Mr. BROWN. It is reported in 110 United States Reports. 

Mr, ALLISON, I did not quote it for that purpose. I only 
mentioned it for the purpose of showing that it was never the 
intent of this original statute, or of any subsequent statute, or of 
anybody in the United States, to dispute the intent and purpos» 
and manifest meaning of this law, which was, first, that the 
greenbacks should be reissued; and, secondly, that they should be 
redeemed in coin. Look at the language: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 wish the Senator would be kind enough to 
read that clause of the section in answer to the claim made yes- 
terday that after one redemption there can be no other redemp- 
tion. The language is: : 

And on and after— 

That word ‘‘after” was thoroughly construed, and thoroughly 
debated, and held to extend to all time. 

And on and after the Ist day of J , A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the 
T shall eem in coin the United States -tender notes then out- 


standing on their J aren rereey for redemption at of the assistant 
ra of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less 


That was construed at the time by all the best lawyers in the 
Senate and by the court as well as a continuous provision— 
‘after ’—not until doomsday; not for five years, not for ten years, 
not for an iod, but for all time. 

Mr. ALLISON. On and after that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes. 

— ALL ISON. ‘And the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 

What did Congress do to enable the nee of the Treasury 
to execute that imperative duty imposed upon ? They said to 
him first that he couid use the revenues, and next that he could 
use the credit of the Government. Whatis that? Itis to borrow 
money; and the experience of the last ore years prior to that 
time taught the American people that the credit of the Gov- 
ernment was a precious boon to them, and that it ought not to be 
lightly interfered with or lightly trampled under foot. a 

was that credit? It was that the laborer who toiled in 


> 


his shop on one day should not be on the next day to 
take a sum in purchasing power for his day’s wages than he 
had agreed to take the day before; it was to create a stable meas- 
ureof value as to all , all credit, all debt, and all measure 
of the of labor. you see when come to analyze the 
act of 1875 it is one of the in the of the 


of our country. It was . 

ppd Stowe not to the Treasury but 

poten = ar nited States to y reach the point of 
that 


con 
t, I have characterized 


Mr. Presiden asa boon. Was 
of | it or was it not? sr ceneenat iatanedts whee t have Geccrived 
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such as that we can deal with them here as we deal with the balls 
upon a billiard table? That law took effect upon the 1st of Jan- 
uary, 1879, and, without fear of successful contradiction in this 

lace or any place, I can maintain, but need only state, that from 
that time forward until 1892 we had a period of unprecedented 


Pp ity in the United States, whether that prosperity is meas- 
ured in the accumulation of wealth, whether it is measured in the 

of labor, whether it is measured in the value of property, 
or whether it is measured in the surplus profits of earnings which 
came to all those who toiled. 

I listened the other day to the s h of the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], in which he portrayed the growth and 
development of our country from 1880 to 1890. I have had occa- 
sion more than once to make that investigation, and it applies to 
the great Northwest region in which I dwell. It is shown by the 
census of 1890 that the five States carved out of the Northwest 
Territory and the seven States which were created from the 


Louisiana purchase west of the Mississippi River, being twelve 
States in all, in 1890 had two-fifths of the population of the United 


States and more than two-fifths of the sixty-four thousand million 
dollars of wealth in the United States. Twenty-five thousand 
millions of it were aggregated in the twelve States I have named, 

nst eleven States upon the Atlantic Seaboard, including the 
great States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, New York, and the whole 
of New England. : 

So whatever may have been the mutations and changes as to 
the effect of this great act of 1875, it must be admitted that at 
least for the period I have described it did not in any = deter 
or impair the power of the citizens of the United States to largely 
increase their wealth. 

Without into a discussion of the question, I think it must 
be agreed that in order to have prosperity in our country what- 
ever measures our values or measures our property or measures 
the of labor must have a reasonable stability. It is not 
possible, I agree, to have an exact measure, but it must have that 
reasonable stability whereby during short periods one class of 
men shall not be robbed for the benefit of another. 

Therefore, from what I have already said, it must be apparent, 
it seems to me, to every Senator that it would be a most unwise 
and unjust thing to all the people of the United States for us to 
run the test risk of a relapse into the condition under which 
we la between 1861 and 1879. In other words, no part of the 
people of the United States, it seems to me, can be benefited by 
re g into an unstable and fluctuating, and it may be a depre- 
ciating currency, nonmetallic, and that we should take no risk 
whatever in that direction. 

Mr. President, it must be remembered that we are taking this 
question as it exists in 1896. We are not dealing, as we all think 
we ought to, with this financial question by andlarge. There is 
no ition here for free coinage of silver; there is no proposi- 
tion here for the enlargement of our currency and giving it flexi- 
bility; there is no proposition here dealing with this general sub- 
ject. Is it wise for us in the closing hours of the session, even by 
our votes, to hee we are willing to deal with this question in 
a or in a partial manner? 

ve heard it said that this taking mee the authority which 
is os law to the Secretary of the Treasury is a mere baga- 
is it? We have now in circulation as many green- 
backs, less the loss in shrinkage, as we had in 1879 on the Ist of 
January. We have, in addition to that, in round numbers, $130,- 
000,000 of Treasury notes. I do not claim that they come within 
the purview of the law of 1875. Therefore I need not be interro- 
es —_ that point. Wehave thesameaumber of greenbacks; 
we have weighting down those greenbacks—although the act 
of 1875 does not apply to them—$130,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
which are a full legal tender. We have in addition to that three 
hundred and sixty-odd millions, I believe—I have not the tables 
before me—of silver certificates, each of which has behind it, I 
eae dollar, but which constitute a redemption fund, 
for itself. What have we—and I address that to the 
from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] and to those who pro- 
with him—what have we to maintain the redemption 
000,000 of backs? 
LER. Will the Senator — to me for an answer? 
N. Iam not asking for an answer now. 
BUTLER. Iam anxious to answer the Senator's question. 
ALLISON. I intend to answer it myself. 
BUTLER. Imay not want to rely on the Senator’s answer. 
IN. Ishall be glad to hear the Senator after I have 
do not want to occupy much time, and shall be glad to 
him when I finish my statement. 
I hope the Senator will make a good answer. 
I may not make a good answer, but I will make 


best 
have here a statement issued by the Treasury Department on 


ae which shows the situation of the Treasury. This state- 
ent shows that there is in the Treasury $108,345,233.91 in gold 
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coin, $100,000,000 of which, the Secretary says, is devoted and 
applicable to redemption purposes. 

What else have we? I am now speaking on the assumption that 
silver should be paid out. We have now in the Treasury $18,864,- 
000 of free silver, that is, silver belonging to the Treasury. That 
constitutes our redemption fund, and nothing less and nothing 
more. I heard it said by some one here the other day that we 
have seigniorage on silver to the extent of $55,000,000, which 
might be coined and thus used. If it could be coined and thus 
used, it would be a bagatelle. But how can it be coined and used? 
Not by this law. It can not be thus coined and used until Con- 
gress, by an affirmative statute, authorizes such coinage and use. 

Mr. TELLER. We have done that. . 

Mr. ALLISON. We have? 

Mr. TELLER. We passed an act of that kind which the Ex- 
ecutive vetoed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh! 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Iowa voted to sustain 
the veto. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Colorado wishes 
to be perfectly fair. I voted against the proposed law because it 
authorized, among other things, as I plainly showed in this Cham- 
ber, not only an equivalent amount in certificates or notes, but it 
authorized on its face twice the amount, and I was not willing to 
give $55,000,000 in addition of fiat money for the sake of having 
$178,000,000 of other money coined. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Executive, who hunted for some 
excuses, did not make that one of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps he did not. It only shows how the 
Executive fails to see a good point now and then. We may have 
passed such a bill, but as the Senator from Colorado says, it was 
vetoed, and it did not pass over the veto. Therefore it is nota 
law now. 

How is the silver to be coined? 1% is to be coined in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury has no seigniorage until it is coined. What is seignior- 
age? It is the thing that arises out of coinage. It can not exist 
until the dollars are coined under existing law. I know we could 
provide a law whereby we could rescue, as it were, or rejuvenate 

yrobably $50,000,000, but not $55,000,000, because a portion of it 
oe been coined since that time. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
Does the Senator contend that there is no power in the Secretary 
of the Treasury to coin the silver in the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLISON. Per contra, I have just stated that he can coin 
every ounce of silver in the Treasury, and as he coins it the seign- 
iorage arises. 

Now, how would he coin it? We have, with the existing mints, 
as has been shown here over and over again, the ability to coin 
between forty and fifty million dollars of silver per annum, which 
is the ultimate coining capacity of the mints,and if we are to 
build new mints it will take at least a year todo it. Allowing 
that $50,000,000 of silver can be coined, there would bea residuum 
fund of probably twelve to fifteen million dollars arising out of 
it,and nothing more. So here we are playing with the great 
question of the convertibility of all our paper money upon the 
idea that if we choose we shall find, without this power,a suffi- 
cient amount of money to redeem the greenbacks, which by law 
and by solemn obligation, as sacred as any obligation we have, 
we are bound to redeem, when the holder of one of the green- 
backs presents it. 

We might take some hazard as respects this matter if there 
were a great overpowering emergency; we might take some hazard 
if we had a full Treasury, as we did have for many long years 
after this law came into play; but here we are with a deficit for 
the current year amounting, in round numbers, probably to thirty- 
three or thirty-four million dollars, swelling each month, because, 
as I saw in a newspaper this morning, supposed to be reliable. the 
receipts during the month of May just passed were less than the 
receipts in any May for five years. Yet I heard another Senator 
say the other day that there isa large amount of money in the 
Treasury. So there is; but does it redeem greenbacks? Can you 
redeem greenbacks with a greenback? The money in the Treas- 
ury, over and above the reserve of $100,000,000, is the same kind 
of money, practically, that is to be redeemed. 

So we are here now running the hazard not of the silver stand- 
ard of money, but of going back within thirty days, if it were 
possible to enact.this bill into law, to an inconvertible paper-money 
standard, irredeemable, with nothing behind it except the credit 
of the Government, because if you take away the prop that sus- 
tains the house you destroy the house itself. Are we ready for 
that? The prop which sustains the greenback currency is the 
credit of the nation and the reserve, and the power to create it, 
which we gave in 1875. It is proposed now to take away the only 
prop that is left after the reserve of $100,000,000 is gone, because 
confessedly—and it is made the subject of criticism on both sides 
of this Chamber—those who have voted appropriations this year 
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have voted a considerable sum beyond the current receipts of the 
Treasury. If we pass this bill we shall have put gyves upon our 
wrists and shall have tied ourselves in such way that we will be 
likely within a short space of time to go to inconvertible paper 
money. 

I have talked longer than I intended upon the subject, but I wish 
to say a few words more in relation to the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator pardon me? He has finished 
the answer to his own question? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Therefore, if he will pardon me, before he pro- 
ceeds I should like to correct his answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON, I yield for a few moments. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I can answer in a few moments. It 
would be very easy to reply to the Senator's statement in detail, 
but the bill was drawn especially in order to prevent the neces- 
sity of doing that. Has the Senator from Iowa read the bill? It 
was drawn to prevent wasting time over splitting hairs, over de- 
tail and catch phrases and various sophistries which the men who 
ere the gold standard use on all occasions. We can notargue 
with these gold advocates, because they dodge facts and argu- 
ments and at once jump back to their pet phrases. What is the 
language of the bill? 

The issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for an r- 
pose whatever, without further authority of Congress, is hereby prohibited. 

The Senator’s argument all falls flat when he simply looks at 
the bill. It is true we have no free-coinage measure on the stat- 
ute books, which I regret more than does the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON, I Lave no doubt of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is true we have not such a bill now pending 
with a possibility of passage, which I regret more than does the 
Senator from Iowa. It is true we need some method to increase 
the currency, which we have not, which I regret more than does 
the Senator from Iowa. But the pending bill was drawn to pre- 
vent those Senators who uphold the gold standard from dodging 
the real issue and basic question that lies at the bottom of the 
whole financial troubles of the country and the hard times that 


oppress—— 

Pir. ALLISON. I do not yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina for any observation of that character. Let us under- 
stand that in the inning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless the Senator considers that the patriot- 
ism, the desire to uphold the credit and power of this vern- 
ment, rests with the ident of the United States, and unless he 
has more confidence in the President than he has in himself and 
others on this floor, he can not oppose the bill. There is nota 
country in Europe that claims any credit for aoeenty ss respect- 
ability where it would be necessary to pass such a bill as this, 
because no such monstrous power has ever been given even their 
ki to borrow money and pile up debt without limit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. dent—— 

Mr. BUTLER. There can not be raised a single dollar by the 
Crown of Spain without the authority of the legislative power. 
= Crown of Great Britain lost his head for attempting to usurp 
su wer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I decline to yield further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator Iowa declines 


The Senator from North Carolina talks in a 


circle. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr, ALLISON. I said in the very beginning of the discussion 
that there is no power res ex in Co to authorize 
the issuance of bonds. I have argued in vain if I have not shown 
that the point here is the convertibility of the greenback notes 
into coin and not into other fiat money; I have stated that all the 
money can be made applicable to the redemption and reissue of 
those notes, and therefore the answer of the Senator from North 

Of con A can aes tha authorize the Secretary 

course we all agree that you can not au e 
of the Treasury to borrow money in any other way than by law. 
There is such a law now. The Senator’s proposition is to take 
that power from the Secretary. Why? Because he thinks that 
by that indirection he will force this country not to the silver 
standard, but to an irredeemable ———- standard, having 
neither silver nor gold behind it. He supposes still further that 
he will force the people of the United States who disagree with 
him, by indirect methods and not by bold movements, to carry 
out what he believes ought to be carried through the two Houses 
and epecores by the Executive—a law authorizing the free coin- 

9 silver at 16 to 1 by the United States alone. 

r. BUTLER. The or from Iowa can not wish to do me 
ustice. He puts words into a without a 
. ALLISON. I will only the Senator from North Caro- 
lina to tell me whether he does not favor the free coinage of silver 
at 16 to 1, and whether he does not believe that what he proposes 


here will be a step in that direction? If he does not believe it he 
is pleying with idle balls. 

tr. BUTLER. I believe that if the pending bill is passed be- 
fore any more gold is borrowed to support the gold standard, the 


President will call Co togethe 


rand Co will deci 
the question which the Senator is now trying to ot onl orca 


will decide whether or not we shall borrow gold; whether or not 
we shall have free coinage; whether or not we shall have an in- 
crease of the standard money of the coun by some other 
method, and this body is the one to decide it. t is bold; that 
is honest; and that is the honest way in which I want todo it. Tho 
Senator's method, I must say, in justice to truth, is indirection, 
because he wishes to dodge the question and leave the power in 
the Executive. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have endeavored to show, first, that the 
power to borrow money under the law of 1875 is an essential 
power, I have undertaken to show, and I think I have shown, 
that if it is taken away we shall back again to inconvertil)le 
paper money, Now I am told iikcostiy that because I have so 
stated I am dodging the real question at issue here. 

_I do not expect to weary the Senate by arguing the silver ques- 
tion, nor do I expect to deal with the historical part of it. Imerely 
wish to say that when the law was passed we had neither silver nor 
on. We had a gold standard, it is true, created by the act of 1473, 

ut that act was as inoperative then as a statute that could not be 
made operative before 1879. When the statute of 1873 was passed 
we were upon an inconvertible ayia gener with neither gold 
nor silver in our country, except a amount to nay duties on 
imports and interest upon the public debt. On the Pacific Coast 
the gold standard prevailed, and there greenbacks were at a dis- 
count, instead of _ being ata premium. There all contracts 
were made in gold coin alone. Provisions for such contracts in 
the laws and statutes of some of those States have not been re- 
— to thisday, Ibelieve. But with the exception of the Pacific 

t we had at that time no metallic standard of money. We 
had a fluctuating and, it is true,an appreciating paper standard, 
but we had neither silver nor gold. 

I wish to say, with respect to the question which we have in 
hand, that it will be decided, I have no doubt, in a greater or 
less degree in the future, but it will never be decided until it is 
decided right. I have alwa; believed, and I believe now, that 
the United States can not by itself open its mints to the free 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1 one & mono- 
metallic silver nation. I believe that it should be done by means 
of international ts with other commercial nations. So 
believing, I have voted always, and so 1 as I thus believe, and 
until some Senator can con me that I am wrong, I shall con- 
tinue to vote inst the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 

nited States alone. When the law of 1875 was 

standard, but we had neither 

coins are ata oe wah each 

other, as y are now, the notes are eemable in 
either, and they are so held, 

Without arguing the belief I entertain upon this subject, and 
without, in any sense, intending to unite or in any way to join 
the two questions, I believe that it is the height of unwisdom for 
us to with this question. When the question as to 
the free co silver by the United States alone and the open- 
ing of our mints to its free at a ratio of 16 to 1 is before 
the Senate, I expect, I will say in answer to my friend, to vote as 
I have hitherto voted. 

Mr. STEW ART obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. ato Senator from Iowa sits down I 
should like to ask him & question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from New Ham: ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I wi 

yield to the Senator from 
h of mine in his hand. 

Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as the Senator from 
Iowa—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Iowa had closed his remarks, and recognized the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about cl 

Carolina 


. my remarks when the 
Senator from North 


asked me to yield for a question 
before sitting down, and I will be glad to do that, although I do 
not crave the uni 


Mr. B : 


As the Senator from Nevada yields a moment, 
enter my t made by the 
from lows [Mr. Atrison] that all of the purpose and 





1896. 





scheme on the part of Populists and others to whom he refers in 
this connection is to run this Government to irredeemable fiat 
money, whatever he means by that—something horrible, he 


says. 
Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that was the purpose. I said 
that was the effect. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iso understood the Senator. He says it is the 
effect. Does not the Senator himself fear that it means free coin- 
age, for does not the Senator know that during the coming sum- 
mer, as soon as Congress adjourns, the gold reserve jumping down 
every morning, being only $108,000,000 this morning, more bonds 
will be issued to sustain the system which he is advocating and 
su g? He knows it, and he is willing to see it done. 

ow, he knows this in connection with it, that if the bill which 

I have offered becomes a law, instead of the President issuing 
bonds, he will call Congress together if the emergency arises — 
Congress, this body, will sit in judgment and decide whether or 
not those bonds shall be issued or whether the free coinage of sil- 
ver shall increase the circulating medium or some other method. 
the Senator object to the legislative branch of the Gov- 

this question? That is what he fears. 


ernment decidi It is not 


per money. e fears the judgment of the American people in 
Congress assembled. He thinks that the ~~ ring have a cinch 
on the President of the United States and he wants to see that 
they keep it. He wants to see that the next President ae it. 
He wants to see that the man whom the Republican party will put 
up, if heshould be elected, will keep it, and they now pretend to be 
ing to make Eastern men scared of your candidate [turning to 
Senator SHERMAN] from Ohio, to fool the Senator from Colorado, 
and to fool people in the South and West. They know that 
McKinley belongs to the gold ring as much as Cleveland does, but 
they are trying to fool the free-silver men in the Republican 
—trying to make them believe that McKinley is for silver, 

i po, hy them believe that the gold ring is not satisfied 

. That e worked afew years ago, but it will not 
work now. The goldbugs are pretending to be afraid of 
McKinley's goldbuggery. They say they will bolt if McKinley 
does not satisfy them on this point. They have known for years 
where McKinley stood. He is the — candidate picked out 
by the gold ring. My dear friend, that game was smart a few 
years ago, but the American people have waked up. It will not 
What the Senator from Iowa and those who stand with 
fear is that this dangerous and terrible bond-issuing power 
people and their representatives to decide 
what shall be done, and that is all that he fears, and I challenge 
say before his God and his conscience that 


A 


| 
i 
iH 


a Mr. Stewart addressed the Chair. 


T. Ihave not given up the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Nevada to yield the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not yield the floor at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nevada held the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I yielded for a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Nevada yielded the floor. There can be no farming 
out of the floor of the Senate. 

LER. Lyield to the Senator from Nevada. There 


ING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to the Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, we have made some progress 
ae Senatc.r from lowa [Mr. seseneey hag siavtin = 
laboring part of our argument. e con 
that the _—— and Treasury notes are redeemable 
as as gold. 
. ALLISON. As long as silver is kept at a parity with gold. 
T. So long as they are at a —_ ? Can the 
word “ ty” in the lan of the law? What 
that? statute says ‘‘coin of standard value” 
**So long as they are at parity.” What does 
875 say about parity? It says that the Secretary 
coin to redeem the green outstanding on the 
Jan , 1879—then outstanding. It does not say silver 
coin, but coin, and the question as to what was meant 
* hag been very well settled by about a three-fourths 
in the Houses of Congress in the passage of the Matthews 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] voted 
He voted for it. The present Secretary of 
voted for it, and there can be no question about the 
teing the law, and 
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ebody eum question fs, 16 solves the whole practical difficulty 
can ves the w prac ; 
because if the of the Treasury will exercise the option 


no gambler will come to 


the silver. 
silver certificates stays out. 
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money. Nobody takes them to the Treasury to get silver. They 
are the best money we have. You go into any bank, and three- 
fourths of the money you get is in the shape of silver certificates. 
The greenbacks and Treasury notes are redeemable in the same 
way, and they would be just as good money and just as uafe if 
the Secretary would exercise his option to pay in silver as well as 
gold. That is the only trouble. 

Now, there is of silver coin in the Treasury $18,000,000, and of 
silver certificates $10,000,000, making $28,000,000, in round num- 
bers, of silver coin in the Treasury, because these silver certificates 
can be exchanged at the option of the holder forcoin. If the Gov- 
ernment owns them it can go tothe other counter and obtain coin 
for them. We have $28,000,000 of coin. Thatis silver. Tnen it 
is made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to coin the sil- 
ver for the purpose of redeeming the Treasury notes issued under 
the act of 1890. He has not done that. He has used a large 

mount of gold, I do not remember the amount, bought with bonds, 
to redeem the Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890, when 
the law says in so many words that he shall provide for the re- 
demption of those notes by coining the silver purchased under the 

rovisions of the act of 1890. Soif he proceeds to coin the silver 
1e would have an ample amount. He ought to have done it long 
ago. He could have had it all coined now if he had done his duty, 
because the whole of it should be coined. 

The Senator from Iowa says only $40,000,000 of silver can be 
coined in a year. I undertake to say that an expenditure of ten 
or fifteen thousand dollars will double the capacity, and so far as 
coining is concerned, as I said the other day, if you will pay to 
any private party the charge that is paid to the Government by 
the owners of bullion to bave it coined, what is deducted from their 
bullion for preparing it for coinage, you will have $500,000,000 a 
year coined. 

A public institution, self-sustaining, would enable private par- 
ties to make at least 50 per cent profit, if not 75 per cent, because 
there is a great deal of machinery about the mint. So there is no 
difficulty about the coinage if there was any disposition to coin it. 
We have, then, $108,000,000 of gold, $30,000,000 of silver, $50,000,000 
of seigniorage, $130,000,000 of coin besides bullion that should be 
coined—ample provision, more than would be called for. 

Let the Secretary of the Treasury say that the Treasury notes 
and greenbacks would hereafter be redeemed in silver. They 
would go into circulation immediately. Those notes would be as 
good money as the silver certificate which circulates. They do 
not now circulate; they are either tied up in the Treasury or are 
in the banks to be prepared for a raid at any time. Over $100,- 
000,000 of these legal tenders are tied up in the Treasury. 

There are $270,000,000, in round numbers, of money in the Treas- 
ury, with $55,000,000 more of silver bullion, which it is the duty 
of the Secretary to coin, making, in round numbers, $325,000,000, 
the larger portion of which ought to be in circulation. It is tied 
up, and we are threatened with another bond issue. We are 
threatened by the Administration, or rather Wall street says we 
are going to have more bonds. And for what purpose? To buy 
up more currency and impound in the Treasury this unhealthy 
surplus, a larger surplus than when parties were running upon 
the question and the issue was to relieve the Treasury of the sur- 

»ylus which was collected in taxes. Now we have a surplus col- 
lected by bond dealing, a surplus taken out of the circulating 
medium, and a further threat to take out more; and it is claimed 
that Congress can not pass this law resuming its function to reg- 
ulate the borrowing of money without bankrupting the Treasury. 
Is it possible that the gold and silver will be drawn out before 
Congress can meet? We know very well that $28,000,000 of silver 
is a sufficient bar to protect the Treasury. 

Germany, with only $150,000,000 of silver in the Empire, is able 
to protect all her gold by her practice of paying silver when gold 
is asked for export. France protects her gold from export by the 
exercise of her option to pay insilver. If the United States would 
exercise her option as other nations do her credit would be as 





good as theirs. It is because the United States undertakes to do 
an impossibility, because the United States opens her Treasury to 


speculators, because the Administration combines with stock job- 
bers to drain the Treasury, to wreck the credit of the Govern- 
ment, that our credit is impaired. 

There is enough silver in the Treasury now to maintain the 
credit of the Government through all time. They will not take 
the $28,000,000, and besides silver is coming daily into the Treas- 
ury. One-half of the revenue, I am informed, is paid in silver cer- 
tificates, which means silver coin, and there is no limit to the 
amount of silver that will come in during the year, and it can be 
used for redemption purposes. There will be an ample redemp- 
tion fund in silver coin pouring into the Treasury daily, coming 
in the are revenue, and that is the kind of redemption first 
mentioned. 

The statute of 1875 says that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
use the revenue that comesin to redeem these greenbacks. When 
that is insufficient he may sell bonds. Everybody knows the rev- 
enue now is ample. There is a great surplus, and he can use all 
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the revenue that comes in from taxes for the of re- 
deeming the Treasury notes. There are more silver certificates 
constantly coming into the Treasury in payment of taxes than 
there are greenbacks presented for redemption in gold. The 
outstanding Treasury notes would be as good money and as free 
from uses for fraudulent purposes as the silver certificates if the 
Secretary would do his duty. In the face of what the Secre- 
tary has done, in the face of the bond deal of February, 1895, in 
the face of the charges made in the public press, in the face of the 
conviction on the part of the people that something is wrong, in 
the face of this manipulation of the Treasury Department, in the 
face of the fact that the Senate has passed a resolution to investi- 
gate those transactions, shall we leave the Administration in power 
to continue the speculation a the nation’s credit—to con- 
tinue, in other words, to wreck the nation’s credit and impair 
the moral standing of the Administration? Everybody knows it 
has been badlyimpaired. Everybody knows what wenow demand 
is that in the absence of Congress there shall be no more scandals, 

It is said bd Senator from Ohio that this bill will not become 
a law, and that if it passed the other House it would not be ap- 

roved by the President. Let the other House take its r msi- 
lity if the other House wants to assume it. If the other House 
is desirous of sanctioning this stock jobbing, if it is anxious to 
sanction the bond deal of 1895 and the bond deal of this year, 
if it is anxious to sanction the disregard of the law, if it is anx- 
ious to sanction the robbery of the Treasury to pay gold when 
the Government owes no gold—if the other House is anxious 
to do that, send it this bill and let it take the responsibility. If 
the ar enone party indorses the Cleveland Administration, if the 
Republican i indorses these bond deals, let it be done by their 
votes. Letthe le of the United States know whois responsible, 
who are en in this practice of wrecking ——— credit, who 
are in it, who support it, who are backing it. these bond deals, 
I say, have the backing of the Republican party, let the votes tell; 
and if the Republican party in the other House want to back 
Cleveland and Carlisle and Pierpont Morgan and encourage them 
to make further deals, let them refuse to pass this bill when it 
reaches them. But let the Senate act, a majority of which is op- 
posed to these deals, a majority of which is opposed to wrecking 
the public Treasury, opposed to stock jobbers and gold gamblers 
raiding the Treasury and ee d upon the country, 
to buying up currency and impounding it in the Treas- 

ury. That has been shown by several votes. Let it be shown by 
the oe — y, and let those who are in favor of it take the 

nsibility. 

r.C DLER. Mr. President, it was not worth while for 
me to make so much effort to get the floor to make the few brief 
remarks that I desire tosubmit. I rose to deprecate the spirit and 
the manner of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BurLer] 
which he has brought into this debate. The remarks which he 
made the other day I do not find reported in the Recorp. I sup- 
pose they are kept for revision. But if they are printed as they 
were uttered they will contain what I conceive to be undignified 
and unbecoming threats nst those who differ from him in 
opinion. If Iam not mistaken, the Senator talked about revolu- 
tion and bloodshed. He was a that the views which he en- 
tertains upon public questions should prevail without revolution 
and without bloodshed if they could thus prevail, but, if necessary, 
the Senator very clearly intimated the oe of himself and 
of those with whom he is associated in the party known as the 
Populist party to resort to any means to accomplish the purposes 
which they have in view. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, I should like—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. C DLER. I would rather the Senator would reply 
after I finish. 

Mr. BUTLER. But I would rather, if the Senator will be just, 
that he would not. misrepresent me further, because I am sure he 
does not intend to do it purposely. The Senator says there wasa 
clear inference from my remarks that if the or Party could 
not have its way, the purpose of the People’s y was to re- 
sort to bloodshed. He states what I think he can not find another 
Senator on the floor to sustain him in saying, for no others will 
say, I think, that they drew such conclusions from my remarks, 
= that any such inferences could fairly or justly be drawn from 


em. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I allow the Senator from 
North Carolina to make the disclaimer before I go on, and I pro- 
ceed to say that I think those words will be found in his remarks. 
I think the Senator said that he was willing, that he hoped—per- 
haps that is the way he put it—that these evils with which 
humanity and society are afflicted might be removed without 
revolution and withont bloodshed. 

Mr. — That is about the language I used. I used the 
word “a pe.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I chose to assume, Aus one gpa these 
remarks, that there was an implied threat in that of language. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator is the only one who can—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield? 

Mr. C DLER. I do not yield any more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is a question which I leave to the 
Senate. I undertake to say that the lan of the Senator then, 
the language of other Senators on some occasions, and thelanguage 
of other members of the Populist party, are calculated not for t}\. 
calm discussion of public questions, but are calculated to produce 
the revolution and the bloodshed which they say they hope to 
avoid and which they say they hope will not be found necessary, 
in order that the objects which the People’s Party desire to secure 
may be accomplished. 

Mr. President, the t and the rm gy of the Senator found 
— response in the Southern iene! have the Philadelphia 

quirer of Monday morning, June 1, in my hand, and it contains 
the following telegram: 


TALLAHASSEE, FLA., May 31. 
Populist ) plando near Lairds Mill, W County, yesterday 
Henry Daugley shot James Powers through the after having had 
his arm nearly severed with an ax in the hands of his t. a 
The wives of the two men are sisters. The women became engaged in a 
queers, one championing gold and the other free silver. The men also dif. 
ered on financial questions and took up the 
Powers infuriated Dangley, who rushed at him withaknife. Powers seized 
an ax and sunk the blade so deep into Dangley’s arm at the shoulder that t}). 
member mane eat shreds. 


retrea , whe i 
wife seized a Win rand bh Soe pry By A Ant ~  ialaaaaa 
He took the weapon In one arm sad the barre 


l over the wheel of 
the cart fired several shots at Powers. y one bullet struck Powers in 


the stomach and he fell to the ground. It is th t he can not recover. 


ley was placed in the cart and driven , where his 
yous wee Sresees. On the way he lost so much blood that his life is also 


That, Mr. President, comes from only one Southern Populist 
picnic since the Senator from North Carolina the hope 
that all the great benefits to society which he and his party desired 
might be accomplished without revolution and without bloodshed. 

I hold in my hand a copy of a newspaper published at Raleigh, 
N. C., the issue of May 28, 1896, the Caucasian, ‘* published every 
Thursday by the Caucasian Pu Com , Marion Butler, 
president.” I find on the third page this eek a very full ‘‘ Ac- 
count of the National ’; ‘Some record of what the peo- 
ple’s representatives are trying to do in the Senate.” 

Tn the Senate Senator Butler's bill to prevent the further issue of bonds 
without the consent of Congress was the main feature of interest. 

Mr. President, what follows is so bad, is so violent and so 
abusive and so unjust to the Senator from New York [Mr. H111.| 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that I do not dare to 
take the responsibility of putting it in the RD. I hand it to 
the Senator, so that he can see what kind of language his news- 
— is engaged in printing in connection with Senators upon this 

oor with whom he is in the habit of meeting in friendly inter- 
course and in constant daily debate. 

I rose only to to the Senator from North Carolina that 
if he expects to make proselytes for the views which he entertains 
it will be necessary to approach the subject in a different spirit 
and with different utterances from those which he puts forth on 
this floor and publishes in his Caucasian newspaper in the State 
of North Carolina. 

Mr. President, this is about all I had to say, 
the hope that this bill may not Lam afraid t there is a 
small ty in its favor, but I hope that the sober sense of the 
Senate assert itself, and that we will not the eve of final 

ournment repeal the only law upon the te book which en- 
ables the President and the of the Treasury to protect 
the national credit and the public honor a six months 
which will intervene before . 
wae Bill’ for dhe relief of the publie Trearney Srevert 

pass any or , or to aver 
the — calamity which ——— from a Treasury. 
The House of Representatives Lace bill, but nothing has 
been done with it in the Senate. Populist friends, who stand 
between the two parties here, and, I regret to say, a few vaing!0- 
rious blican Senators, have interposed to prevent any lexis 

ich would relieve the public Treasury at this crisis 10 

our affairs. Now, as we can not pass any affirmative legislatio, 
why not for heaven's sake leave — the statute book the little 
remnant of authority there is in President and Secretary 0! 
the Treasury to take care of the national credit and the national 
honor during the gam owe year? Eb 

Mr. t, it is a question of interest on bonds. Not 
even my violent friend North Carolina (Mr. BuTLER] nor 

stalwart friend Nebraska the any ab contends that 
been borrowed. ’ 
ey it. SS mee tenet one do 
embezzled; a@ mere as I said, how mu teres 
Sends neue However much 


to express 
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we may differ from our President and our Secretary of the 
Treasary, 98 we do on many questions, as Republicans on this side 
of the ber differ fundamentally upon many questions, yet 
we give to them the credit of possessing absolute personal integ- 
rity. No one has ever ventured to say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury ever had a dishonest dollar in his life; and certainly no | 


one to make any impeachment of the personal in- 
tegrity of the present President of the United States. 

r. President, they are not the President and the Secretary of 
the Treasury of my choice, but while we are to be absent at our 
homes, there they will stand representing the power as well as 
the credit and the honor of the United States. In my judgment 
they are to be trusted with that power; and we ought to leave with 
them every particle of power which the statutes of this country 
to-day give them to enable them to see to it that the national 
eredit and the national honor receive no detriment during the 
recess of Congress. ; 

I am happy to say that two-thirds or three-quarters of the 

ublicans upon this side of the Chamber propose to vote that 
to this extent, of leaving the laws as they now are, they have confi- 
dence Democratic President of the United States; and I 
ask Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who participated 
in the election of President Cleveland, every one of 4 soy who is 
of the same politics as that of John G. Carlisle, to sink all ani- 
mosity against the President of their choice and the Secretary of 
the of their choice and to join with us at least in one 

triotic vote, where all Senators shall rise above party and say 

the people of this country and to the people of the whole world 
that at least the law as it now stands upon the statute book, and 
which enables these executive officers to protect the honor and the 
credit of the United States, shall not be stricken down by our 
votes. 

Mr. President, it is of no use to say that this bill will not pass 
the House of Representatives, and therefore we might as well pass 
it as not. There are Senators here to-day, I regret to say, who 
will vote for this bill and send it to the House of Representatives 
who would not take the responsibility of voting for it if they be- 
lieved it would become a Jaw, and I do no more than justice to 
my friend from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] now sitting before me 
when I say that if he had the responsibility of taking away abso- 
lutely from the of the Treasury all the power to borrow 
d not do it merely to make a platform for the Peo- 
ple’s Party, but would himself refrain from voting to put this law 
upon the statute book, which strikes down all power upon the 
oe of the of the Treasury to borrow money to protect 

e credit of the United States. 

Mr. President, realize how we should feel if we were in Europe 
to-day. There is not a Senator here, whatever he may say in pri- 
vate conversation or whatever he may be led to say upon the floor 
of this Senate occasionally in debate against the President of the 
United States, who, if he were abroad and were to hear his Amer- 
ican President ed, would not rise in his defense and denounce 
with fiery indignation any criticism which might be made upon 
his nation’s President. 

Mr. President, it is a strange thing for me to be defending your 
President [Mr. FAULKNER in the chair] when two-thirds of his 
own party on this floor are afraid to trust him with the existing 
power upon the statute books of the United States to borrow 
money—not one cent of which either he or his Secretary of the 

will ever be charged with misappropriating—to borrow 
money to protect the honor of the United States during the period 
when the custody of that honor passes out of our hands because 
we op° to our homes for six months. 

. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I rise at this time not for 
the of discussing this question, but to make a statement 
personal in its nature. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [yield tothe Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. Mr. President, I want to say first that the action 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in taking 
an ne per squib about some local and unfortunate 
if not ted affair in Florida and bringing it into this discus- 
sion as a dignifid argument or as worthy of consideration is re- 

toa kind of unsenatorial method that puts him on a plane 

can not with good e criticise the methods of any 

other Senator which may not meet his fastidious taste. Sup- 
- I should rise here every morning after there had been a fight 

a Republican town, or in any kind of ublican caucus, meet- 

or , where the distribution o ublican patronage 

or campaign funds was the trouble, and should call 
to it as a forcible argument on the floor of the Senate 
against that party, I should not think that I was doing myself = 


cause any credit. I should think thatit was not dignified. 
shoal think it was on 


President, aside from that, I wish now to sa a word with 


reference to the paragraph i , the Caucasian, 
| ee Meunbor trom New Eampehire referred. 





| candidly; I do it as a right and asa duty. 


Mr. President, I do not go behind the backs of Senators here to 
express myself. I say what I think, and in as mild and courteous 
language as I think the occasion demands or justifies or wifl per- 
mit, and say it on the floor of the Senate. I do it boldly; I do it 
I do not think I have 
ever taken occasion to attack any man in my paper with language 
which I would not use on the floor of the Senate. The Senator 
did not mean to intimate that, I hope, by his reference to my paper, 
but what he did say by implication makes it necessary for me to 
make this statement, since he left that impresssion upon the minds 
of Senators possibly- 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator if he is willing to 
read upon the floor of the Senate the language that was used in 
the Senator’s paper about Senator HILL and Senator SHERMAN and 
put it in the Recorp? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will say—and that is what I rose to say—that 
the language used, of which the Senator complains, is language 
which I would not myself have used on the floor of the Senate or 
in the newspaper, and I regret, I say frankly, that it was used. 
But it is not in an editorial; it is not in the Washington com- 
munications; it is in what is called in this paper, and known 
among its readers, as an abstract of Congressional proceedings, 
which is made sometimes by one man on the paper and sometimes 
by another, and the man who does it has often taken occasion to 
make comments. He quotes from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
each week and takes what he considers to be the salient points, 
and he has often commented upon the parts heclips. I, of course, 
never read these extracts of Conzressional proceedings, nor has 
my attention ever been called before to any comments interspersing 
these clippings from the REecorpD of which I or anyone else could 
complain. Therefore I have never given any attention to this 
department of the paper, and have had no occasion to give any 
instructions with reference to it. I have just now read the para- 
graph referred to for the first time, and wish to say here and now 
that I do not approve of the language used with reference to the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from New York, however 
much I — their policies and methods, and shall take occasion 
to say so by next mail to the resident manager of the paper. 

One word further, Mr. President. I do not think the Senator 
from New Hampshire was fair in taking an isolated statement, 
made in my speech a few days ago, without the connection, and 
attempting to misrepresent it—I[ will not say attempting, but 
that was the result—by connecting it with that newspaper clip- 
ping. The Senator well knows, and every Senator here knows, 
that the connection in which I used that statement was this: I 
called attention to the record on the pages of history, to the em- 
pires which have fallen and to what caused them to fall; the dan- 
gers to the body politic are now threatened, and history shows 
what the result has been when certain conditions existed and 

sroceeded unchecked to their logical and direful conclusion, 

hen I called attention to the fact that those evils existed here, 
and that if they are not checked by legislative means or at the 
ballot box—that if we can learn anything from history, if we can 
learn anything from experience, the same thing will happen here 
that has happened there, and it was then that I said that I hoped 
and prayed that such a result would never come here, but that 
these evils would be remedied by peaceful and legal means. 

I submit that that was a patriotic utterance, and it is one that 
I am not ashamed of; it is one that Iam proud of, and from the 
bottom of my soul am sorry for the man who can not and does 
not entertain the same sentiments. 

Charles 1 lost his head, and the cause, as well as the result,is a 
historical fact that is not wholly inappropriate to consider at this 
time; but if he could have issued bonds ad libitum without the 
authority or protest of the English Parliament and the English 
people, he would not have been disturbed about ship money and 
might have saved his head at the expense of English liberty. 
Engiand has already passed the danger point that we stand on 
now. Nocrowned head of England can borrow money without 
limit. It must be done with the permission of the legislative 
branch of the Government and for a specific purpose. This is no 
threat; but it is the cold facts of history and a solemn warning for 
us at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, last week one of the news- 
papers in this city in publishing the platforms of the various State 
conventions published the following with regard to the convention 
in South Dakota: 

Previous tochoosing delegates a resolution was adopted requiring all nomf- 
nees to goupon the floor and declare for McKinley and = und money, and not 
only to vote, but to work to accognplish this end. 

As Lam one of the delegates to the St. Lonis convention from 
my State, I concluded to challenge this statement, not because it 
appeared in the newspaper press, for it has gone the rounds of the 
newspapers for the past month, but because there was placed in 
the Recorp on the 6th of last month an editorial from a South 
Dakota newspaper reiterating this statement with many adjec- 
tives. I therefore have decided to state the facts to the Senate 
with regard to the matter. 








; 


i; 
E | 
- 
+ 

= 
t 
3 





ORLY i HE: 


5996 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 2, 





The assertion is that having for years on all pro occasions, 
as a member of this body, voted for the free and unlimited coinage 
of sil@er at the ratio of 16 to 1, for the purpose of procuring a seat 
in the St. Louis convention I abandoned my position upon that 
subject and was willing to announce that I was ready to go to St. 
Louis and work for McKinley and sound money. I do not care to 
g0 into a definition of ‘‘sound money,” but I simply wish to say 
to my fellow-Senators here that the statement that any delegate 
was required in the South Dakota convention to pledge his sup- 

rt to the gold standard or to any sort of financial plank or plat- 

orm whatever is absolutely and unqualifiedly false and without 
any possible foundation for it whatever and made by designing 
persons for a purpose. 

The convention in South Dakota on the 25th of March was a 
Republican convention. The chairmen, both temporary and per- 
manent, were elected by acclamation; the platform was adopted 
by acclamation, and the chairman of the committee on resolutions 
was an ardent advocate of the free coinage of silver. The plat- 
form simply said that inasmuch as the Republicans of South 
Dakota were divided upon the financial question we would refer 
that subject to the St. Louis convention. There was no test of 
strength—no division—on the subject whatever. I was elected a 
delegate by acclamation, and so were the other delegates elected 
by acclamation; and there was no controversy, no issue, and no 
test vote whatever taken upon this or any other question. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is no more than fair and 
ms to myself that I should have read at the Secretary’s desk a 
etter which I wrote and which was published in February, 1894. 
I at that time was a candidate for reelection to the Senate of the 
United States. The people of my State had never taken a test 
vote on the question of the free coinage of silver, but it was well 
known that I had always voted and acted with those who advo- 
cated the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
Some of the newspapers which advocated the gold standard in my 
State attacked me, and I wrote the editor of one of these papers 
the letter which I will ask the Secretary to read, as it gives briefly, 
in a measure, my views at that time and ever since and my views 
at the present time upon the subject of silver. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that there is no position, 
much less the position of delegate to the St. Louis convention, 
however high and honorable the position of delegate may be, in 
the gift of the people of South Dakota or anyone else, that would 
lead me to sacrifice my convictions upon this subject. This letter 
will disclose that I took that position in the face of a campaign 
for reelection to this ear 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FROM SENATOR PETTIGREW. 
Senator PerriGREw thinks the attitude of the Blade is entirely wrong on 


our are interested, on 
other, and as his words will be read just now with 
all of the letter which treats of that 
e pu It reads as follows: 


a of have given 
this question care and thought, and w e Iam in favor of an honest dollar. 
ever conceived 


: gold, h the 
deemable in silver doliars,and can not be redeemed in anything 
the functions they perform, and the fact that the quantity is not sufficien 
for the needs of business, maintain them at par, al the silver in the 


“The decline in wheat has been r, I think, than that of ve 
other products, for the reason that in addition to the appreciation of gold 
the bounty on the export of wheat resulting to the merchant by the 
decline of silver has stimulated exportation from that count so that 
although the world produces no more wheat now than it did in 183, and has 
not increased its production of wheat since that time, and the number of 
consumers of wheat have increased some 80,000,000, still the ce has kept 
going on down, and the India people who produce no more wheat now than 
hey did then ship their wheat and live on other things. In other words 
for the last twenty years an ounce of silver would buy a bushel of wheat in 
India and lay it down iu , and that is true of the situation to-day 
However, I am not going to discuss the silver question with you. F 
“T could not change my position on the silver question if ? knew it would 
result in my defeat. I have refrained from mak ae speech upon this sub- 
ect because I know the blican party of the te of South Dakota are 
vided with ae toit Ido not care to make it atest of Republicanism 
or injure Republican success, but if attacked I shall try to meet this issuo 
before the people. I am ready to defend my position anywhere and every- 


where.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think in justice to myself it should be 
known how this report came to be put into circulation and how 
the editorial came to be written which was placed in the Recon», 
The editorial which was placed in the Recorp on the 6th of last 
month is from a Democratic newspaper, published in the town 
where I reside, and the editorial was written by J. Tomlinson, jr. 
Tomlinson has devoted a great deal of his time to me during tho 
last three or four years, and has published a many editorials 


of a personal andabusive nature, It was well known that his preju- 
dice against and his dislike of myself is very bitter, and 
it seems to deprive of the ability or capacity, if he ever 
possesses i eo truth. He edits a Democratic newspa- 
per, and is known to be a Republican, and therefore he is a Deiio- 
crat only for revenue. Under his management and as editor of 
the leading Democratic newspaper of the State the Democratic 


party has nearly yoy arg ee not ane elected a single Demo- 
cratic a of the last legislature and having but $000 votes 
out of 80,000. 

I do not care to say anything further with regard to Mr. Tom- 
linson, but I propose to put in the Recorp that which others have 
said with ones to this editorial. 

I will say further that the Sioux Falls Press, the leading Re- 
publican ae in the State, offered $10 apiece for every creil- 
ible person who would corroborate the statement of the Argus- 
Leader, or the editorial which has been placed in the Recorp. 
No witness has ever been produced, and the reward has never 
been claimed, and no , with or without character, has been 
found to sustain the fables, fictions, and falsehoods of this pre- 
tended Democratic editor. 

The Sioux Falls Press, after the editorial appeared which has 
been put into the Recorp, interviewed several prominent people 
in regard to the truth or falsity of the facts therein stated, among 
them Judge C. 8. Palmer, who was for years a circuit judge in 
South Dakota, and who is one of the t lawyers of the 
city. J send the interview of Judge Palmer to the desk and ask 
the Secretary to read it, and also a statement by Mr. Ravndahl, 
the editor of the leading Scandinavian newspaper of my State on 
the same sub, 

? The Chair 


interviews, in addition to those of yesterday, 


seis Goats é from this city who were in attendance 
at ee aerene ee and nonsensical reports sent out by Tomlin- 
son and Cavalier: 


Judge Palmer: “ Yes; I have read the , of the convention yes- 
torturand their published of a Seiiis tie keees Lester's 
attitude the same now as the convention. Two distinct purposes 

ay : 
” eens w Senator PerriGREw growing out of the Postmaster 
Soeew ciate ef Sanas and, if possible, disrupt the Republican 


ot one nor both of these purposes, I think, warrants the strange concl:- 
sions published in the Argus-Leader of yesterday. To say ‘that Senator Prr- 
TIGREW Was compelled to get upon the floor and himself to not only 
vote but work for the adop’ of a sound money (or ) at St. Louis 
so unfair as to be absolutely untrue and 

over the whole report. Itisa 


of 
to hether calls the Hurona 
tanh eters heme wa 


“ 


oe 


dollar is only worth about 50 cents. An honest dollar is a dollar which re- | GREW had bitter political enemiesat Huron Democrats 

quires no mice of human sacrifice and effort and toil to earn when the debt | and lobbyists is true; but in 7 en Was never 4 mo- 

sae when the = contracted. A gold —— rf pone — a oo on could sets 

honest, reason commands each year more nt delegate Louis. railroad > whic 

labor than it did the year before. - oe Oo Se en ied ts eee eee We do Ge well 
“Tn 1878, when silver was demonetized by this country and several nations 


of Europe, it took $1.06 to buy the same ameunt of vegetable food product 


thet can pe rermenes for 75 cents now; animal food, meats, etc., it took $1.09 
to buy w can be 


pu for 81 cents now in gold; sugar, coffee, an 
tea, it took $1.06 to buy what can be pu for 71 cents now; all mine’ 
hg ce it took a<é to buy what can be purchased for 76 cents now; all tex- 
© fabrics, it $1.08 to ay woes oun be Sencar cents now, and this 
decline has been steady and practically constant from year ay from that 
time to this. In other wo a man who owned a farm in 1873 and mort- 
gaged it for $1,000 will have to produce one-third more of all the things which 
= upon his farm to pay the debt than he would have had to produce at 
time; ia fact, the ratio would be greater than this. It would take near 
one-half as much more, and the same would be true of the yearly in 
Take, for the item of wheat alone. To-day wheat is worth 
cents in it was worth $1.42. 


hire nies mn a eng ee 


The conservative upon both sides were in the saddle at 
Concessions sande epee’ both shen with's view to Re ublican 
and no concessions were exacted or made upon either side which 
were not readily assented to for reasons stated. Polesbebalice te this one, 


tions came near at one time to reporting a similar to this one, 
which declared for the use of both metals as well as the paper dollar; but 


believing that this might provoke ly they 

finally decided to x relegate the whole to the St. eae eeation 

se he mera, ie ie ee emisdanis sget 
conven ; 

a thing would be done. The of the convention were dignit 


inner ont tae ati 











every matter of importance before it. Noone was humbled. Senator Perrt- 
GREW made a meene manly statement of his position and received the nomi- 
nation as Lag at the hands of conservative Republicans and against the 
desire of & which was composed largely of men who had been defeated 
by their own people athome. It was a PeTricrew victory and so conceded 
by all but a few o the opposition. The Senator had toenlarge the band wagon 

hold the people who had fought him and whostruggled to get 
on. That report was gross.’ 


Mr. PETTIGREW. [I also desire to have the Secretary read an 
interview with C. A. Jewett, who is the largest wholesale mer- 
chant in my State, doing a business of $2,000,000 a year, and an 
interview with C. P. Bates, who is the city attorney of the city 
in which I reside, upon the same subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


©. A. Jewett: “I told Mr. Tomlinson last night that I never saw such an 
exhibition of nerve and cou as the speech of Senator PerriGgREW when 
talking to the convention just before his election. So far as I could discover, 
and my thought the convention was a perfect success for Senator PEt- 
TIGREW. I talked witha t many on that subject, both to delegates and 
those who were not delegates, and [ frankly say that I failed to find in a sin- 
gie instance any other view taken of the matter. I think the enemy was 
routed upon every issue and at every turn. In my judgment, Senator Per- 
TIGREW came away from that convention with more true friends than he ever 
- ed before in State.” 
: P. Bates: “ The anne statement is entirely misleading and full 
false assumptions and misrepresentations. So far as I know, the result of 
the convention is exactly what the Minnehaha delegates worked for from the 
time they left Sioux F There was not a man in the Minnehaha Golege 
tion who worked instructions as to the candidate trom the time he 
left this city. the campaign in Minnehaha County the railroad lobby 
worked against Senator PerTicRew. At Huron the same lobby fought the 
tion one euing to the St. Louis convention, and the result in both 
was the same. © delegation from Minnehaha County was unani- 
mous in insisting that he must go to St. Louis, whether such was his personal 
Senator PeTriGRew's desires as to resolutions were ultimately 
by the committee upon resolutions and ratified by the conven- 
left him standing squarely upon the same platform upon which 
has consistently stood for four years. He was not placed in a false posi- 


as the money question at all. The convention, by a unanimous 
vote, it to the jud t of the St. Louis convention, and this was the 
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position taken by his friends. The victory was complete, certain, and deci- 
sive. It struck lobbyists their second crushing blow.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I also desire to have the Secretary read an 
interview with H. H. Keith on the same matter. He is a prom- 


inent la in the city where I reside. 
The ING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. The Chair hears none. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Hi. H. Keith: “I have read the Argus-Leader’s report of the convention, 
and also its labored attempt in last night's issue to prove the correctness of 
its It Argus-Leader was conscious of having made a correct and 

report, it ought not to have been necessary for it to take so much 

trouble to proveits assertions true. The purported telegrams from the dele 
tes come far short of sustaining the allegations of the Argus- 

. Tomy mind they are a complete refutation of its version of the con- 

GREW and his friends accomplished everything they 
we in the convention. They = oy go to the scnvenes = = par. 
pose Peo Sayons, o take an active part in shaping the 
nor o, convention for the of the Republican party of the State. 
PrrricRrew’s friends insisted that he should go as a delegate to the 
national convention. They made no opposition to instructions for McKinley; 
in oo enthusiastic for him as any delegates in the convention. 

“Senator REW and his friends were opposed to having the convention 
declare for oon or silver platform, but thought it wise to leave the finan- 
cial question to be settled by the national convention. Senator PerrigREw 
addressed the committee on resoluti as did other members of our dele- 
and the resolution adopted by the committee was entirely satisfac- 
friends, and they so expressed themselves to the 
k for them 
instructions in them in reference to the 
delegate to the national convention, with the ex- 

work in perfect harmony with Senator Petrt- 
I speak adv y on this question. It 
to refute a Democratic version of a Republican con- 
sent to Repu new rsinstigated by a Dem- 
ocrat. All I care to say further is, we got eve g we asked for, and the 

adjourned with the best of feeling on the part of the delegates.” 


Mr. PETTIGREW. There are a great many other interviews 
in thesame line, and it is unnecessary to place them in the Recorp. 
The to which these interviews refer was written, as I 
said before, by J. Tomlinson, jr., editor of the Sioux Falls Argus. 

secured an appointment as a representative of the press asso- 
ciations, and attended the convention in my State, apparently for 
the of sending out these false reports, and he is the author 
of telegrams which were published by the Associated Press. 
He is the writer and instigator of the entire story, untrue in every 
particular from the beginning. 

I do not care to say anything about Mr. Tomlinson except that 

reputation for truth and veracity in the community where he 
resides is bad, and I do not believe he could sustain it in a court 
oflaw. He is unworthy of the notice I have given him, unworthy 
of my anger or contempt, and I feel that I owe my fellow-Sena- 
cae eiapoloay for ha’ directed your attention to him even for 
one 


moment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, at this hour I do not intend to 
enter into a general discussion of the silver question. The bill be- 
fore the Senate is not connected with that question at all, or at 
least not necessarily. The question before the Senate is whether 
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the American Congress will abdicate its power to determine when, 
how, and under what conditions the Government shall borrow 
money. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has as- 
sumed that the Republicans of this body are in favor of putting 
that power in the hands of the Executive and leaving it there. I 
deny the right of the Senator from New Hampshire to speak for 
the Republicans of this country. It will be enough for him to 
speak for the Republicans of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask whether the Senator from Colo- 
rado undertakes to speak for the Republicans of the country? 

Mr. TELLER. ‘ I am going to speak for myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will accept the rebuke of the Senator and 
shall not undertake to speak except for the Republicans of New 
Hampshire, and I hope the Senator from Colorado will not under- 
take to speak except for the Republicans of Colorado, and then we 
are even. 

Mr. TELLER. The Republicans of the country at the last elec- 
tion expressed themselves on the question of the increase of the 

yublic debt in time of peace. In one State represented in the other 

ouse 19 conventions that nominated members declared against 
the issue of bonds. I believe there were 19 members from that 
State who voted in favor of a bond issue. In my judgment the 
American people are not in favor of increasing the public debt in 
time of peace, and in my opinion the people who dissent from 
propositions to issue bonds are quite as honest and quite as tena- 
cious of the public credit and the public honor as any gentleman 
anywhere who cries out for the lodgment of the most important 
function of government in the hands of the Executive, unre- 
strained and unhindered. 

During the whole debate that has taken place in this Chamber 
over the pending bill the opponents of the bill have taken the posi- 
tion simply, and will admit no alternative, that the representa- 
tives of the States and the representatives of the people are not 
to be trusted to maintain the credit of the American Government, 
I dissent from that view. My education has been of a different 
character. I believe that the American people can be trusted at 
all times to maintain the honor and the integrity and the credit of 
the nation, and when the representatives of the States in this Cham- 
ber and the representatives of the people in the other can not be 
trusted to do that there might as well be an abandonment of this 
Government of ours and the pretense that it rests upon the consent 
of the governed. 

It is to me a most astonishing spectacle that the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has spent almost a lifetime in the public 
service, and who has been honorably mentioned in connection with 
great offices in addition to those which he has held, should in sub- 
stanve address the Senate and appeal to the Senate not to pass the 
bill, because if we do Congress, when called upon in an emergency, 
will not respond in a way to maintain the public credit. Then 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] follows in the 
same strain and congratulates himself and the country that at 
least three-fourths of the representatives in this body of the party 
to which he belongs insist that the legislative department is in- 
competent and untrustworthy to deal with this subject. 

It is not at all a question of free coinage, nor is it a question 
whether the public will recognize as valid and legal the bonds 
which have been issued within the last two years. Ido not myself 
intend to enter into any discussion as to the validity of the bond 
issues. It may be a controverted question. There is one thing I 
know, and that is that the American people intend. without re- 
spect to their belief upon the question of silver or gold, that every 
bond which shall be issued by the Government of the United 
States under the current pretense of law shall be paid according 
to the letter and the spirit of the bond. It is because there is a 
claim—and a claim, too, that may be made, I think, with great 
force—that the bonds when issued are obligations upon us which 
we are bound to pay that we desire to put upon the statute book 
a law which will determine when and how and where and under 
what conditions the Government of the United States shall incur 
indebtedness and increase its debt in time of peace. 

I am willing myself totrust the American people. I have never 
seen an hour since I have been in this body when there has not 
been a majority of it ready and willing to incur any and all in- 
debtedness that was necessary and requisite to the maintenance 
of the public credit, and the discharge properly of the public obli- 
gations. It is a part of the stock in trade of the people who are 
arrogating to themselves now, first, superior financial knowledge, 
and then superior financial integrity, to charge that everybody 
who does not agree with them is dishonest. We have heard it in 
this Chamber, we have heard it in the other, and we have heardit 
through the press; and yet those of us who here contend for what 
we claim is a decent system of finance have upon all occasions 
been found as active, as earnest, and as intelligent in maintaining 
the public credit and the public honor as these self-satisfied Phari- 
sees who claim that they alone possess the honesty and the ability 
to deal with this question. 
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The question is not one that requires a great deal of examina- 
tion or discussion, and at this hour I do not intend to go into any 
yeneral argument in relation to it. The authority for the issue of 
mds, if found at all, must be found under the act of 1875, in my 


judgment. If this act does convey to the President of the United 
Statesthe full authority which it is asserted it does, and which I 
am not now denying—if it was intended to lodge that power with 
the Executive, it was under circumstances absolutely dissimilar 
to those now presented to us that the »ower was lodged with the 
President. e Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN] himself, who 
has spoken of his connection with the act of 1875, could not have 
contemplated at any time that such a condition of affairs would 
exist as prevails now. When it was determined by the American 
people through their representatives that the Government would 
redeem the greenbacks in coin, it was not anticipated that the 
greenback would be used as an agency for the accumulation of 
money for export, whether it might be gold or silver. It was sup- 

that in the course of business affairs occasionally a man 

olding a greenback or a paper note would want gold or silver, 
the money of the world, and the Government undertook, as every 
just government should, to provide for a proper exchange for the 
peer money of the money recognized as the world’s money, which 

repeat was gold and silver, and in that day a decided preference 
for silver.over gold existed. 
The act took effect four years after its passage. I was not con- 
nected with this body when the act was passed. I was a member 
when it went into operation, as I had been for some time previ- 
ous. We had provided in that act for what we thought would 
be the ordinary demands of business and trade. We had left it 
with the executive department to determine how much should 
be accumulated. There had been nothing said about the amount, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury fixed the sum in the neigh- 
borhood of $100,000,000. I will say that there was a good deal 
of controversy in the public press and some in this Chamber and 
some in the other y as to whether $90,000,000 or thereabouts 
was enough. It was asserted by some that the people would 
make a rush for the gold and that it would be all at once taken 
out. In the first year there was $11,000,000 of greenbacks pre- 
sented to the Treasury for redemption or exchange. and in the 
succeeding eleven years and six months there was $28,000,000 in 
round numbers and a few odd hundred thousand dollars ex- 
changed. It is apparent from this fact that this exchange of green- 
backs for gold was a legitimate transaction, not for export but for 
use, Occasionally a man might have desired gold to lay away; 
occasionally he might have obligations that required him to pro- 
duce gold to pay his debts; andin the eleven years and six months 
$28,000,000 alone was exchanged. That brings us up to 1890, 
and in the succeeding two years there was $15,000,000 more. 
There was in thirteen years and six months $43,000,000 of green- 
backs exchanged for gold. We had maintained up to that time 
from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 of gold in the Treasury to make 
sure that the men who wanted the gold could get it. 
Since 1892, when the $43,000,000 had been exchanged, how much 
old has been exchanged from the Treasury for greenbacks? 
rom July 1, 1892, to December, 1895—and I have not followed it 
beyond that, because I have taken the ror report for it— 
we had exchanged $360,266,000 in gold for either backs or 
Treasury notes. During that time we had expo $305,000 ,000, 
creas about $55,000,000 that was withdrawn from the a | 
that did not go abroad. What became of that I do not know. 
sees cand some of it has been lodged in safe deposits, some of it 

as been made probably a ee deposit in banks, largely grow- 
ing out of the fact that the ury tment and the Govern- 
ment itself as an entity has been engaged during the last three 
years in declaring to the public that there were grave doubts 
whether the Government had either the honesty or the ability to 
continue this s . 

It would be interesting to go into the reason why $305,000,000 
havo been withdrawn from the Treasury and exported. There is 
no time to-night. The gold nas will tell us and do tell us that 
it has arisen from the fact that the silver question was especially 
alive and ially being discussed. In 1876 the silver question 
was here. 1876 I first came into this Chamber, and amongst 
the first things that I heard discussed during the following winter 
was the silver question. In 1877 and 1878 it was as live a question 
as it has ever been in this body and in the other, and the public 
= discussing it everywhere. It has been a live question ever 

nee, 

In 1898 we changed Administrations. For myself I did not be- 
lieve then, and I am free to say now, that I doubt whether it was 
wise that we made the change. It is asserted by those who rep- 
resent the views that I do, in at least, that the whole disar- 
rangement of our finances and the withdrawal of gold from the 
Treasury, running from comparatively nothing to the rate of $100,- 
000,000 a year, has grown entirely out of the discredit thrown 
upon the Government by a change of Administration. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there never was a greater mistake than those make who be- 
lieve that to be the case. The same condition, in my judgment, 
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would exist rage 6 if Mr. Harrison had been reelected. I will ada 
that a change of Administration must, in some degree, distur}, 
and disorder business; and if Mr. McKinley, with all the promise. 
that he and his friends are making, shall be inaugurated on Marc}, 
4, 1897, there will be some disturbance then growing out of a 
change of Administration. 

The other day, in looking over the financial reports of the cit) 
of New York issued by the great financial papers, I found th. 
there had been a disturbance in the money market, and then | 
found the statement made by leading financiers that that ha. 
been largely the result of the almost certainty that McKin)oy 
—_ going to ~ nominated te por ee of A a Repub- 
ican party. is easy enou get up a fright and to distur} 
business. But the three hundred and odd million dollars that 
have gone out of this country, to which I have called attention, 
have not gone out of the country because of any fright; it was 
not because they were afraid of the party that is in power, nor 
is it because they are afraid of the party that is coming into 
power. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 


question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator saysthatthe financial journals spoke 
of some fright existing in consequence of the prospect of Mr. Mc- 
Kinley becoming President, Does the Senator mean to be under- 
stood that the bondholders are becoming htened because Mr. 
McKinley, if President, would favor bimetallism, the restoration 


of silver, or anything of that kind? 
Mr. TELLER. Tote not oo there is anything in the state- 


— that the public were frightened because of Mr. McKinley's 
candidacy. It was only a statement that the financial papers 
made to excuse the ered condition of the finances of the 
country. It would be very interesting if I could bring here and 
read to the Senate—I follow them some closeness myself— 
the monthly and daily circulars that are issued. To-day one 
cause is given as the reason why p ty hasnot come. Some- 
times it is a storm in the West; som es ds eee that some 
one has made on the silver question; and es it is some- 
thing else. Childish and foolish and weak are the excuses which 
have been made for two years now by those who promise the 
country Pate ore and I mean to say that the statement in re- 
gard to Mr. McKinley was but an excuse. 

Mr. President, I do not think that the gold people need to have 
any fears of Mr. McKinley. I do not k that they have any 
fears of him, either. When you see the declaration that is made 
by his friends and when Phe study his record I do not think there 
ae any distrust on their part as to his attitude on the money 
question. 

I did not mean that as an indication that it was a truthful state- 
ment, but simply to show that all the difficulties which exist must 
be attributed to something. Probably no one had made a silver 
speech within a few days, and they could not attribute it to that, 
and so they said: “Well, it is the looming up of the McKinley 
candidacy which has now disturbed the finances of the country.” 

Mr. President, if our finances are in such a deplorable condition 
as to show that there is something wrong about the system. that 
is not the cause. Weare a debtor nation. We have by our sys- 
tem of finance d the price of our mcts out of which 
we are compelled to pay our debts Their value is one- 
half what it was a few years ago. me: a — cent of all our 
exports are the ucts of farms and e double them in 
quantity, and when we have doubled them in quantity we find we 
have halved them in value. 

If since 1873 the ucts that we have sent to Europe had 
brought the gold p of 1873 the American people would not 
owe a dollar to Europe. That statement was made in one of the 
financial papers of London last summer, and it is undoubtedly 
true. The exports of gold are legitimate and proper, because we 
are in debt and because we have not products enough that we 
can send abroad to meet the demands that are made upon us. The 


conditions have changed since 1875. If we ht then that we 
could afford to sell bonds and on hand to exchange for 
greenbacks whenever any citizen , we must 


see that to-day the conditions are so different that it is not justi- 
fiable that we should continue the same . Wemust either 


now adopt some other system or we must undoubtedly continue 
to sell bonds. ¥ 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. Or go into bankruptcy. 

Mr. TELLER, vag an baticreptey , as . Mr. Pres- 
t that we shall go into ptey. Cer- 

to this country by the 


abroad. 
of bonds and we borrowed 


cet tes hance ought to know 

sold on the second issue 
were in New York. Whenever the price rises a little above what 
was. for them here they come to this country, and that proc 
ess be continued to the end of time. 








1896. 


Mr. President, we shall have to adopt some other system. The 


President of the United States hasasystem. He says that to retire | 


the greenbacks and relieve the Treasury will do it; that if we re- 
tire the greenbacks and the Treasury notes the Treasury will no 
longer have raids made on it by the exporters of gold. The great 
American sentiment is against that policy. That is a contraction 
of currency of more than one-third of all we have in circulation. 
That is impossible, Mr. President. It is impossible unless we de- 
vise some method of putting in its place other money. [ do not 
know how we can do it except ae eee into use the gold and 
silver that we have in such abundance. 

Mr. President, we are producing to-day, I think I may say with- 
out question, as much gold as any other nation in the world, and 
more silver. We could, by a wise system of legislation, make 
e ounce of gold that comes out of our mines, and every ounce 
of silver, equal urchasing power at a ratio we may establish. 
The Senator from Iowa in front of me [Mr. ALLISON] says he does 
not think we can. He does not think that we can open our mints 
now. The Senator from Iowa did not think ‘in 1878, when the 
House sent us a free-coinage bill, that we could open our mints, 
when silver was only 7 or 8 per cent below par, when the diver- 

ce between the bullion in the silver dollar and the bullion in 

e gold dollar was less, as I recollect, than 8 per cent. The Sena- 
tor said then, ‘‘ You can not do it,” and the American Senate fol- 
lowed his lead, and there never has been a legislative act, in my 

udgment, by any nation on the face of the earth that has been 
aught with more evil as that act. Had we accepted the bill as 
it came to us from the House we would have mae the fall of 
silver, and silver would have retained its place as the money metal 
of commerce, as the favorite money metal of the world. 

The Senator, as much as I cherish and respect him, can not ask 
me, in view of what I regard as one of the greatest legislative 
blunders of the present or any other, to follow him upon his 
mere that in his judgment it can not be done. The 
history of the world is against him. The logic of the position is 
against him. The philosophy is ee him. We can go to free 
coinage and main sry) awe of the two metals, as Mr. Gibbs 
said, when asked by the English commission. It was said, ‘‘Can 
Great Britain handle this question alone and maintain the parity 
of the two metals?” He replied, ‘‘ Any great nation can do it.” 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] yesterday gave us his 
opinion. I respect the Senator from Illinois for things he has 
studied and knows. He said: ‘I do not believe you can maintain 
the . I do not believe the divergence between silver and 

is the result of a. but, on the contrary, it is over- 
Pye prong The English commission, composed of 12 men, and 
t will not be invidious if I say that every one of them was the 
peer of any man here on this subject, declared with a universal 
voice that the depreciation of silver was not overproduction, but 
it was the disuse of it by legislative enactment, and that alone. 

The $200,000,000 that is now put out upon the world, according 
to the statement of the Senator from Illinois, is less in proportion 
to the demands of commerce and trade that the world is now de- 
manding than the gold that was put out by California, Australia, 
ral mines. It is one of the laws of commerce and trade 


reater demand for it, and there has never been an hour in the 
ry of the world when the silver and gold reached up to the 

ds of commerce and trade. It has not done so yet. It will 
not doit. If it doubles in amount use will be found for it in the 
stimulated activities. Ah, Mr. President, had we not better try 
it? Can we not it? Is the condition of the people of this 
country so good, is it so desirable and so satisfactory that we can 
not afford to take any chances or try any experiments? 

Mr. PALMER. y L ask the Senator from Colorado a single 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator regard it as an experiment? 
Mr. TELLER. I do not. 
Mr. PALMER. The Senator spoke of trying the experiment. 
Mr. TELLER. But I say if it is an e iment we had better 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] this morning, 

now in his seat, repeated the objections to free 
has urged here for the last twenty years in m 
us of the great French economist, Mr. Cernuchi, 
e honor of inviting to his table—and it was an 
egret thinker and a great political economist— 

when here that we could not afford, as a na- 

it” alone. It is true, Mr. President, that he did so 
time. But years afterwards and years ago in the 
manner possible he declared that the American 
enough and strong enough, and if they would 
this question they could dle it alone. The 
from Vermont forgot to tell us that. It is only a half 


ject. 
Mr. President, any man who gets 
insults the intelligence of the Sen- 
of the American people. There 
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| is not a 50-cent dollar anywhere on the face of God’s earth to-day. 

There is no depreciation ina silver dollar anywhere compared 
with commodities. Take Mexico. Take the Mexican silver dol- 
lar that exchanges here at the rate of 54 cents for your gold. Isit 
a 50-cent dollar in Mexico? Takethe Japanese yen. Isita50-cent 
yen in Japan? Notatall. Everybody knows better. The Mexi- 
can dollar in every market where it is treated as money, and that 
is on more than one-half of the face of the earth, and that, too, 
in the hands of three-fourths of the people of the globe— 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin? 

Mr. TELLER. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Three-fourths of the people of the globe are 
using it, and not as a 50-cent dollar, but asa 100-cent dollar. It 
will buy in Japan, it will buy in China, it will buy in India, it 
will buy in the Straits Settlements, it will buy in Mexico, and it 
will buy here as much of human products as it would ever buy. 
Yet the Senator from Illinois spent the most of his time in talking 
about the dishonesty of the 50-cent dollar, He never saw a50-cent 
dollar, 

Mr. President, if you will go to Mexico to-day you will find the 
Mexican dollar will purchase as much property there as it would 
thirty years ago; if you go to Japan you will find that the Jap- 
anese yen, equivalent to the Mexican dollar in the amount of sil- 
ver it contains, will purchase as many commodities as it would 
ever purchase. It is in this country when measured with gold, 
and gold alone, that you can say that the depreciation exists. 
You have a 200-cent dollar. That is what is the difficulty here. 
You have a dollar when measured by commodities which meas- 
ures more than twice what it measured when I came into this 
body, more than twice what it measured when we passed the 
Bland-Allison Act. It measures 21 per cent more of farm products 
than it did when you repealed the Sherman law. That is the 
trouble with this country, and that is the trouble with your dollar. 

I do not intend to detain the Senate at this time with a discus- 
sion of this question. I am moved to say these things because | 
regard the statements which have been made on this floor by those 
who are contending that we are too weak to have a financial sys- 
tem of our own as lacking in patriotism and, I will say, not mean- 
ing to be offensive, as an insult to my intelligence, as it is to that of 
every other thoughtful man. Weare big enough and rich enough 
and strong enough to have a financial system of our own; and I 
myself do not believe there would be any experiment or any loss. 
But if there were, what becomes of the patriotism of the country, 
and what becomes of your confidence in the people, who are sup- 
posed to be the fountain of all power and authority, if you dare not 
trust them, if you dare not let the American people have their 
say upon this question—not only upon the question whether the 
bonds shall he sold, but also upon the question whether we shall 
make use of silver as our fathers made use of it, and as it is being 
made use of in a great portion of the earth; in fact, the greater 
portion of it to-day as primary money? 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should read 
a paragraph from a newspaper and ask a question for information 
from the Senator from Colorado? Because I think he can explain 
it, and Iam sureI can not. What I wish to read is in reference 
to the Mexican dollar, of which the Senator has just spoken. The 
quotation is as follows: 

To the Editor: 

Isaw in the Record recently a letter from W. W. containing some finan- 
cial queries, the first being in regard to what part of Mexico one can get two 
Mexican dollars for one American dollar. In any large city near the Mexican 
border or in Mexico money can be changed, but not quite two dollars for one. 
If both coins contained an equal amount of silver the ratio would be 2 to 1, but 
the Mexican dollar contains the most silver; one United States dollar being 
worth $1.88 in Mexican money. 

At Monterey, Nuevo Leon, Mexico, I cashed a $50 Chicago draft, receiving 
$94 Mexican money; at Durango, Mexico, I was paid at the Wells-Fargo Ex 

ress office, for $100 wired from Chicago, 188 Mexican silver dollars (no light 
oad in that warm climate). 

What I desire to inquire, in perfect good faith, is (because I do 
not understand the reason for it), if the Mexican dollar has as 
much silver in it as the American dollar, or more, how it happens 
that we can get almost two Mexican dollars for one American 
dollar? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator ought not to have any great diffi- 
culty in that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. TELLER. One can go to Japan and do the same thing 
with the Japanese yen. The reason simply is that we are on the 
gold basis, and everything in the world which is measured with 
gold is worth practically but half what it was a few years ago. 
in other words, where the gold standard prevails there has been 
a shrinking and shriveling of values. You can go to Great Brit- 
ain to-day, which is on the gold standard, and you Can buy land 
in that country for one-fifth of what you would have had to pay 
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for it thirty years ago. You can go to the rich State of Illinois, 
which the Senator represents, and within 125 miles of the city of 
Chicago you can buy the best land that the sun ever shone upon 
for 40 per cent less than it could have been bought for twenty years 
ago. You may go to the State of Ohio, in the neighborh of the 
great city of Cincinnati—I am not speaking now at random—and 
you will find that you can buy land there now for half what you 
could have bought it for less than twenty years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. In one moment I will yield to the Senator. 

Take Illinois. The city of Chicago has trebled_ her population 
since the time that I have been familiar with the Rock River Val- 
ley, and yet land in the Rock River Valley, or 125 miles from it, 
will not bring as much now as it would have brought eighteen or 
twenty years ago. Why should that be? IDlinois has a good gov- 
ernment; Illinois has a good climate; Illinois has had prosperity, 
and has filled up her great city with thousands and thousands of 
men who are demanc ing the products of farmers; and yet the 
products of farmers are lower now than they were twenty years 
ago, and the farms themselves in any portion of that great State 
will bring but little more than f of what they would have 
brought then. 

Mr. CULLOM, Ionly wanted to say that, while I am not famil- 
iar with the prices of land in all parts of the State, I think in the 
central portion the land is substantially holding its own, and has 
been during recent years. 

Mr, TELLER. “Substantially holding its own,” when you 
have = your population. The price of land ought to 
have doubled. 

Mr. CULLOM. That may be so, but the Senator knows very 
well there are other reasons besides the question whether or not 
we are on a gold basis which have materially affected the prices 
of all things in this Cony land included, 

Mr. TELLER. I deny that there is any particularly powerful 
agency which has depreciated land in this country in the sections 
of which I am speaking. I will admit that the railroads which 
reach aoe and the great prairies did depreciate somewhat the 
value of land in New York; 1 will admit that the competition has 
put down the prices of farm products in New York; but that is 
not true of the great prairie West. In that section they have noth- 
ing beyond them in the way of competition. What 1 said of Illi- 
nois is true of Kansas; it is true of Nebraska; it is true of Minne- 
sota. The only places where the value of land has appreciated are 
in the vicinity of cities and towns where it has a prospective value 
with reference to either being cut up into small farms or that it 
shall be occupied as town lots. 

Mr. President, the Senator wants to know why you can get $2 
down in Mexico for one American dollar. It is because you can 
bring back that American dollar and you can purchase twice as 
much with it now as you could purchase twenty years ago. The 
only exception there is to the ability to purchase twice as much 
is labor. There is an exceptionthere. I will admit that you can 
not ee twice as muchlabor. The labor organizations have 
held up the price of labor; but does not everybody know that that 
can not be continued; that ultimately the price of labor must 
drop with that of the products of labor? 

In every gold country without exception the condition prevails 
which prevails here; that is to say, we are worse off to-day than 
we were formerly. We have grown poorer. I suppose there 
never was an hour in the history of this country when there was 
so much discontent; when there was so much complaint; I may 
say, when there was so much distress. 

he other day I received a letter from one of the t, rich 
States of the West, asking me, as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, to do something with the bankruptcy bill; and the writer, 
whom I do not know, but from the character of his letter I have 
no doubt he is a truthful man, said: 

We need a bankru law; our homes are being taken from us under 
mortgage claims; and when they have taken our all, they leave us in debt. 

That was from a State for which nature has done as much as for 
my State in the Umon, both as to climate and as to soil. 

few days since an intelligent medical man from the State of 
Ne said to me: 

In the neighborhood in which I am ticing my profession there is not, to 
my know e, 5 per cent of the whole farming community that are not in 
absolute distress; not entirely, I will admit, owing to the Snencinl question, 
but largely owing to that. 

Mr. President, there is nobody here, save the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Linpsay], who will rise and assert that the present 
financial condition of the United States is a satisfactory one, 
“Oh, we have held our own,” the Senator from Illinois says; but 
we onght to have done more. They have done more than that in 
Mexico; they have done more than that in Japan; they have done 
more than in China. Progress is the rule in China; progress 
is the rule in Japan; progress is the rule in Mexico and Central 
America, and retrogression, depreciation, and fall in values is the 
rule in this country and in every other gold-standard land. 

gala agi eg lie more, and that in toa 
suggestion made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown}. The 


Senator from Utah, ina very ingenious, but not ingenuous, specc 
undertook to make it appear that I, with others, had been fomed 
coating : nity i Soagnae sil beg teme items Sealine 
@ community in ver if ining 
under the leadership of the distinguished Senator from Vernon, 
Mr. MorriLu] and the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr, 


HERMAN]. He was foll them in their mad zeal to accom. 
lish some for silver. of Utah are a people of 
telligence, that kind of will fool nobody in Utah: jit 


erta will fool nobody in Colorado. If the Senator is proud of 
his silver leaders and wants to train with the senior Senator from 
Ohio and the senior Senator from Vermont, he will hardly estab- 
lish a character in the great Northwest of being zealous for silyer 

So far as I am concerned, I believe the silver question to be the 

aramount question before the American people. I believe, as [ 
lieve that I am alive, that it is the duty of every man here ang 
everywhere else tosettle this question, and to settle it so that there 
shall be a return to the use of both metals on an equality to be 
established by law® Ido not believe that you will ever have pros- 
perity until that is done.’ I do not believe the unfortunate condi- 
tion now existing will be reversed and set aside until you make 
that the paramount question of all questions in legislative life ang 
in legislative fields. . , 

I know that the Senator from Connecticut not long since told 
us a vr as cot of us who had ae we = the financial 
question in fron protective system, eof our States 
would not sustain us in that view. Mr. Provident, the people of 
four of the States whose representatives took action here have been 
heard from. There has been no condemnatory voice from those 
States. The people of the great Northwest understand that this 
is the t question that is being presented for their considera- 
tion. want to say to the Senator from Connecticut that the 
people of my State have been attached to the protective system as 
the people of his State have not been. We have given Repub- 
lican victories and Republican officials when his State, the center 
of manufacturing as it is, has given other votes; are we know 
that the tive system as applied to our section of the country 
has not m of local benefit. We, however, have been protec- 
tionists, as I have said before in this Chamber, because we be- 
lieved that the greatest to the greatest number should be the 
rule, because we that if we t prosperity into Con- 
necticut we should bring prosperity into and Colorado. I 
so believe now; but we must have a of finance not local, 
not applying to one section, but appl to all. 

I am not advocating the use ver as m because it is 
created or dug out of the earth in my State, but use, in my 
judgment, the use of silver will promote the interests of those 
— who are now out against it, and who are telling us, 
as they were a few days since, that the silver question had been 
relegated to the rear, and that more would be heard of it. 

. President, I said here two months ago that the silver ques- 
tion was a lively It is more than lively. Two or three 
months ago great effort was made to control the great political 

es and to put them in harmony on the money question. The 

and the bankers’ conventions told the e, ** You must 

see to it that both political Democrats and Repub- 
licans, declare for the gold standard.” e were told that a large 
sum of money had been raised to accomplish that desirable end. 
There was no secret about it. It was proclaimed from the house 
tops that that was to be done and that it was being done, and we 
enhane thage me in various sections of the country that it was 

i et, n that, Republican States, States 
. eq with any other, have 
been declaring for free silver, and the great Democratic party is 
now, I believe, practically ready to inscribe on its banner free 


The people of the United States have learned that the question 
free coinage is one that comes home to them. They know that 
the money question is one which touches every man’s interest. 
They know that there is no legislation which can be enacted, that 
there is no legislation which ever has been enacted. that comes 50 


Fn 


close home, to the men on the farm and in the and in the mill 
and in the mine, as the financial question, and ee Sat 6 
per an 


ae question is a mistake which 
outrages more than other mistake 


ee ee hold of it. 
e had an election in Oregon yesterda: 


can be made in 
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